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HON OR ARY MEM BER SHIP FOR DON MAYES

The AGM approved unani mously the commit tee’s
proposal that Don Mayes should be made an honorary
member of GADARG. The proposal was put to the
meeting in the following terms:-

GADARG has since the beginning recog nised how
much it has owed as a society to a few, particular
members, by making them our honorary members.
Some, like Mary Gardiner, were among those whose
initiative founded GADARG in the 60s.  Others, like
Carolyn Heighway, are distin guished archae olo gists.
Today we want to honour one of our most valued and
useful members, Don Mayes.

We could say that Don has become the Group’s
technologist, for he has made his expertise in both IT
and practical engineering freely available to us.  Since
1995 he has been respon sible for the layout and

desk-top publishing of Glevensis, helping to ensure its
place among the high quality journals.  He created the
membership database, which has greatly helped our
treas urers.  More recently, our use of the resis tivity
meter has been almost entirely dependent on Don’s IT
skills and advice, and the ingenuity and the time he has
spent producing the equipment has  made the surveys
so much easier.

Fortu nately for us, Don is not proposing to retire
completely and devote all his time to ornithology,
though Glevensis publishing will be in new hands
and Don has decided not to seek re-election to the
Committee.  I am sure you will all agree that Don
should be made an honorary member, with our
sincere thanks for all he has already done, and no
doubt will continue to do for us. 

Odette Wylie was a well- known and  much- loved
figure in Glouces ter shire archae ology. She was one of
the founder members of GADARG, a member of the
Bristol and Glouces ter shire Archaeo logical Society
and of the Roman Society and is particu larly to be
remem bered for her contri bu tions in the 1960s and
early 1970s as an excavator at Witcombe Roman Villa,
Frocester Court and on many sites at Gloucester city
centre and also as a finds conser va tionist. 

Odette’s involvement in archae ology began in her late
forties. On a walk with a member of her family, she
visited Witcombe, where Ernest Green field was
digging on behalf of the then Ministry of Public
Building and Works.   She asked if she could take part
and was duly taken on and trained to Green field’s high
standards; she always felt a debt of gratitude to him and
subse quently was a loyal member of his team, digging
at Witcombe, Henley Wood (Somerset) and elsewhere.
In 1966 she joined the excavation directed by Mark
Hassall at the New Market Hall site (Bell Walk),
Gloucester, in the aftermath of which GADARG was
estab lished. Around the same time she had begun work
at Frocester, under Stewart Gracie and was to continue
for many years, working under Eddie Price after
Gracie’s death. From 1968 until 1973, when she and
her family moved to Cambridge, she was a full-time
archae ologist, working the year round (with breaks  for
the school holidays as she had four children) at

Gloucester city centre, Frocester and the excava tions
directed by Green field. She received training as a finds
conser va tionist at Bristol Museum in 1970-71 and
there after cleaned and conserved a substantial number
of excavation finds from Gloucester, Frocester and
elsewhere. After the move to Cambridge she was active
in fieldwork in the Cambridge region, particu larly at the
Castle Hill, Cambridge excava tions and on work ahead
of the construction of the M11 motorway, but after a few 
years she retired from fieldwork, concen trating for a
while longer on finds conser vation.

Her contri bution as an excavator was nowhere greater
than at Gloucester city centre where she produced
exquisite work in the difficult condi tions of city- centre
devel opment sites. She was a volunteer special ising in
urban rescue archae ology in the time before the present
form of developer- funding and profes sion ali sation of
such work emerged. Few then could match her skill in
excavation, and that would be true today among unit
profes sionals; she also brought to her work a wide-
 ranging knowledge of the natural and man-made world.
Odette was a person of great warmth with a delightful
sense of humour and high diplo matic skills.  Great as her 
contri bution was to research, Glouces ter shire  
archae ology was also enriched by her involvement in
a broader way.

Henry Hurst

ODETTE WYLIE (1918- 2004)
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HON SEC RE TARY’S RE PORT TO THE 2004 AGM

Mar tin Ecclestone

I would like to begin this report by saying how much  I
welcome the growing number of members who are
coming to meetings in Gloucester, since this excellent
meeting place has been used.  I am sure that you all join
me in thanking our member Nicholas Kingsley, the
County Archivist, for making  this possible. On a sadder
note, I want to pay tribute to the archaeo logical work of
Michael Oakeshott, who died in February;  he was a
chairman of the B & G Council, and as GADARG
members he and his wife took part in the Frocester
excava tions. 

The Committee met five times during the past year,
which has been clouded by uncer tainty about the future
of Glouces ter’s  Museums and Archaeo logical Service.
Committee members, especially John Rhodes and Nigel
Spry, have actively sought to influence the City
Council’s review. The City’s final decisions, which I
need not describe here, will be imple mented shortly, but 
we will continue to scrutinise how they will work in
practice.  There is no doubt that museums generally are
in financial diffi culties, as shown by a recent national
plea for increased government funding; for local
museums to have to rely on hard pressed local
authorities and uncertain lottery bids is quite
unsat is factory.

Three of the Group’s officers are handing over their
respon si bilities today to their successors, after years of
gener ously given time and skills. I would like you to
join me in thanking Mike Milward for arranging our
lecture programme and summer trips so reliably and so
well; the Margam Abbey and Kenfig visit last summer
was particu larly memorable. The Editors of Glevensis,
Don Mayes and Nigel Spry, have also, I suspect, been
taken too much for granted, such has been the excel lence
of their work over the past nine years. 

Although all our members receive notice of the AGM
and there is the oppor tunity to nominate new
Committee members, in practice such nomina tions
only come from the Committee itself.  This seems to
me a pity, because we may be over- looking new
talents that we will one day need.  This year, for
example, it has proved difficult to find a new editor
for Glevensis, and it became necessary to propose an 
interim solution.  Subject to the AGM’s approval,

Glevensis will be produced this year by an editorial
committee chaired by the Secretary; the other members
will be Les Comtesse, Russell Howes and David
Aldred.  More impor tantly perhaps, we absolutely
depend on suitable articles being submitted for publi -
cation, and it is important that research done by
members is written up and submitted, at any time
during the year.  Short notes will be just as welcome as
longer articles.

The Frocester excavation will continue this year from
the end of April, and Eddie Price always welcomes
newcomers, however l imi ted their  previous
experience. We are extremely fortunate to have the
oppor tunity to assist in this important and high quality
research. The other practical work we are engaged in is
geophysical surveying, and during the past year useful
work has been done at Deerhurst, Dymock, Standish,
Rodborough and Frocester. 

From this year Glouces ter shire has a Finds Liaison
Officer, Kurt Adams, whom we are sharing with Avon.
He will identify and record finds from any source, but
particu larly from metal detecting. One of his first tasks is
to build a good relationship with metal detec torists, but
also with Groups like our own.  Nationally, the 1997
Treasure Act and the related Portable Antiq uities Scheme
which has provided Finds Liaison Officers for each
county have, I think, proved beneficial for archae ology,
though they have made the financial problems of
museums more difficult. Another devel opment of some
impor tance is the enhancement of Sites & Monuments
Records and making them available on-line. 

We are most grateful to Dr Perrin, one of our long
standing members, who has recently donated a
complete run of Glevensis to the Group.  Since we have
very few copies (or none) of most of the older issues
available for sale, we will gladly accept any copies that
members wish to donate.
 
Finally, I should record that the Group currently has
214 members, of whom 22 are associates and 10 are
junior.  The total number remains steady, but there has
been a welcome increase in the number of junior
members, some of whom are taking an active part in the
Group’s activities.
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THE COTS WOLDS, THE CODE SWEL LAN AND THE GOD DESS CVDA

Steven Yeates

The Codswell was the old name of the river Eye
and the Theodningc was the name for the Upper
Windrush. 
The present courses of the rivers are marked in a 
continuous line, whilst the dashed lines mark
dry valleys.
The known historical parish boundaries of
Cutsdean, which once formed  part of the Bredon
parish  (Worces ter shire) and  Condicote are also
marked, as  dot-dashed lines.
The Farnworth shrine lay at the confluence of
the Codswell (Eye) and the Windrush (Dickler)

Fig 1: The area to the north of Bourton on the Water between the Gytingbroc and the Dickler (Windrush)

The etymology of the place-name Cotswold has not yet
been fully explained. This paper will consider the
place-name evidence that is linked to the word
Cotswold, and will suggest a possible relationship with
a Romano- British goddess named Cuda. 

The Cotswold place-name

The ear l iest  r ecorded ver sion of  the  name
Cotswold is montana de Codesuualt in the work of
Giraldus Cambrensis (c. 1190)1 The etymology of
the first part of the name is uncertain. Both of the
relevant place  name volumes, that for Worces ter -
shire2, in 1927, and that for Glouces ter shire3, in
1964, derived the second part of the name from the
Old English wald, ‘woodland, a tract of woodland,
or high forest land4’. Everitt5, in a study of the
word wald in Kent and the Cotswolds, noted that
the place name was used consis tently at an early
date for particular regions. Fox6, in a study of the
East Midlands, concurred that wald was used as a
general name for  a cohesive   topog raphical

region. The most recent inter pre tation of the
place name Cotswold was by Gelling and Coles7

who also agreed that a district, not a locality, was
described.

The English Place Name Society vo l um e  on
Worces ter shire associated the origins of the
pref ix of  the  word  Cotswold wi th the  Old
E n g l i s h  p e r s on a l  n a m e  * Co dd 8 , while the
Glouces ter shire volume associated it with the personal  
name *Cod9. No Anglo- Saxon called *Codd or *Cod,
is known to have existed, as indicated by the asterisk.
If *Cod was not an Old English personal name,
however, it may have developed from an earlier
word. The process which is most likely to have
taken place is a-affection, as defined generally
by Jackson10. This would mean that the Old
English *Cod- was probably derived from the
British Cuda-11. That a British prefix and the
Old English suffix ‘wald’ could be combined is
demon strated by the name Andre de sweald , for
what is now the Kent and Sussex Weald12.
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Other place- names associated with Cod

T here are some four names within the central
Cotswolds which are generally accepted as being
derived from *Cod;  these are Codeswellan,
Codestun, Codesdene , and Codes byrig. The se
medieval spellings have been used for  conven -
ience, and the modern spelling of the Cutsdean
village will only be used in specific circum stances. 
Three of these names seem to have been used
succes sively for the same estate, and would,
presumably, have referred to specific locations in
the area, as shown in figure 1.

The place-name Codeswellan, recorded in 780,
was the name of a sub-manor of the bishop of
Worces ter’s Bredon estate13. Finberg14 inter -
preted the grant of 780 as ‘Offa, king of the
Mercians and of the nations round about, to
Saint Peter’s, Bredon, a church built by Eanulf
his grand father. 5 manentes at Teottingtun on the 
Carrant Brook, 10 cassati at Wassan burnan, 10
at Codeswellan on the hill of the Hwicce, and 10
at Northtun on the Tyrl Brook, free of all secular
dues: to remain always in the hands of Offa’s kin’.
This version, however, was recorded in a form which
omitted errors; Grundy recorded the latter part as,
‘adjoining this lies the village called Wassan burnan
which has on the east the ford called Geolaford; and
on the west the spring called Gytingbroc 10 hides, the
third village on the hill called Mons Hwicciorum aet
Codeswellan, also 10 hides’15. The 780 recording of
the charter bounds for Codeswellan gives the
estate-name and two misplaced boundary markers,
the Gytingbroc in the west, and the Geolwaford  (the
yellow ford) in the east, which Smith placed at
Hinchwick16. The river-name Gytingbroc has
survived in the name of the villages of Temple Guiting 
and Guiting Power. 

The second element of Codeswellan is given as the
Old English wella, a well or spring; when it is used as a 
suffix, however, as in the river  names Cherwell17, and
Turcanwylla18 in Turkdean, it can refer to a stream or a
river. Two factors indicate that a river-name is more
likely. First, the persistent way river  names, and not
spring  names, are used as the source of manorial
names in the Cotswolds. Second, the combi nation of
the words wella and denu with the same prefix.
Cherwell and Turcanwylla are also examples of the
combi nation of a British river-name with wella.

The fact that a river name sometimes includes an
individual’s personal name implies that, in some
sense, the river was owned; but English charters and
grants only recognise rights of access to the resources
of rivers, not their ownership. Early river  names in
other European countries sometimes included

personal names, but such names were invariably those
of divinities; examples include the Boyne, the
Shannon, and the Seine. Codeswellan may, therefore,
be a river-name that referred to a deity. 

The place-name Codestun, recorded in the charters of
c. 974 or 977 and 98719, means *Cod’s settlement. The
name, as with Codeswellan, was used for a sub-manor
of the bishop of Worces ter’s Bredon manor. By c. 974
this estate had been reduced by half, to five mansae or
hides20; by 1086 it had been reduced to two hides21. On
the evidence of the 974 charter, Codestun, whose
chapel was annexed to the church at Bredon22, almost
certainly included the site of the present manor and
church of present-day Cutsdean. Thus a change of name
had occurred and, like other posses sions of Worcester
cathedral, the eventual parish of Cutsdean remained an
isolated enclave of the county of Worces ter shire until the 19th

century. Since there are no refer ences to Codeswellan or
Codesdene in the charter of 974 23 these locations may have
been within the five hides already lost from the estate. 

The third name, Cotesdene (1185) or Codesdene
(1354), which occurs in the charters of Winchcombe
Abbey; has been inter preted as Cod’s denu, ‘*Cod’s
valley’2 4.  Although the names Codestun and
Codesdene are believed to apply to the same estate
Smith suggested that, histori cally, they were at two
different locations; one derived from the Worcester
documents; the other from the Winchcombe
documents25. It is possible that the eight hides of the
Bredon estate that were lost between 780 and 1086
contained the location of the Winchcombe land of
Codesdene. There appear to be three possible locations
for this Codesdene. The first possi bility is that it lay in
an adjacent part of Temple Guiting parish, for it was
described as a hamlet of Guiting in 135426. The second
possi bility arises from a charter of 840 that lists
Taddington alongside Codeswellan27. However,
Taddington is most likely to be a misspelling of
Teddington (which normally occurred in Bredon’s
estate lists). The third and most likely possi bility is that
the original estate extended into the neigh bouring parish 
of Condicote. The antiquaries Atkyns28 and Rudder29

both stated that the manor of Hinchwick lay partly in the
parish of Condicote and partly in that of Bredon (held by
Worcester). In 1086 the Condicote estate of Hinchwick
was held by the bishop of Worcester30. Further to this, a
later copy of an authentic grant of 1051 x 1053 states
that Ægelwine, dean of Worcester, and his brother
Ordric purchased 3 cassati at Condicote with the
Church’s money and restored the land to the monks of
Worcester31. None of this infor mation shows precisely
where the Winchcombe Codesdene was located, but it
does indicate that the manorial and parish boundaries
were not identical, and that Cutsdean parish, as
recorded in the Worces ter shire VCH, was the rump of
the bishop of Worces ter’s 8th century Codeswellan
estate. 
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Smith32 suggested that the location of the Winchcombe
Codesdene lay in the Upper Windrush Valley above
Ford. However, the Codeswellan estate bounds
described in the 780 document call the stream
occupying this valley the Gytingbroc33.  The name did
not apply to the present-day Dikler, at the east end of the 
Cutsdean parish, as a charter of Bourton- on- the- Water
(779) called this the Uuenrisc34, the Windrush. This
identi fi cation is confirmed by a charter of Swell35

(1055). The charter of Bourton- on- the- Water also
indicates that the Gytingbroc flowed into a river called
the Theodningc (779)36 at Guiting Power, which, in 
turn flowed into the Windrush at Bourton- on- the-
 Water. The Eye is the only river in the area not to have
an Old English name, being a back- formation of
Eyford, the village through which it flows. It is possible
that the Eye was once called the Codeswellan, if, as  has
been suggested earlier, this was a river-name. The
Winchcombe lands called Codesdene may, therefore,
have included parts of the Dikler and Eye valleys
possibly located in the upper reaches of the Eye Valley
near Trafalgar Farm; this lies in Temple Guiting Parish.
They may have been part of the lands lost from
Codeswellan (as granted to Bredon in 780), and called,
confus ingly, Codesdene in 1354. At some point the
name Cutsdean, must have replaced Codestun, as the
name of the manor and parish comprising the last two
hides belonging to Worcester cathedral. 

If Condicote parish did originate as part of the
Codeswellan estate then the fourth associated name
Codes byrig, ‘*Cod’s fort’, recorded  in  c.105537, can be 
said to have been in the same territory. The fort was
located, by Finberg, near Fox Farm;  to the north of Fox
Farm a circular camp has been reported38, but not
confirmed39. In addition to the names so far considered,
there are a few scattered place- names throughout the
Cotswolds  (see figure 4)  that may be related to *Cod-.
These are Cudnall in Charlton Kings (recorded as
Codynhull in 1388)40, Cotten hulle in Owlpen (1280)41,
Coten hulle in Tysoe (1260)42, and Cottesmore in the
Oxford shire Broadwell (of c. 980)43. 

The evidence for a Cotswold cult of Cuda

Clifford44 and Alcock45 were the first to review the
evidence for cults of the genius of the place in the
Cotswolds. Alcock quoted Gildas and implied that their 
shrines were in ruins by the 6th century; however, this
simplistic view obscures a religious trans for mation
which probably drew aspects from pre-Christian and
Christian culture. A later discussion of the Cotswold
sculpture was made by Toynbee46 and, more recently,
by Henig47 in his corpus of sculpture from the
Cotswolds and adjacent areas; a companion study, by
Cunliffe and Fulford48, covers Bath and the adjacent
parts of Wiltshire and Somerset. These volumes are
now the standard work on Roman period sculpture in
the region. 

In 1690 a Roman slab was recovered from Dagling worth,
near Ciren cester, Glouces ter shire; it was inscribed
MA]TRIB[US ET/GE]NIOL[OCI, which has been trans -
lated as ‘to the mother goddesses and the genius of the
place’49. The word ‘genius’ is trans lated as ‘guar dian’ or
‘presiding spirit’. A votive relief inscribed CUDE
LOC[..]V[.] (see figure 2) was ploughed up in a field in
Dagling worth in 1951; at the same time a mosaic
pavement was uncovered. It was assumed that both the
relief and the mosaic came from the same Romano-
 British building, perhaps a shrine or temple. The relief
portrays a seated mother goddess accom panied by three
standing hooded male figures, called by scholars the genii
cucullati50. This name refers to their hooded cloak or
‘cucullus’. In 2000 survey work was carried out in a field
near the site. It recovered Roman pottery, ceramics, and
stone building material51.

The full meaning of the inscription on the relief found
in 1951 is unknown, but Alcock believed that Cuda was 
the name of the goddess depicted on the relief52; this has 
been accepted by Green53. Although there is no firm
evidence of a goddess Cuda elsewhere54, this idea
should not be discounted, and in assessing the use of the 
name on the continent some support of a divine use can
be found. An inscription from Roman Spain that refers
to TRANSCVDANI55 implies that Cuda was the name
of a river in Lusitania; another from Cisalpine Gaul implies
that Cuda was a feminine cognomen56. The connection
between river  names, and deities, as illus trated by the river
Seine and its goddess Sequanna57, suggests that the
Lusitanian Cuda may also have been a deity; this provides
support for the divine inter pre tation of the name on the
Dagling worth inscription. 

The Dagling worth relief is similar to others from
Ciren cester58, Stratton59, and Farnworth60, while a lost 
relief from Easton Grey61 also showed a seated divinity
with three standing male figures. The Ciren cester
example (see figure 3) is particu larly well preserved.
Yet another relief, from an unknown location but
probably one in Glouces ter shire, shows a seated
goddess accom panied by three cloaked warriors62. It
may be assumed that, due to the compo sition of the
sculpture, the Easton Grey relief and the unprove nanced
one are of the same mother goddess. Thus there are at least
five known repre sen ta tions of a mother goddess
portrayed alongside the genii cucullati; a possible sixth, 
on another relief  from Bath, shows a divine couple, with a
seated goddess holding a wand of sover eignty; at the base
of the relief the genii cucullati are portrayed63. 

Another sculpture, found at Dagling worth in 1953,
shows the lower part of a niche- framed  figure wearing
a cucullus64. The genii cucullati had a distinctive localised 
iconog raphy in certain parts of Germany and Britain. In
Britain the genii cucullati occur in two main groupings,
one in the Cotswolds and the other along Hadrian’s
Wall65. Reliefs have been found at Farnworth 66,
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Fig 3: Relief of the mother goddess and genii cucullati from the Police Station site, Ciren cester.
 ( Image repro duced by permission of the Corinium Museum, Ciren cester)

Fig 2: Relief of the mother goddess and genii cucullati, recovered from Dagling worth in 1951.
The inscription recorded the name of the goddess CVDA.

(Image repro duced by permission of the Corinium Museum, Ciren cester)
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Ciren cester6 7,  Kingscote6 8, Chedworth6 9 and
Wycomb70. In the Cotswolds, the iconog raphy of
sculpture in which these groups of figures occur is fairly 
uniform; either, a seated mother goddess with three
genii cucullati, a seated mother on her own, or the
cucullati on their own. At Wycombe the sculpture
recovered includes separate repre sen ta tions71. Wacher
suggests that the cucullati belonged to the world of

dwarfs and goblins, forces for good or evil that should
be propi tiated72. However, in Irish mythology the
goddess Danu was associated with three sons who were 
mythical brothers73, which would be a more appro -
priate association. The cult of the cucullati appears to
have been connected, in some way, with the worship of
a mother goddess; however, only in one location,
Dagling worth, has the name of the mother goddess

Fig 4: Map showing locations of place names and sculpture
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been found inscribed. Figure 4 shows the distri bution of
these Roman sculp tures and inscrip tions. 

The full range of sculp tural repre sen ta tions of this local
cult has been found only at the Farnworth gravel pit, at a
confluence of the Eye, where eight religious sculp tures
were recovered from a Roman well74. This group of
sculpture, described clearly by Toynbee and O’Neil, is
believed to have come from a shrine at this site. One of
these reliefs has images of the genii cucullati standing
alongside a smaller figure wearing a pleated tunic; this
obviously repre sents the seated mother. Of the other
sculp tures the remains of two, now headless, seated
goddesses were recovered; these have been inter preted
as repre sen ta tions of Minerva75, but this is not
consistent with other images of Minerva who is always
shown standing and holding a spear76. Another
sculpture found here is a relief of the genii cucullati on
their own77. Not only can it be claimed that there is
enough sculpture at Farnworth to assume that they
must have come from a shrine, but also that the
uniformity of this group of Cotswold sculpture
indicates that this may have been a shrine of the
goddess Cuda. 

Wider Impli ca tions

The cult of the goddess Cuda can be recog nised on
several levels. On one level she was the presiding spirit
of the Codeswellan, hence her shrine at Farnworth.
Such an association between place-name and deity can
also be seen for Roman Bath, where Sulis presided over 
the hot springs78 in the city of Aquae Sulis; as recorded
in the Antonine Itinerary. The name of the city and the
presiding spirit were shared or were homonyms. Bath
may be unique because of the survival of its Roman
archaeo logical material, but when it came to place
names it was no different from other places. 

The cult of Cuda may have been focused at Farnworth
on the Codeswellan but it was also part of a wider cult
associated with the Cotswolds generally. The presiding 
spirits of the river and the larger range of hills were one
and the same, hence the use of the name for both.
Similar connec tions between place  names and
religious iconog raphy and inscrip tions can be found in
Gaul. 

Evidence connecting Cuda with the Cotswolds is
found throughout the area, and dupli cates Derks’s
reinter pre tation of the landscapes of the Vosges and the
Ardennes79. In these Gaulish areas it is evident that
religious sites, associated with the divinities Vosegus
and Arduenna, were placed on focal mountains within
the ranges, for example at Le Donon in the Vosges, and
also at points of key access into the landscape. Such
names were homonyms of divine names; for example,
in Gaul Arduenna, and Vosegus, and in Britain,
perhaps, Cuda. 

Conclusion

It is suggested that the names Cotswold and
Codeswellan were derived from the British element,
Cuda. It is also possible that the goddess Cuda was
worshipped widely in the Cotswolds as can be seen
from the distri bution pattern of a recog nisable corpus of
sculpture.  
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GLEVEN SIS 37 2004

A RE SIS TIV ITY SUR VEY OF THE ROD BOR OUGH EARTHWORK

Mar tin Ecclestone

Figure 1      Rodborough Common.  From C Parry (ref. 5) with permission

An inves ti gation into the documentary history of an
ancient enclosure on Rodborough Common, that since
the mid-1950s has been largely covered by a housing
estate known as The Hithe, was published in Glevensis
351.  It concluded that this enclosure, of which only a
small part of the western boundary now survives as an
earthwork on the common near SO 8498 0325 (on the
west side of ‘A’ in Fig.1), could be identified with a
medieval assart called Limbury, documented as early as 
c1170, though the earth works almost certainly predated
the medieval agricul tural use of the enclosure.  The
present paper reports on resis tivity surveys of the site
and briefly reviews the archaeo logical evidence for its
origins.

The Royal Commission for Historical Monuments,
based on Rennie’s excavations2in 1954-5, saw evidence 
for a Roman settlement3.  Avery also considered that
“despite what may appear to be somewhat inefficient
siting ... the most plausible interpretation of the site ..

[is] a Roman fort of a date soon after the Conquest”4.  If
Avery is right, it may be significant that the enclosure
lies near an ancient track leading from the Corinium
area towards a Severn crossing at Arlingham.  However, 
the most recent review of the archaeological evidence
for the dating and purpose of the earthworks, by Charles 
Parry in 1996, concluded that they were of medieval
date5.  Rennie also suggested a medieval origin on the
grounds that the Roman sherds were residual6, but her
reasons included an interpretation of a Lysons’ print that 
Parry agrees is mistaken7.

Both Clifford’s 1936 excavation of a section across the
surviving earthwork8 and Rennie’s 1954-5 inves ti ga -
tions produced a pottery assem blage that parallels
subse quent finds elsewhere.  In 1975 Swan drew
attention to the presence of Savernake ware among
Rennie’s sherds and concluded that Rodborough was an 
early Roman fort9, and Clarke also considered that the
pottery was late Iron Age or early RB10.  Trow’s 1982-3
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Figure 2  The Hithe: Excava tions by D M Rennie in 1954-5
From Figure 1 in Ref. 2

excavation of ‘The Ditches’, a ploughed-out 4 ha (10
acres) oval enclosure at SO 996095 near North Cerney,
provided a late Iron Age or, more probably, early
Roman pottery assem blage that Trow suggested11 was
similar to those found at Rodborough, Beckford,
Salmonsbury, Bagendon and Ciren cester.  Trow
concluded that ‘The Ditches’ was a late Iron Age
univallate defended enclosure, converted during the
Roman period into a non-defensive enclosure (for stock 
control?) by adding an inner ditch and filling-in the
outer ditch12. In its final state it resembled the
Rodborough enclosure, though the latter is trape zoidal
and shows no evidence of an outer ditch.  The pottery
evidence suggests that Rodborough dates from the
early first century AD. 

Since the surviving bank at Rodborough is outside the
ditch, it is unlikely that its purpose was defensive.
While the Old English name Limbury might suggest
that the enclosure was regarded as a defended place,
‘bury’ was also used more generally for places of some
antiquity or importance, such as a manor house13.  Parry 
has drawn attention to a much larger medieval
enclosure at Coberley (near Crickley Hill) which also
has an external bank, but its ditch is only 1 m. wide and
less than 0.8 m. deep14.  Medieval enclosures of this
kind were intended to contain cattle or sheep, and are

easily distinguished from wood enclosures, which had
banks on the wood side of the ditch15.

In the absence of any evidence for dwellings, whether
IA, RB or medieval, and its current occupation by
private houses, the archaeo logical interest of the site
must focus on the earth works.  Fig.2 shows the location
of Rennie’s excava tions in 1954-5 and the probable
course of the ditches, which she deduced from these
and other obser va tions.  These ditches would have
enclosed an area of about 2.7 ha (6.5 acres).  Clifford in
1936 had found that the surviving earthwork has a
v-shaped ditch 2.2 m. deep and 5 m. wide, and its
centre-line is 5.7 m. from the centre-line of the bank,
which is outside the ditch16.  Rennie’s excavation at site
A (see Fig.2) shows a less well-cut ditch 1.8 m. deep
and 6 m. wide, but at site C there is a ditch like
Clifford’s, 1.7 m. deep and 4.3 m. wide17.  Rennie
believed that the latter ditch (called Ditch I) predated
the former (Ditch II), but Avery was not entirely
convinced by the evidence in her report18.  The
Rodborough ditches are on much the same scale as the
Minchin hampton Bulwarks, about two km. SSE, where 
the flat- bottomed ditch is about 5.5 m. wide and 2.0 m.
deep; they differ in that the Bulwarks bank is revetted
on the ditch side, and the distance from this revetment
to the ditch centre-line, across a flat berm, is 5.4 m.19 At
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‘The Ditches’ the rock-cut inner ditch is about 2 m. wide 
and 2 m. deep.

Parry has suggested that the surviving earthwork was
not connected to either Ditch I or Ditch II, but was
instead part of more extended earthwork enclosing
about 10 ha.(24 acres).20 His conjectured earthwork
generally follows the boundaries of fields first mapped
in the early 19th century, though his northern boundary
is up to 80m. north of the east-west wall adjacent to
Rennie’s Ditch II.  It cannot be assumed however that
recent internal divisions of the enclosure preserve the
boundaries of the 12th century assarts that were made
when the name ‘Limbury’ was already ancient.  Parry’s
assumption that a virgate of land in Rodborough in 1307 
would comprise 24 acres of land in a single enclosure21

is also improbable; assarts from the waste were
additional to the tenants’ customary holdings, and were
developed piecemeal.

Parry’s suggestion derived from his doubt whether
Rennie’s Ditch II was linked to the earthworks that
survived in the early 1950s, at either their north or south
ends.  Rennie did not publish her section at D on the
northern section of Ditch II, but stated that “the ditch on
the north side was .. clearly visible, although the bank
became very much less marked towards the east”22.
Parry comments that the then extant field wall aligned
with the bank “perhaps accounted for the feature she
saw”23, but since he elsewhere expected earthworks to
be used as later boundaries, his dismissal of Rennie’s
observations seems a little perverse.  He was right
however to consider Rennie’s proposed junction of
Ditch II with the southern end of the earthwork as
“problematic”24, since she offered no evidence for this,
other than observing that the general course of the
southern ditch was clearly marked by the growth of
charlock in 195525.  On the strength of an air photograph 
taken in 1950 by the RAF (his Fig.5), Parry suggested
that after the south part of Ditch II turned north, it ran
some distance east of the surviving ditch, within the
modern enclosure26.  One final point is that Parry gives
no credence to the plan made by the O’Neils published
in 1952, which shows a continuous ditch on the north,
west and south sides, with signs of an internal bank on
the north and west sides. The O’Neils stated that this
plan was ascertained “with precision” from an oblique
air photograph by Dr. St. Joseph27, probably that taken
in June 1948 and reproduced by Parry28. It is significant
that the National Monuments Record library copy of
O’Neil’s paper was annotated by Ordnance Survey
officer D G Ball “Article to be used with caution”.

Against this background a resis tivity survey of parts of
The Hithe was carried out, to establish if possible the
precise course of the ditches that defined the original
enclosure.  There are consid erable practical diffi culties
in such a survey, compared with open field surveys.  The 

most serious is the large area covered by roads and their
accom pa nying services such as sewers, the houses and
their paving, shrubs and boundaries, compared with the
relatively small area of unobstructed lawns.  The second 
problem is accurately locating each area surveyed, in
relation to neigh bouring garden plots. The third is that
the resis tances in different plots are measured against
different scales, because each plot has to be surveyed
independ ently; these relative distri bu tions are suffi cient
however for the purpose of identi fying ditches.  On a more
positive note, every house holder who was approached was
entirely friendly and co-operative, which helped
enormously.

Fig.3 summarises the results of this survey, largely
carried out in 2003.  This plan includes the southern half
of the western bank and ditch, destroyed c.1955, as well
as the funnel-shaped entrance to the enclosures from the 
common, which was built over in the 1930s.  Also
shown are the positions of Clifford’s 1936 section of the
surviving earthwork and Rennie’s sections A (in plot K)
and C (in plot H), all of which remain visible as
depressions.  Despite its small scale, Fig.3 reveals a
clear line of low resistance (shown in black) in plots A,
G, H and J, with more indistinct areas of low resistance
in plots B, C, D and E.  A reduced resistance is indicative 
of deeper soil cover, in the context of predominantly
shallow soil over the limestone bedrock.  The area
surveyed in plot K lies within the enclosure and shows
variations that suggest the presence of pits within the
enclosure.  This plot was surveyed because Rennie
found possible evidence of Roman occupation near the
south-east corner of the ditch, to which the high
resistance features (shown as light areas) may relate.
Fig.5  provides a larger scale record of the measured
resistance in each plot; the geographic orientations of
these plots are necessarily different. 

Comparison with Rennie’s plan (Fig.2), which does not
appear to locate her sections A and C entirely accurately, 
confirms that the linear ditch indicated by the line of low 
resistance in plots G, H and J is Rennie’s Ditch II.  No
trace of her Ditch I could be found in plots H and J,
probably because (as Rennie states), the filling of Ditch
I was natural limestone that made it hard to detect even
by excavation, while Ditch II was filled with loose
brown soil29.  Ditch II also appears very clearly in plot
A, near the north-west corner, running parallel to a short
length (16 m.) of stone wall that is all that remains of the
pre-1955 east-west boundary wall.  The relationship
between the line of low resistance in plot A and the
nearby, surviving ditch on the common, that is
beginning to turn east as it meets the outer boundary
wall, clearly suggests that the enclosure’s ditch does
indeed run east-west across plot A.

Turning to the south-west corner, it is most unfortunate
that only a small part of the critical areas in plot F could
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Figure 3: The Hithe: results of resis tivity survey in 2003

be surveyed, due to the position of the house and its
garden features.  Nevertheless, area F1 (Fig.4) suggests
that any ditch ran, at best, along its north-east edge,
while area F2 suggests that the ditch located in plot G
had begun to change direction, grazing the north-west
corner of F2.  F3 is a single line of resistivity readings
along the north-east boundary of plot F, and the position
of the minimum value is marked.  Taken together, the
measurements in plot F suggest that Ditch II ran along
the south-east face of the house, turning north to run
along the outside of the pre-1930s boundary wall to join
the known boundary ditch. It may be significant that the
place where the ditch appears to turn north (near SO
8502 0311) is very near a gate that lay at the north-west

end of the pre-1930s track leading from The Hythe into
the funnel-shaped opening onto the common.  A
hollow way that ran from the gate along the south-west
side of this opening survives on the common as feature
70812 in the National Trust Archaeological Survey of
Rodborough Common30.

The low resistivity features found in plots B, C, D and
E are more difficult to explain.  Although they all lie 10
to 15 m. east of the ancient ditch, they do not form a
sharply defined, continuous feature as in plots A and H, 
and that in plot B does not appear to link with the ditch
in plot A.  Modern drainage into the main sewer that
runs along the estate road between A and F may
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Figure 4  The Hithe:  Detail of Plot F

account for the feature in plot E, as it certainly does for a 
NW-SE feature at the east end of plot A.  Rennie refers
to a cesspit dug “just north of the right of way”31, in
what is probably plot C, which suggests that several
plots may have had such a pit, despite the provision of
main drainage.  However, the 1950 RAF air photograph 
predating the housing development appears to show
features here that Parry suggested were connected to
Ditch II, whose south-west corner might then be some
20 m. east of the position proposed in this paper.  

While the geophysical results from relatively small
areas cannot be conclusive, they help to define the
location of Ditch II in relation to the estate houses
and go some way towards confirming that the
surviving ditch on the common is linked to Rennie’s
Ditch II.  The purpose of the resulting trapezoidal
enclosure remains uncertain, but the available
evidence points to its construction in the early first
century AD and its reuse for agriculture before 1170. 
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Figure 5   The Hithe: Enlargement of individual surveys  (with North direction)
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THE WEATHER AND NATU RAL DIS ASTERS IN NOR MAN ENGLAND

Ce lia Bennetts

There is a great deal of discussion about the effect of
rising carbon dioxide emissions on the global
climate. One scenario is of rising tempera tures
causing the polar ice to melt and, within a few
decades, precipi tating another Ice Age1 with much
of Britain disap pearing, firstly under water and then 
under a sheet of ice. However scien tists researching
this field find that picture unlikely, as rising
summer tempera tures make it less likely that
glaciers can form and grow2. One leading scientist
has commented that “Exaggerated scenarios serve
only to intensify the existing polari zation over
global warming”.3 Most of us, I suspect, are
confused and bemused. People in the past did not
have to contend with these sorts of predic tions, the 
weather came, be it hot, dry, wet, cold or windy
and had to be lived with, as best one could.

Recent evidence from ice and sediment cores4, built
up over many millennia, show that climate change is
not a smooth progression; the temperature fluctuates
between warm and cold, about the mean, in a matter of
decades. Archae olo gists are familiar with climate
change on a grand scale from the glacials and inter-
 glacials of the ice ages, while evidence from dendro -
chro nology gives a detailed picture of the weather
within each year, the dry seasons and the wet. In
their records histo rians see these fluctua tions in 
climate from a human perspective with, for example,
refer ences to post- Conquest vine growing in
England suggesting a warmer period, the dreadful
weather in the early 14th century causing crop failure, 
famine and death and the ‘Little Ice Age’ of the
16/17th centuries captured in paintings of the period. 
Many can remember the wonderful summer of 1940, 
the severe winter of 1947, the wall of flood water
that destroyed the village of Lynmouth following
heavy rain in August 1952 (repeated at Boscastle in
August 2004) and the drought of 1976.

I live in Tewkesbury and when asked to contribute an
article to Glevensis we had just experi enced two years 
of bad flooding. This is not unusual  for Tewkesbury
but the floods usually come in the spring when high
spring tides coming up the Bristol Channel meet
melt/rain water coming down the Severn from the
Welsh mountains ; these f loods  were  in
November/December 2000 and February 2002, the
result of heavy rainfall over a wide area. We enjoyed a 
dry Mediter ranean summer in 2003 with little rain. This
year there was a heat wave in May  and early June with
no rain for weeks  (a matter of some concern in my
vegetable garden) but  by the end of June there was

frost in some parts of the north of England and snow on the 
ski slopes at Aviemore, followed by an Atlantic storm
with gales!5 In August  it rained a lot and the ground was
saturated, with the Met. Office reporting it as the wettest
August since 19566. 

Does this recent pattern of weather have anything to do
with global warming or is it just typical British weather -
unpre dictable and different every year? Is this pattern of
weather unusual compared to the past? As I am working on
the history of the Tewkesbury Abbey estates, I wondered
how much infor mation there is in the Tewkesbury Annales7

relating to the weather, bearing in mind that there was no
systematic data recording at that date. The following is not 
an in-depth detailed analysis of the records but a simple
tabulation of a limited number of sources covering nearly
two hundred years, which might be of interest in the
context of global warming.

Tewkesbury Abbey  was a Benedictine house and its
Annales8, compiled from the early 1200s, record events
from 1066 to 1263. Although they are ‘very meagre from
the commencement till the year 1200 ... after the year
1200 they become more diffuse and inter esting’ 9. The
early entries are mainly one line, becoming slightly longer 
from the mid-12th century into the early  1200s and after 
1219 include a contem porary record of the Abbey’s 
affairs. Only after 1202 are there specific refer ences to the
weather and natural  agricul tural disasters. These sixty
years are too short a time span to see any long term pattern
to the weather, so two other sources have been included to
extend the period covered: the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle10

and the Annales of Margam11. The combined refer ences to 
the weather from these three sources cover the years 1066
to 1263.

The following points should be borne in mind when
looking at the table of refer ences (Table 1). We do not
know the criteria used for items to be included in the texts,
or who decided what  should be included. Given that the
economy was based on agriculture the weather was an
important factor in producing a successful, and valuable,
harvest. The Tewkesbury Annales barely mention the
weather until the 13th century, possibly because only then
did they become a contem porary account of the Abbey’s
affairs. An added compli cation is the uncer tainty over how
local or general the majority of the weather refer ences are,
given that infor mation was passed between monastic
houses12. A final diffi culty is the incon sis tency of the data
given. These are not the regular weather reports that we are
used to; for some years there is an indication of the weather
throughout the year and in others only one specific event
was noted.
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Year Event Ref
1070 great fam ine 1
1077 dry sum mer; caused many fires 1
1080 gale, night of Dec. 25th 3
1082 a great fam ine 1

1086 a very se vere year; crops checked;
such big thun der storms & light en ing 

that many peo ple were killed
1

1087 storms of ‘86 led to a great fam ine
over all Eng land & many died

1

1089 very late year for crops, har vest ing
into late No vem ber

1,3

1091 storms. Oct.l5. Winchcombe
church dam aged

3

1092 thun der bolt dam aged church tower 
at Salis bury

3

1093 floods af ter storm; severe win ter,
rivers froze over

3

1094 ag ri cul ture failed, fam ine fol lowed
& peo ple died

3

1095 much un sea son able weather,
crops rip ened very slightly

1

1096 very se vere fam ine 1

1097 bad weather when cul ti va tion due
to be done or crops got in

1

1098 great rains through out year 1

1099 Nov- very high tide up R. Thames
caused flooding 1,3

1103 a very griev ous year with crops
ru ined; also by gale on Aug. 10th

1

1105 a very griev ous year with crops
ru ined. Floods -Jan. 25th. Heavy

win ter snow.
  1,3

1108 R.Trent at Not ting ham dried up 2

1109 many ter ri ble thun der- storms in
course of year

1

1110 May 5th, over night frost dam aged
fruits. A very se vere year as storms 

dam aged crops and fruits
1

1111 very long & se vere win ter which
badly dam aged crops

1

1112 a very good year with woods &
fields very pro duc tive

1

1114
Strong winds in Oct. & gale on

Nov. 18th caused dam age. 
Oct. 10th - Thames dried at

 Lon don due to a great ebb tide.

 1,3

1115 ex tremely se vere win ter 1

1116 a very bad & se vere & long win ter.
Ex ces sive rains be fore Aug. 

af fected crops badly.
1

1117 rains all year, dis as trous for corn.
Dec 1st, ex ces sive storms with
thun der, light en ing, rain & hail

1

1118 Dec.21st - strong gale dam aged
houses and trees.

1

Year Event Ref
1121 Dec.24th - gales, that were very

ob vi ous in many ways
1

1122 March 22nd & Sept.8th gales 1
1124 weather very bad for corn & all

crops; corn was scarce
1

1125 Rain all sum mer; Aug.10th great
flood; crops ru ined; fam ine. 1,3

1144 Jan.l9th - gale, dam aged houses & 
oaks

3

1158 R. Thames  dry and could be
crossed on foot

2

1162 great fam ine over all the world 4
1175 fam ine 4
1176 great fam ine & peo ple died 4
1183 great fam ine 4
1188 March. - coastal flood ing 4
1189 great fam ine & peo ple died 4

1195 a great abun dance of rain & crops
lost 4

1198 August 23rd - gale ru in ously
 flat tened crops 4

1201 sum mer of rains; crops & fruit
didn’t ripen 4

1203 great fam ine; great num bers of
poor died 2,4

1204 se vere win ter, frost & snow 7 from
Dec to mid march.; de stroyed crops 4

1205 June 24th - heavy frost 2
1210 Dec.31st - Feb. 14th - heavy frosts 2

1222 Storms. Win ter gales dam aged
build ings & trees 2,4

1223 Jan. - gale dam aged build ings 2

1228 thun der bolts burnt a gran ary &
house 4

1229
very se vere win ter; wa ter froze so

that rid ers could cross & then
heavy snow cov ered the land

4

1234 great dearth due to heavy frosts 2

1237 Nov. 22 - gale dam aged build ings 2

1240 A great rain storm at Glouces ter &
of hail at Here ford

2

1250 Dec. 25th - great storm with rain,
wind & light en ing. 

Jan.25th -thun der storm
2

1251 May 28th - snow in clois ter; Aug
15th, ter ri ble thun der storm. 

Jan 21st - gale
2

1252 so great a drought, hay crop
halved. R. Ne(a)th said to be dry

2

1256 July 25th - thun der storm. 
Oct.6th - gale al most all night

2

1258
June 20 - storm & R. Sev ern

flooded land from Shrews bury to
Bris tol af fect ing many peo ple.

Sum mer - 20,000 died of hun ger
(fam ine) in Lon don.

2

Table 1: Recorded Weather Events
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Analysis of the Annales and Chronicle Refer ences

The chrono logical table of refer ences to the weather
and natural disasters (Table 1) summa rises the evidence 
from four distinct souces. The source is indicated in the
third column as follows:-
1. Anglo- Saxon Chronicle     
2. Tewkesbury Abbey Annales
3. Margam Annales (pre-1147) ; possibly from William of

Malmesbury)
4. Margam Annales (1147 -1232)

There are 59 refer ences between 1066 and 1263, almost 
all of which refer to bad weather: rain, extreme cold or
gales; with 16 referring to one specific event, like a
gale. Only five record dry weather.‘Famine’ is recorded 
in 13 separate years although weather is given as the
cause in only two years (1087 and 1125); the ‘agricul tural
failure’ of 1094, which led to famine, is not attributed    to
weather, though it would seem likely  that bad
weather was the cause in this, and other years. The one
exception is 1070, which was probably due to William
I’s suppression of rebel lions in various parts of the
country after the Conquest, particu larly the devas tation
of the North over the winter of 1069/70. Bad weather is
recorded as affecting the crops in 16 years (though no
famine resulted) while in 8 years similarly bad weather
is recorded but its effect on crops is not mentioned. In
1234, when there was a dearth due to a heavy frost
which caused an almost total crop failure, the
Tewkesbury Annales state, “By the grace of God all of
the poor were better sustained than in other years”,
seemingly despite the high price of grain recorded.

Given that ice and sediment core evidence shows that
climate has histori cally fluctuated in a matter of
decades it is useful, and inter esting, to divide the table
into periods of generally similar weather to see if any
pattern emerges. If single events like a gale are
excluded, the chosen periods include the following
number of refer ences:-
1082 - 1117 : 20 refs
1118 - 1174 :   4 refs
1175 - 1210 : 11 refs
1211 - 1258 :   6 refs

The years from 1082 to 1117, a period of 36 years, seem
to have had more than their fair share of wet weather in
the summer and severe winters, both of which damaged 
crops and there was famine in 1096. There is the
suggestion of one dry summer, in 1108, when the River
Trent at ‘Snottin gham’ dried up, and 1112 is reported as a 
‘very  good year with woods and fields very productive’;
this must have been a memorable year. Wet and cold
weather predomi nates in this period making agriculture
difficult.

In contrast, from 1118 to 1174 (57 years), very bad
weather caused a shortage of corn in 1124 and a famine

only in 1125 and 1162. The only other reference is to a
possible local drought, or very dry summer, when the
River Thames dried up at an unknown place in 1158
(probably in its upper reaches, as still happens from
time to time today). Although the other 4 refer ences for
this period were to gales which caused damage this was
a warmer period with, presumably, good weather for
agriculture.

Between 1175 and 1210 (36 years) there are 5 famine
years where no reason is given, and from 1195 to 1204
there are 4 years with either winter weather, rain or a
gale destroying crops.13 It is likely that the frosts in June
1205 and winter 1210 damaged some crops also. This
period would seem to be a mix of warm, wet and cold, a
few good years and then a bad year, although the cold
appears to concen trate in the years 1204 to 1210. A
difficult time for agriculture, particu larly between 1195
and 1205.

Finally   between  1211 and 1258 (48 years) there are
only two years where food shortages are recorded, in
1234 a ‘dearth’ or shortage, and in 1258 a famine in
London specifi cally. There are only 4 other refer ences
to weather which may have affected crops, in 1229,
1251, 1252 and 1256, making this a warmer period.

In the two hundred years considered the records
suggest that there were two cold and wet periods and
two of warmer weather. In an agricul turally based
economy it must have been a matter of concern, and
worthy of mention, if crops were severely damaged or 
destroyed. It seems that bad weather was more likely
to be recorded, though 1112 was an exception. The
nature of the records means that it is not possible,
from them alone, to decide whether the climate in
Norman England was in fact better or worse than
today’s, or in the inter vening centuries.

Ref er ences
 
1 Schwartz P &  Randall D., “Abrupt Climate Change”, report

prepared by Global Business Network (GBN) for the
Department of Defense (of the USA)
 see  www.gbn.org/Article Dis play Servlet.srv?aid=26231

2 This research is into the circu lation of warm, salty water
flowing north in the Atlantic meeting fresh melt- water from the 
Arctic. See “Global Warming and the Next Ice Age”, A.J.
Weaver & C. Hillaire- Marcel, Science, Vol.304,16th April
2004, p.400

3 Letter to  Science, Vol. 304,16th April, 2004 p.388 by W.S.
Broecker, who first linked the Atlantic circu lation to abrupt
climate changes.

4 “The Biology of Polar Habitats”, Fogg C. E., OUP, 1998. p28
5 The Met. Office (29th Aug., 2004) gave the hottest day as June 
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6 Average August  rainfall figures given by Met. Office (26th

Aug. 2004): 2004 - 5.4in.; 1992 - 5in.; 1956 - 6.2in.; 
1912 with 7.6in was the wettest on record since 1697.

7 British Library. Cotton M.S., Cleopatra A. Vii
8 Luard H. R(ed). Annales Monastici,Vol.1, London, 1864.
9 Ref 8: Preface p.xvi and xvii.
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10 Whitelock D, Douglas D.C. and Tucker S.I.(Eds): The
Anglo- Saxon Chronicle, London, 1961.Text E 
 (Peter borough copy, l066 to 1154).

11  The entry before Tewkesbury in Annales Monastici, Vol.1, as 
above. There is a link between both houses in Robert, Earl of
Gloucester. He  was the son-in-law of Tewkes bury’s founder
and in his turn patron of the Abbey.  He founded Margam in
Glamorgan, a Cistercian house, in 1147. Tewkesbury Abbey
also held land in Glamorgan. The Margam Annales begin in
1066 and end in 1232. Luard suggests that the chief source
for the    pre-1147 part of the chronicle is William of
Malmsbury, whose patron  was Robert of Gloucester, to
whom he dedicated his work. He also used a variety of
sources.

12  Ref 8: preface p.xvii, ‘in many passages it is identical with
the Annales Wygor niae’, though it appears, on occasion, that
both used a third source.

13 Miller E & Hatcher J, Medieval England - Rural society and
economic change 1086-1348, Longman, 1978. They note ‘that 
the crisis of subsis tence’, around 1200, ‘ was exacer bated by
adverse weather condi tions which ruined harvests on a scale
that might bear comparison with the disasters of 1315 -1317’,
and that ‘the grain prices of 1203 and 1204 were not surpassed 
for half a century or more’.

In a recent study of the history of Leckhamp ton’s
manorial estates, details are given of an estate which
appears  in  records from the early 18th  and into the 19th
century as the “Berry Estate” but whose origins probably 
extend back further in time to when it was part of one of
Leckhamp ton’s medieval estates traceable back to
Domesday1. Its working centre was at “Berry Farm”,
later known as Leckhampton Farm (at grid ref. SO
938195). This farm and what was its principal barn
(both now converted residential properties) are Grade
II listed buildings, the farmhouse in its present form
dating from around 1800 with 19th century exten sions,
and the barn dating from the late 16th century with a
partial rebuild in the early 1800s 2.  There may also be
anecdotal evidence for its earlier status. A former
resident of Leckhampton and a member of the family
that had farmed Leckhampton Farm for many years
recalls the tradition in her family that the farm had been
called Berry Farm because it was there that in earlier
times the strips of land had been allocated out to tenant
farmers each year, i.e.as was the practice associated
with a manorial court leet 3. 

Most diction aries of historical terms associate the word
“berry”  (also “beri” or “berie”) with “bury”, meaning a
fortified settlement, enclosure or  town (c.f .
“borough”). As it happens, there is a prehis toric hillfort
on top of Leckhampton Hill, but the farm site in
question  is  well off the hill and some distance away
and the likelihood of a connection with remote.
Authori tative sources do however indicate that by
the medieval period  the term “bury” had come to be
applied to a manor court site 4. 

Several other possible examples of this usage exist in
Glouces ter shire, such as Prestbury (priests’ manor),
Bury Court Farm at Redmarley d’Abitot and Bury
Court Cottage, a moated site at Rodley. In Minster worth 
also there is a Bury Lane, an allusion to which is
probably contained in a terrier of 1801 mentioning a
“Berry Lane Orchard” 5. The latter instance makes
sense because Bury Lane leads to Minster worth Court
where it is said the court leet for Minster worth manor
was at one time held 6.

Further corrobo ration for this particular use of the term
“berry” or “bury” would be very useful.

Ref er ences
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6 Alison Jones, Minster worth: a Report of its History and 
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Section’s Source Work 3219, p.6.

Terry Moore- Scott

“BERRY” or “BURY”: A MA NO RIAL CON NO TA TION ?
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GLEVEN SIS 37  2004

GLOUCES TER QUAYS: LLAN THONY PRI ORY RE DE FINED?

Mar tin Watts (Cots wold Ar chaeo logy) and  Pat Hughes

INTRODUCTION
Proposed regen eration of Gloucester Quays by British
Waterways and Peel Devel op ments (UK) Ltd has
provided the impetus for detailed historical and
archaeo logical study of the medieval Augustinian
priory of Llanthony Secunda. In the late 18th century,
the priory was bisected by the cutting of the Gloucester
to Berkeley Canal and further disruption to the site was
caused when the canal was widened to create the
existing wharves in the mid 19th century. Although a
number of medieval priory buildings and struc tures
survive to the west of the canal at Llanthony Wharf,
including the impressive remains of an outer gatehouse
and a large tithe barn, nothing survives above ground to
determine the location of the former priory church and
cloisters. It has long been assumed that site of the
church and cloisters was largely oblit erated during the
construction of the canal and later wharves.

Recent  work has included both desk- based
research1,2,3,4 and field inves ti gation.5,6 In particular,
the historical research under taken by Pat Hughes and
John Rhodes7 and the subse quent trial excava tions
under taken by Cotswold Archaeology8,9 suggest that
the assumed location of the church and cloisters is
incorrect and sheds new light on the layout of the
medieval priory. While further work at the site is
antici pated, these conclu sions are considered to be of
suffi cient signif i cance to merit  this interim
publi cation.

THE SITE

Lying close to the River Severn at about 11m AOD, the
site of Llanthony Secunda Priory is situated less than
1km to the south-west of the modern city centre of
Gloucester. The site is currently occupied by 19th and
20th- century indus trial and commercial premises,
including areas of car parking and rough ground. The
surviving medieval buildings and struc tures lie within
an area protected as a Scheduled Ancient Monument
(Glos. 337), the centre of which lies at approxi mately
NGR: SO 824180  (Fig. 1).

Surviving medieval struc tures (Fig. 1)

The outer gatehouse in Llanthony Road dates from c.
1500 and comprises a pedes trian arch with only a
fragment of the wider vehicular arch surviving
adjacent. A small window with a square hoodmould
above the pedes trian arch, which no doubt lit a porter’s

room, is flanked by shields with a third shield above.
The gatehouse is lined with a distinctive, sandy brick,
which was also used in the precinct wall flanking it to
the south. The tithe barn is the most impressive of the
medieval buildings that have survived on site. Partly
relined in early 16th- century brick, it seems to have
been roofless since the beginning of the 18th century.
The western porch was removed in the first half of the
19th century and part of the front wall in the late 19th
century. To the south, part of a timber- studded range
survives. This was origi nally built in stone, probably in
the 13th century, but the upper storey was replaced with 
post- and-pan half timbering in the early 16th century.
At the southern end of this range is a Victorian
farmhouse within which survives part of another
medieval gateway that once led from the outer court to
the inner court. The brick barns at the southern end of
the inner court were also probably built in the early 16th 
century as stables. Further sections of late medieval
precinct wall also survive.10,11

HISTORY OF LLANTHONY PRIORY 

The medieval priory

The Augustinian priory of Llanthony in Gloucester was 
founded in 1136 as a cell of the mother church,
Llanthony Prima at Llanthony in Monmouth shire, at a
time when the Welsh borders were in turmoil and the
prior and canons required a refuge. The church at
Llanthony Secunda was begun in May 1136 and was
conse crated in September 1137.12  When peace
returned to the borders, successive priors remained in
Gloucester. The two commu nities separated in 1205
after which Llanthony Secunda flour ished, amassing
property within Gloucester, while the mother church
became impov er ished.13 Llanthony Secunda eventually
absorbed its Welsh parent in 1481.14

In 1301 the church, including four towers, was gutted
by fire. The west front was rebuilt with twin towers
flanking a great window of three stepped lancets.15

Most of the fabric surviving above ground today dates
from the end of the 15th century when the then prior,
Henry Deane, proceeded to recon struct both church
and precinct, including the outer gatehouse. He also
enlarged the south and west ranges of the inner court.
By this time Llanthony Secunda was the richest
Augustinian house in England,16 and enter tained the
court of Henry VII in 1500 and 1501. The priory was
dissolved in 1538.17
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Disso lution to Civil War

In 1540 the priory site was sold for £723 to Arthur Porter, 
JP for the County of Glouces ter shire and   former under-
 steward to the priory. Part of the priory church remained
in use as the parish church.18 This was probably the nave; 
elsewhere, where part of a dissolved monastic church
was retained for local worship, the chancel was usually
removed to prevent resto ration of the monastery.19 As
part of his lease, Porter was required to keep and pay for 
a chaplain, his wages being deducted from the priory
rent.20 

In 1559, the site was described as a ‘capital messuage’
indicating that part of the site was then in use as a
dwelling house. Three genera tions of the Porter family
used the priory as their country house until 1615 when
the property passed through marriage to Sir John (later
Lord Viscount) Scudamore, although Sir Arthur and
Lady Ann Porter continued to live there until their
deaths in 1630 and 1632 respec tively.21 Parts of the
priory were then leased out to a succession of tenants
including, in 1634, an Edward Spencer, yeoman, of

Gloucester.22  The Scudamores also retained part of the
property, which appears to have flour ished right up to
the outbreak of the Civil War.23 

Civil War to Canal

Llanthony suffered damage from both Royalists and
Parlia men tarians during the Civil War. Lord
Viscount Scudamore, a fervent Royalist, was taken
prisoner when Hereford fell in April 1643, after
which his properties were plundered.24  The damage
inflicted by the Parlia men tarians was compounded
by Royalists during the siege of Gloucester in August 
1643, when Llanthony served as a base for the
besieging forces. From the shelter of the priory walls
and buildings, the Royalist troops bombarded the
city with bullets and received similar punishment.
One account tells of cannon fire from the Barbican
that landed at Llanthony and ‘made the stones of the
wall fly about their ears…’25

Writing in about 1660, Lord Scudamore stated that the
parochial church at Llanthony had been ‘utterly

Figure 1: The Scheduled Ancient Monument of Llanthony Priory (Glos. 337), with evaluation trenches located 
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demol ished’ and rather than rebuild it he decided to
upgrade the church in the adjoining parish of
Hempsted where a new rectory was finished in 1671.26

The damage and loss of revenue occasioned by the
Civil War also signalled the end of Llanthony House as 
a gentle man’s residence. Although appar ently still
standing in 1662, there is no mention of the house in
1670 and it must have been demol ished by then.27 At
the end of that year the property was leased to John
Clissold except for the churchyard and ‘all the old
walls and ruinous build ings’.28 The impression gained
is that stone was being cleared from the site and either
sold or used on elsewhere on the estate.

Sometime after 1670 the property was given over to
farming entirely and the timber- studded range was
converted into a farmhouse. Little is known of the
property in the 18th century as the accounts from
Hempsted parish do not survive for that period.
However, descrip tions of Llanthony written by
Archdeacon John Furney, who visited in 1717, provide
important details from both his own obser va tions and
those of older people who recalled the substantial ruins
of the church and cloister. These included one Welch
Thomas, who in his teens had been stationed at
Llanthony under Captain Morgan during the Siege of
Gloucester29 (see below). 

There is no doubt from Furney’s accounts and from
other sources that by the 18th century there was little
left of the church and cloisters. For example, writing in
1727 Matthew Gibson noted that ‘of the conventual
church not one stone is left upon another that is not
thrown down. All of the buildings belonging to the
priory are likewise destroyed, except some of the
meanest offices. Neither remain there any marks of its
former greatness except the west and south gates…’30

The earliest known maps to accurately depict the
layout of the priory date from the last quarter of the
18th century   (Figs 2 and 3).31,32   By this time, the ruins
of the priory church and cloisters were not considered a 
feature worth recording.

The Canal and the later history

In the 1790s, work began on the construction of the
Gloucester and Berkeley Canal (now the Gloucester
and Sharpness Canal), the line of which cut straight
through the priory precinct (Fig.3). Construction
involved cutting to a depth of 14 feet and piling the
earth on the banks to a height not exceeding 6 feet.33

Little is known of the impact on the remains of the
priory, although it was recorded that ‘many large
stones were found in excavating for the canal but
unfor tu nately no care was taken to preserve any
record of them’.34 The construction of the banks
produced a grassy verge with towpath running along it,
between four and six feet above the level of the
farmland adjacent. 

The canal remained in this state for nearly 50 years, but 
with the advent of the railway and the need for an outlet 
for the coal from the Forest of  Dean, a proposal was
put forward by the Gloucester and Dean Railway
Company for a railway link and a large dock to be
constructed in Sizes Meadow (formerly Llanthony
Orchard). The cost of this under taking soon led to the
abandonment of the dock proposal in favour of a
railway yard and new quay constructed by widening
the canal along the Llanthony frontage.35 This was
achieved by digging a trench parallel to the canal in
which the new quay wall was built, while the original
bank was left in place.36  The railway line from Over to 
the new quay was completed in 185437 (Fig. 4)38. 

During the works, the Gloucester Journal reported
finds of ‘two stone coffins lying east and west on the
spot on which the chapel is supposed to have stood’,
and also reported encaustic tiles and fragments of
stone arches, windows and doorways, together with
human bone. Further obser va tions of monastic
remains were made by John Clarke39 (see below). 

Although the construction of the canal wharves and
railway dominated the devel opment of the site in the
19th century, gradual ‘modern is ation’ of the
farmstead took place throughout the century. The
accom mo dation was redes igned, probably between
1855 and 1860, to create the present Victorian
farmhouse40 and various sheds were constructed and
ponds created. Llanthony Abbey Farm (as it became
known) continued to be owned by descen dants of the
Scudamores until 1898 when it was sold to J. M.
Collett, chemical manufac turer, who intended to build
a factory there. However, the farm was appro priated
by the Great Western Railway in 1906.41 In the 20th
century, various enter prises leased the farm including
horn manufac turers and the Gloucester City Rifle
Club. The impor tance of the upstanding remains of the
priory was officially recog nised in 1949 when the site
of Llanthony Abbey Farm was protected as a
Scheduled Ancient Monument (Glouces ter shire no.
337)42 Gloucester City Council purchased the site
from British Railways in 1974.43

LOCATION OF THE CHURCH AND
CLOISTERS

Although nothing remains above ground of the
church and cloisters, it had long been assumed that
these formerly stood to the south-east of the tithe
barn.44 This assumption is undoubtedly based on the
obser va tions of Clarke.45 These are valuable as he
plotted the position of two stone walls projecting
from the canal bank (and now destroyed) in relation
to the rest of the priory remains  (Fig. 5). Clarke’s 
inter pre tation of these remains as the priory church
was convincing: he claimed of having ‘proved
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Figure 2: Extract from a plan of Gloucester 1780,31 with annotation added

Figure 3: Extract from an Estate Map of 179232
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Figure 4: Extract from plan of the railway and canal in 185438

beyond all doubt that these were the walls of the
chapel’,46 although his recon struction drawing
provides the priory with a suspi ciously colossal
cloister quadrangle. In the absence of evidence to the 
contrary, Clarke’s inter pre tation was accepted as
accurate. In 1988, the extent of the Scheduled Area
was extended to the south and east to specifi cally
include the assumed site of the church and claustral
range.47

Reinter pre tation of the location of the priory church
and cloisters comes from a number of sources that,
collec tively, indicate that these were located to the
north of their assumed position and therefore outside of 
the current Scheduled Area. 

The Prior’s lodgings and mansion house

The church and cloisters are not the only buildings of
which no trace survives above ground. The location of
the early post- medieval mansion house of the Porters
and the Scudamores is also unknown, and this is
probably not uncon nected. It is more than likely that

Porter’s mansion was actually part of the cloisters,
probably within the western claustral range, and that
the mansion was created by adapting the existing late
medieval lodgings of the prior. There are several pieces 
of evidence to support this.

Firstly, refer ences to the timber- studded range as the
‘Prior’s Lodgings’ are incorrect.48 It was converted
from an outhouse into a residence sometime after 1670. 
Archdeacon Furney, writing in 1717/8, noted that
‘what is now ye dwelling house was formerly ye stable.
That all along it on the outside were iron rings in the
walls to tye…horses to’,49 and the account of Welch
Thomas clearly states that ‘the present dwelling house
was altered from being an outhouse to what it is at
present’ after the Civil War.50  Further evidence comes
from the 1634 lease between the Scudamores and
Edward Spencer, which lists holdings from south to
north, from the ‘Middle Gatehowse, the Oxhowses, the 
Backyard adioyninge unto the barne…’51  The building 
between the middle (inner) gatehouse (now the
farmhouse) and the barn, i.e. the timber- studded range,
was then used for stabling oxen.
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Secondly, there is evidence that implies the mansion
was fashioned from the cloister. Another lease of 1634
includes a reference to ‘all that orchard and tower with
thappur tences next adjoining to the mansion house…’52

A tower at 17th- century Llanthony is likely to have
origi nated from the church, and this one was probably
the southern tower of the 14th- century pair of the west
front (see above); adjoining it, the mansion house must
have been within the western claustral range. Further
evidence comes from letters written following the
depre da tions of the Civil War, when damage inflicted
on the house included having ‘pulld down two corners
of it…’53 and ‘a tower of an old chappel adjoyning
thereunto was pulled down…’.54 The demolition of the
west front tower naturally would have pulled down ‘two 
corners’ of a mansion located adjacent in the western
claustral range. The concurrent disap pearance of both
the mansion house and the church following the Civil
War provides yet further evidence. In Clissold’s lease of 
1670 there is no reference to the mansion house;55 ten

years earlier, Scudamore had noted that the church at
Llanthony had been ‘utterly demol ished’ 56

Thirdly, following the disso lution it was not unusual for 
the abbot’s lodgings to be converted into a country
residence for the new owner of a priory or abbey
complex, for example at Muchelney Abbey (Somerset), 
Buildwas Abbey (Shrop shire) and Great Malvern
Priory (Worces ter shire).57 In some monastic houses,
late medieval abbot’s lodgings were created within the
cloister complex, for example within the eastern range
at Valle Crucis Abbey  (Llangollen), and at the corner of 
the southern and western ranges at Cleeve Abbey
(Somerset).58 A direct comparison for Llanthony
Secunda is Hailes Abbey (Glouces ter shire), where the
abbot’s lodging occupied the west range ‘from the
church to the frayter south ward’;59 in all of these
instances, the abbot’s private quarters became part of
later mansions. Most impor tantly, part of the west range 
at Llanthony Prima, including the abbot’s lodgings and

Figure 5: Clarke’s projected layout of the priory, 185334
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the south-west tower of the church, were converted
into a house (and later a hotel) following the disso -
lution.60

The priory church and cloisters

If it is accepted that the post- medieval mansion lay
within the cloisters, the location of the church and
cloisters may be eluci dated by consid ering the leases of 
1634 and 1670. Clissold’s lease of 1670 expressly
excludes a parcel of land called ‘the Church yard’,
together with ‘all the old walls and ruinous build ings’.
The lease goes on to define the Churchyard thus: 

‘…on the east side…an old ruined Wall
dividing it from a parcel of pasture called the High
Orchard and on the west side with a Stone wall fencing
it from the Great Yard called Llanthony Courte [the
inner court] and on the north side with a low stone wall
parting it from certain grounds called Llanthony
orchard…’ 61

From this description the Churchyard can be
confi dently placed as 9a on the 1780 plan, and
Llanthony Orchard as the field 9b to the north  (Fig.
2). Unfor tu nately, the lease does not say whether the
Churchyard was thus named as it contained the ruins of
the church and cloisters, or because it had been the
burial ground for the post- medieval parish church.
However, the 1634 lease states that an orchard adjoined 
the mansion house.62 Had the mansion stood to the
north-east of the tithe barn, it certainly would have
been adjacent to (and its ruins later within) Llanthony
Orchard, whereas a location within the Churchyard
would have placed it adjacent to the inner court. This
cannot be seen as conclusive evidence, however, as just 
over a hundred years later the inner court was depicted
as an orchard on the 1780 plan (1 on Fig. 2). 

The writings of Archdeacon Furney in 1717 and 1718
provide useful detail on both the layout of the early
18th- century site and, from the recol lec tions of
others, the mid to late 17th- century development of
the farmstead. However, the location of the church
and cloisters remains elusive. Furney noted:

‘the Priory stood more towards Little worth
than ye present buildings do…That the Priory stood
where now there is a Hillock on that side…The hillock
or piece of rais’d ground is now remaining and seems
by ye ground to have been the ruins of the chapel or
some other great buildings and on the East side there
are also ruins of some consid erable edifice so that tis
very probable there was a quadrangle…’63

The priory’s proximity to Little worth, a string of
buildings to either side of the Bristol Road without the
south gate of the city (Fig. 2), is repeated later but, as

Little worth lay to the north-east of the surviving priory
buildings, either location would have fitted this
description. There was clearly a piece of raised ground
where the church and cloisters had stood, but Furney
did not pinpoint its location precisely. 

Furney also noted ‘that ye old building whose walls
now remain & face the City was ye Old Barn…that ye
little house near it on the west side was ye Priory Dove
House…that there was a Great gate formerly standing
just beyond the Dove house which faced the City…’64

No evidence survives for this ‘great gate’ but it seems to 
have allowed access between the outer court and the
field to the north of the tithe barn. A ‘great’ gate,
presumably a large and formal entranceway, has no
context in this location unless leading to significant
priory buildings to the north of the tithe barn, such as
the west front of the church. 

Perhaps the most conclusive documentary evidence
for the former location of the church and cloisters
come from two sources, both dated 1846. The first is
from the Trans ac tions of the British Archaeo logical
Association at its Third Annual Congress, which was
held at Gloucester in August 1846. Mr T. Wright was
reported as having observed that:

‘…the priory barn and some outhouses were
all that remained of this once magnificent building, but
that a larger field between the barn and the river
evidently covered the floors and founda tions of the
church and cloisters. He had that morning learnt that the 
field was on the eve of being excavated to form docks
for the Forest of Dean Company.’65

Assuming Wright did not confuse the river with the
canal, this unequivo cally places the field to the north of
the tithe barn. It seems that work on the docks
commenced, for later that year it was reported in the
Gloucester Journal that:

‘An inter esting discovery has just been made by
the workmen of Mr Wm. Jones whilst excavating the
earth in a field around the old abbey of Llanthony,
adjoining this city, and close to the present docks. Five old
church pillars of the Norman period, including the base
and about four feet of the shaft…were dug up. They were
standing about eight feet apart, and were embedded fully
five feet below the surface of the meadow…The pillars
have been arranged on the surface of the ground and may
be seen by the curious in eccle si as tical antiq uities.’66

There can be little doubt that these were the remains of
the priory church, and if Wright was correct about the
location this was in Sizes Meadow, to the north of the
tithe barn. It is curious therefore that, writing only seven
years later, Clarke should use this evidence as having
‘inco nte stibly [sic] proved’ the site of the chapel as being 
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to the south-east of the tithe barn.67 The pillars were
uncovered in 1846 and Clarke’s obser va tions were made
in 1852, so he may never have observed the pillars in situ
and may have made assump tions as to their original
location. The wall remains recorded by Clarke were
probably medieval in origin, and one certainly seems to
have been of massive propor tions, but these could easily
represent monastic buildings other than the priory
church.

FIELDWORK

Archaeo logical field evaluation was under taken by
Cotswold Archae ology between August and November 
2003 to inform devel opment proposals and to inves -
tigate the findings of the documentary research.68 A
total of twelve trial trenches were excavated to the west
of the canal, seven of which were located to inves tigate
the survival of any medieval remains relating to the
former priory church and cloisters as indicated by the
documentary evidence (Fig. 1).

Results (Fig. 6)

Evidence for medieval walls was observed in trenches
C1A, C3S and C3N. Natural deposits were located
between 2.2m and 2.5m below ground level in these
trenches. In trench C3S, the remains of two medieval
mortared limestone walls were located at a depth of

about 2m. One wall was aligned east/west, and clearly
continued eastwards the alignment of the north wall of
the adjacent tithe barn. Deposits accumu lated against
the south side of this wall were dated to the 14th/15th
century and earlier. To the north, a return wall surviving
to six courses headed north wards. Deposits associated
with the robbing of both walls dated to the 17th/18th
century, and were overlain by about 1.5m of later
deposits. 

To the north-east of trench C3S, the remains of an
earlier ground surface were located in trench C3N at
1.5m below ground level. Another east/west- aligned
wall crossed this trench, also surviving to six courses.
The remains of a flagstone surface abutted the
northern side of this wall; the southern side of the wall
had been scorched. No dating evidence was recovered, 
but medieval construction could be inferred from the
similarity of deposits seen in trench C3S. 

Two courses of founda tions for another limestone
mortared wall were found at depth at the northern end of 
trench C4, which could be dated to the 13th to 15th
century. The wall had been entirely robbed away to the
south. In trench C1A, an east/west- aligned robber
trench filled with 19th century debris was recorded,
which may also have marked the former position of a
medieval wall.

Figure 6: Projected plan of the church and cloisters



27

There was no evidence for any medieval remains in
trenches C1B, C2 or C5. At the southern end of trench
C2, two burials were located at a depth of 2m within a
soil layer dated to the 16th/17th century. Both burials
were aligned east/west. Within the narrow trial trench
the burials were difficult to identify from the top of this
layer, and further burials may have been present but
were not located. To the south of the burials, the
fragmentary remains of an east/west- aligned limestone 
wall were recorded overlying the soil layer. Both  the
wall and the burials were sealed by layers of 16th/17th  
century demolition rubble containing fragments of
medieval floor tile and stained glass as well as a large
quantity  of  disar ticu lated human bone.

CONCLUSIONS

The medieval walls identified in trenches C3S, C3N
and C4 are probably the remains of the western
claustral range of Llanthony Secunda Priory. While
caution must be exercised with such limited evidence,
the align ments of all these walls suggest a unified plan
conforming to the orien tation of the tithe barn. The
build-up of deposits to the south of the east/west wall in
trench C3S indicates an open area to the south of this
wall; the floor in trench C3N may well have been
internal. One inter pre tation of these remains is given in
Fig. 6, but others are possible. It is likely that these
walls were also those of the post- medieval mansion
house, built within the western range of the cloisters.
The east/west wall later divided the Churchyard from
Llanthony Orchard.

The presence of 16th/17th- century burials at the
southern end of trench C2, within the area of the
‘Churc hyard’, appears to confirm this as an early post-
 medieval burial ground rather than the site of the priory
church. Quantities of 17th- century demolition material
sealing the burials also concords with the documentary
evidence for the final demolition of the church and
cloisters, including the mansion house, shortly after the 
Civil War. 

Most of trench C2 and all of trenches C1B and C5
contained no medieval or early post- medieval deposits. 
These trenches lay within an area that appeared to have
been deeply truncated and subse quently infilled with
18th and 19th- century deposits. This was origi nally
inter preted as the infilling of a post- medieval pond with 
redeposited clay and sand from the construction (or
widening) of the canal, which elsewhere raised the
ground level by about a metre. However, it now seems
much more likely that this deep intrusion repre sents
works associated with the abandoned dock scheme of
the late 1840s, during which the discovery of the
remains of the priory church seems to have been made.
Assuming the medieval remains identified in the
evaluation trenches are those of the cloisters, and

assuming the priory church stood to the north of the
cloisters (as is usual), then the projected location of
the church would lie almost entirely within this
massive truncation identified from the evaluation
trenches   (Fig. 6). 

Further work may provide more infor mation regarding
the layout of Llanthony Secunda Priory, but it is the
extensive truncation of a range of medieval buildings
by this vast intrusion that unfor tu nately provides the
firmest evidence yet that the priory church and cloisters 
lay to the north of their long- assumed location.
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GLEVEN SIS 37  2004

A HIS TORY OF MIT TON CHAPEL AND ITS EN VIRO NS

Rich ard Ser mon and Bruce Watson

Historical Background

Today the hamlet of Mitton is a thriving suburb of
Tewkesbury, Glouces ter shire. However, until 1964 it
was part on the neigh bouring parish of Bredon in
Worces ter shire. Mitton lies to the north-east of the
town on a low ridge of Lower Lias clay above the
alluvial flood plains of the Carrant Brook to the east,
and the River Avon to the west (Figure 1). Evidence of
Roman settlement within the area has been revealed by
a surface finds of pottery (dating from circa 100-400
AD) on allot ments between the Bredon Road and the
River Avon.1 These finds would suggest the existence
of a Roman farmstead in the area.

The place-name Mitton (Mitune in 1086) is Old
English in origin and has two distinct elements. The
first element derives from mythe (related to muth
‘mouth’) meaning ‘confl uence’, and must refer to the
point where the waters of the Carrant flow into the
Avon.  The second e lement  is tun meaning

‘settl ement’. So together the elements can be read as
mythe-tun or ‘settl ement where the waters meet’.2

The earliest documentary evidence for Mitton occurs
in three Anglo- Saxon charters: 3

1   Charter of King Berhtwulf of Mercia, to Bishop
Heahberht for St Mary’s Abbey, Worcester, grants 
one hide at Myttun (Tamworth AD 841).

2    Charter of King Edgar to St Mary’s Abbey,
Worcester, grants the privi leges for land at
Myttune (Gloucester AD 964).

3    Charter of Bishop Oswald to Athelstan, his
brother, leases two hides at Muctune (Worcester
AD 965).

However, the first of these charters is now thought to be 
rather dubious, while the other two are thought to have
been slightly altered.4 Never theless, they reveal that an

Figure 1: Ordnance Survey map of Mitton 1888
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Anglo- Saxon estate existed at Mitton by at least the 10th 
century, which supported the monks at Worcester. This
is confirmed in the Domesday Survey of 1086, where
Mitton is listed along with Teddington as subunits
admin is tered by Bredon manor5:

   In the same Hundred [Oswaldslow] the Bishop
[of Worcester] also holds Bredon. In the lands
of this manor lie 3 hides at Teddington and 1
hide at Mitton. They are for the monks’
supplies. In Lordship 5 ploughs; 12 villagers
and 6 small holders with 9 ploughs. 10 male
and 3 female slaves. Meadow, 40 acres;
Woodland 2 furlongs. The value was and is £4.

It is probable that from an early date Mitton was
subin feu dated (sub-let), with the chamberlain of St
Mary’s Priory, Worcester receiving a rent of 40
shillings from the 13th until the 16th century for the
property. During this time the manor passed through
many hands and was the subject of various legal
disagree ments.6

Mitton Chapel: The Documentary Evidence

The existence of Mitton chapel is first recorded in the
register of Bishop Godfrey Giffard7:

   1289 – Appro priation of the church of Bredon 
with the chapels of Mitton (Sutton), Norton
and Westmancote, to the colle giate church of
Westbury. Dated at Islip, the 6th of the Ides of 
October 1287. 

   1291 – Will of Sir Nicholas de Mitton (Mutthon),
knight, dated the feast of the circum cision, 1290.
He directs that his body be buried in the chapel of
the Blessed Mary of Bredon, and he leaves… the
chapel at Mitton 1 mark (13s 4d), the chaplain at
Mitton 6d, clerk at Mitton 6d, every villain tenant
at Mitton half a quarter of corn, and every cottar
tenant 1 bushel of corn…

The next reference to the chapel occurred in 1427 when
the congre gation sent a petition to the Pope and obtained 
the right to establish their own cemetery and celebrate
mass, while remaining within the parish of Bredon.8

Inter est ingly, the Papal Letter also gives the chapel’s
dedication as the Holy Cross9: 

   1427 – To the abbot of Hailes (Hayllys) in the
diocese of Worcester. Mandate , at the petition
of the inhabi tants of the town of Mitton
(Mytton) in the parish of Bredon in the said
diocese (containing that their chapel of the Holy 
Cross; they have mass and all other sacra ments
and sacra mentals by their own chaplain chosen
by them; but not burial; and adding that

their town is about two miles from the parish
church, and that on account of the distance, and
floods, rains and winds and muddy roads it is
burdensome to carry their dead thither for burial),
to grant that they may have a cemetery by the said
chapel, and have it blessed by any catholic bishop; 
saving the right of the said church and of any
other. Ex injuncto nobis.

An impression of the medieval chapel can be gained
from the writings of the Worces ter shire antiquarian
Thomas Habington (1560-1647). Whilst he incor rectly
tell us that the chapel was not privi leged with burial, he
records that on the west end of the chancel were the
Reed family arms. These were quartered as at Bredon
church (Sir Giles Reed memorial 1611), except that in
place of green at Mitton the arms used blue.10 The later
antiquarian Treadway Russell Nash repeats much of
this infor mation and informs us that by 1775 the chapel 
was in ruins.11 In Habing ton’s time the Reed family
were the chief inhabi tants of Mitton, but by the mid
17th century it had passed in the hands of the Earl of
Coventry.12 In 1702 the Earl commis sioned maps of
his various estates including Mitton.13 The map
(Figure 2) is a very detailed survey by James Fish of
Warwick, which shows the manor house, chapel,
dovecote, orchard, rickyard, mill and various
outbuildings, as well as the field names, with details
of acreage and tenancy.14 A closer look at the chapel
reveals it to have been on a roughly east-west
alignment, with a west tower, and a door and two
windows (each with two lights) on the south face.
The chapel sat within a small rectan gular yard with a 
row of buildings on its eastern side (Figure 3). If, as
the antiquarian sources tell us, it also had a separate
nave and chancel, this would suggest that the chapel
was a substantial building.

Decline and Depopu lation

It is probable that Mitton was one of number of small
medieval settle ments, in the Avon Valley, which was
situated on relatively marginal farmland. Often the
cause of this margin ality was potential drainage
problems. Many of these small settle ments were
served by chapels attached to adjoining parishes.
During the 15th to early 16th century, while there was
inten si fi cation of agriculture on the prime arable land
in the Avon Valley, there were varying degrees of
depopu lation in other areas. Part of this depopu lation
may have been caused by the movement of tenants
from marginal to prime land. One response of the
people occupying marginal land to these changing
economic circum stances appears to have been a shift
from labour intensive mixed farming to a system of
more extensive pastoral or ‘ranch’ sheep farming. In a
number of instances these new ‘ranch’ farms were
appar ently run from a single premises (one large
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Figure 2: Part of Earl Coven try’s estate map of Mitton 1702
 (South-east to top of page)

Figure 3: Enlargement showing chapel location (North to top)
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farmstead and a few adjoining cottages), which is often 
the nucleus of the present main farm.15

The tiny commu nities of these new ‘ranch’ farms often
could not support their churches and chapels, which
suffered various fates. Some redundant chapels were
converted  into houses or farm buildings and others
were simply allowed to become derelict.16 It appears
probable that Mitton was one of these small medieval
commu nities, which declined during the 15th or 16th
century down to several large ‘ranch’ farmsteads, one
of which was based on site of the 17th century manor
house. Mitton chapel, which was possibly used as a
farm building, was allowed to fall into disrepair and by
1775 it was described as a ruin. During the 19th century 
the ruined chapel was replaced by purpose- built farm
buildings (Figure 1), appar ently reusing some masonry 
or retaining some standing fabric from the medieval
chapel (discussed later).

Post- Medieval Mitton

Mitton manor house exter nally is a late 17th century
brick house, with a hipped roof, and an excep tionally
fine Jacobean stone fireplace.17 However, exami nation
of the interior of the house shows that part of it contains
elements an earlier timber framed structure, as well as
stone founda tions from which a 16th century coin was
retrieved. This evidence suggests that the present
building is on the site of a the medieval manor house
and almost certainly contains some medieval fabric.18

Figure 4: Chapel location (Ordnance Survey 1888).

In 1590 part of the Mitton estate had been purchased by 
the Davis family, and in the 17th century this was sold
to the Dowde swell family of Pull Court.19 This new
estate was eventually to become known as Mitton
Lodge, which has since been sometimes confused with
the historic manor.20 By 1814 Mitton Lodge was in the
hands of a Thomas Williams, whose estate map
survives.21

By the late 19th century Mitton Manor had contracted
yet further to a single farmstead with an E-shaped
range of buildings occupying the site of the chapel
(Figures 1 & 4). In 1921 the Earl of Coventry gave the
estate to his son George as a wedding present. In the
1950s the estate was in the possession of an Austrian
Baroness, Violet von Gagern, a former Cecil Beaton
model. However, by 1960 the Baroness was rarely in
residence, and the manor started to fall into decline. It
was at this time that she sold much of the surrounding
farmland to the housing company Jane’s of Luton,
which constructed the present housing estate, mainly
between 1963-7. By 1969 the manor house had
become so dilapi dated that local residents started to
voice concerns.22 But thank fully in 1971 a planning
inquiry refused the Baroness permission to demolish
the manor house to provide space for further new
housing.23 Subse quently the house was bought and
carefully restored by its present owners Jan and
Margaret Lucas.
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 Previous Archaeo logical Inves ti ga tions at Mitton

The first archaeo logical obser vation at Mitton was in
1956 when a road- widening scheme is said to have
gone through part of the chapel and the cemetery.24 In 
1963 the E-shaped range of farm buildings on the
former chapel site were demol ished to make way for
the new housing. During this work a number
medieval archi tec tural fragments were recovered.25

Following the demolition Chris Dyer visited Mitton
and excavated a number of trial trenches across the
area of the new housing estate on the presumed site of 
the shrunken medieval settlement, which still
survived as a number of earth works, enclo sures or
house platforms and sunken trackways (NGR SO 905
339).26 Whilst no struc tures were identified, pottery of
the 12th and 13th centuries was recovered, and one of
the medieval archi tec tural fragments (Figure 5A) was
taken to the Worces ter shire County Museum at
Hartlebury; others ended up in various gardens and
rockeries around the new housing estate. In 1966 the
continuing devel opment also revealed a medieval
cross-head (discussed later). A year later in 1967 a
group of stones presumed to be from the medieval
chapel were photo graphed outside houses in Old
Manor Lane (Figure 5B), at least one of which was
from a medieval window.27 Archaeo logical monitoring
of devel opment work in Digby Drive during 1993 and
2003 on the approximate site of the chapel revealed no
sign of its founda tions or its cemetery.28

The Search for the Lost Chapel of Mitton

In trying to track down the various archi tec tural
fragments revealed in 1963, the authors were put in
touch with Mrs Louise Wilson, who with her family
have lived at Mitton since the 1940s and were able to
provide further invaluable infor mation. At a meeting
with Mrs Wilson and her son Colin we were told that the 
E-shaped range of buildings to the west of the manor
was a group of connected farm buildings (the barn)
composed of small Lower Lias stone blocks with
limestone quoins and jambs, and therefore similar to
other agricul tural buildings in the locality. In 1963
when the farm buildings were being demol ished a
number of reused archi tec tural fragments were
discovered, presumably from the medieval chapel.
Most of the fragments were simple blocks of dressed
limestone, however two appeared to be medieval
window fragments (Figures 5B and 5C), and were
removed by Colin Wilson and his brother Ian. The first
(seen by Davies in 1967) was placed in the garden of
‘Waten dlath’, while the second was placed in the
garden of ‘Cider Mill House’, both in Old Manor Lane.
However a subse quent visit to ‘Cider Mill House’
revealed yet another medieval window fragment
(Figure 5D). These finds, along with two moulded
blocks of limestone built into the kitchen wall on the

north side of the manor house (Figures 5E and 5F),
brought the number of possible chapel fragments up to
six. To track down any other surviving fragments we
enlisted the help of Tewkesbury Admag reporter Peggy
Clatt worthy, who produced an article asking the
residents of Mitton for their help.29 This appeal resulted 
in a further two window fragments coming to light
(Figures 5G and 5H). Whilst it cannot be proven that
these eight fragments definitely come from the
medieval chapel, it is highly probable that they were
origi nally part of it, given that most of them were
obtained from later buildings occupying the site of the
chapel. The window heads are in the Decorated Gothic
(circa 1250-1400) style, with the high quality of the
masonry supporting the documentary and carto graphic
evidence that this was a substantial manorial chapel.

In order to tie down the chapel location three maps have 
been used; the Earl of Coven try’s Estate map of 1702
(Figure 3), the Ordnance Survey map of 1888 (Figure
4) and the modern Ordnance Survey. A comparison of
the first two maps supports the 1888 location of the
chapel site on the central (east-west) arm of the
E-shaped range of buildings. However, this begs the
question whether these later farm buildings had incor -
po rated any standing remains of the medieval chapel,
only to be demol ished in 1963. By overlaying the 1888
and modern Ordnance Survey maps the chapel site
appears to lie partly within the rear gardens of 51
Arundal Road and 60 Digby Drive, and partly under
adjacent public open space. Unfor tu nately the centre of
the chapel site is now occupied by an electricity
substation (NGR SO 9030 3391). In May 2002
GADARG kindly agreed to carry out a resis tivity
survey on the public open space. However, as the area
available for inves ti gation was very small the results
were somewhat incon clusive. Some areas of high
resis tance appeared to match the alignment of the
chapel, but these could also be remains of the later
farm buildings or even debris from 1963 demolition. 

The Cross-Head 

The cross-head which was found on the site of the
chapel during the 1966 redevel opment and was until
recently displayed inside Bredon church is now in
Tewkesbury Museum.30 The cross-head is carved from
a single block of oolitic limestone, its length (from top
to bottom) is 395mm, and its width is 485mm (Figure
6). It has one decorated face, the rear one being very
irregular, probably due to the cross-head having been
split lengthways into two portions. The unweathered
and crisp finish of the decorated face of the cross-head
suggests that it may have been split during the medieval 
period, possibly to facilitate its reuse within the fabric
of the medieval chapel. Several surviving fragments of
Saxon cross- heads and shafts in the Midlands have
been incor po rated into medieval churches. The
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A        Medieval sill or jamb, 86cm x 29 cm
  (Worces ter shire County Museum, Hartlebury)

D     Medieval window head, 50cm x 16 cm+
     (Cider Mill House, Old Manor Lane, Mitton)

    E    Possible medieval moulding, 34cm x 20cm
            (Manor House, Old Manor Lane. Mitton)

    F   Possible medieval moulding, 12cm x 22cm
                     (Manor House, Old Manor Lane. Mitton)         

  G  Medieval window head, 41cm x 16cm
              (16 Derwent Drive, Mitton)

    H  Medieval window head, 32cm x 23cm
                (16 Derwent Drive, Mitton)

Figure 5: Medieval archi tectural fragments from Mitton

C      Medieval window head, 116cm x 38 cm
    (Cider Mill House, Old Manor Lane, Mitton)

B     Medieval window head, 68cm x 31cm
        (Watendlath, Old Manor Lane, Mitton)
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Figure 6: Mitton cross head (drawing by Bruce Watson)

Cropthorne cross-head was formerly built into the
fabric of the parish church,31 while part of a cross- shaft is
built into the tower of Beverston church, Glouces ter shire.32

The cross-head has three short arms and its  fourth arm
is badly broken, where it presumably joined the shaft of
the cross (Figure 6). This type of cross-head is
sometimes referred to as ‘circle -headed’ with unpierced 
spandrels. The top arm of the decorated face is blank.
The right-hand arm is decorated with one fleur- de-lis
(lily) and a four petalled flower. The left-hand arm of
the cross is decorated with a four petalled flower or a
sprig of foliage and a small square divided by diagonal
ridges into four triangles, each containing a circular
bead or pellet. The outer portion of the centre of the
cross is defined by a circular band of two inter laced
strips of beadwork forming a braided or inter laced
decoration. Each of the ovals within the braiding
contains a single bead. Inside the braiding are a series of 
seven semi- circular, overlapping strips, making an
inter laced decoration. In the centre of the cross is a four
petalled or quatrefoil flower.

The Mitton cross-head can be dated on stylistic grounds 
to circa 1150-1200, as very similar decorated motifs
occur in a number of local churches of this date. The
inter laced beadwork present on the cross-head is very
similar to the decoration of the nave responds of the
arcade of St Mary’s church, Sandwich, Kent which is
dated to circa 1100-1125.33 Quatrefoil flower or foliage
decora tions were a common decorative motif on late

12th century church doors and arches. The cross-head
was described in the Courtauld Institute Survey of
British Roman esque Sculpture as early 12th century.
Dr Ron Baxter of the Courtauld Institute suggests that
the cross dates from circa 1150-60 at the latest, as it
would be unusual to find examples of chip- carved
work after this date. 

The Mitton cross-head is archi tec turally important as
locally there few examples of either Anglo- Saxon or
12th century cross- heads. The prayer crosses which are 
found in the grounds of some local churches are all of
late medieval or more recent date. The closest local
parallel for the Mitton cross-head is the 13th century
example from Broms berrow, Glouces ter shire. It was
redis covered during the 1857 resto ration of the church,
inside the eastern wall.34 It consists of a circular stone
block (diameter circa 30 cm) with a re-duplicating
cross and four fleur- de-lis carved on each face. In 1882
the cross-head was remounted on a new shaft in the
churchyard.35 Inside Mickleton Church, Glouces ter -
shire, there is a 12th or 13th century stone cross-head,
with identical repre sen ta tions of the cruci fixion of
Christ on its front and rear faces. The Mickleton
cross-head was appar ently hidden in the churchyard
during the Refor mation (circa 1549-52), by devout
members of the congre gation, when they were ordered
to remove all statues and ‘idol atrous’ images from their
churches. It was only redis covered during grave
digging in the 19th century.36
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The best- known local cross-head is from Cropthorne,
Worces ter shire; this splendid 9th century artefact was
formerly built into the fabric of the parish church.37

However, there is a local scarcity of such material, in
contrast to a series of highly decorated cross- heads
found in Northern England. In the nearby county of
Stafford shire there are Saxon crosses at church yards in
Ilam, Leek and Wolver hampton, a 9th century
cross-head at Rolleston, plus other fragments at
Checkley, Bushley and Chebsey.38 It is clear that there
origi nally were more Saxon crosses in Glouces ter shire,
but over the centuries they have been destroyed or
dismantled. Evidence of a few of these former crosses
was provided by the excava tions at St Oswald’s Priory
in Gloucester, which revealed several fragments of
broken cross- shaft.39

Archbishop Theodore (AD 669-690) had allowed
priests to say mass ‘in the field’ in the absence of a
church. While a century later it was stated in the life of
St Willibald, that it was the custom on the estates of
many lords that there was no church, but only a cross
raised on high for the daily service of prayer.40 Perhaps
during the 12th century when many local parish
churches were being constructed, the small agrarian
community at Mitton (shown by the Domesday hidage)
could not afford to build a church, but as a first step they
might have raised a stone cross, which was later replaced
by a stone- built chapel. At this time the cross might have
been demol ished and fragments of it incor po rated into
the fabric of the new building.

Mitton Mill

Having tied down the chapel location it was decided to
see if the same could be achieved for the mill shown on
the 1702 estate map (Figure 7). This was done as an
exercise for archae ology students at Evesham College.
The mill is shown as single building on a north- south
alignment between two leats running east to west,

which draw water off the Carrant Brook further
upstream. To the south are two fields called Great and
Little Mill Mead, with the old course of the Carrant
Brook forming their southern boundary. By trans -
posing this infor mation onto the 1888 and modern
Ordnance Survey maps (Figure 8) the mill site was
located, and following a site visit was found to be on
land to the rear of 6-8 Meadow Close, which is still in
Worces ter shire (SO 9052 3354). The remains of the
mill are clearly visible, and consist of a 9.2m long brick 
wall standing to a maximum height of 14 courses on
the northern bank of what was the southern leat, but is
now the main course of the Carrant Brook. At either
end of this section of wall are returns that disappear
into the bank. The upstream (eastern) return is curved,
presumably to aid the flow of water around the end of
the mill, whilst the downstream (western) return  in
square and may have an earlier stone core. On the
opposite (southern) bank are 2-3 surviving courses of a 
parallel brick retaining wall.41

Acknow ledge ments

The authors would like to thank the following: Mitton
and Tewkesbury residents – Graham Attwood, Mr and
Mrs Barnes, Alan Clifford, Mr and Mrs Dorrington,
Graham Evans, Betty Griffiths, Rosemary Jeynes, Jan
and Margaret Lucas, Helen McEvoy, Len Stokes,
Louise and Colin Wilson. Bredon Rector and Church
Warden – Rev Matthew Baynes and Jean Vaughan.
Tewkesbury Admag reporter – Peggy Clatt worthy.
Evesham College archae ology students – Marjorie
Crook, Shelagh Crowther, Henry Farrow, Michele
Jones, Teresa Jones, Philip Lawson and Maggie Noke.
GADARG resitivity survey – Nigel Spry and Don
Mayes. Tewkesbury Borough Council – Rose
Gemmell and Kevin Simpson. For comments on the
cross-head – Richard Bryant and Dr Baxter of the
Courtauld Institute for his opinion on the date of the
cross-head and for also kindly supplying the

Figure 7: Mill location
 (Earl of Coven try’s estate map 1702)

Figure 8: Mill location 
(Ordnance Survey 1888)



37

unpub lished data from the 1994 Worces ter shire County 
Survey by the late Geoff Pearson. Glouces ter shire
SMR – Tim Grubb. Worces ter shire SMR – Victoria
Bryant.

References

1. GSMR 21008. Glouces ter shire Sites and Monuments Record
(Glouces ter shire County Council).

2. MAWER A & STENTON F M, 1993, The Place- Names of
Worces ter shire, vol 4, English Place Name Society, 102

3. SAWYER, P H, 1968, Anglo- Saxon Charters: an Annotated
List and Bibli og raphy, Royal Historical Society, S195, S731,
S1308 (London).

4. HOOKE, D, 1990, Worces ter shire Anglo- Saxon Charter
Bounds, Studies in Anglo- Saxon History, Volume II, 98-99,
145-6 & 153-4.

5. THORN, F, & C, (ed) 1982, Domesday Book, vol 16,
Worces ter shire, 173a, (Phillimore, Chich ester).

6. MOGER, O. M, 1913, Bredon in The Victoria History of the
County of Worcester, vol 3, (ed) Willis-Bund J W, 286-87,
(London).

7. WILLAS-BUND, J W, (ed) 1902, Register of Bishop Godrey
Giffard vol 2, Worces ter shire Historical Society, 336, 388-90. 

8. TREMLOW, J A, (ed) 1906, Calendar of Papal Registers:
Papal Letters, vol 7, HMSO, 524, (London).

9. CROSS, F, L & LIVING STONE, E, A, 1977, The Oxford
Dictionary of the Christian Church (3rd edition) 583. The
feast date for the festival of the Exaltation of the Cross is the
14th September. It marks the day of the exposition the
‘supposed true cross’ at Jerusalem in AD 629, after the capture 
of the city by the Byzantine Emperor Heraclius (610-40).
Actually the city was captured in the spring, but this event was 
appar ently confused with an earlier commemo ration, believed
to be that of the dedication of the church on the site of the
Holy Sepulchre in AD 335.

10. AMPHLETT, J, (ed) 1895, Thomas Habington, A Survey of
Worces ter shire vol 2, Worces ter shire Historical Society, 116.

11. NASH, T R, 1775, 1913, The History and Antiq uities of
Worces ter shire vol 1, 129, 133 (London)

12. MOGER op cit 1913, 287.
13. The original map is still held in the archive at the Earls

Croombe Estate, with a copy in the county record office
(Worcs. Record Office BA 940.f.970.5.73). 

14. LINNELL B, 1978, Theot, Guppy and Wulf, 28 (Theoc Press,
Tewkesbury).

15. WATSON, B, 1995, DMV Churches and Chapels in South
Worces ter shire and North Glouces ter shire area – A survey
project , Medieval Settlement Research Group Annual Report
10, 16.

16. WATSON, B, Glouces ter shire Churches and Chapels with no
name: lost dedica tions (in prep).

17. PEVSNER, N, 1968, The Buildings of England: Worces ter -
shire, 98 (London). It is a Grade II listed building. See also
GSMR 08022 & WSMR 04626; WSMR – Worces ter shire
Sites and Monuments Record (Worces ter shire County
Council).

18. GSMR 08488 & GSMR 08489.
19. MOGER op cit 1913, 278.
20. WSMR 04627. Worces ter shire Sites and Monuments Record

(Worces ter shire County Council).
21. Worcs Record Office BA 330.r.899.1.
22. SUNDAY EXPRESS, Garbo baroness come back and fix

your ruined home, 7th December 1969.
23. EVESHAM JOURNAL Mitton Manor too expensive to save,

10th June 1971; GLOUCESTER CITEZEN, Minister rules
that manor must not be demol ished, 24th September 1971.

24. MILES, D, & FOWLER, P J, 1972, Tewkesbury the
Archaeo logical Impli ca tions of Devel opment, 12,
Tewkesbury Archaeo logical Committee.

25. WSMR 06987-8 & GSMR 04856.
26. WEBSTER, G, (ed) 1963, note in West Midlands Archaeo -

logical News- Sheet, Number 6, 9, Council for British  
Archae ology.

27. DAVIS, G M, 1967, Chapel at Mitton near Tewkesbury,
Unpub lished Notes in the Glouces ter shire Collection (RR
302.48).

28. GSMR 15078. Sadly there was no formal archaeo logical
monitoring of the 2003 work.

29. TEWKESBURY ADMAG, Digging up chapel past, 22nd
February 2002.

30. An explanatory note accom panied the cross-head: A carving
from the ancient chapel at Mitton. It was brought to Bredon in 
1966 when the chapel was demol ished to make way for the
Mitton housing estate.

31. ALLEN, J R, 1906, Early Christian Art in, The Victoria
History of the County of Worces ter shire vol 2, 183-89, (ed)
Willlis-Bund, J. W & Page, W. (London). 

32. VEREY, D, 1979, The Buildings of England: Glouces ter shire
the Cotswolds, 103 (London).

33. NEWMAN, J, 1969, The Buildings of England: North East
and East Kent, 431 (London).

34. POOLEY, C, 1863, The Old Crosses of Glouces ter shire, 33
(London). 

35. VEREY, D, 1976, The Buildings of England Series Glouces -
ter shire: the Vale and Forest of Dean, 116, second edition
(London).

36. WATSON, B, A medieval cross-head from Mickleton Church
(in prep).

37. ALLEN op cit 1906, 183-89.
38. PEVSNER, N, 1974, The Buildings of England: Stafford shire, 

20 (London).
39. BRYANT, R, 1999, Sculpture and archi tec tural stonework in,

The Golden Minster; the Anglo- Saxon and later medieval
Priory of St Oswold at Gloucester, by Heighway, C, & Bryant, 
R, CBA Res. Rep. 117, 154-55.

40. STENTON, F, 1947, Anglo- Saxon England, 150 (Oxford).
41 SERMON, R, The mills of the Carrant Brook (in prep).



38

GLEVEN SIS 37  2004

GLOUCESTER AND CROMWELLIAN IRELAND

Rus sell Howes

Oliver Cromwell’s  name is remem bered in Ireland
with bitterness because of his conquest of the country
and because of the trans plan tation to Connaught. The
Irish revolt of 1641 was the prelude to the English
Civil War, which began in 1642; fighting in England
delayed the recovery of Ireland for eight years. To
secure the conquest English settlement in Ireland was
encouraged, and Irish rebels and their families were
deprived of their land and removed to the inhos pi table
western province of Connaught.

Gloucester had part in both these enter prises. When
revolt broke out in Ireland in 1641 the English
government attempted to pay for its suppression by
means of a loan, enlisting protestant sympathy against
catholic rebellion. Those subscribing to the loan
were to be repaid by land in Ireland to be confis cated 
from the rebels.  Men who put money into risky
under takings were, in the language of the time,
called ‘adve ntu rers’. They were mostly private
individuals;  Oliver Cromwell subscribed £300.
In Gloucester 23 men joined together to lend
£1350 in the name of the mayor and burgesses;
£200 of this came from the funds of the city. The
Gloucester investors included men prominent in 
local affairs, such as Thomas Pury who was  MP for
the city and subscribed £50; another subscriber,
Robert Holford, was their agent in London.  The
chamber lains paid him for purchasing escheated,
i.e. confis cated, land in Ireland.1

The memorable event of the Civil War for the citizens
of Gloucester was the siege of 1643, when Colonel
Edward Massey held out for Parliament against the
King. The most drastic damage resulted from the
decision of the defenders  to burn or pull down houses
outside the city walls to prevent their being used by the
enemy.   In 1646 after the war in England came to an end 
the city council made a survey of the destroyed houses;
there were 241, belonging to about 85 named
individuals, and the total value was reckoned to be
£28,720. The chamber lains of Gloucester in 1648 paid
Anthony Edwards, Thomas Whitcomb and William
Angel for going to London to gain satis faction for the
city’s losses.2   

Following the defeat of Charles I Parliament prepared to
send an army against the Irish rebels. Colonel Sterling
had a commission to raise a regiment in the western
counties, and to impress 180 men in Glouces ter shire.
The House of Commons in 1646 decided that, of the two

regiments of foot in Gloucester commanded by Colonel 
Thomas Morgan, Massey’s successor, that of Colonel
Blount should be employed for the service of Ireland,
while Morgan’s own regiment should remain in
Gloucester.3   

Massey, who had been promoted to command the
army of the Western Association, was named in April 
1647 as lieutenant general of horse for Ireland.
Parliament inquired how many of his soldiers might
be able to serve in Ireland;  it was reported that 2,500
might be available. William Fenton and Sir Thomas
Meredith were appointed to receive the soldiers in
Bristol, and arrange to transport them to Ireland; the
two men were told that no Irishmen, papists or royalist
soldiers were to be allowed to serve in Ireland.   In the
event this army never sailed to Ireland, because the
soldiers insisted on a settlement first of their arrears of
pay.4

The political compli ca tions which ensued delayed the
expedition to Ireland and culmi nated in the execution
of the King, an action which Massey vehemently
opposed. The army which eventually suppressed  the
Irish rebels was commanded by Oliver Cromwell, and
sailed in 1649. The government ordered the pressing of
10,000 men, including 400 from Glouces ter shire;  the
city of Gloucester raised 30 of these, although one ran
away. Service in Ireland was not popular;  in Gloucester
the company of  Captain Pury mutinied when it was
appointed for Ireland in 1651. There are traces of a few
soldiers from Glouces ter shire who did serve there.
William Nethaway and Thomas Hardway both died on
the state’s service in Ireland, and in 1655 the justices of
Gloucester  in quarter sessions paid their widows 6s. 8d.
by way of relief. Henry Card of the parish of St. Mary de
Crypt was  impressed to be a soldier in Ireland, where he
died;  the justices in 1659 ordered the church wardens
and overseers of his parish to provide for his widow
Margaret and her four children.   In this army too was
Major Oliver Cromwell, cousin of the commander;  he
had served over two years in Gloucester as major to
Colonel Thomas  Morgan.5

After the final defeat of the royalists at the battle of
Worcester in 1651 the mayor and aldermen of
Gloucester on 16 December sent a petition to
Parliament, claiming compen sation for the 241
houses destroyed at the time of the siege;  the
petition, taking into account some money already
received, reckoned the damage sustained at £26,000 
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Fig 1 Glouces ter’s lands in Ireland  (Names of baronies are under lined)

or upwards.Land was confis cated from Irish rebels,
in amounts varying with their degree of guilt, by the
Act of Settlement of 1652. The government
prepared for the distri bution of confis cated land in
Ireland, and Sir William Petty made what became
celebrated as the  Down Survey. An act of
Parliament was passed by the Barebones Parliament 
in 1653 known as the Act of Satis faction. This
provided that land was set out first to the soldiers,
then to the adven turers, and a special clause declared
that, for their sufferings in the Civil War, the towns of 
Liverpool and Gloucester were to be granted land to
the value of £10,000 each.6

  The clause for
Gloucester was promoted by John Crofts, one of the
members for Gloucestershire, and was passed only
by the casting vote of the Speaker.7 The Act granted
the land to Anthony Edwards, Thomas Whitcomb
and others who had been named in a list sent to
Parliament, presumably the list made in 1646.    

Gloucester therefore had two claims, for land due to
them as adven turers and for land to compensate their
losses  in the s iege.   Glouces ter   City  Counci l
appointed Godfrey El l is  and John Mathews
to present their claim for adventure land. The act
directed that claimants should draw lots for their land,
and Gloucester drew the barony of Strad bally in
Queen’s County. (An Irish barony corre sponded to an
English hundred;  Queen’s County is now County
Laoise).8   Figure 1 shows the location of the places
mentioned here.

The Books of  Survey and Distri bution,9 drawn up
about 1680, after Gloucester had in fact disposed of its
Irish posses sions, recorded where Glouces ter’s Irish
lands were situated.  In Strad bally barony it had land in 
the parishes of Clogh pooke and Thoma clavan, which
had been confis cated from Thomas Daniell of
Balleknockane, an Irish papist. It appears that
Gloucester had lands in other baronies as well. In
Slewmaghagh barony it had lands at Burna slatty and
Dunnane, taken from Sir Robert Harpole, an English papist. In
Maryborough barony it had lands at Balle charnan and
Balleknockane confis cated from Thomas  Daniell 
(Maryborough is now Port Laoise).

 It appears also that some Irish lands were purchased
by Gloucester city council with money from Dean and
Chapter lands. The council appointed Griffantius
Phillipps to negotiate their Irish business.  In 1656 the
council of Gloucester agreed to purchase the interests
of the individual adven turers, and they appointed
Major Richard Banaster and Captain Richard
Woodward as their agents. About 1657 the mayor,
aldermen and common council of Gloucester sent a
petition to the Protector, complaining that there was
not enough land in the barony of Strad bally to satisfy
their debt;  they did not wish a further allotment to be
a hundred miles away, and asked that it might be in
the neigh bouring barony of Portnahinch where all
other claimants had been satisfied. This request
appears to have been granted, for the Books of
Survey and Distri bution recorded that Gloucester
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had in that barony Cloncosiny, Derridary and Derrigill,
confis cated from James McDaniell.10 
 
About 1657 Luke Nourse, the mayor, wrote to Colonel 
Philip Jones regarding  Glouces ter’s adventure for
lands in Ireland and a contract that Gloucester had made
with Mr Vincent Gookin. The latter was  a  man prominent   in
Irish affairs, who had published a  contro versial pamphlet
criti cising the trans plan tation to Connaught.  The mayor and
burgesses appointed him to take possession of the lands
allotted to them for their adventure in the barony of Strad -
bally.  If he recovered all the lands due to the adventurers,
he was to have a lease of them for 21 years .11

 
Glouces ter’s other claim had still to be met. In Parliament
an additional bill was intro duced, setting out lands and
houses in Ireland to compensate the losses of
Gloucester; it was referred to a committee including
most of the Glouces ter shire members and  Dr. Thomas 
Clarges.12  The Council of Ireland (which advised the
Lord Deputy, who governed Ireland) wrote to John
Thurloe, Secretary of State to the Protector, saying that
Gloucester had been awarded £10,000 worth of land, and
they proposed ‘Gall oway’, i.e. Galway.  They cited the
benefits that had resulted from London derry; as
London derry had stood free from rebellion in 1641, so
might the proposed arrangement at Galway  secure the
peace of Connaught.13 Galway had been the last Irish
city to surrender in 1652;  the terms had promised that
the inhabi tants could remain in their homes. However
the Act of Settlement reserved all towns for the
government to dispose of; from 1652 orders were issued
for towns to be cleared of Irish and papists.14  

A petition of the inhabi tants of Galway had in 1654
complained that the government of their town was in
the hands of papists.  On 23 July 1655 the Irish 
inhabi tants of  Galway  were ordered to leave;  a
general order in the following year ordered all Irish
to withdraw to at least two miles from every walled
town or garrison.15 Thurloe wrote to Henry
Cromwell, commander in chief and soon to be Lord
Deputy of Ireland, regarding ‘the city of Glouces -
ter’s planting at Galloway’, and said that a bill had
passed for their satis faction in that place.16 The
House of Commons debated an  additional act setting
out lands and houses in Ireland in consid eration of the
losses of Gloucester; a proviso in it permitted English
settlement in ‘Gall oway’, which lay in Connaught, which
had been set apart for trans planted Irish. No distinct act for
Gloucester appears to be recorded, and Glouces ter’s
compen sation was perhaps deemed to be covered by the act
for settling of lands and estates in Ireland of 9 June
1657.17 

An  Englishman  in  Galway, Reuben Eastthorp, wrote
to Henry Cromwell  of  the parlous  state of Galway ;
the Irish papists had appar ently been turned out, but the
Anabap tists were ‘high’, and there was a need for

honest men from England to come and settle. A little
later he had heard that the inhabi tants of Gloucester
were to have houses in Galway, but he expected that
few would come. Luke Nourse, the mayor of
Gloucester, and others of the council, wrote to Henry
Cromwell, that the act for the settlement of their losses
at the time of the siege was being put into effect, and
they were sending over Dr. Clarges to prosecute their
claim.18 The mayor also wrote to Dr. Clarges that
Vincent Gookin had visited Gloucester on his way to
Ireland;  presumably he would bring Clarges up to date. 
Gloucester City Council recorded that the land and
houses granted in compen sation for the houses burned
before the siege were conveyed to Clarges, Ellis and
Phillips.  A surviving list stated that Glouces ter’s houses
in Galway were in Flood Street and neigh bouring
streets.19

Gloucester city council seem not to have been well
pleased with this manner of settling their claim for
compen sation.   In 1658 it was recorded that they were
minded  to sell the houses in Ireland allotted to them for
losses at the time of the siege, i.e. houses in Galway.
Henry Cromwell was still their friend, for he sent them
a gift of £50.   Robert Tyther, the new mayor, and others
wrote to Cromwell, thanking him for his benevo lence,
adding that Captain Godfrey Ellis had returned. In
1659 the council prepared to sell the houses in Galway
to Sir Charles Coote, one of the powerful protestant
landowners in Ireland.  He had received the surrender
of Galway in 1652, and was Lord President of
Connaught.   Captain Phillips was to be paid for his
services.   In 1660 the council proceeded with their
plan to sel l the  c ity’s property in Galway;
Whitcombe and Ellis wrote to all concerned in the
allotment of houses and  lands in ‘Gall oway’.  The
chamber lains  paid for a letter from Sir Charles
Coote about lands in Ireland. 20    

After the Resto ration  Gloucester city council needed
to have their grant of adventure lands in Ireland
confirmed.  In 1661 the city council submitted the
claim of the mayor and burgesses for adventure land,
and William Angell and Periam Poole and two others
were granted letters of attorney.  Poole was one of the
original adventurers and had extensive lands in Ireland
near Glouces ter’s posses sions at Strad bally.21 About
this time Sir Edward Nicholas, the King’s secretary
noted that some two hundred protestant families from
Gloucester and Liverpool had been planted in
Gallinrobe, Galway and Mayo. The chamber lains
recorded payment of various charges for adventure
lands in Ireland.  There are refer ences in 1661, 1662
and 1663 to journeys by William Angell to Ireland. The 
corpo ration of Gloucester were allowed to have
preference in buying lands in Ireland they were in
possession of, except those in possession of Clarges.
Allan Brodrick complained that Clarges had been the
attorney for English cities famed for rebellion. The
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chamber lains’ accounts contain almost no reference to
any income from the Irish adventure lands;  however in
1662 they received from Mr. Gookin £76. 9s. 6d. for
rent of the city lands in Ireland.22

The Irish Parliament, called to settle the land question, 
was dominated by Cromwellian settlers.  However the 
English government insisted that those who had
served the King during the Irish rebellion and the Civil 
War should have land restored to them, which was
done by the Act of Settlement of 1662, under which
566 decrees of innocence were issued. The Act of
Expla nation of 1665 limited the amount of land which
a settler must give up to a claimant to one third.   The
Books of  Survey and Distri bution recorded the title
by which owners held their land. Glouces ter’s  lands
were held by certificate and patent under the Act of
Settlement.   There is no indication in the records that
Gloucester lost any Irish land at the Resto ration.

During the next few years the records are virtually
silent about Glouces ter’s Irish land. In 1675 the city
council noted that monies for lands and tenements in
Ireland were due from Periam Poole. They paid
Samuel Marshall towards his journey to and  in
Ireland.  They paid Lawrence Singleton for his
interest in Irish lands; he was one of the original
adven turers, and presumably his interest had not been
purchased along with those of the other adven turers in
1656.  In  1674-75 the council were consid ering ways
of recov ering monies due from Periam Poole; the
chamberlains recorded a bill against him. In the
following year the chamber lains noted payments made
on the Irish account. Periam Poole was acting on behalf
of Sir William Reynolds, one of the Irish judges, who
visited Gloucester in 1677-78 23

In 1679 Gloucester at last sold its lands in Ireland,
which had brought so little profit.   Periam Poole
bought the land of the corpo ration of Gloucester in
Ireland on behalf of Sir William Reynolds.   The city was
to receive from Periam Poole £1220 for its adventure
land in Ireland;  £80 was allowed to him ‘for the return of 
the purchase money into England’. Arrange ments were
made for Richard Bocking, Poole’s repre sen tative in
London to pay John Lane, Glouces ter’s agent there.
When the money had been paid a conveyance by lease
and release was to be made.   From £700 residue of Irish
money the city council paid off various debts.24

Glouces ter’s connection with Ireland lasted less than
forty years. It had no enduring impact on the city.
There is no indication that those who lost their houses 
at the siege received any compen sation from
Glouces ter’s Irish land. Gloucester played a minor
part in the trans for mation of Ireland. It was men like
Sir Charles Coote who shaped the future of that
country. They helped to establish the Protestant

Ascen dancy of English settlers. That ascen dancy
produced troubles the effects of which have continued
to the present day.
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NOTES ON A TIM BER TRACK WAY CLOSE TO THE RIVER SEV ERN AT HINTON

Ed die Price and Ni gel Spry

The Wildfowl  Trust  at  Slimbridge reported in January
2004 that part of a trackway had emerged from ground
on the south bank of the river Severn at Hinton on the
SW tip of the New Grounds and 45m north of sluice
outlet at SO 7035 0430. Massive erosion of the 6-7 m
thick silt deposits covering the lower end of a buried
tidal channel is currently taking place, and this had
exposed evidence of a brushwood trackway  (Fig 1)
which jutted out of the bank at a depth of about 2m below
present land surface. Its full length is not known; the
outer end had been washed away, the upper one was still 
buried under the silt. A 6m length of this 3.25m wide
feature was examined. Its sides were defined with
vertical roundwood stakes (species unidentified)
driven into the grey estuarine silt, the main ones set up
to 2.5m apart. These were 60-120mm in diameter, and
their upper ends, which stood well above the surface,
had survived in a sound enough condition to resist
being broken by hand. Where identified, the track was
made of birch (betula sp) brushwood held in position
by thin poles of the same species. These were laid at 1m
intervals across its width. Some of them were
presumably attached to the vertical stakes, but at least
one was pegged down. On the western (downstream)
side of the track two parallel, but less substantial
vertical stake align ments, set about 0.8m apart,
protruded through its surface. These could either have
been intended as additional reinforce ments against the
tide, or were evidence of earlier track alignments. A
few traces of what was possibly yet another track were
noted about 50m further upstream. Abundant remains

of struc tures associated with fisheries dating from
mediaeval times have been identified elsewhere on
both sides of the river1. The purpose of this track was
probably to improve access across a muddy foreshore
to fixed fishing ‘engines’ set on Frampton  Sand  further
out into the river. Before the 19th century these were
most likely to have been rows of basketwork putts. The
track was situated at the south end of a tidal channel
known as the Gutt until the end of the 18th century. It
was associated with what was probably, for this part of
the Severn, a relatively stable shoreline. This was
established after silt deposited by the great flood of
February 1607 began the trans for mation of the saltings
known as Slimbridge Warth into what is now the New
Grounds.The location and the condition of the
woodwork of the track suggests it was laid on the upper
end of the foreshore in the latter part of this period. The
Gutt eventually silted up and became part of the 19th
century recla mation of much of the new salt- marsh on
this side of the river2. The track, although outside its sea
bank, was almost certainly buried by 1884-5 under a
further rapid accumu lation of silt deposits.

Ref er ences

1 Rippon S,  The Severn Estuary. Leicester University Press, 
1997, 230-31.

2 Allen J.R.L.  “A short history of salt- marsh reclamation at
Slimbridge Warth and neighbouring areas”. Trans. Bristol &
Glos. Archaeol. Soc. 104, 1986, 139-56,  Fig 5. 

Fig 1   Timber Trackway
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FROCES TER COURT EX CA VA TIONS 2003

Ed die Price

The forty- third summer season at Frocester ran for
twenty-five consecutive weekends between April 26th
and  October 12th. I am most grateful to my sons
Richard and Matthew who removed the ploughsoil, and 
to all who helped excavate the 350 sq. m. they
uncovered. This included the central NE part of the area
left over from last year, and an additional 50sq.m. on the 
NW end of the excavation trench, opened up towards
the end of the season. Although much of the work
involved the  removal  of  vi r tual ly barren
plough-disturbed abandonment and later deposits of
soil which lay directly on the natural gravel, its
clearance produced some unexpected results. The SW
extent of outlying irregular eroded hollows, some
associated with a series of stake- holes, was defined by a
shallow boundary gully P36 F3. All these features were
filled with a light yellow/brown soil and were devoid of
finds except for a very few flint flakes. Two small
scrapers came from the overlying deposits. These and
the lack of any other dating material suggests that the
irregular circular complex of stake- holes identifed as
Struc tures 25 and 25a, the working hollow, Rr36 F3 with
its drain, and outlying  align ments that include Structure
26, Ss38 Fl, and the palisade trench O34 F4 are almost
certainly early prehis toric features (see Fig 1). They are
tentatively inter preted as evidence of a phase of Late
Bronze Age settlement, dated to either side of about 800 
BC, which has not been located elsewhere on the site.
No Iron Age occupation was found and the upper fill of
the earliest Romano- British feature, a small gravel pit
on the SE side of the excavation consisted of spoil dug
from Ditch 61. The latter appears to have been one of
three parallel alignments, first located by the 1995
geophysical survey, which ran NE and defined the
boundaries of three small 3rd century paddocks in the E
corner of the settlement. The other two, Ditches 46/47
and 59, excavated  between 1995 and 1999, started at
Ditch 42, the innermost of the two which defined the
south perimeter, and ended at Ditch 48/49. Ditch 61,
however, turned NE and continued beyond this year’s
excavation. A short, deeper part-dug extension, Ditch
61 north, was delib er ately backfilled. It was possibly
intended to link up with Ditch 63, the alignment found
last year which appears to end at P32 Fl (see Fig 2). Its
possible connection with Ditch 58, 15m to the SW,
remains unproven.
A shallow wall trench, P34 F5, dug 3.5m to the south of
Ditch 61, overlay part of the prehis toric gully, but was

Will those readers who received the Newsletter please note that, due to an error in 2002, all the features have had to
be renum bered.

sealed under a slightly stony yard surface which
elsewhere lay directly on the natural gravel. The yard
post- dated Ditch 61, but was contem porary with two
indus trial features, P37 F5 and P38 F6, the purpose of
which is not known. The first was a square pit, 0.9m
deep, which origi nally had a stake at each corner. These
probably supported a plank lining backed in places by
stone slabs. A narrow, partly stone-lined gully sloped
steeply down from the south to the bottom of the pit
where it ended in a circular hole with a stone at its base.
This could have contained a shallow vessel about
150mm in diameter, or the end of a vertical bung. The
evidence did not suggest that the feature was a
stake-hole. P38 F6 was a steep- sided trench, 0.9m
deep. Both it and the pit contained a primary silty clay  
deposit dated by coin evidence to after AD 330.
These were sealed under a delib erate backfill of large
stones, one of which was a fragment of a quern about
0.8m in diameter.

The irregular outline of Ditch 62 suggests that it was
probably dug as a drain for a group of inter con nected
gravel extraction hollows. It post- dated Ditch 61 and
produced five coins, two of which were late 3rd century
radiates. The relative dating of Rr32 Fla, which crossed
the line of Ditch 62, could not be estab lished. All these
features lay under a scattered random backfill of gravel,
marl and limestone, mixed with building debris. This
included sandstone roof tile and flagstone floor
fragments and pieces of clay brick and tile. The whole
was very similar to the debris found in a worn condition
on the surface of the adjoining yard. Spoil cast up from
some circular gravel pits located in the N corner of the
excavation overlay part of the yard and produced a coin
of AD 350.

A high proportion of the sixteen coins found were
illegible or undated tiny minims. Small finds were rare,
and most of them were associated with the 4th century
yard surface. Bronze objects included a 2nd century
umbonate brooch with blue enamel panels, a tiny
penan nular brooch, a finger ring with a greenish glass
cabuchon in a circular bezel and two bangles. The best
pieces of glass were a green and yellow mille fiori
gaming counter identical to two others found on the
site, part of the lip and handle of a jug, and some pieces
of a window pane. A complete iron pruning hook came
from the bottom of Ditch 61 and a shear blade from  
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RE SIS TIV ITY SUR VEYS ARCHIVE

Ann Maxwell

Introduction

This is a brief summary of the surveys carried out by
members during the period April 2003 - March 2004.
The full archive is available to members for reference,
and copies will be lodged with the Sites and Monuments 
Record.

LOCATION Frocester - SO 7860 0286
LEADER             Nigel Spry
DATES During November and December 2003
OBJECT To look at areas south, east and north of the
2002 excavation, and to compare results with 
magne tometer survey done in 1995/96.  New areas
in the south and west corners of the site were also
surveyed.
RE S U LT S  R e s u l t s  w e r e  s i m i l a r  t o  t h e
magne tometer survey, but in the new areas the
results were unhelpful.

LOCATION Kemble - in private garden
LEADER             Les Comtesse
DATE                   19 April 2004
OBJECT To find more Anglo- Saxon burials on a site
where two were found in 1986, and close to a larger
Anglo- Saxon cemetery.
RESULTS  Some low resis tivity features were
identified.  Test pits appear to confirm that these were
graves. 

LOCATION Kings Stanley - SO 809 041
LEADER             Martin Eccle stone
DATES               16/17 October, 4 November 2003
OBJECT To survey medieval moated site within private 
garden, west of churchyard.  Collabo ration with David
Evans, who has excavated parts of the site.See
Heighway, Glev.23, 33-42, especially Fig.4.
RESULTS  25 x 40 m. surveyed, of which parts were
open excava tions.  Clear moat line on south, but no
useful details within the moat.  Possibly the ground was
too dry.

LOCATION Leckhampton - SO 39415 21950
LEADER             Terry Moore- Scott
DATE               3 April 2004
OBJECT  To confirm the presence of buried building
remains on the platform at Leckhampton moat, and
attempt to determine their extent, nature and purpose.

RESULTS Areas of probable building debris located
on eastern side, possibly a gatehouse and a larger
building, with another smaller building to the south but
still within the moat. Possible evidence for enlargement
of platform.  (More detail in article in BGAS Newsletter 
No.55, August 2004)

LOCATION  Nymps field - SO 8206 9940 to  
8213 9947
LEADER         Martin Eccle stone
DATE            March 2004
OBJECT   To locate archaeo logical features of Kinley
chantry chapel.
RESULTS 2130 sq.m. surveyed at 0.5 m. intervals.
Processed data much clearer than results found in
2002, but geological features still a problem.  Publi -
cation intended in Glevensis 38.

LOCATION     Rodborough - The Hithe -     
                         SO 8498 0308 to 8512 0331
LEADER         Martin Eccle stone
DATES           May to November 2003
OBJECT To trace the line of a ditched enclosure
under lying the 1950s estate, possibly of early RB
construction.  See Parry, TBGAS 114, 143-57, and
Eccle stone, Glev.35, 29-36.
RESULTS See ‘A resis  tivity survey of  the
Rodborough earth work’, this volume of Glevensis.

LOCATION     Standish - SO 779 088
LEADER         Paul Bevan
DATES            11-12 August 2003
OBJECT  To survey area of RB pottery scatter, and to
locate possible Roman road on east side of field.
RESULTS Possible corner of building found, but
lines of ridge and furrow instead of road. Work has
continued here.  Publi cation is planned in Glevensis 38. 
A Time Team programme about this site to be shown in
series starting in January 2005.

LOCATION     Eastington - SO 779 066
LEADER         Nigel Spry
DATES           19-23 October 2003
OBJECT  To identify the location of supposed
‘Whitmi nster’ Roman villa
RESULTS     Incon clusive. More work to be done over
a wider area. 
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Re ceipts and pay ments for year end ing 28 Feb ru ary 2004

In come    2003- 2004            2002- 2003

Mem bers’ sub scrip tions £1626.50 £1494.50-
Con tri bu tions at meet ings in clud ing non- members £46.00 £21.65
Gleven sis £346.25 £297.35
Coach out ing £496.50 £434.00
Bank in ter est                Treas ur er’s ac count £1.08 £0.46
                                      High inter est ac count £35.24 £55.97
                                      CAF Cash Ac count   £398.11 £434.25
In come tax re fund £245.95 £367.65
Auc tion/Raf fle at Christ mas party £26.50 £10.00
Do na tions £63.80 £34.50
    
To tal In come £3285.93 £3150.33

Ex pen di ture 2002- 2003           2001- 2002

Lec tur ers’ expenses, fees, dona tions and gifts £196.00 £136.30
Ac co mo da tion £91.00 £221.00
Af filia tion fees £68.00 £68.00
In sur ance £262.42 £216.75
Post age £354.10 £288.29
Field meet ings £479.65 £403.25
Print ing          Gleven sis £426.00 £505.78
                       Other £64.62 £48.00
Pho to copy ing & Sta tion ery £211.46 £156.94
Ad ver tis ing £10.00 £10.00
Re sisi tiv ity Meter/Slide Pro jec tor £805.72 £830.33
Mis cel la ne ous £88.24 £18.58

To tal Ex pen di ture £3057.21 £2903.22

Gross Sur plus/Loss £228.72 £247.11
  less CAF Cash In ter est, trans ferred to Ac cu mu lated Fund - £169.39 - £187.14

State ment of As sets and Li abili ties as at 28 Feb ru ary 2004

Cur rent As sets 2004 2003

Bank Ac counts              Treas urer Ac count £1009.58 £414.21
                                       High In ter est Ac count £1558.82 £2323.58
                                       CAF Cash Ac count £13027.84 £12629.73

To tal Assets £15596.24 £15367.52

 Ac cu mu lated Fund

Brought for ward from last year £2737.79 £2924.93
Gross sur plus less 
In ter est on CAF Cash Ac count -£169.39 -£187.14

Sub Total £2568.40 £2737.79
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        Pub li ca tion Fund 2004 2003

Brought for ward from last year £12629.73 £12195.48
Plus sur plus from the year £398.11 £434.25

Sub to tal £13027.84 £12629.73

To tal assets £15596.24 £15367.52

Notes    
1  The sub scrip tion to tal in cludes 25 pay ments for 2004/2005 (£306)
2  The Pub li ca tion Fund is the money trans fered from the Froces ter Pub li ca tion Fund in 2001 and is ear marked  
     for Froces ter Volume 3 and other pub li ca tions.
3  The Pub li ca tion Fund is held in the CAF Cash Ac count and in ter est de rived ac crues to that fund, and is  not 

            trans ferred  with the sur plus/loss on the other ac tivi ties to the Ac cu mu lated Fund

Mr J Newbury reviewed the accounts set out above that were pre pared from the accounting records of the Group. 
In his opin ion they accurately reflect the surplus for the year and the assets and liabilities of the Group as at 28 
February 2004.
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GLEVEN SIS GEN ERAL IN DEX
NUMBERS  26  -  35  (1992  -  2002 )

Compiled by Nigel Spry

A general index of Glevensis number 1-25 (1968-1991) is included in Glevensis number 27 (1993).

Glevensis numbers 1-35 are viewable at the Gloucestershire Collection (Local Studies)
 at Gloucester City Library, Brunswick Road, Gloucester.

Abbrevia tions:
BA: Bronze  Age;  IA: Iron Age;  RB: Romano- Brit i sh;   DA: Dark Age;  AS: Anglo- Saxon;  med: medieval;
meso: mesoli thic ;   neo:  neoli th ic;   pos t-med: post- medieval;   Glos:  Glouces ter  shi re;   Her:  Hereford shire ;
S o m :  S o m e r s e t ;  Wa r k s :  Wa r w i c k  s h i r e ;   W i l t s :  W i l t s h i r e ;   Wo r c :  Wo r c e s  t e r  s h i r e ;   C :  c e n t u r y ;
DMV: deserted   medieval  vil lage;   excav:  archaeological  excavation;   incl :  including.

Issue number are in Bold type thus N.  Numbers thus {n} indicate pages in the  ‘400 - 850’  special DA / AS reprint volume
(2002)

A

Abbeymead, see Gloucester
abbeys / monastic houses, see Caen; Ciren cester; Gloucester:

Black friars, Greyfriars, Llanthony, St Oswalds, Whitefriars;
Fontenay; Hailes; Kingswood; Kinley; Leonard Stanley;
Llanthony Prima; Malmsbury; Tewkesbury; Tintern; Wells;
Winchcombe

see also minsters 
ab Owel, Sir Traero, 35.21
Acton Turville, church, 31.59
AD date system, 33.ii
admiral, med word use, 30.26
adze, meso, flint, English Bicknor, 34.72-73
aerial survey and photo graphs, 26.19,31; 27.18,20,26,28; 30.4,23,54;

31.54,62; 33.40,44,50; 34.14
Aethel flaed(a), Lady of the Mercians, 28.4; 33.6,62; {7}
Aethelred, ealdorman, 28.4
agriculture, see land use
Aigueblanche, Peter de, Bishop of Hereford, 35.20
Alban, Saint, shrine, 33.5; {6} 
Aldred, under-king of Hwicce, 35.8
Alkington manor, account rolls, 29.35
ale-houses, on River Severn, 27.7
Alfred, 28.4; 31.25; {2}
alluvium at Walham, Longford, 26.31  
Alney, Deerhurst, treaty AD1016, 26.11
Alney Island, see Gloucester
altars, see RB period
Amberley, see Minchin hampton
Andoversford, Wycomb, 29.37; 31.62; 35.17 
Angli, 34.43; {29}
Anglia, 31.17: 33.43; {27,31}
Anglo- Saxon period:  

AS Chronicle, 26,11; 30.39; 31.25-26;  33.8-9; {2-3,9,19}
AS year, months, days, 34.43-44; {29-30}
Beowulf, epic poem, 27.42; 31.19-21; {33-35}
burials, see burials
capture of Bath, Ciren cester and Gloucester, 31.25; {2}
Chris ti anity, see Chris ti anity, C4-C7
coins, see coins
conti nental homelands, migration and desertion, 33.8; 34.43-44;

{9,29-30}
crosses:

Lypiatt cross, Bisley, 27.38-39; 31.35; {39-40}
origins, 31.35; 35.50 

Franks Casket, 31,17-21; {31-35}

language, 31.17-21; 34.43-44; {29-35}
memorial tradition, 31.34-35
occupation, Frocester, possible, 29.9
origins, Lower Slaughter, 33.56-58
runes:

alphabet, 31.18; {32}
on thrymsa coin, 33.43: {27}
memorial incrip tions, 31.34,36
cryptic inscription on Franks Casket, 31.17-21; {31-35}
see also Viking period, burial tradition

seasons and festivals, 34.43-44; {29-30}
sunken- featured building, Bourton- on- the- Water, 33.56 
thrymsa coin, see coins, AS
transition from RB period, invasion / migration, 32.5-6; 33.3-9;

34.43; 35.17-18; {4-11,14-15,29}
word elements:

general, 26.13,31; 27.4,36-37; 28.35; 29.30; 30.37; 32.7;
33.8,10-16; 35.33-34,50; {9,16,20-26,36-37}

 particular:
-ley  (leah), 27,36; 33.11-14; {36,21-24}
-mar-  (gemaere), 33.12-13; {22-23}
-ridge / -edge  (hrycg) / (ecg), 33.11-14; {21-24}
-ton  (tun), 33.10-11,13-14; {20-21,23-24}
 wal-  (walh), 26.31; 27.37; 33.8,10; {9,20,37} 

personal names, 33.11-15, 35.14; {21-25}
see also Saxon; English 

Annals of :
Hailes, 34.16
Tewkesbury, 35.20
Waverley, 35.22
Winchcombe and Sudeley, 32.25
Worcester, 34.16

annual customs and festivals, 34.42-44; {28-30}
archi tec tural styles:

Norman / Roman esque, 27.21; 31.9; 32.25-26; 33.62, 34.31-33
perpen dicular, 27.21-22, 25; 34.32 
Saxon, 31.5,9; 33.62; 34.35
transi tional / early English, 34.32,60

archaeo logical inves ti ga tions:
Business Park Link Road, Hucclecote, 32,15-18
Chedworth Roman villa, 31.63-66
Eastern Relief Road, Tewkesbury, 30.23-25
excavs, Lower Slaughter, 33.56-58
Home Farm, Bishops Cleeve, 28.43-45
small scale excavs, South Cerney, 31.47-50
RB field System, Cheltenham, 34.67-71
Roman cemetery, Parliament Street, Gloucester, 35.25-28
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Swindon to Gloucester trunk road, 31.60-61
watching briefs, Kingswood Abbey, 30.16-20
Westward Road, Ebley, 30.21-22 

archaeo mag netic dating, 28.17
agriculture, see land use
Arderne, Adam de, 35.21
Argo, trow, 32.19-21
Arlingham:

Civil War, 26.7
Glass Cliff to Windmill Hill, neo to BA flints,  31.45-46 
prehis toric landscape and settlement, 31.45-46

Arthur, king, 31.25; {2}
Arthurian legend, connec tions with Glos and Som, 27.44
assarting, 29.52; 35.29,31
Aston Keynes, post-med pottery source, 30.33; 31.47, 32.33
Atherton, R., see Sermon, R. et al. (1997-2001)  
Atkin, M., ‘Disne yland Archae ology’, (popular presen tation),

28.21-24
Atkin, M. et al.:

‘Archae ological Fieldwork in Gloucester’ (1991,1992),
26.35-51; 27.46-53

Atkyns, Sir Robert, 31.59; 32.25,27; 34.74; 35.7-8
Aubrey, John, 35.16
Augustine, Archbishop of Canterbury:

intro duction of AD date system, 33.ii
meets British bishops, 33.5-6; {6-7}
memorial inscription, 31.35

Avening, IA banjo enclosure, 34.23
axes, neo:

Bishops Cleeve and Dagling worth, 34.77
Frocester, 29.9

axe-head, IA socketed, Standish, 35.42

B

Badge worth, Barrow Wake, excav, 29.38
Bagendon:

banjo enclosure, 34.23
IA site, 34.18-24
mint, 34.21 
tribal centre of Dobunni, possible, 34.19-20 

Bagshaw, S.:
‘Early Medieval Church to Tractor Shed, building survey at

Leonard Stanley Priory’, 31.3-12
‘Fiel dwalking at Ifold Villa, Pains wick’, 34.51-58
‘Ifold Villa, Pains wick’, 33.31,32
review of: The Golden Minster: The Anglo- Saxon minster and

later medieval priory of St Oswald at Gloucester, Heighway,
C. and Bryant, R., 33.62-63 

see also Moore- Scott, T. and Bagshaw, S.
Ball, S., ‘Harrowby House, Ebrington’, 26.28-29
Barber, A. and Walker, G.:

‘Roman Occupation At Home Farm, Bishops Cleeve’, 28.43-45
‘127-129 Westward Road, Ebley, Excava tion’, 30.21-22

barge gutters, 26.15; 27.5-6
Barnsley, Anthony Bourchier, 35.7
Barnsley, IA banjo enclosure, 34.23
Barnwood, see Gloucester
Barons’ War:

background, 35.19-20,23
battles:

Evesham, 35.23
Lewes, 35.21-22

med sieges of Gloucester, 35.19-24
barrows, long:

Bown Hill, Woodchester, 27.36-37; {36-37}
The Knapp, Cheltenham, probable, 34.69

barrows, round:
Frampton- on- Severn, 27.17
Guiting Power, 26.29,30
Idel Barrow, Cranham / Upton St Leonards, 32.38-39

Bateman, C. and Leah, M., ‘ Prehis toric and Roman Remains on
the Line of The Gloucester Business Park Link Road, Hucclecote. 
Excava tions in 1998’, 32.15-18 

Bateman, C. and Williams, J., ‘The South Gate Cemetery of
Roman Gloucester, evidence from excava tions off Parliament
Street’, 35.25-28
see also Thomas, A., Bateman, C. and Walker, G.

Bath, capture by Saxons, 31.25; {2}
bath houses, see Roman
Baunton:

 Lynches Trackway, possible burial, 31.60
Trinity Farm, late neo / BA finds, 31.60

beacons:
Hares field, 33.48,51-52,54
Painswick, 26.8; 32.37; 35.14-16
Robinswood Hill, 34.14-15

Beckbury, see Temple Guiting
Bede, the Venerable,  30.39; 31.35;  33.ii,5,7-8;  34.43; {6,8-9,29}
Belgae, 32.6; 34.19; {15}
Beowulf, see AS period
Berkeley / de Berkeley, family, 28.31; 30.17,26; 35.5
Berkeley:

Eustace de, 35.8
Maurice de, 35.19,21,23
Nicholas de, son of Robert, 35.6
Ralph de, 31.3
Robert de, 35.6
Roger de, 31.3
Roger III de, 31.4

Berkeley: 
castle household accounts, 29.35
cheese making, 29.35; 30.11
Civil War, castle, 28.25-26
decorated med tiles, Old Farmhouse, Green Farm, Bread stone,

30.11-12
deer park, Bevington, 32.40
hundred boundary, Frocester, 34.79
Lord Berkeley supports John Biddle, 28.31
manor of Alkington, 29.35
Smyth’s history, 29.35; 35.5 
tufa used in church, 31.12

Bevan, P., ‘Fiel dwork at Standish’, 35.42
Bever stone:

castle, 29.45
Civil War, 26.5
Chavenage House, 26.8

Bezill, Matthias, 35.19-20,23
Biddle, John, the father of English Unitari anism, 28.30-34 
Bidfield, see Miserden
Bigland, family, 30.13
Birdlip, see Cowley
Bishops Cleeve:

IA and RB occupation, 34.70
Lower Farm, Saxon cemetery, excav, 29.37, 
Roman occupation at Home Farm, 28.43-45 

Bisley:
Civil War, Lypiatt, 26.7
Common, tumulus, excav, 27.38; {39}
Dorrington family, 27.38; {39} 
Lillyhorn Roman villa / estate, 32.6,8; 33.10-14; {15,17,20-24}
Lypiatt, Saxon cross shaft and cross head, 27.38-39; 31.35;

{39-40}
Over Lypiatt, Stephens family, 35.30
Hundred, Wyche manor, domesday, 34.51
Roman altars, 27.38; {39}
Stancombe Ash, former site of Lypiatt cross, 27.38; {39}

Black Death, 31.57; 34.31; 35.6
Blund, John le, 35.22,23
Bodvoc, Dobunnic leader, 34.21
Bohun: 

Henry de, Earl of Hereford, 33.54
Humphrey de, Earl of Hereford,  33.54; 35.20
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Margaret, 32.13
Roger de, Earl of Hereford, 32.13; 34.14
de Bohun land at Hares field, 33.47

Boleyn, Anne, 34.49-50
Book of Aneirin, 31.25; {2}
book reviews:

Crickley Hill (vol 1): The Hillfort Defences, Dixon, P., 29.54
English Churchyard Memorials, Lees, H., 35.50
Excava tions at Kingscote and Wycomb, Glouces ter shire, Timby,

J., 31.62 
Frocester: A Romano- British Settlement, its Antece dents and

Successors, Price, E., 34.30
Gloucester and the Civil War - A city under siege, Atkin, M. and

Laughlin, W., 26.32
Going to the Wars: The experience of the English Civil War

1638-1654, Carlton, C., 26.32
Great Witcombe Roman Villa, Glouces ter shire: a report on the

excava tions by Ernest Green field , Leach, P., 32.41-42 
Historic Gloucester, Moss, P., 27.45
Taynton, Glouces ter shire. A story of Two Churches, Parker, D.,

32.42 
The Archae ology and History of Ancient Dean and the Wye

Valley, Walters, B.,  26.32
The Ciren cester Branch, Bray, N., (re: railway), 31.ii
The Coloniae of Roman Britain: New Studies and a Review:

Papers of the Conference held at Gloucester on 5-6 July 1997,
Hurst, H. (ed.), 33.61

The Golden Minster: The Anglo- Saxon minster and later
medieval priory of St Oswald at Gloucester, Heighway, C. and
Bryant, R., 33.62-63 

bone objects, 
artefacts, Whitminster, 27.16,
decorated bone knife handle, with knife, 31.29
Franks Casket, whalebone, 31.17-21; {31-35}
pins and needles, Frocester, 29.9, 30.10, 31.29
med whistles, Gloucester, 30.51-52
Roman belt buckle, Kingsholm, Gloucester, 28.62

bones:
animal:

general, 26.30; 27.40; 28.15,57-58; 29.18; 31,44; 32.34;
33.30,45-46, 34.7; 35.48

ritual deposits, 26.29; 28.17; 32.18; 34.45
human:

cathedral, Gloucester, 34.6,7
disturbed burials, possible, Prison, Gloucester, 35.45
evidence of med syphilis, Gloucester, 26.37
Kingsholm, Gloucester, 29.18, 31.44
lower jaw, Eastington, 28.12
St James’s, Cheltenham, 34.69-70
skeletal remains, Southgate Street, Gloucester, 28.58
skeletal remains, Westgate Street, Gloucester, 35.45
skeleton, College Street, Gloucester, 33.30  
skulls, The Knolls, Oxenton Hill, 35.37
see also burials

bottles, C18 wine, Newnham- on- Severn, 31.42
Boulers, Reginald, abbot, 35.39
boundaries:

hundred, 34.79
markers:

parish, 32.38-39; 33.35; 35.30-31,34
see also standing stones 

parish, 32.39; 33.35; 34.79
shire, 26.11
wood, 28.35-37,39; 29.51-52; 32.5,8,37-40; {14,17}

Bourchier, Anthony, 35.7
Bourton- on- the- Water:

AS sunken- featured building, 33.56
Bourton Bridge, RB settlement, 29.24,38, 31.62
primary school, IA, RB and Saxon occupation, 29.24-26
Salmonsbury:
enclosure, 28.19, 29.24, 34.21-24
IA mint, possible, 34.21
Whiteshoots Hill, excav, 29.38

Boulsdon, see Newent
Boxwell with Leighterton, Bowldown Wood, DMV, 28.35-40
Boyd, Anne, 29.45
Branigan, K., review of: Frocester: A Romano- British Settlement,

its Antece dents and Successors, Price, E., 34.30
Bredon (Worc): Kemerton Camp, hillfort, 34.22; 35.37-38
Brian, Guy de, 30.26
Bridgeman:

family, Prinknash, 35.7 
George, 26.6
Sir John, 35.7 

Brimps field:
Black lains Farm, 31.53
castles, 27.33,35; 31.52,54, 35.20        
cell of Abbey of St Stephen, Fontenay, Normandy, 31.52, 54
DMV west of church, 31.54
Giffard / Gifford family, see Giffard / Gifford
med land use, 31.53
Manless Town:

aerial photo graphs, 27.26-28; 31.54
early refer ences and name, 27.33-35; 31.51-52,54 
excav, 27.26-32; 31.54
DMV, 27.27,31; 31.51-58
legends, 27.27,32-33,35; 31.52
possible Roman fort, 27.27-32; 31.56-57
RB finds, 27.31; 31.53-56

prehis toric occupation around, 31.53
priory, 31.52
RB occupation around, 31.53
St Mary Magdalene (Maunde lynes) chapel, 31.51-52
sheephouses, 31.51

Bristol:
castle, see castles
Civil War, 26.5

British:
Britons in Glos, 33.3-8; {4-9}
Chris ti anity, see Chris ti anity, C4-C7
Christian crosses and memorials, 31.35
name of Gloucester, 30.2

Brittany, Eleanor of, princess, 33.46
Bronze Age period:

activity / occupation sites:
Hucclecote, 30.43, 32.15,17
Tewkesbury, 30,23-25

barrows and ditches, St Augustine’s Farm, Preston, 31.60
burials, see burials
burnt mound, Sandy Lane, Charlton Kings, 34.67
enclo sures, 30.23-25
funerary practice, struc tures, Guiting Power, 26.29
funerary struc tures, possible, Hucclecote, 32.15,17
flints:

Arlingham, 31.45-46
eastern relief road, Tewkesbury, 30.23-25
Green Farm, Quedgeley, Gloucester, 34.7
Well Field, Dagling worth, 34.77-78

bronze working, bivalve spearhead mould, eastern relief
road,Tewkesbury, 30.23

pottery, see pottery
see also barrows, round

bronze objects, see copper alloy objects, see also brooches 
bronze working, see metal working
brooches:

AS:
Harrowby House, Ebrington, 26.28
med, Abbey Lawn, Tewkesbury, 32.32-34

RB:
Brizen Field, Leckhampton, 29.49
Bushley Green (Worc), 30.54
Woolridge, Maisemore, 32.22-24
Eastington, 27.8
Frocester, 29.9; 31.27,29; 34.45
Hucclecote, 32.18
Pirton Court, Churchdown, 26.49
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Spread Eagle Road, Gloucester, 30.44
report by Donald Mackreth, 31.62 

Brook thorpe, land held by St Peter’s Abbey, Gloucester, 34.14
Browning, John, 35.6
Bryan, Joseph, 29.16
Bryce, E., Rev., 32.19
Buckingham, dukes of, land at Hares field, 33.47
building platforms, see field survey
building and struc tural surveys, 26.41,43-44; 27.22-25, 30.11,48;

31.3-12; 32.35-36; 33.21-24,28-29,62-63; 34.10,31-34,59-66
see also archi tec tural styles 

Burewhall, Sir Simon de, 35.21
burial grounds, see cemeteries, see also churchyard
burials: 

AS:
Ciren cester, settlement discussion, 31.25; 32.7; 33.5; {2,6,16}
  burial practice, 31.33-34; 33.5,7-8; 35.50; {6,8-9}
Lower Slaughter, 33.56
The Knolls, Oxenton Hill, possible, 35.57 

BA:
crema tions, Hucclecote, 32.15,17 
cremation, St Augustine’s Farm, Preston, 31.60
ditched cremation barrow, Guiting Power, 26.29-30 
Lynches Trackway, Baunton, possible, 31.60
The Knolls, Oxenton Hill, possible, 35.37

C18, childrens’ white coffins, fittings, 34.11
Celtic and English disposal of dead, 31.33
DA: 

British adoption of AS tradi tions, 33.7; {8} 
Frocester, 33.33; 34.48; 35.3
Six Acre Field, Down Hatherley, possible, 27.53; 31.13

Holm Hill, Tewkesbury, in stone coffins, 29.37
IA, Birdlip, Cowley, 34.21
med: 

Abbey Lawn, Tewkesbury, 32.32-33
burial practice, 31.36, 35.50
cathedral, Gloucester, 33.30
coffins:

comparison with RB, 33.60
of stone, and incised lids, St Andrew’s Frocester, 30.13 

Ladybellgate Street, Gloucester, 26.37-40
Leonard Stanley Priory, 31.4
Southgate Street, Gloucester, 28.58; 30.51

post-med:
cathedral, Gloucester, 29.13
St Lawrence, Barnwood, Gloucester, 34.5,11
Southgate Street, Gloucester, 28.58; 30.51

prehis toric burial practice, 35.50 
RB:

Eastington gravel workings, 27.16
Frocester, 31.27; 33.33-34; 34.45-46
grave goods,  29.17; 32.18 
Hucclecote, 32.16-17
burial practice, 31.57; 35.28,50
Kingsholm, Gloucester, 28.59,63; 29.21,23; 31.70; 34.8
Olympus Park, Quedgeley, Gloucester, in stone coffin,

29.13-15,17
ritual fire before burial, possible, 33.20
ritual, mutilation and reinterment, 31.22-24 
St James’s, Cheltenham, 34.68-70
South Gate, Gloucester, 35.25-28
Tetbury Upton, 31.22-24
Upton Lane, Gloucester, 27.48
Wotton, Gloucester, 26.48; 27.51; 28.50-51,57; 30.47;

33.19,20
see also RB period, coffins / cists

Saxon: 
Six Acre Field, Down Hatherley, possible, 27.53; 31.13-14
Lower Farm, Bishops Cleeve, 29.37

Viking burial practice, 31.35 
see also bones, human; cremation

burial mounds, see barrows

Bushley Green (Worc), late IA / RB settlement, 30.53-56, 34.27-29
Byrne, S.:

report on a med pewter chalice, 26.39
‘ A Wuneetton Type Thrymsa from Boulsdon, Newent’, 33.43;

{27}
see also Sermon, R. et al., (1993-5)

 

C

Cadfan, Welsh saint, 31.34
Caen, Abbey of, Minchin hampton manor, 29.35, 32.4; {13}
Caerwent, Gregory of, 27.42-44
Cambridge, Richard, 35.31 
Cantilupe, Walter de, Bishop of Worcester, 35.5,20,22
Carac tacus, 32.3; {12}
carbon 14 dating, see radio carbon dating
Carbonel, Thomas, abbot, 34.14
Caerwent, Gregory of, 27.42-44
castles:

Berkeley, 28.25-26,31
Bever stone, 26.5; 29.45
Brimps field, 27.33; 31.52
Bristol, 33.46; 35.21
Castle Godwin, Painswick, 35.16
Gloucester, 29.27-28; 30.26; 33.46; 35.19-24,41
Holm Castle, Tewkesbury, 29.37
Kenil worth, 35.23
Miserden, 31.54
motte and bailey, 27.33,35; 30.27-29,31; 31.54, 35.16
ringwork, 30.27-28
St Briavels, 30.26; 35.21-22
Sudeley, 26.5; 28.25
Taynton Parva, 30.27-29
Thornbury, 30.11

Catchpole, T., ‘Watching Briefs on the Site of Kingswood Abbey’,
30.16-20
see also Piper, P. and Catchpole,T.

cathedral, see Wells; Gloucester, cathedral; Gloucester, St Peters
Abbey

Catuvel launi, 34.19
Ceadwalla, king, 29.51
Ceawlin, Saxon leader 31.25-26; {2-3}
Celtic:

disposal of the dead, 31.33
documentary tradi tions, 31.25-26; {2-3}
language, Brithonic and Goidelic branches, 34.42; {28}
see also  RB period, Celtic language survival, word elements
memorial tradi tions, 31.34-35
modern month names, 34.43; {29} 
origins, 34.42; {28}
revival, calendar / year, 34.42-44; {28-30)
see also British; IA period; RB periods

cemeteries (incl church yards):
BA, Gloucester Business Park Link Road, Hucclecote, 32.15,17
conti nuity of burial sites , 35.50
med:

Black friars, Ladybel legate Street, Gloucester, 26.37-40; 34.9
cathedral, Gloucester, 33.30
St Nicholas, Gloucester, 35.45
Southgate Street (St Owen), Gloucester, 28.58; 30.51
Tewkesbury Abbey, 32.32-33 

new parish, Cheltenham, 31.37
post- med:

cathedral, Gloucester, 29.13
Civil War, probable, St James’s, Cheltenham, 34.69
St Lawrence, Barnwood, Gloucester, 34.5,11
St Nicholas, Gloucester, 35.45
Southgate Street, Gloucester, 28.58; 30.51

RB:
Barton, Brunswick Road, Gloucester, 31.71 
Kingsholm, Gloucester, 28.59,63; 29.21,23; 31.70; 34.8
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St James’s, Cheltenham, 34.68-70
St Oswald, Gloucester, 33.62
South Gate, Gloucester, 35.25-28
Wotton, Gloucester, 26.48; 27.51; 28.50-51,57; 30.47; 31.71 

Saxon, Bishops Cleeve, 29.37
Victorian, 31.37
Viking, 31.35 
see also church yards

centuriation, see Roman, land division
Cenwulf, king, 34.16
Cerdic, Saxon leader, 31.25; {2}
chalice, med, pewter, Black friars cemetery, Gloucester, 26.37,39
Chamberleyn, William de, 30.37
Chandos, Roger de, 32.39
chantries:

Bristol castle, 33.46
disso lution of, 32.26
Kinley, Nymps field, 35.6-7,
Nymps field, 35.6,
Stanley Pontlarge, 34.31
Tormarton, 31.58-59

chapels: 
ambulatory, Gloucester cathedral, 27.21
free / manorial / non-parochial, 31.3-12; 32.25-27; 34.16,31;

35.5-7 
Greet, free chapel, Winchcombe, 32.25-27; 34.16
Kinley, free chapel, Nymps field, 35.5-13
Leonard Stanley, 31.3-12 
of-ease, 32.26; 35.6
St James, Gretton, Winchcombe, 32.25-26
St James, Postlip, Winchcombe, 32.25-26
St Oswald’s royal free, Gloucester, 35.6
Stanley Pontlarge, 34.31-34

Charles I, historical essay, 26, 4-6
Charlton Kings:

Sandy Lane, neo to IA site, excav, 29.37, 34.67
Chedworth, see Yanworth
cheese:

making in Glos, 29.35-36, 30.11
cheese lofts / rooms, window tax exemption, 29.36; 30,11

Cheltenham:
neo barrow, The Knapp, probable, 34.69
C19 devel opment, 34.67
Civil War, 28.25; 34.69
early excav and finds, 34.69
early history, 34.67
new parish cemetery, 31.37
parish boundary with Leckhampton, 33.35
RB activity, Pittville, 34.67,69-70 
St James’s:

RB field system, 34.67-71
Roman cemetery, 34.68-70
Villa Rustica, 34.69 

Saxon minster church, possible, 34.67
chest tombs, see memorials
Chilling worth, Dr., 26.5-6
Chipping Campden, C18 morris dancing pipe, 30.52
Chouls, W.:

Glevensis,editor, 26 and 27
obituary, 34.ii
‘The Whitminster, Eastington and Frampton- on- Severn Areas’,

27.8-20
review of : Going to the Wars:The experience of the English

Civil War 1638-1654, Carlton, C., 26.32
Chris ti anity, C4-C7, 31.24; 33.3-6; {4-7}
Christmas, E., ‘Longlevens -The Place and Its Name’, 30.35-36
Churchdown, 

Pirton Court Farm, possible RB site, 26.49 
churchyard: 

church enclo sures, 35.50
clear ances, 30.13-15; 31.33,39-40
memorials, 30.13-15; 31.33-41; 32.19-21; 35.50
see also cemeteries

circular timber struc tures / round houses, 29.ii; 30.23; 31.60
Ciren cester:

abbey, land, Leckhampton, 33.40 
Civil War, 26.7
civitas capital, Corinium Dubun norum, 31.60; 32.6; 33.3,12,

34.17,19; {4,15,22}
comparisons with Gloucester and Worcester, RB and AS, 29.8;

33.3-5; 34.17; 35.17-18; {4-6,10-11} 
early Roman military presence, 32.3; {12}
late Roman town, 35.17; {10}
med pottery source, 31.50
provincial capital, C4, possible, 33.3; {4} 
Roman memorial to Sextus Valerius Genialis, 31.33
Saxon burials, 31.25; 32.7; {2,16}
Saxon capture and control, 31.25; 32.5,6; 33.4,13;

{2,5,14-15,23}
Civil War:

background, 26.4-7,32 
cemetery, Cheltenham, possible, 34.69
Glos aspects, 26.5-8; 28.25-27; 29.45-48; 30.29; 32.42; 34.69 
second relief of Gloucester, 28.25-27
siege of Gloucester, 26.5-7,20-21,32,42,45,48;

28.25,27,31-32,63; 29.45,48
women in, 29.45-48 

civitates, see RB period
Clare:

Gilbert de, Earl of Gloucester, 35.19-23
Richard de, Earl of Gloucester, 35.19,21
Thomas de, 35.22-23

Clarke, J., 34.60,66
clay pipes:

Abbey Lawn, Tewkesbury, stamped, 32.34
fragments, C17, Park Street, Gloucester, 34.9
Prison, Gloucester, 28.57

Cleary, R. et al., ‘Archae ological Inves ti ga tions at Chedworth
Roman Villa’, 31.63-66

Clement VII, pope, 34.49
Cleeve Cloud, see Southam
Clifford, Sir Roger de, 35.19-20
Cnut, 26.11
Coaley,

Betworthy Farm, cheese loft, 29.36
parish boundary with Frocester, 34.79

Coberley:
Crickley hillfort, 31.53
church, 35.6 

Codrington, Sir Chris topher, 27.21 
coffins, see burials; RB period, coffins / cists
coins (incl tokens):

AS, Wuneetton type thrymsa, Boulsdon, 33.43; {27} 
C18 lead uniface token, 34.57 
med / post med, 32.24, 34.69,75; 35.3
Roman,  26.37,49-51; 27.8,38; 28.20,60,62; 29.13,17,24-25,49;

30.10,21,53-54; 31.13,22,27-29,54,62-63;  32.10,22;
33.19-20,31-33; 34.5,45,51,69,75; 35.3,42; {39}

see also Gloucester, Roman mint; pottery, RB, money box
see also, Dobunni; IA period; RB period

Colchester:
Duncombe, 29.46-48
Elizabeth, 29.46-48
Richard, 29.46-48
Thomas, 29.47-48 

Coleman, L. and Watts, M., ‘A Romano- British Field System at
Cheltenham, evidence from excava tions at St James’s car park’,
34.67-71

Collins, John, 29.47
Coln St Aldwyns, RB coins, 31.62
coloniae, see RB period
columns, (incl bases and capitals), 26.45; 28.7-8,58,66; 29.8-9;

33.61 
Conderton (Worc.), hillfort, 34.22; 35.37-38
Condidan, king, 31.25-26; {2-3}
Conmail, king, 31.25-26; {2-3}
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Cook, S., see Sermon, R. et al. (1999-2001)
Cool, H., report on glass vessel from Parliament Street, Gloucester, 

35.27 
Cooper, Rev. John, 28.33

copper alloy objects:
RB:

bracelet, Hucclecote, 32.18
cosmetics spoon, Park Street, Gloucester, 28.63
cuirass hook, Kingsholm, Gloucester, 28.62
enamelled stand, Pembrooke Street, Gloucester, 28.68
eques trian statue fragments, Gloucester, 32.2
finds, Bushley Green (Worc), 30.53-54
finger ring, Brizen Field, Leckhampton, 29.49
mille fiori decorated C3 buckle, Frocester, 31.29
scale balance, Frocester, 35.3
spoon fragment, Woolridge, Maisemore, 32.23-24
Zoomorphic key handle terminal, Frocester, 32.10

med / post-med:
finds, Woolridge, Maisemore, 32.24
tinned copper alloy spoon, C16, 30.17

see also brooches; metal working
Corbett, Rev. John, 26.7; 28.26,32
Corinium Dubun norum, see Ciren cester
Corio, Dobunnic leader, 34.21
corn drier, see RB period, malting kiln
Cotswold Archae ology (Trust), excava tions, evalua tions etc, 27.54; 

28.43-45; 30.21-25; 32,15-18; 33.56-58; 34.67-71; 35.25-28
Cotswold:

ridgeway, 32.8, 33.10; {17,20} 
stone, see stone, use and types

Cowley:
Birdlip, late IA high status burial, 34.21
Birdlip Quarry, farming settlement, 31.60, 34.22
Ivylodge Farm, finds, 30.32
Peak Camp, neo promontory enclosure, 31.53
Royal George RB site, 30.34

Cranham:
Buckholt Wood, 32.38-40
Idel Barrow, Popes Wood, 32.38-39
pottery production and potters, post-med, 30.34; 34.78

crema tions:
BA:

Gloucester Business Park Link Road, Hucclecote, 32.15,17
Guiting Power, 26.29-30 
St Augustines Farm, Preston, 31.60 

RB:
 Wotton, Gloucester, 26.48; 27.51; 33.19-20
see also pottery, RB, C1 cremation group, Wotton, Gloucester

Viking burial tradition, 31.35
Crickley, see Coberley
Cromwell, Oliver, 26.6,8; 28.25;
Cromwell, Thomas, 32.26
crop marks,  34.74

see also aerial survey,
crosses:

High Cross, Gloucester, 34.5-6
memorial, 31.36-37
Saxon, Lypiatt, Bisley,  27.38-39; 31.35; {39-40}
shafts, St Oswald, Gloucester:
in early context, 33.62
Saxon, in structure, 33.62

Crossland, I. and Eccle stone, M., ‘The Site of Kinley Chapel and
Chantry in Nymps field’,  35.5-13

cruck- frame, Harrowby House, Ebrington, 26.28
culvert, Tewkesbury Abbey, 26.30
currency bars, see IA period
Curtis, MLK.,’Neolithic to Bronze Age Flints from Arlingham’,

31.45-46
customs, see annual customs and festivals
custumal of Minchin hampton, 1306, 32.4; 35.29; {13}

Cuthbert, Bishop of Hereford, 31.35
Cuthwine, Saxon leader, 31.25-26; {2-3}

D

Dagling worth:
Duntis bourne Grove, late IA enclosure, 31.60
Well Field, RB site, 34.51,74-78

Dalabere, John, 31.59
Danes, see Viking period
Dark Age period:

burials, see burials
Celtic / Welsh memorials, 31.34, 35.18; {11}
change of civil order, 31.25-26; 32.5-8; 33.4; 35.17-18;

{2-3,5,10-11,14-17}
Chris ti anity, see Chris ti anity, C4-C7
pottery,  see pottery 
possible feature, Gloucester, 30.41; 35.25
possible trackway, Matson, Gloucester, 30.47; 34.3
see also sub-Roman period

Davis, G., see Staelens, Y. and Davis, G.
Dean Archaeo logical Group, 30.27
Deerhurst,

Alney Naight, 26.11-12, 27.6
Dipper family, grave stones, 34.35-41
fish weir, possible, 27.6
peace agreement AD 1016, 26.11
St Mary’s church, excav and research, 29.38; 34.35 
shire boundary, 26.11

deer parks, 32.40
see also hunting

De Excidio Britanniae (Ruin of Britain), 31.25; 33.8; {2,9}
Defoe, Daniel, 32.28
Demetia, Voteporix, king of, 31,34
Dent, E., 32.25-26
deserted med villages and settle ments, see med period
Didmarton, AS word element, 32.7; {16}
Dionysius Exiguus, monk, 33, ii
Dipper, family, tombstone inscrip tions, Deerhurst, 34.35-41
Dobunni:

capital, see Ciren cester
civitas, 32.6-9, 33.3-4,6,9,12, 34.17-20; {4-5,7,15-18,19,22}
coinage, 34.18-21,25
people, 32.3, 33.8, 34.17-26; {9,12}
political history, from coins, 34.21
territory, pre Roman, 34.18-19 
text refer ences, 34.17,19

Dodd, A.:
‘Charles I’, 26.4-6
‘King Lucius’, 30,37
unpub lished book manuscript, The Kings who came to

Gloucester, 26.4; 30.37
Dodyng, John, 35.39
Domesday Book / Survey, 27.37; 28.5,39; 29.51; 30.2,27,29; 31.3;

32.25; 33.11,14,39,47,56,58; 34.31,51,67; {21,24,37}
Donel, L., see Sermon, R. et al. (1996-2001) 
Dorn, see Moreton- in- Marsh
Dorney, John, 26.5: 28.27; 29.45
Douth waite, A.,’Historic Towns Survey: by GCC Archae ology

Service’, 29,31,32
Down Hatherley:

burial, DA-Saxon, 27.53; 31.13-16
Roman villa, 27.53; 31.13-16

dowsing, 27.14,40
Drake, B., review of : Gloucester and the Civil War - A city under

siege, Atkin, M. and Laughlin, W., 26.32
Drake, Henry, 32.13
Ducie / Ducy, family:

estate plan, Frocester, 34.79
land in Nymps field, 35.7

Dumbleton, Hugh of, abbot, 34.16
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Duntis bourne Rouse:
Middle Duntis bourne, late IA enclosure, 31.60

Dursley, tufa used in church, 31.12
Dymock:

Civil War, 26.5
Hind Park Wood, kiln, excav, 29.38
RB finds, 28.58

Dyrham, battle of AD577, 31.25-26; 33.5; {2-3,6}

E

earth quake, 27.42
earth works, survey,  see field survey 
Eastington:

Civil War, 26.7
gravel workings, burials and finds, 27,16
human lower jaw, 28.12
Pidgemoor Farm, 27.16
RB site, 27.15
Whitminster RB site, 27.8
Whitminster Roman villa, 27.8-15

Ebrington, Harrowby House excav, 26.28,29
Eccle si as tical History of the English Nation, 30.39; 31.35;

33.ii,5,7-8
Eccle stone, M.: 

note on C12 documentary evidence for a beacon on Robinswood 
Hill, 34.14-15

note on CIA resis tivity surveying equipment, 35.18
‘Fiel dwalking a Roman Site at Dagling worth’, 34.74-78
‘Fiel dwalking on a Romano- British Site at Down- Hatherley’,

31.13-16
‘Hon Secre tary’s annual reports to AGM’, 28.1-3; 29.1-2;

30.1-2; 31.1-2; 32.1; 33.1-2; 34.1-2; 35.1
‘The Boundaries of Saxon Woodchester’, 27.36-37; {36-38}.
‘The Location of Two Medieval Properties In Rodbor ough’,

35.29-36
‘The Hares field Pottery: An Inves ti ga tion’, 33.47-55
‘The Name ‘Manless Town’ in Brimps field Parish’, 31.51-52 
‘The ‘Pit Dwell ings’ on Rodborough Common and The Great

Storm’, 32.28
‘The Tithe Records’, 26.9-10
see also Crossland, I. and Eccle stone, M.

Edmund Ironside, king, 26.11
Edward I, 35.5-6
Edward II, 31.52,54; 35.5
Edward III, 29.44
Edward IV, 35.39
Edward, prince, (later Edward I) 35.20-23
Eleanor, of Brittany, princess, 33.46
Eleanor, queen, 35.19
Elgar of Kimsbury, 32.39
elite dominance, culture assimi lation, 33.7; {8}
Elkstone, Highgate House, IA enclosure, 31.60 
Elmore:

Elmore Back, ale-houses, 27.7
Weir Green, fishing enclosure, 27.4

enclosure, of common, see inclosure, post-med to C19, 26.9-10
enclo sures:

churchyard, 35.50
fishing, 27.4
mortuary, 26.30
stock keeping, 29.ii; 30.23-24; 32.40; 34.23
see also BA ; IA ; med ; neo ; post-med ; RB  periods

English:
see AS period; Saxon 

English Bicknor:
meso, flint core-adze, 34.72-73
Offa’s Dyke, 29.29-31
Symonds Yat hillfort, 29.30

Enright, D. and Kenyon, D., ‘ The Origins of a Cotswold Village,
evidence from recent excava tions at Lower Slaughter’, 33.56-58

environ mental evidence, 27.46, 28.53,58; 30.21; 31.27; 33.61
Ermin Street / Way, 31.60-61

Ergyng, Welsh territory 29.30
Ernulf of Matson, 32.39
Essex, Earl of, 26.5
Ethelbert, king of Kent, 31.35
Evesham, battle of, 35.23
experi mental archae ology, 28.19; 33.53

F

Fairford:
church, west window, 32.28
James Rathbone, chaplain, 35.6

Farinmail, king, 31.25-26; {2-3 }
Feribee, Rev John, 26.6
Ferrer:

Bridget, 28.27
Constance, Lt.Col., 28.25-27

festivals, see annual customs and festivals
field surveys:

barrow / quarry, Robinswood Hill, Gloucester, 33.27-29
earth works, Hasfield, 30,3-5
DMV, Manless Town, Brimps field, 31.53-58
DMV, Taynton Parva, Taynton, 30.27-32
DMV and wood boundaries, Bowldown Wood, 28.35-40
earth works, Kinley, Nymps field, 35.10-12
wood boundaries, Kemble Wood, 29.51-52 

field systems:
med / post-med: 

open common fields:
Leckhampton, 33.35-39
discussion, 33.35,37

ridge and furrow:
Barnwood, Gloucester, 30.46
discussion, 33.40,42 
Green Farm, Quedgeley, 28.53,55
Hares field, 33.50-51
Hasfield, 30.3,4,
Hucclecote, 32.15,18
Leckhampton, 33.35,37,40-42
Lobley’s Farm, Gloucester, 30.44

RB:
 Bourton- on- the- Water, 29.25
Hucclecote, 30.42-43
Pittville, Cheltenham, 34.69-70
St James’s, Cheltenham, 34.67-71
Upton Lane, Gloucester, 27.48

see also ploughing
field walking:

Bushley Green (Worc), 30.53-55 
Crockers Hill, Hares field, 33.53
Ifold, Painswick, 33.31,32; 34.51-58
Manless Town, Brimps field, 31.56
method ology, 31.13; 34.52,75
opposite Globe Inn, Longford, 26.31
Pirton Court Farm, Churchdown, 26.49
Severnside, Arlingham, 31.45
Standish, 35.42
Six Acre Field, Down- Hatherley, 31.13-16
Well Field, Dagling worth, 34.74
west of church, Hares field, 33.53

fishing, 26.13,15,20, 27.4-5, 29.44
see also med period, fishponds 

fish weirs:
Duneye, Minster worth, 29.44   
Gloucester:

Castle Weir 26.13
Cockayne Weir, Llanthony, 26.13
Each Weir (Aucheswere), 26.14-15; 27.4
Pool Weir (Pullewere), 26.13
Westgate Bridge, 26.13
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construction, 26.15; 27.4-6
Minster worth, 29.44

Fitz John, Pain, 32.39
flints:

around Brimps field, 31.53
Bushley Green (Worc), 30.54
Crockers Hill, Hares field, 33,53
Duntis bourne Grove, 31.60
Green Farm, Quedgeley, Gloucester, 34.7
meso, Ebley, Stroud, 30,21
meso, Syerford, Whittington, 34.67
neo to BA, Arlingham, 31.45,46
meso, core-adze, English Bicknor, 34.72-73 
Olympus Park, Gloucester, 30.48
Pidgemore Farm, Eastington, 27.16
South Cerney, 31.47
Well Field, Dagling worth, 34.77
Wotton, Gloucester, 28.65

Flores Historiarum, 34.16; 35.19
Fontenay, Abbey, Normandy, 31.52
Forbes, James, 28.33
Forest of Dean: 

archae ology and history, 26.32
Barons’ War, Gilbert de Clare’s army, 35.22
C14 marauders, 30.26
early Norman control, 30.29 
Keeper of, 35.22

forts and fortresses, Roman, see Roman, army; Gloucester,
Kingsholm, fortress

Fosse Way, 30.34; 31,61; 32.7-8; 33.9-10,56,58; {16-17,20}
Fowler:

Henry, 26.6
William, memorial inscription, Sapperton, 31.38 

Frampton- on- Severn:
gravel workings, burials and BA to Saxon features and finds,

27.16-17; 29.38 
Pegthorne Bridge, RB finds, 27.17

Franks Casket, 31.17-21; {31-35}
Frayn court, Sir Simon de, 35.21
freestone, see stone, use and type
friaries, see abbeys / monastic houses
Frocester, Walter, abbot, 27.42
Frocester:

Civil war, 26.7
Court Farm, lands and land use, 34.79 
DA rural market, possible, 33.5; {6}
farm stable, Frocester Court, 32.35,36
Frocester Court RB site and excav., (1992-2001), 26.22;

27.40-41;28.ii,10; 29.ii, 9-11; 30.6-10; 31.27-32; 32.10-12;
33.33-34; 34.22,30,45-48,57,70; 35.2-4

Frocester Report,  32.10; 33.1; 34.1-2,48,50 
see also book reviews

monastic remains, Frocester Court, 32.35
parish boundary with Coaley, 34.79
pot-quern from Court Lane, 28.11
Roman road excav., 26.22
Rooksmead:

fragment of a relict landscape, 34.79-80
RB site, 34,80

St Andrew’s chapel, med coffins and incised lids, 30.13
St Peter’s church:

chapel at Nymps field, 35.6
tombstone survey, 30.13-15

Frome, see River Frome
furnaces, RB, Frocester, 32.10; 33.33; 34.45,47; 35.3,4 

see also hearths; lime kilns

G

GADARG, see Gloucester and District Archaeo logical Research
Group

gales, see weather

Gander, E., see Rawes, B. F.,
gargoyles, 35.50
Garrod, A. (Patrick):

‘Six Acre Field, Down Hatherley’, 27.53,54
watching briefs, Gloucester, 26.42-43,48-51; 27.49-53;

28.58-68; 29.17-23; 30.44-50; 31.70-72 ; 33.17-25 ; 34.3-10;
35.45-47,49

appre ciation of, 30.41
see also Atkin, M. et al.; Sermon, R. et al

George III, 34.67
Georgian period:

agriculture, 26.9-10
chest tombs, 31.36-37
wall memorials, 31.36-37

Geoffrey of Monmouth, 30.37; 31.25-26; {2-3}
geophysical surveys, 29.9; 30.6,43-44; 34.14-15; 35.42

 see also ground probing radar; magne tometer surveys;       
resis tivity surveys

Gerald of Wales, 27.43
Germanic, day, season and festival names, 34.44; {30}
Giffard / Gifford: 

family, 32.39
Halias, 32.39
John, 31.52; 35.19-23
Osbern, 27.33, 31.51
Godfrey, Bishop of Worcester, 35.5

Gildas, 31.25-26; 32.5; 33.5,8; {2-3,6,14}
Glass: AS:

Frocester, 29.9 
RB:

decorated bottle, Gloucester, 35.27
bowl base, Frocester, 35.3
engraved bowl, Frocester, 29.9
plain cylin drical vessel, Frocester, 33.33
tear bottle, Gloucester, 26.48
gaming pieces, Frocester, 32.10; 34.45

glass making, Newnham- on- Severn, 31.42
Glastonbury, IA pottery type, 34.23-24
Glevensis, index of issues 1-25 (1968-91), 27. i-xvii
global positioning system (GPS), 34.28
Gloucester:

Abbeymead:
early RB site, 29.22
IA pottery, 34.24 

Alney Island, 26.11,18
Alvin Street:

Alvin Gate, 32.13; 35.21
Alvingate Mill, 32.13-14
med building adjoining gate, 28.63

Archdeacon Meadow, weir house, 26.13-21
Archdeacon Street, RB building evidence, 28.68
Bareland, 35.23
Barnwood:

RB site, features and finds, 34.5
St Lawrence church, post-med burials, 34.5

Barnwood Road, quarry and RB burial, 28.65
Barton Street, animal bones, post-med, 34.7
Basilica, 29.7-8; 32.2
Berkeley Street:

Saxo- Norman deposits over Roman west ditch, 28.66
telephone exchange site, 29.8   

Black friars:
cemetery, 26.37-40; 34.9
friary, 29.13,16; 34.60; 35.21,41
mitigation strategy, (piling solution), 29.27; 34.3,9; 35.43-45
project, assessment / evaluation, 26.35-40; 33.22-23; 34.9
redevel opment, 29.8; 33.17; 34.1-3,9; 35.1,41,43-45

Blind Gate, location, 35.21,40 
Bristol Road:

med, bridge and bridge keeper’s house, 32.13-14
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Drakes Croft, 32.13-14
Brunswick Road, Civil War features, 26.45
burial grounds, see cemeteries 
burials: 

med:
cathedral, 33.30
Ladybel legate Street (Black friars), 26.37-40
Southgate Street (St Owen), 28.58; 30.51 

post med:
cathedral, 29.13
Southgate Street, 28.58; 30.51

RB:
Docks, crema tions and stone cists, 35.25 
Kingsholm, 28.59,63; 29.21,23
Olympus Park, Quedgeley, in stone coffin, 29.13-15,17
Parliament Street / Southgate Street, 35.25-28
Upton Lane, 27.47-48
Wotton,  26.48; 27.51; 28.50-51,57; 30.47.; 33.19-20

see also bones, human 
butts, 35.27
capture by Saxons, 30.2; 31.25; {2}
Castle Meads, 35.23
castle (new): 

bridge over Severn:, 35.20
defences, see Gloucester, defences, med
gates, 35.21
location, 35.21
prisoners:

William Smyth, 30.26
 Princess Eleanor, 33.46

sieges in Barons’ War,  35.19-24 
castle (old):

location, 29.27-28; 35.41
defences, see Gloucester, defences, med

cathedral:  
crypt, graffito (head of bishop), 29.33-34
Garth Tank, drawing survey, 30.43
King Lucius, stained glass window, 30.37-38
Lady Chapel, med floor tiles survey, 29.16
late med reredos in the south-east ambulatory chapel, 27.21-24
two med sculp tures of ‘pipe and tabor’ players, 30.52

see also pipe and tabor
post-med cemetery, 29.13
see also Gloucester, St Peter’s Abbey 

cemeteries: 
med:

Black friars, 26.37-40
cathedral, 33.30
Southgate Street (St Owen), 28.58; 30.51

post-med:
cathedral, 29.13
St Catherine, St Oswald, 31.70
St Lawrence, Barnwood, 34.5,11 
Southgate Street, 28.58; 30.51

RB:
Barton, Brunswick Road, 31.71 
Kingsholm, 28.59,63; 29.21; 31.70; 34.8
St Oswald, 33.62 
South Gate, 35.25-28
Wotton, 26.48; 27.51, 28.50-51,57; 30.47; 31.71; 33.19-20

see also Gloucester, burials; London Road
City (Corpo ration):

land in Brimps field, 31.51-52
Rental of 1655, 31.51.

Civil War: 
cannon ball, forge, Longlevens, 30.48
ditches and earth works, possible, 26.42; 28.50-51,67
ditch ouside Outer Northgate, 33.19
re-enactments, 28.21-23
see Gloucester, sieges, see also Civil War

Claymund / Cleymond  (mill leat banks), 32.13-14
College Street:

med features, 28.61; 33.30

obser va tions in 1893 on site of RB west defences, 33.30 
 see also Gloucester, King Edward’s Gate

colonia, 
1900th anniversary conference, 30.39; 31.1,67; 33.3,61; {4}
foundation and nature, 29.5-7; 32.ii,2; 33.61
territory of, 29.8
see also, coloniae  

Company of Tanners, 34.59
comparisons with Ciren cester and Worcester, RB and AS, 29.8;

33.3-5,61; 34.17-18; 35.17-18; {4-6,10-11}  
Coppice Corner, see Gloucester, Gambier Parry Gardens
Corpo ration, see Gloucester, City
Cross, see Gloucester, High Cross
defences:

Civil War and Common wealth: 26.20,42,45,48; 28.31; 29.45 
med, castles and town, 29.28; 35.21-23  
Roman, 28.60; 29.7; 35.14,21,41

Docks, RB burials, possible, 35.25
Eastgate:

excav report (re: pottery), 33.47
location, 35.21

Eastgate Street:
excav and survey, RB and med features, 33.21-22,26-27  
St Martin’s, med and later tenement documen tation, 28.5-9  

Emperor Nerva, see Nerva
fish weirs, see fish weirs
Foreign Bridge, 27.43
fortress, dates and buildings, 29.7; 33.61

see also Roman, army 
Forum:

layout, 29.7-8; 32.2
eques trian statue, 29.7; 32.2

Gambier Parry Gardens (Coppice Corner),  pre-Roman IA focus, 
33.61, 34.24 

Gaudy Green, 28.31
Greyfriars, 35.21,47
Hare Lane, Tanners’ Hall, 34.59-66
Hempsted Lane, med finds, 28.64
Hempsted, Newark House, Coach House, obser va tions, 33.23-24
High Cross,

nature and location,  34.5-6; 35.40-41,
John Dodyng murdered at, 35.39 

Holy Trinity Church, 26.46-47, 35.40-41
Horton Road:

Horton Road Hospital, evaluation, 26.42
rail sidings, evaluation, 27.46 

Hucclecote:
Brook field Road, RB find, 31.70
Hucclecote Road, trackway, RB pit, 28.55
RB agricul tural activity, 32.15
Resource Centre (playing field), evaluation, 30.42-43
Roman villa, 30.42-43; 32.15,18
Simmonds Road, IA currency bars, 31.71
see also Hucclecote

Infirmary, 35.25
inscrip tions, tombstone, Roman, 29.6,7,16
Island, 26.19-20
King Edward’s Gate, College Street,  26.42-44; 27.49; 33.30
King’ s Board, 26.46-47
Kingsholm:

Civil War ditch, possible, 28.67
fortress:

building evidence, 28.62, 29.23, 30.46, 31.70; 34.8;
35.47-48

inner south defences, 30.46
inter pre tation, 31.43
north defences, ‘killing ground’, 31.71
south defences, 28.58
west defences, 27.47
see also Roman, army

Kings Ditch, for Saxon palace and med manor, 30.46
med road, 28.62
RB burials, 28.59,63; 29.21,23; 31.70; 34.8
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RB features, 27.50; 28.58-59,62,64; 29.16,18,22, 30.46;
31.43-44,70; 34.9; 35.47-48 

RB finds, 28.60,62; 34.8; 35.47-48 
RB / med suburb boundary ditches, possible, 28.64
River Twyver culvert, Deans Way, photo graphic record, 30.48
Roman road, 28.62; 29.23
Saxon features, possible, 28.62-63
see also, Gloucester, Longford, Sandhurst Lane; Gloucester,

Gambier Parry Gardens 
Ladybel legate Street:

Black friars (incl cemetery), see Gloucester, Black friars
location, redevel opment, 35.41,43-44
Norman castle and ditch, 29.27-28; 33.22-23
RB buildings, 26.35-36; 29.27-28
RB defences, 33.22-23; 35.41
Roman / Saxon streets, 26.35-36

late Roman town, 29.8; 35.17; {10}
Little Meadow, 26.20-21
Llanthony Priory:

Cartulary, 31.50
Civil War battery, 26.5
fish weirs, 26,13,15
land and posses sions:

Brimps field, 31.51
Gloucester, 32,13; 35.23 
Hares field, 33.47,54.55
Ireland, 31.51
Leckhampton, 33.35
Painswick, 34.51; 35.14,16
Prestbury, 34.78
South Cerney, 31.50

mill, 32.13,14
recon struction drawing, 33.2
registers, 35.39
stone obtained from Hares combe and Hares field, 33.54-55
tumults in 1466-7, 35.39 

London Road:
Civil War ditch outside Outer Northgate, 33.19,
med, sunken building, timber building, metal workshop, 33.19
RB buildings, timber and masonry, 29.8, 33.17,19
RB street, metallings, 33.17,19
see also Gloucester, Wotton

Longford Lane, prehis toric hearth, possible, 28.66
Longlevens:

Civil War, cannon ball, reputed forge, 30.48 
field names, 30.35
name, 30.35-36
parish of Holy Trinity, 30.35

Longsmith Street:
Bearland House, 35.41
colonia  rampart, 33.24-25
excavated RB building types, 29.8
Ladybel legate House, 35.41
Saxo- Norman street, 33.25

Lower Quay Street, The Brewery site, 28.51-53,58 
maps etc of, see maps  
Matson, Ernulf of, 32.39
Matson:

Ernulf of, 32.39
Matson House, 26.5
Matson Lane, DA features, 34.3
Rectory Road:

RB site, farmstead and possible villa, 30.47
DA trackway, possible, 30.47; 34.3 

Meanham, 26.16-19
Morin’s Mill, 32.14
names of, Roman, British, Saxon, med and later, 29.6; 30.2; 32.2
North Gate, 35.21-22
Northgate Street:

med and later features, 28.67
med tenements outside North Gate, 32.13
RB features and finds, 28.7-8,67

street levels, RB to post-med, 34.3
see also Gloucester, High Cross

Old Tram Road, see Gloucester, Parliament street
Outer Northgate, 33.19 
Oxstalls campus, evaluation, 27.54 
Park Street:

medieval whistle (tabor pipe), 30.51-52
RB and possibly Saxon feature, C17 building, 28.63; 30.51
street surfaces, 34.9

Parliament Street, RB and post- Roman features, 28.57; 30.41;
35.25-28

Pembroke Street, RB building finds, 28.68
Pool Weir, 26.13
pottery production and potters, med, 34.78
pottery, ‘ type- fabrics’  30.32-34; 33.47,53; 34.78
pre-Roman IA focus, north of Kingsholm, 33.61 
Priory Road, Old Severn landfill, 28.62
Prison:

animal bones and clay pipes, 28.57
disturbed debtors burials, possible, 35.45

provincial capital, C3, possible, 33.3: {4}
quays and harbour:

course of River Severn, see River Severn
medieval quay, 31.70-71
Roman quay, 29.8
Roman wharf, Kingholm, possible, 27.47

Quedgeley:
court held at, 35.20
Field Court moat, 28.68
Green Farm:

ridge and furrow, 28.53,55
BA flint, 34.7

Olympus Park:
flint tool, 30.48
RB site, burial, villa, temple, trackway, 28.58,

29.13-15,17,20; 30.44-45,48; 34.7-8
Saxon pottery sherds, 29.20 

Tesco petrol station, Roman road, 28.54-56
Water wells Farm, RB ditch, 30.43-44

Rental of 1455, Cole’s, 28.5,7-9; 34.5-6 
Rental of 1655, 31.51
Res Publica Glevensium, 29.7
River Severn, see River Severn
River Twyver, see River Twyver
Robert of, 35.19-22
Robinswood Hill:

archaeo logical project, 33.27-29; 34.12-15; 35.48
barrow / quarry at summit, survey and excav, 33.28; 34.13-15;

35.48
C12 documentary evidence for a beacon, 34.14-15
geophysical survey, 34.14-15
reservoir ancillary building, excav, 34.13-15
water supply for Gloucester, 34.5,13
Well Cross, Well House and Red Well, 33.28-29

Roman mint, possible, 33.61
Roman name, 29.6; 30.2; 32.2
St Barthole mew’s Hospital:

land in Brimps field, 31.51
location, 35.21
northern boundary, 26.19.
Westgate Bridge, 35.21 

St Catherine:
churchyard:

RB cemetery, 33.19-20
C18 features, 33.20 

parish, 30.35
St Kyneburgh, 35.23
St Lawrence, see Gloucester, Barnwood
St Marga ret’s Hospital, 27.51
St Martin’s Chapel and Place, 28.5-9
St Mary de Crypt:

Civil War, ammunition store, 26.5; 28.31
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location, 35.41
med tiles, 28.29
Thomas Steel tombstone inscription, 31.40
Victorian tiles, 28.28-29  

St Mary de Crypt School, John Biddle Master, 28.30-32
St Mary de Grace, 26.46-47
St Mary de Lode:

church:
excav, RB, Saxon, Norman struc tures, 30.37
King Lucius legends, 30.37

Lode, word origin, 30.37
parish:

Each Weir, 26.13-15; 27.4 
extent, 26.15,19; 30.35,37
Speed’s water course, 26,15-21 
weir house (werehouse), 26.13-21; 27.4

St Mary Magdalen’s Almshouses, RB burials, 28.50-51
St Mary Magdalen’s Chapel, Roman grave stone, 29.16
St Mary’s Street, 35.40
St Michael, 28.5,26; 35.41 
St Nicholas:

churchyard, 35.45
monitoring and recording, 28.57; 34.10; 35.45

St Oswald: 
advoson of Minster worth church, 29.44 
minster / priory, 28.4; 33.62-63; 34.66; 35.21
RB cemetery, 33.62
RB municipal tilery, 33.61-62
royal free chapel, 35.6
St Catheri ne’s churchyard and National School, obser va tions, 

31.70
struc tural survey, 33.62
Viking camp, possible, 33.62

St Oswald’s Gate, Baron’s Wars, 35.22
St Owen, burials, 28.58; 30.51
St Peter’s Abbey:

abbey wall, College Street, 33.30
Abbot Walter Froces ter’s Historia, 27.42-43
anarchy affects abbey in 1449 and 1463, 35.39
Cartulary, 32.39; 34.14; 35.8
crypt, 29.33-34; 34.6-7
early history, 27.42-44, 33.6,62; {7}
fish weirs, 26.13,15; 29.44 
Gerald of Wales, educated at, 27.43 
Gregory of Caerwent’s chronicle, 27.42-44
Lady Chapel, med floor tile survey, 29.16 
land and property:

Brook thorpe, 34.14
Cranham, 32.39
Gloucester, 34.78
Leonard Stanley Priory, 31.4
Nymps field, AS, med, 35.8
Taynton church, 30.29
Tuffley, 34.15
Upton St Leonards, 32.39
Whaddon, 34.14

location, 35.21
mill, 32.14
Monkleighton, abbey garden, 32.13-14
Nymps field chapel- of-ease, 35.6
St Brigid chapel, 27.43 
summer residence and vineyards at Over, 29.44; 35.39
towers, 27.43-44, 29.34

    see also Gloucester, cathedral
sieges:

Civil War, see Civil War, siege of Gloucester
med sieges, 35.19-24  

South Gate:
inscription, 26.6; 28.32
location, 35.21

Southgate Street:
Bell Hotel site, Forum and Basilica, 29.7-8; 32.2 
early med evidence, 26.50.

St Owen site / Southgate Gallery:
burials, 28.58; 30.51
medieval whistle (tabor pipe), 30.51-52
RB, Saxon, med evidence, 30.50-51; 35.25
skeletons, processing, 28.58

Spread Eagle Road, RB and med finds, 30.44
street plan, late Saxon, 29.8
Sudbrook, 32.13-14
Tanners’ Hall, see Gloucester, Hare Lane
terri torium,  see Gloucester, Colonia, territory of
Tuffley, St Peter’s Gloucester has hunting rights, 34.15 
Unitarian chapel, Eastgate Street (formerly Barton Street), 28.33 
unpub lished excava tions, 31.69; 33.17,61
Upper Quay Street, Roman buildings, 26.45
Upton Lane, RB field system and burial, 27.47-48
villas, Roman:

Hucclecote, 30.42-43
Olympus Park, Quedgeley, 29.13,20
Pembroke Street, possible, 28.68
Rectory Road, Matson, possible, 30.47

walls, see Gloucester, defences
wars, see Gloucester, Civil War; see also Baron’s War; Stephen

and Matilda, war between; War of Roses
Werehouse (weir house), 26.13-21; 27.4
West Gate:

head of John Dodyng mounted, 35.39 
in Baron’s War, 35.20-21

Westgate Bridge, repair, 35.21-22 
Westgate Street:

building survey, 26.41
C18-19 pottery, 34.11
former buildings in street, 26.46-47
late Saxon carved stone, 28.66-67
med features, 28.58, 30.47
riverside land recla mation, 28.51-52
RB bridge pier, possible, 33.61
RB features, 28.66; 34.8
Roman public building / temple, possible, 26.45-46; 29.8,

33.61
Roman, Saxon and medieval quays, see Gloucester, quays and

harbour
skeletal remains, Fountains Court, 35.45
sub-Roman nature and features, 30.47; 33.6; {7} 

Whitefriars
location, 35.21 
gate in Northgate Street, 32.13

Worcester Street, RB and med features, 28.63
Wotton :

Glos Royal Hospital and London Road, finds, 28.65
RB burials, 26.48; 27.51, 28.50-51,57; 30.47; 33.19-20
see also Gloucester, London Road; St Catherine; St Mary
 Magdalen’s Chapel; St Mary Magdalen’s Almshouses 

Gloucester and District Archeaological Research Group:
annual financial reports, 26.33-34; 27.54-55; 28.46-47; 29.53-54;
 30.57-58; 31.73-74; 32.43-44; 33.64-65; 34.81-82; 35.51-52
bequests to GADARG (invitation), 34.71
CIA resis tivity surveying equipment, 35.18
Glos tithe map transcription project, 26.9; 33.1
Group objec tives, 28.2
Hon Secre tary’s annual reports to AGM, 26.2; 27.2; 28.1-3; 29.1; 

30.1-2; 31.1-2; 32.1; 33.1-2; 34.1-2; 35.1
junior challenge shield, 26.8; 34.ii;
sites and monuments record, 26.2; 29.4;
website, 33.63: 34.1

Gloucester Archae ology Unit (Gloucester Archae ology):
Annual Reports, fieldwork, excavs, projects, finds and events,

(1992-2001), 26.35-51; 27.46-53; 28.48-68; 29.12-23;
30.40-50; 31.67-72; 33.17-29; 34.3-15; 35.43-49

archive and post- excavation project, 31.69; 33.17; 34.11
Robinswood Hill archaeo logical survey project, 33.27-29;

34.12-15
urban archae ology database (UAD), 30.41; 31.67; 33.17,25-26;

34.3,10-11
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watching briefs, 26.48-51; 27.49-53; 28.58-68; 29.17-23;
30.44-50; 31.70-72 ; 33.17-25 ; 34.3-10; 35.45-47,49

see also Gloucester, Black friars redevel opment 
Glouces ter shire County Council Archae ology Service:

excava tions, surveys etc. 26.30-31; 29.24-32; 30.16-20,36;
31.43-44; 34.59-66 

sites and monuments record, 26.2; 29.4; 30.36
see also, Gloucester and District Archaeo logical Research

Group, sites and monuments record
Glouces ter shire, unpub lished excavs, 29.37-38

see also Gloucester, unpub lished excava tions
Godman, William, abbot 
Golden Valley, see River Frome 
Gother ington, Nottingham Hill, 29.37; 35.37-38
Goult, D., see Moore- Scott, T. and Goult, D.
graffito (head of bishop), med, Gloucester, cathedral, 29.33-34
grass tempered pottery, see pottery, DA
grave stones, see memorials, tombstones
grave yards, see cemeteries, see also church yards
Greatorex, P., see Atkin, M. et al.; Sermon, R. et al
Great Witcombe,  Roman villa, 29.8,37; 34.51,55,57 
Greene, B., ‘Decorated Victorian Floor Tiles in St Mary de Crypt

Church’, 28.28,29
Greet, see Winchcombe
Gregory of Caerwent, 27.42-44  
grind stones,  see stone
ground probing radar:

surveys,26.35-37, 27,47; 
pioneered by Gloucester Archae ology Unit, 27.46

Guiting Power:
Bowsings, IA site, 28.13-19, 34.22
Guiting Manor, oven, 29.38
round barrow, 26.29-30
The Park, IA site, 28.13-19, 34.22

Gwatkin, Geoffrey., Glos tithe map copies, 26.9; 27.33; 33.47
Gewisse, 32.7; 33.13; {16,23}

H

Hailes Abbey, see Stanway 
Halling, Richard, tombstone, Frocester, 30.14
Harding, G.:

excav at Bidfield, Miserden, 33.44-46
excav at Manless Town, Brimps field, 27.27-32; 31.54
Hares combe:
bailiff’s accounts, 33.55
quarry, 33.54
Stockend Roman villa, 34.51

Hares field:
Crokers Hill, 33.47-53
Danes field, 33.49,
Domesday Survey, 33.47
glebe terriers, 33.49
geology, 33.50,52
hillfort, 32.7; 35.14-15; {16}
land ownership, 33.47,54-55
manor, 33.47
medieval finds west of church 33.53
minis ter’s accounts, 33.47
pottery, med production and potters, 30.33-34; 33.47,49,53
quarries, 33.54-55
The Park, 33.47
warren, 33.49

Hare, M., ‘The Chronicle of Gregory of Caerwent: A preliminary
account’, 27,42-44 

Harris, J., ‘The Site of Alney AD1016’, 26.11-12
Hasfield:

earth works survey, 30.3-5
Grimbald Pauncefoot, lord of, 35.22
manor house of Pauncefoot family, 30.3
Hasfield Court, 30.3

Hawkins, W., ‘John Biddle,The Father of English Unitari anism’,
28.30-34

headstones, see memorials and tombstones
hearths, 26.28; 27.40; 28.17,66; 30.10,47; 31.28,60

see also ovens
hedges, dating by species count, 33.35; 34.79

see also boundaries
Heighway, C.:

‘A Graffito in the Crypt of Gloucester Cathe dral’, 29.33-34
‘Britons and Saxons in Glouces ter shire - Back To The Saxons’,

33.5-6; {6-7} 
‘Excav ations and Obser va tions of the Late Medieval Reredos in

the South-East Ambulatory Chapel, Gloucester Cathe dral’,
27.21-25

‘The Chapel of St Martin Gloucester’, 28.5-9
Hempsted, see Gloucester
Henry III, 34.16; 35.19-23
Henry VI, 35.39
Henry VII, 32.25
Henry VIII, 34.49-50
Hereford, Earls of, see Bohun 
Hereford shire border, post-med pottery source, 32.33, 34.54
hermit,Thomas of Kinley, 35.5
Hewels field, Offa’s Dyke, 29.29-31
Heyes, T.:

‘Bowldown Wood’, 28.35-40
‘Kemble Wood’, 29.51-52

Hicks, Sir William, 32.41
Highfold, see Painswick, Ifold
Highnam:

Over, the Vineyards, St Peter’s Abbey summer residence, 29.44;
35.39 

Over to Minster worth road, 29.39-44
hillforts, see IA period
Hill:

manor, 35.5
Wickstowe, 35.5

Historia , Abbot Walter Froces ter’s of Gloucester Abbey, 27.42-44
Historia Britonum, 31.25-26; {2-3}
Historia Regum Britanniae, 30.37; 31.25; {2}
Historic Town Survey, of 24 Glos towns, 29.31-32 
Hodges, Thomas, MP, 28.25
hog-backs, grave slabs, 31.36
Holder, T., memorial sculptor, 34.37,40
Holland, Benjamin, 32.33
Homme, Reginald de, abbot, 35.20.
Horsley, Civil War, 26.7
Horton:

Horton Court, The Ambulatory, loggia, 34.49-50
Knight, William, 34.49-50

Howes, R.:
‘A Glouces ter shire ‘Verray Gentil Parfit Knight’ ‘, (re; Sir John

de la Rivere) : 31.58-59; 32.24
‘A Second Relief of Gloucester’, 28.25-27
note on John Biddle’s removal as Crypt School master, 28.34
‘Sir William Reach- Me- Never’, (re: Richard Shayt of

Ruardean), 30.26
‘The Ambas sador’, (re: William Knight), 34.49-50
‘The Medieval Sieges of Gloucester 1263-65’, 35.19-24
‘The Princess in the Tower’, (re; Eleanor at Gloucester), 33.46
‘Women in the Civil War - and the story of a royalist widow’,

29.45-48
Hoyle, J.:

‘Tewke sbury Abbey Meadow’, 26.30-31
‘Offa’s Dyke Management Survey, 1995-6’, 29.29-31

Hucclecote, Gloucester Business Park link road, excav, BA-RB,
32.15-18 
see also Gloucester, Hucclecote

Humpty Dumpty, 26.5
Hungerford, Anthony, Col., 29.47-48
hunting, 34.15-16  
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Hurst, H., ‘Glouce ster’s 1900th Birthday as a City’, 29.5-8
Hwicce, 33.3-4,6,13,62; 35.8; {4-5,7,23}
Hyde, Sir William de la, 35.21
hypocaust evidence:

Bushley Green, (Worc), 30.53
Chedworth Roman villa, 31.63
Frocester, 31.28
Ifold Roman villa, Painswick, 33.31
Olympus Park, Quedgeley, Gloucester, 34.7
Tetbury Upton, 31.22
Villa Rustica, St James’s, Cheltenham, 34.69

I

Ifold, see Painswick
inclosure, post-med to C19, 26.9-10, 33.35-40
index of Glevensis issues 1-25 (1968-91), 27. i-xvii
Inge, William, the Justiciar, 34.16
inhuma tions, see burials
inscrip tions:

Latin, 29.6-7,16; 31,33-35; 34.17
ogham, 31.34
runic, 31.17-21,34; 33.43; {27,31-35} 
South Gate, Gloucester, 26.6; 28.32
tombstone, historical impor tance, 31.33-41; 34.35-41

Ireland / Irish:
Civil War, military service in, 29.45
heroic tales, 34.42; {28}
pagan festivals, 34.42-43; {28-29}
properties held by Llanthony Priory, 31.51

Iron Age period:
banjo enclo sures, 34.23 
coinage, 34.18

see also, Dobunni
currency bars, 31.71
dykes, see IA period, earth works
struc tures, primary school, Bourton- on- the- Water, 29.24-26
earth works: 

Bagendon, 34.22
Bulwarks, Minchin hampton, 27.37; 32.3-5; {37}
The Knolls, Oxenton Hill, 35.37

enclo sures:
banjo enclo sures, see IA period
Bowsings, Guiting Power, 28.13-19, 34.22
Bushley Green (Worc), 30.53-56; 34.27-29
Chester Walk, Cheltenham, possible, 34.67
Duntis bourne Grove, Dagling worth, 31.60
Ermin Farm, Preston, 31.60
Frampton Mansell, 34.23
Highgate House, Elkstone, 31.60
Middle Duntis bourne, Duntis bourne Rouse, 31.60
Middle Ground, Temple Guiting, 28.18
Preston, 31.60
Salmonsbury, Bourton- on- the- Water, 28.19; 29.24-25

farmsteads / settle ments:
Bowsings, Guiting Power, 28.13-19, 34.22
Bushley Green (Worc), 30.53-56, 34.27-29
Frocester, see Frocester, Frocester Court RB villa
Kingsholm / Longford, Gloucester, 31.70; 33.61; 34.24
The Ditches, North Cerney, 34.21-23,25
The Knolls, Oxenton Hill, 35.37-39
The Park, Guiting Power, 28.13-19, 34.22 

hillforts:
Beckbury, Temple Guiting, 35.37-38
Conderton (Worc.), 34.22; 35.37-38
Cleeve Cloud, Southam, 35.37-38
Crickley, 31.53; 35.14,15
Kemerton, Bredon (Worc.), 34.22; 35.37-38 
Lancaut, 29.30
Leckhampton, 29.38; 33.35
Hares field, 32.7; 35.14-15; {16}
Meon Hill (Warks), 35.37
Nottingham Hill, 29.37; 35.37-38
Painswick, 32.37; 35.14-16

Roel, Sudeley, 35.38 
Symonds Yat, 29.30
Towbury Hill, 30.53,56
Uley Bury, 32.7; 34.22; {16}

occupation evidence, Hucclecote, 32.15-16,18
oppida, see IA period, hillforts
settle ments and hillforts, devel opment and relation ships,

34.20,22-25, 35.37,39
see also IA period, hillforts

social and political struc tures, 34.20-22
storage pits:

grain / food storage, 28.17,19; 29.25-26
experi mental construction, 28.19

transition to RB period, 34.25
tribal centre of Dobunni, possible, Bagendon, 34.19-20,22

iron objects:
artefacts, Tetbury Upton, 31.22
candle stick,  Frocester, 31.29
dagger, Frocester, 26.22
domestic, agricul tural and indus trial artefacts, Frocester, 30.10;

31.29
fiddle key nail, Bidfield, Miserden, 33,46
keys, Frocester, 32.10, 34.45
knife, decorated bone handled, Frocester, 31.29
pilum point and shank, Kingsholm, Gloucester, 28.62
spearhead and sword, Frampton- on- Severn, 27.16
steelyard, with lead weights, Frocester, 32.10

iron working, see metal working
intaglio, RB, cornelian, Fortuna, Frocester, 30.10

J

Jet, pins:
Frocester, 29.9
Olympus Park, Quedgeley, Gloucester, 29.13,15,17.

John, king, 27.35; 31.51; 35.19
Johnson, M., ‘The Street at Minster worth, and the road from

Over’, 29.39-44
Jones, Samuel, sailor, 32.19-22

K

Kellock, A.,’Medieval Tiles in St Mary de Crypt Church,
Gloucester’, 28.29

Kemp, W., actor, 30.52
Kemble, Kemble Wood, 29.51-52; 32.40
Kemerton, see Bredon
Kenchester (Her), Roman milestone, 34.17
Kenil worth, castle, 35.23
Kent, kingdom / county of, 31.35; 33.43
Kenyon, see Enright, D. and Kenyon, D.
Kilminster, G., ‘Glouce ste rshire Unpub lished Excava tions List’,

29.37,38
kilns, see lime kilns; furnaces 
Kimsbury, Elgar of, 32.39
Kimsbury Camp, see Painswick
Kinley, de, family, 35.5,6
Kinley, Thomas, hermit of, 35.5
Kinley, see Nymps field
King, L., ‘Glouce ste rshire Sites and Monuments Record’ , 30.36
Kingscote:

The Chessalls, 29.38; 31.62
pre-Flavian occupation, 31.62
Roman settlement, 32.6,8; 33.4, 35.17; {5,10,15,17}

Kingsholm, see Gloucester
Kings Stanley, Penn Hill cross-dyke, 32.7-8; {16,17}
Kingswood Abbey:

church, 30.16-17 
location, 30.16-17,20 
gatehouse, 30.16,17,20
mill and leat, 30.16-17,19
watching briefs, med struc tures, 30.16-20

Knights Templar, 32.25
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Knight, William, 34.49-50
Knovil, Bogo de, knight, 30.31 

L

Laci, de / Lacy, de, family, 32.40
Laci / Lacy:

Hugh de, 34.51
Roger de, 34.51
Walter de, 27.43

land use, 
C19, 26.9-10; 33.40; 34.79
IA / RB, stock keeping, 30.23-25, 34.23
dairy farming, 29.35
med / post-med,  29.52; 30.31; 31.53; 32.4; 33.35,37,40; 34.79;

{13}
lampreys, 26.13,20
lamps, pedestal, pottery, med, possible, Gloucester, 33.26-27
Latin:

language, 30.2; 33.8; {9}
memorial inscrip tions, 31.33-35

Latton (Wilts), Street Farm, med buildings, 31.60
Laughlin, W., see Atkin, M. et al.; Sermon, R. et al. (1993-9)
lead:

C16 cloth seal, Barnwood, Gloucester, 34.5
C18 uniface token, Ifold, Painswick, 34.57
Roman coffins, Cheltenham, 34.69
re-use at disso lution, Tewkesbury, 26.30 

Leah, M. see Bateman, C. and Leah, M.
leather, shoes, Lower Quay Street, Gloucester, 28.52-53,57-58
leats, see mills, millstreams and leats; water courses 
Lechlade:

cursus, excav, 29.38
Rough ground Farm, excav, 29.38

Leckhampton, 
Brizen Recreation Field: RB settlement, 29.49-50
churchyard, ledger grave slabs, 31.37
field names, 33,35-39
field systems, 33.35-42
hillfort:

earth works, parish boundary, 33.35
excav, 29.38

ledger grave slabs, see memorials, churchyard
legions, Roman, see Roman, army
Legree, James, glass maker, 31.42
Leonard Stanley:

Pegler, George, tombstone, Frocester, 30.15
Priory:

abbey / parish church, St Swithin, 31.3
building survey, 31.3-12
held by St Peter’s Abbey, Gloucester, 31.4
manorial chapel, 31.3-12
tithe barn, 31.3

tufa quarry, 31.12
Lewes, battle of, 35.21 
lime burning, 28.10
lime kiln, Tewkesbury, 32.30-31
limestone, see stone
Littledean;

Erdlond (St Whites, Double View), 35.22
Smith, John of, 30.26

Living history displays, 28.24 
Llanthony Prima Priory / Abbey (Gwent), 34.51
Llanthony Priory, see Gloucester 
Loggia, Horton Court, 34.49-50
Longford:

opposite Globe Inn, field walking, 26.31
Queen’s Dyke, 26.31
Sandhurst Lane: 

abutment of former Broad board Bridge, 28.60
previous road surfaces, 28.60
RB features,  26.31; 28.59-61; 31.70
see also, Gloucester, Kingsholm

Severnside Farm, Walham, 26.17,19
Walham, 26.18-19,31
Walham, name, 26.31

Longlevens, see Gloucester
Longney, stone obtained for church from Hares field, 33.55
Lower Slaughter:

AS burials, 33.56
Chessels, RB settlement, 33.56,58
Saxon settlement, enclosure, 33.56-68
Springhill excav, 29.38
RB settlement, 31.62; 33.56,58
royal manor and hall, 33.56,58 

Lucius, legendary Christian king, historical essay, 30.37-39
Lucy, Geoffrey de, 35.22-23
Lung, John le, 35.21
lych gates, 35.50
Lydbrook, Offa’s Dyke, 29.29-31
Lydney, Sir John Wyntour, Royalist, 29.45 
Lydney:

tombstones, unique sculp tural style, 31.36
White cross Manor, excav, 29.37

Lypiatt, see Bisley
Lysons, Samuel, 32.41

M

McCarthey, H. and Moore- Scott, T., ‘Roman Sarcophagus Found at 
Winchcombe’, 33.59-60

magne tometer surveys, 27.47; 28.13-19,53; 29.13; 30.42-43; 31.28; 
33.33

Magon saeta, 31.35
Maisemore:

Chargy Hill Farm, Woolridge, RB and med finds, 32.22-24 
Crockley fieldname, Chargy Hill Farm, Woolridge, 32.22,24
Each Weir, 26.15-19
Maisemore Mead, 26.15
med buildings, Maisemoor Court, 28.41,42
naight, 26.14-15
St Giles, churchyard, evaluation, 28.4
Springhill, RB trackway, 32.22,24
Overton RB site, 28.20, 32.22,24  

Malmesbury, William of, 31.35
Malmesbury:

Abbey land at Kemble, 29.51 
William Stumpe, 35.7

Malvern / Malvern Chase (Worc), IA, med and post-med pottery
source, 30.33-34; 34.23-24; 35.39

Manless Town, see Brimps field
manorial church / chapel, see chapels, free
Maps, (also plans etc.), pre 1900:

Blaeu, of Glouces ter shire, (1648), 26.11
Bowen, E.and Kitchen, T., Royal English Atlas, 26.11
 Bryant, of Gloucester, (1824), 28.20
estate map of Maisemore Court (1780), 28.41-42
Hall and Pinnell, of Gloucester, (1780 and 1796), 26.16-17
Hyett estate survey (copy), Hasfield, (1780),  30.3 
inclosure maps, of Gloucester, (1799), 26.17,19, 30.35 
Kip, J., view of Gloucester, (1712), 26.17
OS 1" (1817) (incl.Bowldown wood), 28.37-38
OS (1876) (incl Deerhurst), 26.11-12
OS (1883) (incl Longlevens), 30.35
OS (1884) (incl Greet), 32.26
OS (1886) (incl Maisemore Naight), 26.14
OS (1st edition) (The Street, Minster worth), 29.40.
rough plan of Lesborough Demesne (1809), 28.35,38
sketch map of Alney Island, Gloucester, (c1750), 26.18 
Speed, J., of Gloucester, (1610), 26.13; 35.25,27,41
tithe map (copy), Taynton, (1840), (Taynton Parva), 30.30
uniden tified early C18 map of Gloucester, 35.40
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Warburton, T., plan No7 of : Survey of all the outlying estates
belonging to the Mayor and Burgesses of the City of
Gloucester, (1731) (incl Manless Town), 27.33-34; 31.51

Margaret, Queen, 35.24
Marshall, A.:

‘Guiting Power 3 Round Barrow’, 26.29-30
‘From Iron Age to Roman - The Park and Bowsings Sites at

Guiting Power’, 28.13-19
Massey, Edward, Lt.Col., 26.5,7; 28.25,27,31; 29.45-46; 30.29  
Matilda, (daughter of Henry I) 35.24
Matson, see Gloucester
Maurice, prince, 26.5,7
Maxwell, A., ‘A Surveying Exercise in Hasfield’, 30.3-5
Mayes, D., Glevensis, co-editor, 28 to 35
medieval period:

buildings:
Harrowby House, Ebrington, 26.28
Maisemore Court, 28.41-42
manorial chapel, Leonards Stanley Priory, 31.3-12
Street Farm, Latton (Wilts), 31.60

burials, see burials
buried features, Tewkesbury Abbey meadow, 26.30-31 
castles, see castles
chapels, see chaples
deer parks, see deer parks
DMVs (and settle ments):

Bidfield, Miserden, 33.44-46
Bowldown Wood, Boxwell with Leighterton, 28.36-37,39-40 
Hasfield; 30.3-5 
Kinley, Nymps field, 35.5-13
Manless Town, Brimps field, 27.26-32; 31.51-58
Overton, Maisemore, 28.20
Taynton Parva, Taynton, 30.27-32
Upton, 31.57

enclo sures, 31.51; 32.4,5; 35.31,33-36; {13-14}
fishponds, 26.20; 30.28,31
floor tiles, 26.26-27, 28,29,53
Gloucester sites, see Gloucester
house sites:

Bidfield, Miserden, 33.44-45
Manless Town, Brimps field, 31.55-57

land use, see land use
memorials, see memorials
merchant’s house, stone, 34.59-66
military siege equipment, 35.20-23
moated sites:

abandonment, 30.31
Lower Noverton, Prestbury, 29.37
Taynton Parva, Taynton, 30.28-31

ploughing, see ploughing
pottery, see pottery
pottery kiln site, Hares field, 33.47-53
settle ments:

Ebley, Stroud, 30.21-22 
origins and patterns, 31.57

sheephouses, see sheephouses
sieges, of Gloucester, 35.19-24
soldiery, 35.19-23
swan breeding, 30.28,31
tombstones, see memorials
under crofts, 26.41; 28.8,58,63
village desertion, 31.57
wall paintings, 34.16

see also wall plaster
whistles (tabor pipes), Gloucester, 30.51-52
wood banks / boundaries, see wood boundaries
see also Saxon

megaliths, see standing stones
memorials: 

AS, 31.34-35
DA, Celtic / Welsh, 31.34, 35.18; {11}  
churchyard:

chest tombs, 31.36-37
general, 31.33-41; 34.35; 35.50
ledger grave slabs, 31.35-37

inscrip tions: 
Roman, see, memorials, tombstones, Roman
early examples, 31.33-36
Glos examples, 30.14-15; 31.38-41; 32.19-20, 34.35-41

med, 31.36 
RB, 29.6-7,16; 31.33-34; 34.17
recording, 30.13-15; 30.29; 31.38, 34.35-41
tombstones:  

C17-19, 30.13-15; 32.19-21; 34.35-41; 35.50
iconog raphy, 34.37,40-41
origins, 31.33-34
preser vation, 31.33,39-40
Roman:

Aurelius, Gloucester, 29.7
coloniae Glevi, Bath, 29.6
Dubunni Fabri, Tavistock, 34.17
Marcus Ulpius Quintus, Rome, 29.6
 Sextus Valerius Genialis, Ciren cester, 31.33
Titus Lusius Nymmius, Wotton, Gloucester, 29.16

types of stone used, 28.12, 30.13; 34.37
Victorian, 31.36-37, 35.50
see also memorial, tombstones, C17-19
Viking, 31.35-36

Menhir, 31.34
Meon Hill (Warks), hillfort, 35.37
Mercia, 27.38; 28.4; 29.30; 31.17,47; 33.13,43; 34.16; 35.18;

{11,23,27,31,39}
merestones, see boundaries, markers
Merewalh, king of Magon saete, 31,35
Merrett, Daniel, sailor, 32.19-21
mesolithic period:

flint core-adze, English Bicknor, 34.72
flints, 30.21; 34.67,77-78
flint working, Guiting Power, 26.29

metal detectors:
misuse, 29.49
use at:

Barnwood, Gloucester, 34.5
Bushley Green (Worc), 30.53
Chargy Hill Farm, Maisemore, 32.22-24
Standish, 35.42

thrymsa found at Boulsdon, Newent, 33.43; {27} 
metal working:

Civil War forge, Longlevens, Gloucester, 30.48
copper / copper alloy working, (incl brass and bronze):

brass casting, Bishops Cleeve, 28.43
brassmill industry, Taynton, 30.31
bronze working, bivalve spearhead mould, Tewkesbury, 30.23

indus trial activity, Bagendon, 34.23
iron working:

Berkeley Street, Gloucester, possible, 28.66 
black smithing, Home Farm, Bishops Cleeve, 28.43
bloomery iron smelting, Manless Town, Brimps field, 31.56
College Street, Gloucester, 28.61
ingot and hammerscale, Bidfield, Miserden, 33.46
iron making, Frocester, 33.33; 34.45,47; 35.2-3
smithing, Ebley, Stroud, 30,21
smithing, Hucclecote, possible, 32.16

The Park, Guiting Power, 28.15
workshop, London Road, Gloucester, 33.19

Metrical Chronicle, 35.19
Mitcheldean, 30.26
Middle Ages, see med period
Mildfrith, son of Merewalh, 31,35
Millhampost, see Stanway
Miller, G. see  Moore- Scott, T. and Miller, G.
millennium:

celebration date, 33.ii
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project, Emperor Nerva statue, Gloucester, 32.2; 35.ii 
mills, millstreams and leats, 30.16-18,20; 32.13-14 
millstones, see stone
Minchin hampton:

Amberley,earth works, cross-dyke, 32.4,7-8; {13,16-17}
Besbury, 32.4,9; {13,18}
boundary, 35.31.34
Bulwarks:

form, 32.3,8; {12,17}
excav and inter pre ta tions, 27.37; 32.3-5; {12-14, 37}
route, 32.3-4; {12-13}
possibly part of post- Roman frontier, 32.3-9, 33.9-16; {12-26}

cheese production, 29.35
Civil War, 26.6
Common, 32.3,8; 35.29,31; {12,17}
custumal, 1306, 32.4; 35.29; {13} 
manor, 32.4; 35.29; {13}
rental of 1653, 27.36; {36}
Spillman Cartulary, 35.29
Spill man’s sub-manor in Rodborough, 35.29

Minety (Wilts), med pottery source, 30.33-34; 31.47,56
minsters:

Cheltenham, 34.67
St Oswald’s, Gloucester, 28.4; 33.62 
St Peter’s, Gloucester, 33.6

Minster worth:
church, held by St Oswald’s, Gloucester, 29.44 
ferry, 27.7
Duneye and Minster worth fish weirs, 29.44   
med road from Over, 29.39-44 
naight, 27.6; 29.40
properties, 29.42-44
quay / landing stage, 29.39,44
Roman road, postu lated, 29.39,42
The Street, causeway, 29.39-44

Miserden:
Bidfield

excav, 33.44-46
legends, 33.46
med settlement evidence, 33.44,46
RB structure, possible, 33.44-45

castle, 31.54 
Mitcheldean:

Civil War, 28.25
Great Dene, earlier name, 30.26

monas teries, see abbeys / monastic houses
Monmouth, Geoffrey of,  30.37; 31.25-26; {2-3}
Montfort de:

Henry, 35.20
Simon, 35.19-23
Simon (the younger), 35.20,22

Moore, John, Col., 29.47-48
Moore- Scott, T.:

‘GADARG dips a toe into PPG16: Maisemore Church’, 28.4
‘Late Iron Age / Romano- British Settlement at Bushley Green, S.

Worc.’ , 30.53-56
‘Leckham pton’s Fields’, 33.35-42
‘Medieval Buildings At Maisemore Court’, 28.41-42
‘Overton - A Possible RB Site’, 28.20
review of : Crickley Hill (vol 1): The Hillfort Defences, Dixon, P., 29.54
review of: English Churchyard Memorials, Lees, H., 35.50
see also McCarthey, H. and Moore- Scott, T.

Moore- Scott, T and Bagshaw, S., ‘Bushley Green Revisited: A
Resis tivity Survey’, 34.27-29

Moore- Scott, T. and Goult, D., ‘Brizen Recreation Field
Leckhampton: Romano- British Settle ment’, 29.49-50

Moore- Scott, T. and Miller, G., ‘Roman Finds Near Woolridge
(Maisemore Parish)’, 32.22-24

Moore- Scott, T., Price, E. and Rhodes, J., ‘ Tewkesbury Abbey
Lawn Watching Brief 1998’, 32.29-34

Moore, T. and Reece, R., ‘The Dobunni’ , 34.17-26
Moreton- in- Marsh, Dorn Roman town, 31.62; 35.17; {10} 
morris dancing, pipe, 30.52

Morris, R.,  review of : Historic Gloucester, Moss, P., 27.45
Morton, Sir William, 28.25
mosaics / tesse lated pavement, RB:

Bell Walk / Eastgate Street, Gloucester, 29.8
Chedworth, 31.63-66
Frocester, 26.22; 27.40-41; 28.ii
Great Witcombe, 32.41
Ifold Roman villa, 33.31, 34.51,57
Kingscote, 31.62
Ladybel legate Street, Gloucester, 26.37; 29.28
Villa Rustica, St James’s, Cheltenham, 34.69
Well Close, Dagling worth, 34.74
Westgate Street, Gloucester, 34.8
Whitminster Roman villa, 27.8,13

Moss, P.:
Glevensis, assistant editor, 26 and 27
Glevensis, front cover illus tra tions, 26 to 33
‘Nerva’s Time Capsule’, 35.ii
recon struction drawings:

Frocester, IA farm and C4 Roman villa, 29.ii
Gloucester, city centre first fortress and C2 Colonia, 32.ii
Llanthony Priory, 33.2

Mudd, A., ‘The A417 / A419 Swindon to Gloucester Trunk Road
Improve ments’, 31.60

N

naights, 26.11-12,14-15; 27.6; 29.40
names:

of Gloucester, 29.6
personal, Saxon,
river, RB survival of, 32.10

natural events, see earth quake; weather
Nennius, 31.25-26; {2-3}
neolithic period:

axe, Bishops Cleeve, 34.77
axe, Frocester, 29.9
enclosure, 31.53
finds, Trinity Farm, Baunton, 31.60
flints and axe, Well Field, Dagling worth, 34.77
flints, Arlingham, 31.45-46
site, Crickley, Coberley, 31.53
remains, Berkeley Street, Gloucester, 29.5
see also barrow, long

Nerva, Marcvs Cocceivs, Roman emperor: 
history, 29.5-6; 30.ii
statue, Gloucester, 32.2; 35.ii

Newbury, John, ‘Map and Documentary Inter pre ta tions in Brimps -
field Parish’, 27.33-35

Newnham- on- Severn:
C18 wine bottles, 31.42
Civil War, 26.5; 28.25
glass works, 31.42
pill, 31.42
maritime grave, St Peter’s churchyard, 32.19-21

Newland, Offa’s Dyke, 29.29-31
Newent:

Civil War, 26.5; 28.25
Newent Glass house, C18-19 pottery source, 34.11
Wuneetton type thrymsa, Boulsdon, 33.43; {27} 

Niblet, Daniel, Hares field deeds, 33.49
Nibley, John Smyth of, 30.26; 35.5-7
Nielsen, C.:

‘A Possible Medieval Boundary Wall on Painswick Beacon
Common’, 32.37-40

‘A Note on the Discovery of Medieval Floor Tiles at the Old
Farmhouse, Green Farm, Bread stone, Berkeley in February
1967’, 30.11-12

‘The History and Practice of Cheese Making in Glouces ter -
shire’, 29.35-36

‘Two 18th Century Wine Bottles From Newnham’, 31.42
North Cerney, The Ditches:

IA mint, 34.21
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Roman villa, 34.22
settlement, 34.21-23,25

North umbria, 27.38; 31.17; {31,39}
Nottingham Hill, see Gother ington
Nowell, Laurence, Dean,  27.42
Nymps field:

chapel- of-ease, 35,6
chantry, 35.6
Civil War, 26.6
Kinley, Thomas of, hermit, 35.5
Kinley:

free chapel / Priory, 35.5-13
Priory, see Nymps field, Kinley free chapel.

manor, 35.5
Saxon and Norman landholding, 35.8
Sir John Bridgeman, lord of manor, 35.7
Tithe Commis sioner’s Reports, 35.10 
see also Kinley

O

Oakeshott, M., ‘A Glimpse of Medieval South Cerney’, 31.47-50 
obitu aries: 

Chouls, Wiliam (Bill), 35.ii
Rawes, Bernard F., 29.3, see also 26.2
Rawes, Barbara G., 29.4, see also 26.2
Turner, Richard (Dick), 29.2, see also 26.2

Offa’s Dyke, 29.29-31
ogham, 31.34
Olanege, see Deerhurst, Alney Naight
Oldbury naight, 27.6
Old English (language), see AS, word elements
Old Severn, see River Severn, old courses
oppida, see IA period, hillforts
organic materials (preserved textiles, wood etc.), 28.53,57, 30.21 
Oswald, St, King of North umbria, 28.4
ovens: 

early Roman military, Kingsholm, Gloucester, 28.58-59
RB,  Frocester, 31.27,28; 34.45
med, Guiting Power, 29.38
RB, Birdlip Quarry, Cowley, 31.60
Westgate Street, Gloucester, 30.47 
see also furnaces; hearths

Over, see Highnam
Over Lypiatt, see Bisley
Overton, see Maisemore
Oxenton, Oxenton Hill, ‘The Knolls’ hillfort, 35.37-39

P

Painswick:
Beacon:

common, 32.37; 35.16
hillfort / Kimsbury Camp, 26.8; 32.37,39; 35.14-16

Buckholt Wood:
Belle-vue, 32.39
excav, 29.37
held by St Peter’s Abbey, Gloucester, 32.39

Civil War, 26.7-8; 28.25; 35.16.
church, 26.7
deer park, 32.40
Ifold Roman villa, 33.31-32; 34.51-58
Kimsbury, Elgar of, 32.39
Painswick House, estate, 34.52
Simons, R., chandler, 34.78
Thomas Robins’s view of, 32.39
Wyche manor, domesday, 34.51

parks, see deer parks
Parry, C., ‘Pain swick Beacon Hill- Fort’, 35.14-16
Parry, C. and Reilly, S., ‘Proposed Magis trates’ Court Site:1995

Excava tion’, 29.27-28.
Parsons, Richard, 35.8
Paul, Sir George Onesi phorus, 35.31

Pauncefoot, Sir Grimbald, 35.20,22
Pauntley, churchyard clearance, 31.39
Peak Camp, see Cowley
Pegler, George, tombstone, Frocester, 30.15
Penda, king, 33.13; {23}
Penny, T., ‘The Stroud Valleys and the Very Un-Civil War’, 26.6
pewter, med, chalice, Black friars cemetery, Gloucester, 26.37,39 
pins, RB, 29.9,13,15,17; 30.10; 31.29 
pipe and tabor:

Gloucester inter na tional festival, 34.12
med and post med instru ments, 30.51-52

Piper, P. and Catchpole,T., ‘Bourton -on -the -Water Primary School
Excava tion’, 29.24-26

pipes, clay, see clay pipes
‘pit dwell ings’, 32,28
place names, in Stroud Valleys, 33,9-15; {19-26}
Planning Policy Guidance 16 (PPG16), 28.1,4; 31.2; 32.29
ploughing: 

early med, Frocester,  26.22; 29.9
see also field systems:

popular archae ology, 28.21-24
Port del Arche, Robert de, 34.31
post- medieval period:

burials, see burials
chest tombs: 31.36
clay pipes, 28.57
enclosure, 26.42
ledger grave slabs, 31.36

post- Roman, see sub-Roman period
pottery: 

BA:
Hucclecote, 32.15
Frampton- on- Severn, 27.17
Guiting Power, 26.29
eastern relief road, Tewkesbury, 30.23

C18-19, Westgate Street, Gloucester, 34.11
Crokers field name, signifi cance, 33.47-53
Crockley field name, signifi cance, 32.24
DA: 

oolitic tempered:
Matson, Gloucester, 30.47; 34.3
Parliament Street, Gloucester, 30.41; 35.25 

grass tempered:
Bourton- on- the- Water, 29.25-26
Eastington, 27.15.
Frocester, 27.40; 33.5,32; {6}
St Oswald, Gloucester, 33.62 

IA:
Brizen Field, Leckhampton, 29.49
eastern relief road, Tewkesbury, 30.23
Eastington, 27.16
Frampton- on- Severn, 27.17
Glastonbury type, 34.23-24
Ifold, Painswick, 34.52
Malvern, pottery source / type, 34.23-24
Sandy Lane, Charlton Kings, 34.67
Standish, 35.42
The Knolls, Oxenton Hill, 35.37,39
The Park, Guiting Power, 28.17
Well Field, Dagling worth, 34.76,78

kiln, med / post-med, Hind Park Wood, Dymock, 29.38
loom weight, Uley, 30.10  
med:

Abbey Lawn, Tewkesbury, 32.33
Abbey meadow, Tewkesbury, 26.31
Berkeley Street, Gloucester, 28.66
Bidfield, Miserden, 33.45-46
Bushley Green (Worc), 30.54
Eastgate Street, Gloucester, 33.26
Harrowby House, Ebrington, 26.28
Ivylodge Farm, Birdlip, Cowley, 30.33-34
Kingswood Abbey, 30,17,19
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lamps, possible, Eastgate Street and Park street, Gloucester,
33.26-27

Manless Town, Brimps field, 31.56
production and potters:

Hares field, 33.47,49,53; 34.78
Gloucester, 34.78
Prestbury, 34.78
South Cerney, 31.47,50
Worcester Street, Gloucester, 28.63

neo:
Duntis bourne Grove, Dagling worth, 31.60
Sandy Lane, Charlton Kings, 34.67 

post-med: 
Abbey Lawn, Tewkesbury, 32.33
Bidfield, Miserden, 33.46
Eastgate Street, Gloucester, 33.26
Ifold, Painswick, 34.54-55
Ivylodge Farm, Birdlip, Cowley, 30.33-34
Kingswood, 30.19 
opposite Globe Inn, Longford, 26.31
production and potters, Cranham, 34.78
South Cerney, 31.47,50

RB:
Abbey Lawn, Tewkesbury, 32.33
Abbeymead, Gloucester, 29.22
Brizen Field, Leckhampton, 29.49
Bushley Green (Worc), 30.53-56 
C1 cremation group, Wotton, Gloucester, 33.19  
eastern relief road, Tewkesbury, 30.23
Eastgate Street, Gloucester, 33.26
Eastington, 27.8,16
Frampton- on- Severn, 27.17
Frocester, 29.9; 31.27,29; 34.80
Hucclecote, 32.16
Ifold, Painswick, 33.32: 34.52-55
Ivylodge Farm, Birdlip, Cowley, 30.33-34
Kingsholm, Gloucester, 28.60,62; 31.44,71; 34.6; 35.47-48
Lower Slaughter, 33.56
Manless Town, Brimps field, 27.27,31; 31.54,56
Matson, Gloucester, 30.47; 34.3 
money box, Ladybel legate Street, Gloucester, 26.37
Olympus Park, Quedgeley, Gloucester, 28.58; 29.13,20
opposite Globe Inn, Longford, 26.31
Pembroke Street, Gloucester, 28.68
Queen’s Dyke, Longford, 26.31
St James’s, Cheltenham, 34.67,69-70
Six Acre Field, Down Hatherley, 27.53; 31.13-16
Standish, 35.42
Walham, Longford, 26.31
Well Field, Dagling worth, 34.75,76
Wotton, Gloucester, 26.48-49,51; 28.65; 33.19

Saxon:
Bourton- on- the- Water, 29.25-26, 33.56
Eastgate Street, Gloucester, possible, 33.26
Kingsholm, Gloucester, 28.63
Manless Town, Brimps field, 31.56
Olympus Park, Quedgeley, Gloucester, 29.20 
Park Street, Gloucester, 28.63

see also Gloucester, pottery ‘type -fabrics’  
Poyntz:

Robert, 35.6
Thomas, 35.6 

prehis toric: 
ridgeway, Cotswold, 32.8, 33.10; {17,20}
flint tool, Wotton, Gloucester, 28.65
evidence around Brimps field, 31.53 
hearth, Longford Lane, Gloucester, possible, 28.66
see also mesolithic; neolithic; BA; IA periods 

Prescott:
Stanley Pontlarge:
church / chapel, 34.31-34
parochial relation ships, 32.25; 34.31

Prestbury:

Lower Noverton, 29.37
pottery production, med, 34.78

Preston:
middle IA enclosure, 31.60

Price, A.:
‘Trad itional Stone Use in the Cotswolds’, 28.12  

Price, A. and E.: 
‘A Section Across A Roman Road’ (re Frocester), 26.22-27
‘Frocester Tombstone Survey 1996’, 30.13-15 

Price, E.:
‘A Fired Clay Artifact from the Uley Temple Site’, 30.10
‘Frocester Court excava tions’, (1992-2001), 26.22; 27.40-41;

28.10; 29.9-11; 30.6-10; 31.27-32; 32.10-12; 33.33-34;
34.45-48; 35.2-4

‘Frocester Pot-Quern’, 28.11
‘Rooksmead: Fragment of a Relict Landscape’, 34.79-80 
‘The Farm Stable at Frocester Court’, 32.35-36
see also Moore- Scott, T., Price, E. and Rhodes, J. 

Price, W., ‘A Flint Adze from the Wye at English Bicknor’,
34.72-73  

Prinknash, see Upton St Leonards
priories, see abbeys / monastic houses
proprietary church / chapel, see chapels, free
Pury:

family, 32.42
Thomas, 28.25-26

Putley, J., ‘A Maritime Grave at Newnham’, 32.19-21 
Pyper, A. and Vallender, J., ‘Tanners’ Hall, Gloucester, 34.59-66 

Q

quarries:
closure of Cotswold stone quarries, 28.12
sand, gravel and clay:

Barnwood, Gloucester, 28.65 
Eastington, 27.16
Ebley, Stroud, 30.21
Frampton- on- Severn, 27,16-17
Frocester, 30.6,8; 31.27-28; 32.10; 35.2
Hares combe, 33.53,55
Hucclecote, Gloucester, 30.47, 31.70
Kingsholm, Gloucester, 28.60,67; 30.44,50
Leonard Stanley, 31.5,6,
Quedgeley, Gloucester, 34.7
St James’s, Cheltenham, 34.69-70
Tredworth, Gloucester, 34.9

stone:
Bowldown Wood, Boxwell with Leighterton, 28.39
Cranham, 34.57
Hares combe, 33.54
Hares field, 33.54-55
High Brothe ridge, 34.57
Leonard Stanley, 31.12
Painswick, 32.38-39; 34.55; 35.14-16 
Robinswood Hill, Gloucester, 35.48

Quedgeley, see Gloucester
Queen’s Dyke, see River Severn, old courses.
querns, see stone

R

radio carbon dating, 26.29; 27.40; 28.17; 33.62; 34.48; 35.3
Rahtz, P., ‘Rescuing A Grave stone’, (re: William Dipper,

Deerhurst), 34.35-41
railway, Ciren cester branch, 31.ii
Randwick cross-dyke, 32.7-8; {16-17} 
Rathbone, James, 35.6,7
Rawes, B.F., obituary, 29.3
Rawes, B.F. and B.G., index of Glevensis issues 1-25 (1968-91),

27. i-xvii
Rawes, B.F., (with Gander, E.), excav  at Manless Town, Brimps -

field, 31.54
Rawes, B.G., obituary, 29.4
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Rawes, J., ‘The Historical Impor tance of Churchyard Memorials’,
31.33-41

Reece, R.:
‘Britons and Saxons in Glouces ter shire - Forward From The

Romans’, 33.3-4; {4-5}
‘ Roman to Saxon: The Mobile Library Model’, 35.17,18;

{10-11}
see also Moore, T. and Reece, R. 

Reid, W.:
‘A Post- Roman Frontier in the Stroud Valleys?: evidence from

place names’, 33.9-16; {19-26}
‘The Anglo- Saxon Chronicle: Fact or Fiction?’, 31.25-26; {2-3}
‘The Minchin hampton Bulwarks: A Post- Roman Frontier’,

32.3-9; {12-18}
Reilly, S., see Parry, C.and Reilly, S.
relics:

St Oswald, 28.4; 33.62
Tetbury Upton, suggested Christian RB practice, 31.23-24 
Tormarton, 31.59

Rendcomb, Sir Edmund Tame of, 35.6
reredos, late med, Gloucester cathedral, 27.21-25 
resis tivity surveys:

CIA resis tivity surveying equipment, 35.18
discussion, 34.27
surveys, 26.42; 27.47; 28.55; 30.42-43; 34.27-29

Rhodes, J.:
‘Anarchy at Gloucester in 1449 and 1463’, 35.39
‘Clay Mounds and Millstreams in 12th and 13th Century

Gloucester’, 32.13-14
editor: ‘Obse rv ations in College Street, Gloucester, 1893’,

Waller, F.W., 33.30  
review of: Excava tions at Kingscote and Wycomb, Glouces ter -

shire, Timby, J., 31.62 
review of: The Coloniae of Roman Britain: New Studies and a

Review: Papers of the Conference held at Gloucester on 5-6
July 1997,  Hurst, H. (ed.), 33.61

report on moulded masonry from Newark House, Hempsted,
33.23-24

‘Some Documented Potters’, 34.78
‘The Names of Gloucester’, 30.2
see also Moore- Scott, T., Price, E. and  Rhodes, J. 

Richard, Duke of Cornwall, 34.16
Ricketts, Gabriel, 35.30
ridge and furrow, see field systems, med / post-med
ridgeways, see prehis toric
ring ditches, 27.16
ritual deposits, 28.17; 34.45
Rivere, Sir John de la, 31.58, 32.24
River Frome:

course, 32.3; {12}
Golden Valley, 32.8, 33.9; {17,19}

River Severn:
bores and tides, 27.4
Deerhurst, 26.11
fishing, see fishing; fish weirs
flooding in 1703, 32.28
old courses, Gloucester, Kingsholm and Longford,

26.17-18,20,31; 27.47; 28.51,62; 29.22, 30.37,  31.70;
33.19,61

see also shipping and navigation
River Swilgate, 26.30; 30.23
River Twyver:

courses, 26.17; 32.13-14; 34.59; 35.21
culvert, Deans Way, Gloucester, photo graphic record, 30.48
earlier names, 32.13
Roman course, Horton Road, Gloucester, possible, 27.46

roads (incl streets and tracks):
DA:

possible trackway, Matson, Gloucester, 30.47
trackways, post- Roman, probable, 32.7-8; {16-17}

med and later:
causeway, The Street, Minster worth, 29.39-44 

cobbled track, Larkhay Road, Gloucester, 28.57
field roads and tracks, Ifold, Painswick, 34.52 
Kingsholm Road, 28.62
Minchin hampton to Ciren cester, 32.6; {15}
Over to Minster worth, 29.39-44
Portway, 32.37-39
previous surfaces, Sandhurst Lane, Longford, 28.60
Saxo- Norman, Longsmith Street, Gloucester, 33.25
Tewkesbury Abbey meadow, 26.30
Welsh Way, 33.4; {5}

Roman:
Arlingham and Eastington area align ments, 27.19
at Minster worth, postu lated, 29.39,42
Blakeney to Tidenham, 29.42
Deans Way, Kingholm, Gloucester, 27.47
double ditched track, Hucclecote, 32.16-17
Ermin Street / Way, see Ermin Street / Way
Frocester, excav., 26.22-27
Fosse way, see Fosse Way
Kingscote to Frocester, 35.5
Kingsholm Road, 28.62
Ladybel legate Street, Gloucester, 26.35,37 
London Road, Gloucester, 33.17 
Lower Northgate Street, Gloucester, 27.51-52 
Quedgeley Gloucester, excav.,  28.54-56; 30.44 
Ryknild Street, see Ryknild Street 
Southgate Street, Gloucester, 35.25
Springhill, Maisemore, trackway, 32.22,24
suggested  alignment at Manless Town, Brimps field, 27.27
track, possible RB, Hucclecote, 28.55

Robert of Gloucester, 35.19-22
Robin Hood, 30.26
Robins, Thomas, 32.39
Robinswood Hill, see Gloucester
Rodborough:

boundary, 35.31,34
common:

National Trust archaeo logical report, 32.28
‘pit dwell ings’, 32,28

Court Hopper House, 35.31
earth works at The Hithe, excav and inter pre ta tions, 35.31
fort, 27.36; {36}
Hearth Tax (1672), 35.33
Hill House estate, 35.30,31
Horestone, property, 35.29-31
in manor of Minchin hampton, 35.29
Limbury, med.enclosure, 35.29,31,33,35
manor of Achards, 35.33
Over Butterow, 35.34
Poor Rate list (1804-5), 35.32
Rodborough Manor, 35.31
Rooksmore, 35.31
settlement pattern, 35.29
Spillman Cartulary, 35.29 
Spill man’s sub-manor, 35.29,33
The Bownham Stone, 35.31-32
The Horestone, 35.29,31-32
The Long Stone, 35.31-32
The Roade, 35.33
The Tingle Stone, 35.31-32
Tithe, appor tionment, 35.32,35

Rodmarton:
AS word element, 32.7; {16}
C18 excav, 30.10

Roman: 
army, 

Gloucester, 
occupation dates and buildings, 29.5-8; 33.61
effect on countryside, 29.8; 32.18 
also see Gloucester, Kingsholm Fortress

early presence at Ciren cester, 32.3; {12}
fort, Manless Town, Brimps field, possible, 27.27-32; 31.54,56
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invasion, 32.3; {12}
military origins of Kingscote, possible, 31.62

bath houses:
Frocester Court Roman villa, 28.10
Great Witcombe Roman villa, 32.41
Ifold Roman villa, Painswick, 33.31

layout of town and fortress / colonia building plans, Gloucester, 29.8 
coins, see coins
emperors, 29.5,6; 30.ii; 32.2,5; 33.61; 34.17; 35.ii,17; {14}
festivals, 34.42; {28}
hypocausts, see hypocaust evidence
land division, 29.8, 32.18
mosaics, see mosaics / tesse lated pavements
roads, see roads
shrines / temples, 29.8; 30.10,44; 31.62, 33.56,63
tombstones, see memorials
villas, see RB period
see also RB period

Romano- British period:
altars:

Bisley, 27.38; {39},
type of stone used, 28.12

burials, see burials
Celtic language survival, word elements, 33.8-10; {9,19-20}

see also Celtic language
Chris ti anity, see Chris ti anity, C4-C7
coffins / cists: 

Docks, Gloucester, cists, 35.25
comparison with med, 33.60 
Hucclecote, wooden, 32.18
Olympus Park, Quedgeley, Gloucester, stone, 29.13-15,17
St Catherine, Wotton, cremation cist, 33.20
St James’s, Cheltenham, stone and lead, 34.69
straw coffins, possible, 31.23
Winchcombe, stone, 33.59-60

coinage, as evidence of economy, 35.17; {10} 
coins, see coins
coloniae, 29.5-7; 30.39; 31.1,67; 32.ii,2; 33.61; 35.17; {10}
corn dryer, see RB period, malting kiln 
civitates, 31.26; 33.3-4,9,12; 35.17; {3-5,10,19,22} 
crema tions, Wotton, Gloucester, 26.48; 33.19,20
enclo sures, 32.16-17
lamp, Kingsholm, Gloucester, 28.60
malting kiln, 27.13-14; 31.60; 34.45,47-48; 35.3-4
memorials, 31.33-34 
milestone, Kenchester (Her), 34.17 
pottery, see pottery
rural markets / settle ments, late Roman resur gence, 33.4-6;

{5-7}
rural settlement, 31.56
sites and settle ments:

Almsbury Farm, Winchcombe, 33.60 
Birdlip Quarry, Cowley,  31.60
Bidfield, Miserden, possible, 33.44,45
Brizen Recreation Field, Leckhampton, 29.49,50
Bourton- on-the Water, 29.24,25; 31.62;
Bushley Green (Worc), 30.53-56; 34.27-29 
Coln St Aldwyns, 31.62
Chargy Hill Farm, Woolridge, Maisemore, 32.22-24
Dorn, Moreton- in- Marsh, 31.62; 35.17; {10}
eastern relief road, Tewkesbury, 30.23-25
Eastington, 27.8,15-16
Frocester, see Frocester
Gloucester sites, see Gloucester
Harrowby House, Ebrington, 26.28
Home Farm, Bishops Cleeve, 28.43-45
Hucclecote, 32.15-18
Kingscote, 29.38; 31.62; 32.6,8; 33.4; 35.17; {5,10,15,17}
Lower Slaughter, 31.62; 33.56-58 
Manless Town, Brimps field, 27.27-32
Overton, Maisemore, 28.20; 32.22,24
Pegthorne Bridge, Frampton- on- Severn, 27.17
Pidgemore Farm, Eastington, 27.16

Pittville, Cheltenham, 34.67,69-70
Queen’s Dyke, Longford, 26.31
Royal George, Birdlip, Cowley, 30.34
St James’s, Cheltenham, 34.67-70 
Sandhurst Lane, Longford, 28.59-60
Six Acre Field, Down Hatherley, 27.53-54; 31.13-16
Standish, 35.42
Walham, Longford,  26.31
Well Field, Dagling worth, 34.74-78
Whitminster RB site, Eastington, 27.8
Wycomb, Andoversford, 29.37, 31.62; 35.17; {10}

timber buildings:
indus trial, Frocester, 33.33-34; 34.45,47; 35.3-4
Ladybel legate Street, Gloucester, 26.35 
Southgate Street, Gloucester, 35.25

tombstones, see memorials
towns, late Roman urban decline, 29.8; 33.4,6; 35.17; {5,7,10}
transition from IA period, 34.25
transition to AS England, invasion / migration, 32.5-6; 33.3-9;

34.43; 35.17-18; {4-11,14-15,29}
villas and allied buildings:

Boughs pring, Tidenham, 29.38
Brook thorpe, 34.51
Bushley Green (Worc), possible, 30.53-56
Chedworth, 29.38, 31.61,63-66
Frocester Court,  see Frocester  
Great Witcombe, 29.8,37; 34.51,55,57
Home Farm, Bishops Cleeve, possible, 28.44
Hucclecote, 30.42-43; 32.15
Ifold, Painswick, 33.31-32; 34.51-58
Lillyhorn, Bisley, 32.8; 33.10; {17,20}
Kingscote, 29.38; 31.62
Olympus Park, Quedgeley, Gloucester, 29.13,20
Pembroke Street, Gloucester, possible, 28.68
Rectory Road, Matson, Gloucester, possible, 30.47
Six Acre Field, Down Hatherley, 27.53, 31.13-16  
Southwick Park, Tewkesbury, 30.23
Spoonley Wood, Sudeley, 33.60
Standish, possible, 35.42
Stockend, Hares combe, 34.51
Tetbury Upton, 29.38, 31.22-24
Tewkesbury Park, 30.23
The Ditches, North Cerney, 34.22
Villa Rustica, St James’s, Cheltenham, 34.69 
Wadfield, Sudeley, 33.60
Well Field, Dagling worth, possible, 34.51,74
Whitminster, 27.8-15
Willington Court, Sandhurst, 29.37
Woodchester, 27.36; 32.6-7; 33.10,61; {15-16,20,36}

villa estates:
Lillyhorn, Bisley, 32.8; 33.10-14; {17,20-24}
Woodchester, 32.7-9; 33.10-14; {16-18,20-24}

wall founda tions, Frocester villa, 27.40-41
well, Birdlip Quarry, Cowley, 31.60
see also Roman 

Ros / Rus, Robert de / le, 35.21-23
Rose, packet boat, 32.21
Rowbotham, F.,

‘The Fish- Weirs of the River Severn’, 27.4-6
‘Salmon Swallows Shark’, 27.7

Ruardean, Warfield Farm, excav, 29.37
Rudge, Thomas, 35.5
Rudder, Samuel, 31.59; 32.25-27; 35.5
Ruin of Britain,  see  De Excidio Britanniae
runes, see AS period; Viking period, burial tradition
Rupert, prince, 26.5,7; 28.25-26; 29.45
Ryknild Street, 33.56

S

Sabrina, paddle- steamer, 32.21
St Anthony, dedica tions to,  35.6,8
St Briavels:
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castle, see castles
excav, 29.38
Offa’s Dyke, 29.29-31

salmon, 26.13
Salmon, Elmore Back, (ale house),  27.7, 29.40 
Salmonsbury, see Bourton- on-the Water
Sandhurst, Willington Court, Roman villa, excav, 29.37
Sapperton:

Sapperton Manor, excav, 29.37
William Fowler tombstone inscription, 31.38

sarcophagus, see RB period, coffins / cists
Saxon period: 

bone objects, Eastington, possible, 27.16
burials, see burials
charters, Woodchester, 27.36-37; {36-38}
coffin covers and memorials, 31.35
cross shaft and cross-head, Lypiatt, Bisley, 27.38-39; 31.35;

{39-40}
cross shaft, St Oswald, Gloucester, 33.62
documentary tradi tions, 31.25-26; {2-3}
enclosure, settlement, 33.56-58
grind stone, possible, Gloucester, 33.26
Kingsholm palace, Gloucester:

Kings ditch, 30.46
possible evidence: 28.62-63

manorial chapel, Leonard Stanley, 31.3-12 
minster church, Cheltenham, 34.67
name of Gloucester, 30.2
occupation:

Bourton- on- the- Water, 29.24-26 
Harrowby House, Ebrington, 26.28
Ladybel legate Street, Gloucester, possible, 26.37
Lower Quay Street, Gloucester, 28.53

Offa’s Dyke, 29.29-31
quern stone, Nieder mendig lava, 31.47 
RB building reuse, Gloucester, possible, 26.37
Saxons in Glos., 33.3-8; {4-9}
settlement, enclosure, Lower Slaughter, 33.56-58
village, nucleation, 33.58 
see also Anglo Saxon period; English

Seyntlowe, Sir John, 31.59
Serlo, abbot, 35.8
Sermon, R.:

‘A Reassessment of the Franks Casket Cryptic Inscrip tions’,
31,17-21

2002 revision of  ‘A Reassessment of the Franks Casket Cryptic
Inscrip tions’, {31-35} 

‘Britons and Saxons in Glouces ter shire - Migration Or Assimi la -
tion’, 33.7-8; {8-9} 

‘The Celtic Calendar and the Anglo- Saxon Year’, 34.42-44;
{28-30}

‘Two Medieval Whistles from Gloucester’ , 30.51-52
Sermon, R. et al.,  ‘Gloucester Archae ology Unit (Gloucester

Archae ology) Annual Reports’ (1993-2001), 28.48-68; 29.12-23; 
30.40-50; 31.67-72; 33.17-29; 34.3-15; 35.43-49

Severn, see River Severn
Shark, Elmore Back, (ale-house), 27.7
Shayt, Richard, 30.26
sheep cotes / sheephouses, Brimps field, 31.51,57
Sheep scombe, Ebworth deer park, 32.40 
Sherratt, D., review of : Taynton, Glouces ter shire. A story of Two

Churches, Parker, D., 32.42 
shipping and navigation, 26.15; 27.5-7; 29.39,43-44; 30.13;

32.19-21 
shoes, Lower Quay Street, Gloucester, 28.52-53,57,
shrines, see Chris ti anity, C4-C7; RB period, shrines / temples;

relics; St Alban
Sigurd, Norse hero, see Viking period
Sir William Reach- Me- Never, see Shayt, Richard
sites and monuments record, see Glouces ter shire County Council

Archae ology Service
Slye, T., pipe and tabor player, 30.52
Smith, John, of Littledean, 30.26

Smith, N., ‘Manless Town, Brimps field: An Archaeo logical
Survey’, 31.53-58 

Smyth, John, of Nibley, 29.35;35.5-7
Smyth, William, 30.26
smuggling, 27.7
Solers, William, Lord of Postlip, 32.25
South Cerney: 

church, association with manor, 31.50
manor:

held by Llanthony Priory, Gloucester, 31.50 
houses, 31.47-50

small scale excavs, 31.47-50
Southam, Cleeve Cloud hillfort, 35.37-38
spearhead:

bronze- working bivalve mould, Tewkesbury, 30.23
iron,  Frampton- on- Severn, 27.16

Spillman Cartulary, 35.29
Spry, N.:

‘Bidfield Excava tions of 1966’, 33.44-46
‘Emperor Nerva Statue’, 32.2 
Glevensis, assistant editor, 26 and 27, editor, 28 to 35
‘Hon Secre tary’s annual reports to AGM’, 26.2; 27.2
‘MM or not MM?’, (re: Millennium), 33.ii
note on an early C18 Gloucester map, 35.40
note on King Lucius, 30.37,39
note on the Black friars Redevel opment Site, Gloucester, 35.41.
‘The Site Opposite the Globe Inn, Longford’, 26.31
‘The Werehouse Enigmas’, (re: Severn etc at Gloucester),

26.13-21
 see also Wingham, H. and Spry, N.

Staelens, Y. and Davis, G., ‘Ivylodge Farm’, 30.32-34
standing stones:

The Bownham Stone, 35.31
The Horestone, 35.29, 31
The Long Stone, 35.31
The Tingle Stone, 35.31
see also boundaries, markers; menhir

Standish, Sir Henry Winston of, 35.7
Standish, IA and RB site, 35.42
Stanley Pontlarge, see Prescott
Stanway:

Hailes:
abbey:

annals, 34.16
excav, 29.38
founding, 34.16
hunting dispute between abbot and the abbot of

Winchcombe, 34.16  
relationship to Winchcombe Abbey, 34.16 

church, 34.16
Millhampost, excav, 29.38
Piseley warren, 34.16

Steel, Thomas, tombstone inscription, St Mary de Crypt,
Gloucester, 31.40 

Stephen, king, 35.24
Stephen and Matilda, war between, Glouces ter’s allegiance, 35.24
Stephens:

John, 35.30
Nathaniel, MP , 26.8; 28.25
Thomas, Col., 28.27

Stinchcombe, Clingre held by St Peter’s Abbey, Gloucester, 35.8
stone: 

altar screen fragment, Kingswood, 30.17
late Saxon, carved, Westgate Street, Gloucester, 28.66-67
grind stone, Saxon, possible, Eastgate Street, Gloucester, 33.26 
millstone, Frocester, 30.10
moulded, Gloucester, 33.23-24,30
moulded, Tewkesbury, 32.33
neo axe, Bishops Cleeve, 34.77
neo axe, Dagling worth, 34.77
neo axe, Frocester, 29.9
pot-quern, sandstone, Frocester, 28.11
quern (incl fragments), 31.22,29,47; 33.31; 34.77
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reuse of Roman stone, 31.11; 34.52
use and types, 28.12; 30.13; 31.6-12; 32.19,37,40; 33.32;

34.32,35,37,52,55-57,59-66,76-77; 35.14,48 
see also tiles

stones, see standing stones 
Stroat, see Woolaston
Stroud: 

Civil War, 26.7; 28.25
Ebley, Westwood Road, med occupation, 30.21-22;
valleys, place names, 33,9-15; {19-26} 

Stroud water Canal, 30.13
Stumpe, William, 35.7
sub-Roman period:

activity / occupation:
Chedworth, 31.66
Frocester, 26.22; 27.40; 33.32; 34.30,48
Ifold Roman villa, possible, 33.31-32; 34.58
Witcombe Roman villa, 32.42; 33.32

change of civil order, 31.25-26; 32.5-7; 33.3-6; 35.17-18;
{2-7,10-11,14-16}

earth works:
Amberley cross-dyke, possible, 32.7-8; {16-17}
Bulwarks, Minchin hampton, possible, 32.3-9; 33.9-15;

{12-18,19-25}
Pen Hill cross-dyke, possible, 32.7-8; {16-17}
Randwick cross-dyke, possible, 32.7-8; {16-17}
Wansdyke, 32.8; {17}

 features:
Parliament Street, Gloucester, 28.57
Westgate Street, Gloucester 30.47

frontier, Minchin hampton, possible, 32.3-9, 33.9-16; {12-26}
Saxon invasion / migration arguments, 32.5-6; 33.3-9; 34.43;

35.17-18; {4-11,14-15,29}
trackways, probable, 32.7-8; {16-17}
see also DA period; pottery, DA

Sudeley:
John de, 34.16
Ralph de, son of John, 32.25

Sudeley:
manor and estate, 32.25
Spoonley Wood Roman villa, 33.60
Wadfield Roman villa, 33.60
see also castle 

sundials, 35.50
Symphanur, Richard le, 35.22-23
syphilis, evidence of med, Black friars cemetery, Gloucester,

26.37-38

T

tabor, see pipe and tabor
Tacitus, 34.43; {29}
Tanner, Samuel, 35.31
tanners, see Gloucester, Company of Tanners
Tannery,  see Gloucester, Hare Lane, Tanners’ Hall
Taynton:

brassmill industry, 30.31
Matilda de Watteville,  Lady of Taynton, 30.29
Taynton Parva:

castle, 30.27-29
DMV, survey and inter pre tation, 30.27-32, 32.42
field names, 30.30
history, 30.27-32
moated manor, 30.28-31 
St Lawrence church;

origins, 30.28-29
burned down in Civil War, 30.29, 32.42

Taynton Magna: 
church, north to south orien tation, 30.29,32: 32.42
history, 30.29,32

Temple, see Roman, shrine / temple

Temple Guiting, Beckbury hillfort, 35.37-38
tesse lated pavement, see mosaics / tesse lated pavement
Tetbury Upton, Roman villa, 29.38, 31.22-24
Tewkesbury:

Abbey barn, blown down 1661, 32.28
Abbey Lawn, secret garden wall, watching brief / excav.,

32.29-34
Abbey Meadow, med buildings, 26.30-31
annals, 35.20
Civil War, 28.27; 29.45
eastern radial relief road, excav, 30.23-25 
held Stanley (Pontlarge), 34.31
Holder, T., memorial sculptor, 34.37, 40
Holm Castle, 29.37
Holm Hill, stone coffined inhuma tions, 29.37
le Despencer lands, 30.26

Temple Guiting, Middle Ground IA enclosure, 28.18
The Bulwarks, see Minchin hampton
The Ditches, see North Cerney
Thomas, A., Bateman, C. and Walker, G., ‘Tewke sbury Eastern

Relief Road Excava tions’, 30.23-25 
Thomas, hermit of Kinley, 35.5
Thomas, K.: 

‘Greet Chapel and its Neigh bouring Chapels’, 32.25-27
‘Further Evidence For Greet Chapel’, 34.16

Thornbury:
castle, 30.11
Duke of Buckingham, 30.11

Throck morton, Sir Thomas, 35.7
Thrupp, Civil War, 26.7
Tidenham:

Boughs pring Roman villa, 29.38
Buttingham Tump, 29,30,38
Lancaut hillfort, 29.30
Offa’s Dyke, 29.29-31
Roman road, 29.42 
Tallards Marsh earthwork, Sedbury, 29.30

tiles:
ceramic, floor:

med, 27.21; 28.29,53, 29.16, 30.11-12,17 
Victorian, 28.28-29   

ceramic, roof  and structure:
med, 32.31,34
RB:

general, 31.13,16,28,66; 34.76 
stamped, 29.7,9

stone, 
RB 31.13; 34.53,55-56,76

see also, Gloucester, St Oswald, RB municipal tilery 
Timby, J., reports:

(summary) on pottery from Dagling worth, 34.35-36
(summary) on pottery from Down Hatherley, 31.13,15-16
on pottery from Ifold, Painswick, 34.52-55

Tintern Abbey (Gwent), daughter house at Kingswood, 30.17
Tirle Brook, 30.23
tithe (appor tion ments, collection, maps etc), 26.3,9; 27.33;

32.25-26; 34.79; 35.32
Toddington:

Sir John Tracy, 34.31,34
Stanley Pontlarge chapel, attached, 34.31

tokens, see coins, C18
tombstones, see memorials
Tormarton:

AS word element, 32.7; {16}
chantry, 31.58-59
Sir John de la Rivere, 31.58, 32.24

Tortworth, Sir Thomas Throck morton, 35.7
Tracy:

Sir John, 34.31,34
William, 35.19

tracks / trackways, see roads
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Troia, Sir Hugo de, 35.22
trow, see  Argo
tufa, 31.11-12
Tuffley, see Gloucester
Turner, R., obituary, 29.2
Tween Dyke, see River Severn, old course 
Twyning:

Bow Farm, supposed RB pottery kiln, 30.56
Towbury Hill, IA hillfort, 30.53,56

Twyver , see River Twyver

U

Uley:
temple site, loom weight, 30.10, 
Uley Bury hillfort, 32.7, 34.22; {16}

Unitari anism, its birth place at Gloucester, 28.31-32
under crofts, med:

Eastgate Street, Gloucester, 33.21-22
Northgate Street, Gloucester, possible, 28.8 
Westgate Street, Gloucester, 26.41

unpub lished excavs, 29.37-38; 31.69; 33.17,61
Upper Slaughter, C18 morris dancing pipe, 30.52
Upton St Leonards:

Idel Barrow, 32.38-39
Popes Wood, 32.37-40
Prinknash:

Bridgeman family, 35.7
land held by St Peter’s Abbey, Gloucester, 32.39
deer park, 32.37,39

urban archae ology database, see Gloucester, Gloucester       
Archae ology Unit

V

Vallender, J., ‘Excav ations at Denmark Road High School for
Girls, Gloucester 1994-6’, 31,43-44
see also  Pyper, A. and Vallender, J. 

Vavasour, Sir William, 26.7; 28.25-26
Victorian period:

encaustic tiles, 28.28-29
legali sation of cremation.31.38
memorials, 31.36,37; 35.50

Viking period:
Aethel flaed(a) refor tifies Gloucester, 28.4    
burial tradition, 31.35-36
camp at Gloucester, 877-8, 33.62
Norse legend of Sigurd, 31.19-20; {33-34}

village, nucleation, 33.58
villas, see RB period
Viner, D.,  review of: Great Witcombe Roman Villa, Glouces ter -

shire: a report on the excava tions by Ernest Green field 1960-73,
Leach, P., 32.41-42 

vineyard, Over, of St Peter’s Abbey Gloucester, 29.44; 35.39 
see also wine

Voteporix, king of Demetia, 31,34

W

Whaddon, land held by St Peter’s Abbey, Gloucester, 34.14  
Wales, Gerald of, 27.43
Walham, see Longford
Walker, G.: 

‘Cheltenham and Gloucester College, Gloucester’ (evaluation),
27.54

 see also Barber, A. and Walker, G.; Thomas, A., Bateman, C.
and Walker, G.

Waller:
Frederick William: ‘Obse rv ations in College Street, Gloucester,

1893’ edited by Rhodes, J., 33.30  
Sir William, 29.45 

wall monuments, 31.36-37

wall plaster, painted:
med, 30.19; 34.16; 35.45
RB, 26.37; 27.53; 28.10,62,66; 29.28; 31.13,28,62-63, 33.26

Walrond, L.;
‘A Roman Building at Tetbury Upton and Review of Ritual

Burial Practices’, 31.22-24
‘Mystery of the Missing M5 Jaw’, 28.12

Walsh, John, 35.6
Walter of Wickwane, abbot, 34.16
Wansdyke, 32.8; 33.9; {17,19}
War of Roses:

Anarchy at Gloucester in 1449 and 1463, 35.39
Gloucester refused entry to Queen Margaret, 35.24
Sudeley estate held by Winchcombe Abbey, 32.25.

wars, see Baron’s War; Civil War; Stephen and Matilda, war
between; War of Roses; see also Gloucester, Civil War

watching briefs, see Gloucester, Gloucester Archae ology Unit
water supply:

Gloucester, from Robinswood Hill, 33.27; 34.5-6,13-14; 35.48
Great Witcombe Roman villa, 32.41
Kinley, Nymps field, 35.12 
Tewkesbury Abbey meadow, 26.30
see also mills, millstreams and leats 

Watson, B.:
‘Recent Iron Age Finds from Oxenton Hill’, 35.37-39
‘Stanley Pontlarge Church - An Archi tec tural Survey’, 34.31-34

Watteville, Matilda de, Lady of Taynton, 30.29
Watts, M., see Coleman, L. and Watts, M.
weather:

gales in 1661, 32.28
Gloucester, C11-13, 27.42.
mild winter 1301, 34.16
‘The Great Storm’ and flooding in 1703, 32.28

weath er stone, see stone, use and type
Webb, A.,  review of : The Archae ology and History of Ancient

Dean and the Wye Valley, Walters, B.,  26.32
weirs, see fishweirs;
Wells, cathedral, 34.50
wells: 

Med, Well Cross, Well House and Red Well, Robinswood Hill,
Gloucester, 33.28-29

post-med:
Ivylodge Farm, Birdlip, Cowley, 30.32
Lower Slaughter, 33.58

RB:
Birdlip Quarry, Cowley, 31.60
Eastgate Street, Gloucester, possible, 33.21 
Lower Slaughter, 33.56

Wessex / West Saxons, 31.25; 33.5; 35.18; {2,6,11}
Westbury- on- Severn, Colchester family, 29.46-48.
Westonbirt with Lasborough, Bowldown Wood, wood boundaries,

28.35-40 
Whaddon, land held by St Peter’s Abbey, Gloucester, 34.14-15
whistles:

med, 30.51
post-med, 26.27
see also pipe and tabor

Whittington, Syreford:
excav, 29.37
mes flints, 34.67

Whitminster Roman villa, Eastington, 27.8-15
Whitminster, stone obtained for church from Hares field, 33.55
Whitstone Hundred, boundary at Frocester, 34.79
Wilkins, family, tombstones, Frocester, 30.14-15
William of Malmsbury, 31.35
Williams, J. see Bateman, C. and Williams, J.
Winchcombe:

Abbey:
estate, 32.25
founding, 34.16
hunting dispute between abbot and the abbot of Hailes, 34.16 

Almsbury Farm, RB site, 33.60
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borough, 32.25
church, gargoyles, 35.50
Greet, St Lawrence chapel, 32.25-27; 34.16
Gretton:

Christ Church, 32.26
St James chapel, 32.25-26

Postlip: 
parochial relationship, 32.25
St James chapel, 32.25-26
Solers, William, Lord of, 32.25

Roman sarcophagus, 33.59-60
Sudeley Castle see castles, see also Sudeley

Winchcomb shire:
boundary at Deerhurst, 26,11

wine:
bottles, Newnham- on- Severn, 31.42
relating to St Peter’s Abbey, Gloucester, 29.44; 35.39 
sale of, Act 1636, 31.42

Wingham, H., 33.44-45
Wingham, H. and Spry, N., ‘More Recent Views on Manless

Town, Brimps field’, 27.26-32
Winston, Sir Henry, 35.7
Wolsey, cardinal, 34.49-50
Woodchester:

boundaries, 27.36-37; {36-38}
Civil War, 26.6
Pen Hill cross-dyke, 32.7-8; {16-17}
Roman villa / estate, 27.36-37; 32.6-9; 33.9-14; {15-18,20-24}
Saxon charters, 27.36-37; 33.10; {20,36-38}

wood boundaries, see boundaries, wood 
Woolaston, Stroat, post-med pottery source, 30.34
Worcester:

annals, 34.16
bishops, C12, 29.34
comparisons with Ciren cester and Gloucester, RB and AS,

33.3-5; 35.17-18; {4-6,10-11} 
encaustic tile manufacture, 28.28-29 
Woodchester held by St Peter’s, 27.36; {36}

Worces ter shire, boundary at Deerhurst, 26.11
word deriva tions, see AS, word elements; RB period, Celtic

language survival, word elements
Wotton, see Gloucester
Wotton- under-Edge, birth place of John Biddle, 28.31
Wycomb, see Andoversford
Wye, paddle- steamer, 32.19-21
Wye Valley:

archae ology and history, 26.32
meso core-adze from, English Bicknor, 34.72-73  
Offa’s Dyke, 29.29-31

Wyntour ;
Lady, 29.45
Sir John, 29.45

Y

Yanworth, Chedworth Roman villa, 29.38; 31.63-66


