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This section of the journal comprises two core sets of reports linked to work in 2012: on 
finds and analyses relating to the Portable Antiquities Scheme (PAS) and on site-specific 
discoveries and reports in medieval Britain and Ireland (MB&I), with a selection of high-
lighted projects. For the PAS report, reviews on coin and non-coin finds and on specific 
research angles are presented. For MB&I, the Society is most grateful to all contributors 
(of field units, museums, universities, developers, specialist groups and individuals) who 
have provided reports on finds, excavations, field-surveys and building analyses for 2012. 
Note that while we can advise on content, we are not able to abstract from interim reports. 
Please also note that in certain cases the National Grid Reference has been omitted from 
reports to protect sites; do notify the compilers if this information is to be withheld. For 
MB&I, see below for the format and content of the Fieldwork Highlights section and for 
the contact details of the compilers. The annual Specialist Groups Reports now appear in 
the Society’s Newsletter.

PORTABLE ANTIQUITIES SCHEME

The Portable Antiquities Scheme (PAS) is a voluntary scheme to record archaeological 
finds made by members of the public. Many of the finds come from archaeological sites 
which have been damaged or eroded, usually by agriculture, leaving the objects as the 
only evidence of past activity; other objects are of interest in their own right. At the end 
of 2012, the PAS database contained 20,020 records (containing 23,965 finds) of early 
medieval date (c ad 410–c 1066) and 113,614 records (136,966 finds) of high and later 
medieval date (c ad 1066–c 1500). A small proportion of these are subject to the Treasure 
Act 1996 which gives the Crown (in practice, museums) the right to acquire them; in 2012 
there were 962 Treasure cases, of which 130 were of early medieval date and 238 high 
or later medieval.2

In 2012, 73,938 finds (in 56,047 records) were made in total,3 of which 18,095 
(15,988 records) were of medieval date. There were a total of 2,355 pre-Conquest finds 

1 Heberden Coin Room, Ashmolean Museum, Beaumont Street, Oxford OX1 2PH, England, UK; 
john.naylor@ashmus.ox.ac.uk. My thanks to Helen Geake, Kevin Leahy and Michael Lewis for their comments on 
parts of the round-up. Any errors remain those of the individual authors.

2 Finds reported via the Treasure Act 1996 are now included on the Portable Antiquities Scheme Database 
(PASD). PAS and Treasure Annual Reports are free to download (http://finds.org.uk/treasure/reports). 

3 As of 31 December 2012. 
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(in 1,924 records) and 15,740 of post-Conquest date (in 14,064 records). Coinage 
accounted for 5,931 of these, 432 of pre-Conquest date (336 single finds; 96 Treasure-
related), and 5,499 post-Conquest coins (5,305 single finds; 194 Treasure-related).4 Full 
details of all finds recorded by PAS can be found on the Scheme’s website. (J. Naylor)

focus on coinage in 20125

Early medieval

The last year has seen a large number of early medieval coins recorded, and PAS now 
holds a corpus of 2,662 non-hoard coins of this period, with 336 added in 2012 — a 
substantial increase on 2011. A further 96 coins from eight hoards were recorded via the 
Treasure Act 1996.6 As in other years, these new finds provide significant new data and 
some are important additions to the corpus.

A small number of 7th-century Merovingian and Anglo-Saxon gold coins were the 
earliest medieval finds recorded in 2012. Two Anglo-Saxon shillings, also known errone-
ously as thrymsas, are important new finds, both belonging to the ‘York group’. One 
(Fig 1a) found near Harrogate (North Yorkshire; SWYOR-62B752) is of a previously 
unknown type.7 Stylistically, it appears to be the earliest type in the sequence and more 
fully places the series within the remits of the style of 7th-century southern English coin-
age. The subsequent silver sceattas provided the largest single group of early medieval 
coins with 158 recorded, including three more from western counties (WMID-31E116 (Fig 
1b) and WMID-843486 from Staffordshire, and LANCUM-AB963 from Shropshire).8 
There were also two small hoards, both from Norfolk, containing 15 and 12 coins.9 
One site of interest is Micheldever (Hampshire) where seven sceattas and a rare penny of 
Æthelstan of East Anglia (825–45; SOM-221D45; Fig 1c) were found in 2012, alongside 
a range of 7th- to 11th-century objects, adding to a previously known scatter of material 
including early Anglo-Saxon artefacts, suggesting this was a site of some importance. 

Thirty-five middle and pre-Reform late Anglo-Saxon pennies, 26 Northumbrian 
stycas and two Carolingian deniers were also recorded. The two latter coins are rela-
tively rare finds in this country, probably indicating more the control on foreign currency 
rather than the amount of coinage entering the country. Both are deniers, one of Louis 
the Pious (814–40) from Weedon (Buckinghamshire; BUC-C38841), the other of Charles 
the Bald (840–77) from Great Dunham (Norfolk; NMS-721CC8; Fig 1d), typical of the 
Carolingian coins found here. Of the middle Anglo-Saxon pennies are two uncommon 
issues of Cuthred of Kent (798–807; SF-86FCD1 (Fig 1e) and BERK-F6FE53), sub-king 
of Kent and brother of Mercian king Coenwulf (796–821), installed following the re-
conquest of the kingdom after its short-lived independence in the wake of Offa’s death in 
796. This brings the number of his coins recorded on PAS to eight. Another aspect of the 
political landscape of 9th-century England can be seen in two other finds: a coin of Æthel-
red I of Wessex (865–71) from Torksey (Lincolnshire; SWYOR-E836C7) and another of 
Alfred of Wessex (871–99) from Roxby Cum Risby (Lincolnshire; NLM-124D04; Fig 1f) 
attest to the Wessex side of a joint currency issued by the kings of Mercia and Wessex 
from c 852–85,10 and produced in the face of Viking incursions in order to provide some 
form of co-operation and monetary convention between the two kingdoms. None are 
common finds, the coin of Alfred being the first of its type recorded by PAS. Of the same 

4 See Allen et al forthcoming 2013 for a full breakdown of these numismatic data.
5 My thanks and appreciation to the Finds Liaison Officers (FLOs) and other specialists whose hard work record-

ing and identifying the large numbers of medieval coins is bringing such interesting and important material to 
light. I must especially thank Martin Allen (Fitzwilliam Museum) for commenting on some coins and for providing 
the image for Fig 1a, and Philip Skingley (Spink & Sons Ltd) for permission to use the image for Fig 2e. 

6 This total excludes any coins issued earlier but possibly reused, such as late Roman bronze or silver.
7 Naylor and Allen forthcoming.
8 Naylor 2011a summarises previously recorded evidence.
9 Marsden forthcoming.

10 Grierson and Blackburn 1986, 307–13.
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fig 1 
Early medieval coins 

(a) SWYOR-62B752 — Anglo-Saxon shilling. (b) WMID-31E116 —– Anglo-Saxon sceat. (c) SOM-221D45 
— penny of Æthelstan. (d) NMS-721CC8 — denier of Charles the Bald. (e) SF-86FCD1 — penny of 
Cuthred. (f) NLM-124D04 – penny of Alfred. (g) NMS-972E58 — penny of Eadmund of East Anglia. 
(h) NMS-BDD828 — Viking penny, St Peter of York type. (i) LEIC-CDEB04 — penny of Edward the 

Confessor. (j) LON-413202 — penny of Æthelred II. Scale 1:1. Photographs: (a) © Fitzwilliam Museum, 
(b) T Gilmore, (c) L Burnett, (d), (g) and (h) A Marsden, (e) A Brown, (f) M Foreman, (i) W Scott (j) K Sunmall.

period is a hoard of 23 silver pennies of Eadmund of East Anglia (855 –69) together 
with six silver objects (four brooches and two strap-ends) found in southern Norfolk 
(NMS-972E58; Fig 1g), perhaps deposited in response to the invasion of the Great Viking 
Army of 869.

Six coins of the Viking kingdoms of the late 9th to early 10th centuries were 
recorded, five of which date to the early Christianised issues of these areas, including three 
examples of the ‘St Edmund memorial coinage’ (all found in Norfolk; NMS-FBCD33; 
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NMS-61DEF5; and NMS-EFD892), produced in East Anglia in commemoration of 
the last East Anglian king, brutally martyred by the Vikings in 869. The other two (DUR-
1487B1 and NMS-BDD828) form part of the series of ‘St Peter of York’ coins (Fig 1h) 
minted in York during the first quarter of the 10th century. Both sets of coinage attest to 
the swift adoption of Christianity, and public expression of it, by the rulers of the Danelaw 
kingdoms.11

Finally, 82 finds of post-Reform Anglo-Saxon coins (ad 973–1066) were made in 
2012, an increase of 50% on 2011. In this period the network of mints expanded greatly 
with up to 70 operating at some point.12 Of these, a few were prominent, notably London 
and Lincoln, and were well represented in finds from 2012, but others were much small-
er and only minted intermittently. Two coins illustrate these smaller mints. The first, found 
at Long Itchington (Warkwickshire; LEIC-CDEB04; Fig 1i), is a ‘facing bust/small cross’ 
type of Edward the Confessor (1042–66), and may be only the second single find of the 
type known from the Warwick mint.13 Whereas Warwick did strike in small numbers 
throughout this period, the second, Warminster, is an example of a periodic mint place. 
Found on the Thames foreshore in the City of London (LON-413202; Fig 1j), the coin, 
a ‘last small cross’ type of Æthelred II ‘the Unready’ (978–1016), is a rare find, and the 
first recorded with PAS.14

High and late medieval 

The recording of coinage from the post-Conquest period (ad 1066–1509) also increased 
last year, with 5,305 new coins added – over 10% higher than 2011. The total corpus of 
single finds from the period now stands at 36,295 coins held in 35,967 records.15

One hundred and forty-five coins of the period from the Norman Conquest to 1180 
were recorded, representing a near 50% increase over the previous year. As seen above 
for late Anglo-Saxon pennies, there are some interesting new finds from the smaller mint 
places, which include what may be the first find of a ‘sword’ type of William I (1066–86) 
from the Gloucester mint, found at Highnam (Gloucestershire; GLO-A6DDA1; Fig 2a). 
Along with previous finds reported to PAS, the mint in the city seems to have been in 
continuous operation throughout William’s reign.16 In addition, the first single find 
recorded by PAS of William I from the Steyning (West Sussex) mint was found at Hasle-
mere (Surrey; SUSS-4436B3; Fig 2b), and a rare example of a coin of Stephen (1135–54) 
from the mint set up at Swansea during the early years of the Anarchy was found at 
Llantwit Major (Vale of Glamorgan; NMGW-C24337; Fig 2c). A previously unknown 
type for Stephen was recorded from Blyth (Nottinghamshire; SWYOR-263361), possibly 
from a Midlands mint. Other single finds of interest are a gilded coin brooch of William 
I from the site at Micheldever (Hampshire; HAMP-6CAD57; Fig 2d), discussed above.17 
There was little in the way of coin hoards recorded from this period in 2012, although a 
small hoard of fused pennies of William I from Stogumber (Somerset; SOM-773215) may 
signify the contents of an 11th-century purse. 

Following the introduction of the ‘short cross’ penny in 1180 the numbers of finds 
increase dramatically, and these issues, alongside their replacements, the ‘long cross’ series 
(1180–1279), accounted for 1,778 PAS finds last year. This expansion continued with 
2,951 English and Irish coins dating to 1279–1509, and 142 Scottish coins dating after 

11 Gooch 2011.
12 Naismith 2013, 199.
13 The other, found in London, is listed on the Corpus of Early Medieval Coin Finds (EMC), ref 1042.1630. See 

<www.fitzmuseum.cam.ac.uk/dept/coins/emc/>.
14 Nine others are listed by EMC from the Warminster mint; three are of Æthelred II.
15 PASD 31 December 2012. Totals exclude associated numismatica (tokens, jettons and coin weights).
16 North 1994, 194 states six of the eight types issued under William I as produced at Gloucester. This find and 

GLO-3B0C42 complete that list. See also Naylor 2011b, 287. 
17 There are many finds of later medieval coins, only declining in number at the site after c 1310.
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fig 2 
High- and late-medieval coins

(a) GLO-A6DDA1 — penny of William I. (b) SUSS-4436B3 — penny of William I. 
(c) NMGW-C24337 — penny of Stephen. (d) HAMP-6CAD57 — brooch made utilizing a penny of William 

I. (e) LEIC-E209C1 — angel of Richard III (approx. diameter only). (f) CAM-EC6AE2 — ‘Boy bishop’ 
token. (g) NMS-8313A1 — ‘Boy bishop’ token. (h) NMS-BB2351 — Coin weight. (i) IOW-F26F81 — Coin 

weight. Scale 1:1. Photographs: (a) K Adams, (b) S Smith, (c) M Lodwick, (d) R Webley, (e) © Spink, (f) H Fowler, 
(g) A Marsden, (h) G Crace, (i) F Basford.

1195. These standardised coinages, with their immobilised designs, attest to the general 
stability of the English coinage in this period. A penny of Edward III (1327–77) from his 
‘first coinage’ (1327–35), found at Beeston with Bittering (Norfolk; NMS-BED344), pro-
vides an extremely rare example of the coinage of the first part of his reign, when output 
from the mint was very low;18 it is only the second of this type recorded by PAS, and the 

18 Woodhead 1989, 54.
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first from the London mint. Another rare coin found in 2012 also hits the archaeological 
Zeitgeist of the year, being a gold angel of Richard III (1483–85) which was found in the 
Hinckley area (Leicestershire; LEIC-E209C1; Fig 2e).19 

One hundred and sixty-six continental coins were also recorded in 2012. These 
mostly derive from northern Europe and Venice, highlighting relationships, both political 
and economic, with the Continent.

Alongside these standard coinages of the period, other types of numismatica are 
worthy of note. Large numbers of tokens are recorded by PAS every year, many of which 
will have had some form of economic role. An interesting type are those known as ‘boy 
bishop’ tokens, datable to the later 15th and first half of the 16th centuries (Figs 2f–g). 
These were issued annually in Bury St Edmunds as part of a festival which ran from 
St Nicholas’s Day to Childermas (6–28 December). These most likely functioned as alms 
to be exchanged for food and drink.20 Twenty-nine were recorded in 2012, taking the 
total recorded by PAS to over 250, these tightly distributed around Bury St Edmunds with 
others around East Anglia but few outliers, thus attesting to their localised use. A different 
numismatic-related object type is the coin weight used to check that coins adhered to their 
legal weight and were neither underweight, perhaps through clipping, nor counterfeit. 
Although official coin weights existed from the early 13th century, the vast majority relate 
to gold coinage of the 15th century onwards. Those found here tend to relate to medieval 
coinages of England and France.21 More than 80 were recorded in 2012, attesting to their 
widespread use in late- and post-medieval England. These include a weight for a gold 
English noble from Costessey (Norfolk; NMS-BB2351; Fig 2h), datable to between 1421 
— when an Act of Parliament made provision for these weights — and 1470, after which 
the design changed to reflect the coins themselves. A weight for a French royal d’or of 
Charles VII (1422–61), stamped with a very similar design to the coin itself, was found on 
the Isle of Wight (IOW-F26F81; Fig 2i). The use of these weights continued well into the 
post-medieval period, and often for coins whose issue, if not their circulation, had ceased 
decades previously.22 (J Naylor)

focus on non-numismatic finds in 201223

Early medieval

Two unusual 5th- or 6th-century brooches from central southern England may be conti-
nental imports. One (Fig 3a), from Kingston Bagpuize (Oxfordshire; SUR-D8E807), has 
some likeness to two other brooches: the line of knobs down the bow and turned-up 
foot are both found on a late 5th- or early 6th-century brooch from Martigny (Valais, 
Switzerland),24 while the semicircular headplate can be found (with attached ring in this 
case) on a 5th-century brooch from Mucking II grave 989 (Essex), possibly of Thuringian 
or Alemannic origin.25 

The other brooch (Fig 3b), from Manton, near Marlborough (Wiltshire; WILT-
228398), although apparently in the tradition of Germanic 5th- and 6th-century brooches, 
remains unparalleled. 

Two almost identical sword pommels of Menghin’s Holmegard/Kragehul type 
or Behmer’s Type V were found in 2012, one (Fig 3c) in Compton Verney (Warwickshire; 

19 Richard III’s body was found during excavations in Leicester during 2012. See Buckley et al 2013.
20 Mitchener and Skinner 1983, 31–2.
21 Withers and Withers 1993; 1995.
22 Withers and Withers 1993, 3.
23 Many thanks must go to the FLOs and other specialists for their hard work in identifying and recording the 

thousands of medieval objects brought to PAS every year. Particular thanks go to the following for their invaluable 
scholarly help with identifications and parallels for objects included here: Barry Ager, Antony Dufort, Lorrain 
Higbee, Jane Kershaw, Ian Riddler and Niamh Whitfield.

24 Schulze-Dörrlamm 1986, 668, Abb. 92.2.
25 Hirst and Clark 2009, 487 and fig 112; Hills et al 1994, 20; Schulze-Dörrlamm 1986, 668, Abb. 42.1 and 

44.b. 
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fig 3
Early medieval objects

(a) SUR-D8E807 — brooch. (b) WILT-228398 — brooch. (c) WMID-916283 — sword pommel. 
(d) LVPL-D7B1D8 — wrist-clasp. (e) BUC-2FFF01 — disc from quoit brooch. (f) GLO-D79602 — pinhead 

with socket. (g) SWYOR-69C958 — possible æstel. (h) YORYM-3F57C3 — unidentified object. 
(i) DEV-7AE0B6 — plaque set with millefiori glass. (j) FAKL-B87573 — mount. (k) NARC-D16C22 — 

unidentified object. Scale 1:1. Photographs: (a) D Williams, (b) K Hinds, (c) T Gilmore, (d) V Oakden, (e) R Tyrrell, 
(f) K Adams, (g) A Downes, (h) © Trustees of the British Museum, (i) D Wootton, (j) A Dufort, (k) J Cassidy.
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WMID-916283) the other (with more obvious animal-head terminals) in Caistor St 
Edmund (Norfolk; NMS-C48232), about a kilometre north-west of the well-known Anglo-
Saxon cemetery site. This pommel type is widespread in Scandinavia where it dates to the 
5th or 6th centuries, but is very rare in England and on the Continent.26

The more conventional early Anglo-Saxon finds include a copper-alloy wrist-clasp 
of Hines Form C1 (Fig 3d) from Scopwick (Lincolnshire; LVPL-D7B1D8).27 This find is 
useful in elucidating the ornament of one from Fonaby published in Hines’s corpus;28 
there is a clear predatory bird’s head at each end, and a possible human mask in the 
centre. At the time Hines wrote there was no parallel for the Fonaby example, but the 
PAS database also contains a 2006 find from East Rudham (Norfolk; NMS-5F9332) which 
has suffered heat damage, and is probably from a cremation burial. All three, which could 
perhaps now be called the Fonaby type of C1 clasps, probably date from the late 5th to 
the late 6th century. 

Two flimsy metal discs, one made from silver (Fig 3e) and one from copper alloy, 
were found in the Stone area (Buckinghamshire; BUC-2FFF01) and appear to be part of 
a rare 7th-century quoit brooch. The discs had been soldered together and had a pin-hole 
and notch; the silver upper plate also had a bent-up stop to either side of the notch. 
The silver upper plate has lightly engraved decoration of a ring of mushroom shapes 
imitating contemporary cloisonné, interrupted by two larger circles containing decayed 
solder. It joins two other 7th-century quoit brooches, both set with cabochon garnets: 
the famous example from Castle Bytham (Lincolnshire) and another from Barrington 
(Cambridgeshire).29

Two gold socketed terminals of uncertain function were reported in 2012, from 
Dymock (Gloucestershire; GLO-D79602) and the ‘York area’ (SWYOR-69C958). They 
can be compared with three earlier finds, from Aughton (South Yorkshire; SWYOR-
C75C64), Bidford-on-Avon (Warwickshire; WAW-92EB56) and Sutton-on-the-Forest 
(North Yorkshire; YORYM-3F57C3). The Dymock (Fig 3f) and Bidford-on-Avon objects 
are smaller, 15–20 mm long, and modelled in the round; they should perhaps be 
regarded as socketed pinheads. The ‘York area’ (Fig 3g) and Aughton objects are 27 mm 
and 31 mm in length, comparable in size to the Bowleaze Cove, Warminster and Minster 
Lovell jewels with which they share a flat reverse.30 The possibility that these are the æstels 
mentioned in Alfred’s letter accompanying his translation of Gregory’s Pastoral Care has 
been thoroughly explored by David Hinton.31 The Sutton-on-the-Forest object (Fig 3h) is 
slightly different, as it is in the shape of an animal head rather like that on the Alfred 
Jewel, but with two sockets where the ears should be and a loop for the nose; it hints that 
there may have been several differing functions for these formally similar objects.

Items of Irish origin include a circular plaque (Fig 3i) with champlevé enamel and 
millefiori glass, likely of 9th-century date, found in Colyton (Devon; DEV-7AE0B6), and 
a remarkable mount (Fig 3j), probably found in Barham (Kent; FAKL-B87573). The 
motif shown on this mount, the Fight of Jacob and the Angel, also occurs on the early 
10th-century Market Cross at Kells (Co Meath, Ireland) and it seems likely that the mount 
is of similar date. 

It is generally assumed that the majority of these items came to England as a result 
of Viking activity. More specifically Scandinavian is a D-shaped object (Fig 3k) of uncer-
tain function but with well-made Jellinge-style decoration on both faces, found in 
Geddington (Northamptonshire; NARC-D16C22). The form of the Jellinge-style animal 
is very close to that known from disc brooches and pendants, apart from a missing foreleg. 
The function of the object is uncertain, as no early medieval parallel has yet been found; 

26 Menghin 1983, 63–4, 307–8, 369 (Karte 1); Behmer 1939.
27 Two fragments of cruciform brooch have been found in the same field (LVPL-D78BE5 and LVPL-97F213).
28 Hines 1993, fig 134.
29 Ager 1985, 22, no 30; MacGregor and Bolick 1993, no 10.18. 
30 Hinton 2008, 30–5.
31 Ibid, 11–39.
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it bears some similarity to cast copper-alloy end-caps from 16th-century knives (eg 
DOR-55A6C1 and SWYOR-5D26F3, both inscribed ‘1526’).

High and late medieval

Three-hundred-and-twenty-two seal matrices were recorded in 2012, including one 
(Fig 4a) from Lostwithiel (Cornwall; CORN-0DB2A8), the seal of Richard of Roe or Ros, 
which was engraved onto the reverse of a gilded and enamelled horse-harness pendant. 

Another horse-harness pendant, found in Sherburn in Elmet (North Yorkshire; 
SWYOR-FE9552), also has an inscription around the edge, but this time in relief. The 
inscription reads AVE MARIA GRACIA, and the central motif is a shield bearing a cross. 
There are now some 15 pendants with this design recorded on the PAS database, 
the best-preserved having a shield on a blue circular ground bearing a red cross; it has 
been suggested that they are relatively early examples, dating to the 12th or early 13th 
century.32

Among the 20 papal bullae recorded in 2012, one found in Brailes (Warwickshire; 
WAW-058B25) stands out as the seal of an antipope, John XXIII (1410–15), the Avignon 
pope who ruled during a time when there were three claimants to the papacy. It is the 
fourth seal of John XXIII to be recorded by PAS. Of the three claimants, he was the pope 
recognised in England, and his are now the most common 15th-century bullae recorded 
on the PAS database.

A lead seal (Fig 4b) from Wiggenhall St Germans (Norfolk; NMS-922641) is similar 
in appearance to a papal bulla, but its inscription reveals it to be that of a king of Castile 
and Leon. Only half of the seal survives, but the inscription on one face begins IOHANIS, 
and the reverse bears the dexter half of the quartered arms of Castile and Leon. Whether 
this seal is that of John I (1379–90) or John II (1406–54) is not yet known. 

Part of a miniature cauldron (Fig 4c) found in West Acre (Norfolk; NMS-0FC301) 
would not be closely datable were it not for the inscription, which reads . . .ARIA. . . in 
Lombardic lettering. The arrangement of letters on individual raised panels is similar to 
that of inscriptions on full-size late 14th-century jugs in the British Museum, Victoria and 
Albert Museum and Museum of London, although the inscription on the West Acre caul-
dron (presumably part of AVE MARIA) is more specifically religious than on the jugs.33 
A similarly sized 14th-century lead-alloy cauldron was found within dumped spoil from 
Upper Thames Street (London) and has a blundered AVE MARIA inscription in relief 
but not on raised panels; another lead-alloy vessel with an AVE MARIA inscription is 
known from the Steelyard (London). These miniature cauldrons have been suggested as 
toys but their comparatively large size and often religious inscriptions may alternatively 
argue for a liturgical use.34 Two further examples of miniature copper-alloy cauldrons with 
different inscriptions have been dated to the 14th century.35 

Another miniature object may represent a rare late-medieval toy. A lead-alloy 
model of a rondel-dagger (Fig 4d) found on the Thames foreshore in the City of London 
(LON-CC6D78) copies the form of a 15th- or early 16th-century rondel-dagger. Two 
other slightly smaller lead-alloy examples are known, one found in Salisbury and the 
other also from the Thames foreshore, but neither appears to have been published fully.36 
Little is known about the use of the earliest ‘toys’, whether to be read as children’s 
playthings or adults’ trinkets.37

32 Ashley 2002, 7, 43, fig 9, nos 35 and 36; no 35 has AVE MARIA GRACIA in retrograde.
33 Alexander and Binski 1987, cat nos 726–7; Ward-Perkins 1940, 199–200, pl LI; Ekserdjian 2012, 160 and 265, 

cat no 6.
34 Forsyth with Egan 2005, 111.
35 Butler and Green 2003, 12 and 168, no 181.
36 Forsyth with Egan 2005, 105 n 15.
37 Ibid, 47–51.
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fig 4
High- and late-medieval objects

(a) CORN-0DB2A8 — seal matrix made from horse-harness pendant. (b) NMS-922641 — seal of John of 
Castile and Leon. (c) NMS-0FC301 — miniature cauldron. (d) LON-CC6D78 — miniature rondel-dagger. 
(e) SOM-17C1D5 — musical instrument. Scale 1:1 (a, b, c, d), 1:2 (e). Photographs and drawing: (a) A Tyacke, 

(b) © Norfolk County Council, (c) J Gibbons, (d) K Sumnall, (e) L Burnett.
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Non-metallic finds in 2012 included an almost complete end-blown horn (Fig 4e) 
from North Cadbury (Somerset; SOM-17C1D5). Made from antler, it has seven oval 
finger-holes on the front and a thumb-rest on the reverse; there is a narrowed mouthpiece, 
perhaps to accommodate a separate metal fitting, and a break at the wider end. The avail-
able parallels all have three holes and no narrowing at the neck. One is from No 1 Poul-
try, London, from a context dated c 1050–1150.38 The other two are from Germany, from 
a 13th-century context in Schlettwein near Pössneck, close to the Czech border, and from 
a 14th-century context in Lübeck.39 (H Geake)40

research reports
A late Saxon silver disc brooch from Suffolk41

In 2009 a metal-detectorist reported a silver late Saxon brooch found in Bredfield (Suffolk; 
SF-92B213) to the Suffolk FLO (Fig 5). It had been unfolded and cleaned by the finder 
after its discovery, removing most of the sooty concretion that originally coated it 
and offering only hints as to the context of its original deposition. Nonetheless, this was 
clearly a find of regional, if not national, importance. Objects of early medieval date are 
not uncommon in Suffolk, but the Bredfield brooch is significant both in terms of its place 
within the corpus of late Saxon metalwork and as only the second known example of its 
type from the county, the other being from Barsham.42 Its importance in relation to late 
Anglo-Saxon metalwork is discussed further below. Measuring approximately 105 mm in 
diameter and 36 g in weight, the brooch is largely intact but missing its pin and with some 
post-depositional damage to the plate. Given its silver content, the brooch was reported 
as potential Treasure (2009 T157).43

The Bredfield brooch is a hammered sheet-silver disc brooch of late Saxon–Viking 
date that belongs to a contemporary class of disc brooch with applied bosses and incised 
decorative elements. It has nine applied bosses: one at the centre and eight evenly spaced 
around the periphery of the plate. Post-depositional damage to one of the peripheral 
bosses, resulting in its detachment from the brooch, demonstrates the bosses are hollow 

38 Keily in Burch et al 2011, no S82, fig 61.
39 Tamboer 2000, fig 56 and 57.
40 McDonald Institute for Archaeological Research, University of Cambridge, Downing Street, Cambridge CB2 

3ER; hg260@cam.ac.uk
41 I am grateful to James Graham-Campbell, Jane Kershaw, Edward Martin, Faye Minter, Anne Pedersen, Tim 

Pestell, Jude Plouviez and Rosie Weetch for their advice, specialist input and encouragement in the preparation 
of this note. 

42 West 1998, 9.
43 See also Brown, Martin and Plouviez 2010, 199–200, fig 55a. 

fig 5
The Bredfield late Saxon disc brooch. Drawn by D Wreathall. © Suffolk County Council.
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cones with central rivets that enabled attachment. The incised decorative elements 
surrounding the bosses comprise debased zoomorphic and scroll motifs that reveal both 
English and Scandinavian influences. Thus, radiating from the central boss are four evenl y 
spaced lentoid fields that extend to bosses at each of the cardinal points. Each of these 
fields contains a central scroll or spiral motif with triangles to either side. In the open 
spaces between the lentoid fields are single zoomorphs arranged to create two opposing 
pairs of creatures with tapering, interlaced bodies and snouts pointing towards the central 
boss (Fig 6). One pair has heads in profile with oval eyes, open mouths and tendrils on 
the lips (Fig 6a), while the other pair has elongated snouts with circular eyes to either side 
as if viewed from above (Fig 6b). Around the edge of the brooch is a border of multiple 
hatched opposing triangles between incised grooves.

Parallels for the Bredfield brooch are apparent in a series of late Saxon disc brooche s 
that have a broad chronological and artistic span. The earliest examples from the 9th 
century, such as the Strickland and Fuller brooches, offer some parallel in terms of form, 
as does the larger disc brooch of the Beeston Tor hoard with its applied bosses and lentoid 
fields, albeit utilising Trewhiddle-style decoration.44 Similarly, from later Scandinavian 
contexts, Swedish hoard examples from Sturkö in Blekinge (deposited post-ad 1002), 
Kungsholmen, Stockholm (deposited post-1016) and Igelösa (deposited c 1006), as well as 
a brooch from the List hoard (c 1000–03), demonstrate comparable features.45 

fig 6
Zoomorphic decorative elements on the Bredfield brooch. © Suffolk County Council.

44 Wilson 1964, 27, 29–31, 35, pl 11:3.
45 Bruce-Mitford 1956; Kershaw 2013, 126; cf Wilson 1960 for the Canterbury Brooch. James Graham-

Campbell and Anne Pedersen pers comms.
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However, the decorative elements of the Bredfield brooch represent a degeneration 
from the early brooches of the series and in drawing on later metalwork styles find 
their closest parallels in two 11th-century English examples. Thus, the disc brooch from 
Barsham, also found folded and containing a small hoard of Æthelred II pennies (depos-
ited c 1002–03), retains the nine bosses and lentoid fields but lacks any distinctive figural 
elements (Fig 7).46 Perhaps the closest comparison is with the Sutton (Isle of Ely) brooch 
found in 1694 as part of a hoard containing coins of William I (1066–87). It, too, has eight 
bosses surrounding a central boss, although arranged in a lozenge formation, all con-
nected by a series of lentoid fields with central spiral or scroll motif. Between the lentoid 
fields are zoomorphic motifs that draw on the Ringerike style but are degenerate in their 
execution and which, combining more abstract ornament in the surrounding fields, 

46 West 1998, 9, fig 8.4. Suffolk HER: BRS 004.

fig 7
The Barsham brooch (Suffolk HER: BRS 004). Drawn by D Wreathall. © Suffolk County Council.
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represent hybrid forms of English and Ringerike styles.47 This amalgamation of decorative 
style is also evident on the Bredfield brooch with Ringerike elements apparent in the 
lentoid fields that closely parallel those of the Sutton brooch, but with the addition of 
influence from the English Urnes style seen in the tapering bodies of the zoomorphic 
creatures and elongated heads viewed as if from above. Furthermore, the hatched border 
on the Bredfield brooch shows potential English influence and appears as an architec-
tural motif on the west door of Great Leighs church, Essex, although also on 12th-
century churches from Schleswig-Holstein.48 

The hybrid nature of the Bredfield brooch indicates both the influence and adapta-
tion of Scandinavian cultural elements and at the same time their recognition, desire and 
understanding in an English context. Its closeness in form to the Sutton brooch indicates 
that it dates late in the sequence of late Anglo-Saxon disc brooches and certainly into the 
11th century. However, the presence of Urnes-style motifs arguably set it later than the 
Sutton brooch as is perhaps also reflected in the cross hatched border with its parallels in 
12th-century architecture.49 It is therefore probable that the Bredfield brooch is of later 
11th-century date and, as such, perhaps stands as the latest example of disc brooches of 
this type. In demonstrating an English adaptation of Scandinavian artistic styles it reveals, 
in part, the developing nature of metalwork in English contexts. Its discovery, folded and 
with a sooty concretion, might also be indicative of specific usage, potentially a deliberate 
deposition as part of a larger group of objects (as appears evident in the majority of paral-
lels). While there are no further archaeological data to support its original context, depo-
sition or dating, however, a small quantity of late Saxon metalwork has been recorded 
in the surrounding landscape, as well as an early moated enclosure with potential 12th-
century activity and Thetford-type ware pottery in the immediate vicinity of the findspot 
(Suffolk HER: BFD 001).50 It can only be hoped that future research will further clarify 
both its chronological span and import with respect to late Saxon metalwork in an English 
context. The Bredfield brooch was officially declared Treasure by the Suffolk coroner and 
has since been acquired by Norwich Castle Museum and Art Gallery (Accession no: 
NWHCM: 2011.581) where it will receive the due care, conservation, study and display 
that its significance warrants. (A Brown)51

Some unusual late 9th- to 12th-century copper-alloy strap-ends or chapes

Seven copper-alloy terminals resembling late Anglo-Saxon strap-ends have been recorded 
by the PAS in recent years. Stylistically these terminals resemble previously published 
strap-ends but differ in their form and construction. Rather than a single plate with split 
or recessed attachment end they are produced in one piece, with their faces and sides 
forming a hollow box-like socket. These terminals have openwork faces which, unlike 
those on a conventional strap-end, would have allowed the leather strap within to be 
viewed. The objects have been divided into three groups based on style and presumed 
chronology. The first group likely represents a variant within the strap-end corpus; the 
other examples may be interpreted as either strap-ends or scabbard/sheath chapes which 
sit within the same artistic tradition as contemporary strap-ends. 

Group 1 consists of a pair of strap-ends found c 8 km apart in central southern 
England. Both are about three times as long as they are wide and taper to a zoomorphic 
terminal, as seen on late Anglo-Saxon strap-ends of Classes A and B.52 The piece found 
at Hindon, Wiltshire (WILT-6B4435; Fig 8a), has a deeper slot at the split end than is 
conventional on the 9th-century Class A strap-ends, to which it is most similar. A split 

47 Backhouse et al 1984, no 105; Graham-Campbell 1980, no 146; Wilson 1964, no 83; Bruce-Mitford 1956.
48 Heywood 1988, 173, figs 70–1; Tim Pestell pers comm.
49 For the English Urnes style, see Owen 2001.
50 Edward Martin pers comm.
51 FLO Suffolk, Suffolk County Council Archaeology Service, Shire Hall, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk IP33 2AR, 

England, UK; andrew.brown2@suffolk.gov.uk.
52 Thomas 2003, 2–4. All strap-end classes are based on Thomas 2003 and 2004.
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fig 8
Early-medieval terminals: Group 1: (a) WILT-6B4435 — Hindon, Wiltshire. (b) SOM-01EEB7 — Kingston 

Deverill, Wiltshire; Group 2. (c) ESS-6DBA05 — White Colne, Essex. (d) SUR-4EA842 — South Stoke, 
Oxfordshire. (e) SF4115 — Tunstall, Suffolk. Scale 1:0.75. Photographs: (a) R Henry, (b) and (c) L Burnett, 

(d) D Williams, (e) H Geake.

extends about halfway into the object allowing for a sub-triangular openwork window in 
the front plate. The other example, found at Kingston Deverill, Wiltshire (SOM-01EEB7; 
Fig 8b), differs from conventional strap-end construction as it has been cast with a central 
hollow socket and has a trapezoidal window through both the front and back plates. 
Parallel transverse mouldings above the zoomorphic terminal are reminiscent of Class B1 
strap-ends, pointing to a late 9th- or 10th-century date. The group appears to represent 
unusually robust strap-ends with openwork characteristics while retaining the rivet holes 
of Classes A and B, and there is no reason to consider them functionally different. 
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Interpretation of the remaining examples is not quite as straightforward, however. 
These can be split into two groups, one (Group 2) consisting of three broken artefacts 
decorated in the ‘Winchester’ style, the other (Group 3), a number of triangular objects. 
Group 2 (Fig 8c–e), constructed in the same manner as the noted Kingston Deverill piece 
(Fig 8b), is made from one openwork piece with a hollow socket down the centre. The 
two most complete examples (Fig 8c and d) appear to taper into terminals that were 
presumably rounded to retain leatherwork. In their openwork, foliate decoration and 
proportions they are similar to Class E1 strap-ends, their distributions in southern and 
eastern England also fitting this pattern. Their construction, however, with bifacial-
moulde d decoration and a lack of separate rivet holes — other than those through the 
openwork — may suggest an alternative function, possibly in the form of a scabbard chape 
rather than a strap-end. However, the sockets are only c 3 mm wide, possibly too narrow 
to contain two layers of leather and a blade. This is, though, within the range of some 
other chapes recorded by PAS.

Within this group two show similar forms of decoration: those from White Colne, 
Essex (ESS-6DBA05; Fig 8c), and South Stoke, Oxfordshire (SUR-4EA842; Fig 8d). Both 
feature decorative schemes of the lobe-ended tendrils of a plant scroll, with a central stem 
emerging as trilobate acanthus above and below a broadly central animal face-mask. A 
later 10th- or 11th-century date, contemporary with Class E strap-ends, is most likely.53 
The third piece, from Tunstall, Suffolk (SF4115; Fig 8e), has a central stem or tree 
encircled by a lion biting its own tail with a pair of back-to-back birds above.54 Examples 
of lions biting their tails are found in late Anglo-Saxon and early Romanesque carvings 
and manuscripts, and also the Bayeux Tapestry.55 The decoration on this Suffolk example 
suggests this group, like the strap-ends, extends into the later 11th century. 

Group 3 consists of a pair of triangular strap-ends or chapes, of similar construction 
to Group 2, but with a different distribution, being found in southern and south-western 
England. Their form is similar to an artefact found in Winchester interpreted as either a 
strap-end or chape which was then without parallel.56 One of the pair, found at Crawley, 
Hampshire (SUR-6D7060; Fig 9a), has symmetrical plant scroll with lobe-ended tendrils 
emerging from a central stem, identical to the Winchester example. The other, from 
Stogumber, Somerset (SOM-290222; Fig 9b) is corroded but more complete, and would 
seem to have curved and asymmetrical openwork zoomorphic decoration. It is of similar 
length to the Winchester piece, and likewise terminates in projecting raised knops on the 
front and back plates separated by a transverse opening continuing the slot. Both objects 
have this feature suggesting the opening to be original, with both examples complete 
at their terminals. Following Hinton’s dating of the excavated example alongside 
‘Winchester-style’ objects of the 11th century or possibly slightly earlier,57 Group 3 can be 
placed in the same period.

In conclusion, these seven openwork terminals probably represent three unconnecte d 
groups. Group 1 are considered to be late 9th-/10th-century strap-ends, of an unusual 
construction that allows for an openwork variant within the general corpus of Class A and 
B strap-ends. The other two groups lack the distinctive rivet holes of the strap-end series 
and this difference in construction may suggest a different use as scabbard chapes, 
attached through the openwork or by contracting then expanding the leather;58 however, 
an interpretation as strap-ends cannot be firmly ruled out. Group 2 shows affinities 
to Class E strap-ends and are dated accordingly, broadly to the 10th or 11th century, 
although one example (Fig 8e) could be stylistically later. Group 3 is generally contempo-
rary with the second and is perhaps more conventionally chape-like, but differs in its 

53 Thomas 2004, 1.
54 Kershaw 2008, 257.
55 Lewis 2007, 180, and n 68.
56 Hinton 1990, 494–500; no 1061.
57 Hinton 1990, 500.
58 Kevin Leahy pers comm.
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fig 9
Early medieval terminals: Group 3: (a) SUR-6D7060 — Crawley, Hampshire. (b) SOM-290222 — 

Stogumber, Somerset. Scale 1:1. Photographs: (a) D Williams (also drawing), (b) L Burnett.

triangular form, paralleled only by an excavated example from Winchester. Although 
scabbard chapes from this period are known in Anglo-Scandinavian art styles, examples 
in more southern Anglo-Saxon art styles had been thought largely absent from the 
archaeological record, making these an interesting addition to the corpus.59 (R Webley and 
L Burnett)60

An aberrant form of 10th-century strap-end

In 1995 a copper alloy openwork, tongue-shaped, Winchester-style strap-end from Middle 
Harling, Norfolk (Fig 10a), was described by Sue Margeson as a fragment.61 Fourteen very 

59 Cameron 2003, 3365.
60 Webley: Department of Archaeology, University of York, King’s Manor, York YO1 7EP, England, UK; 

rbw102@york.ac.uk. Burnett: Finds Liaison Officer Somerset, Somerset Heritage Centre, Brunel Way, Norton 
Fitzwarren, Taunton, Somerset TA2 6SF, England, UK; lburnett@somerset.gov.uk

61 Margeson 1995, 60–1, fig 41 no 75.
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fig 10 
An aberrant form of 10th-century strap-end. (a) Middle Harling (HER 6033). (b) Suffield (NMS-26AE34; 

HER 52655). (c) Seething (NMS-1D99B4; HER 40302). Scale 1:1. (a) Drawn by S Ashley. Photographs: 
(b) and (c) Historic Environment Service, Norfolk County Council.

similar strap-ends, some differing slightly in size, but all finishing in exactly the same 
manner, have since come to light within the county.62 About ten years ago it was realised 
that the apparent transverse break across two apertures on an example from Suffield 
(NMS-26AE34; Fig 10b) was in fact an intact, deliberately formed outside edge. On close 
examination all subsequently recorded pieces from Norfolk have been judged complete 
rather than broken. Among 1,956 examples of strap-ends recorded by PAS, two more 
examples were noted, from Sapcote (Leicestershire; LEIC-B1C0D1) and Lincolnshire 
(NLM-DC0A53).63 Both were considered to be fragmentary when recorded. However, 
if all these objects were broken a greater number of matching ‘lower halves’ might be 
expected. Such pieces are not easily found, but two possible candidates come from 
Norfolk, at Burnham Market (HER 18496, NMS-C589C2) and Foxley (HER 58453, 
DENO-A85446). Complete strap-ends with very similar patterns of openwork are equally 
rare, examples from Waterhouses, Staffordshire (WMID-A4D7E1) and Seething, Norfolk 
(HER 40302, NMS-1D99B4, Fig 10c) being the closest. This curiously abbreviated or 
truncated variation of what would otherwise be a tongue-shaped form, belonging to 
Thomas’ Class E1, is hard to explain. Its concentration in Norfolk may be the result of 

62 Bracon Ash (HER 34458), Brisley (HER 40853, NMS-F78FE2), Carleton Rode (HER 39938), Colkirk (HER 
30867), Hindringham (HER 25659, NMS-71D1A1), Little Witchingham (HER 37279), Mautby (HER 35147, 
NMS-703014), Mautby (HER 41011, NMS-F1D064), Morley (HER 29937, NMS-53C1A2), Newton Flotman 
(HER 32278), Old Hunstanton (HER 1115), Suffield (HER 52655, NMS-26AE34), Tattersett (HER 32604), and 
Whissonsett (HER 31800). Within Norfolk the pattern of finds is interesting: no example has been recorded to the 
south and west of a line between Old Hunstanton and Bracon Ash. This blank region, amounting to not much 
less than half of the county, is in many places prolific in late Anglo-Saxon and Viking-age material.

63 Access date: 27 April 2013. Of the 1,956 examples, 1,842 have attached images of the object.
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recording bias, but the jagged outside edge remains an enigma. Was the model for the 
first to be produced perhaps a strap-end that had broken along exactly the same line? 
(A Rogerson and S Ashley)64

Pilgrim signs of St Margaret of Antioch: some thoughts on their spatial distribution 

Significant quantities of medieval pilgrim signs, including both ampullae and badges, have 
been recorded by the PAS in recent years.65 Although related to one another, it is appar-
ent that ampullae and badges functioned quite differently. Ampullae (small lead-alloy flasks) 
— most popular in the 13th century — were used to carry holy water which was believed 
to cure a multitude of ailments, and may have been used in religious ritual, such as field-
blessing.66 Badges, on the other hand, common from the 14th century onwards, were 
purchased not only as proof of pilgrimage (since their imagery can link them to specific 
cults) but also for their efficaciousness: once touched upon holy relics, image or shrine, 
these items were believed to absorb the saint’s virtues, thus enabling them to cure illness 
or disease, prevent harm, and absolve sin. 

Given that most pilgrim signs are associated with a particular saint it is possible to 
map recorded badge finds against known (or possible) cult centres. In some cases, where 
the cult location is uncertain or disputed, there is the tantalising prospect of using the 
distribution of badges to great advantage. That said, making sense of these distributions 
is not necessarily straightforward. Even though the PAS dataset is significant, the sample 
of pilgrim signs for some cults is relatively small and therefore definitive conclusions are 
not possible. However, one pilgrim souvenir in particular, those of St Margaret, has an 
intriguing distribution which will be discussed below. 

St Margaret of Antioch (died c ad 303) was one of the most celebrated saints of the 
medieval period. Although her historical existence has been questioned — she was 
declared apocryphal by Pope Gelasius I in 494 — her cult nevertheless became particu-
larly popular following the Crusades, since it was believed that those who read her Life 
or interceded with her through prayer might be promised full or partial remission of 
temporal punishment. She was also evoked to protect women during pregnancy and 
childbirth.67 

St Margaret’s legend was incorporated into Jacobus de Voragine’s Golden Legend 
(c 1260), which undoubtedly contributed to her popularity in the Middle Ages. Here it is 
retold that Margaret was the daughter of Theodosius (of Antioch), a pagan priest who 
scorned her Christian faith. Aged 15 she caught the attention of the Roman prefect, 
Olybrius, who ‘burned with desire for her’, so much so that he ordered her to be brought 
to him, saying ‘If she’s freeborn, I’ll make her my wife’ and ‘if she’s a slave, she’ll be my 
concubine’.68 Margaret refused his advances and was thereafter cruelly tortured and jailed. 
While in prison the devil revealed itself to Margaret in various forms, most famously as a 
dragon, which devoured her. ‘But when it was trying to digest her, she shielded herself 
with the sign of the cross, and by the power of the cross the dragon burst open and the 
virgin emerged unscathed’.69 It is this miracle that influenced the design on pilgrim signs 
in her name. The following day Margaret was further tortured and then beheaded, dying 
a martyr’s death. 

The lead-alloy St Margaret pilgrim signs recorded with the PAS are best described 
as pendants, since all have designs on both sides and no evidence of a pin. Several have 
an attachment loop, though this (or what remains) is not always apparent.

Among the best preserved examples recorded with the PAS is a pilgrim sign from 
Hogsthorpe, Lincolnshire (LIN-FD4722; Fig 11). One side shows St Margaret, facing, 

64 Rogerson: Historic Environment Service, Union House, Gressenhall, Dereham, Norfolk NR20 4DR, 
England, UK; andrew.rogerson@norfolk.gov.uk. Ashley: address as above; steven.ashley@norfolk.gov.uk

65 See Egan 2010.
66 Anderson 2010.
67 Mitchiner 1986, 174.
68 Ryan 1993, 368.
69 Ibid, 369.
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wearing a crown and long dress. She holds a book (in her right hand) and a cross (in her 
left) and stands upon a dragon (symbolising the devil), from whose mouth the cross rises. 
The reverse has the initials ‘IHS’ (for Iesus Hominum Salvator, ‘Jesus is the Saviour of 
Mankind’) within a double border containing zigzag lines. The object’s integral pierced 
attachment loop can be clearly seen. Almost identical examples of this souvenir have been 
found at Binbrook (NLM5728), Caistor (NLM-665C35, NLM-129722), Cumberworth 
(LIN-6D0710), Linwood (LIN-73B6B5), Swinhope (NLM-92A8B5) Willoughby with 
Sloothby (NLM-02E8A7) and Owersby (SWYOR-EB3223), all in Lincolnshire. In the 
case of NLM-665C35 the lug (presumably once intended to be a loop) is not pierced, and 
so two holes have been added, thus transforming the pendant into a badge. Likewise, 
NLM-129722 has later piercings, seven of them unevenly placed around the circumfer-
ence. In this case the piercings are made from the face depicting St Margaret, indicating 
this to be the display side. 

Some such pendants have the scene on one of the sides replaced by another. 
For example, on a worn pendant showing St Margaret from Guisborough (Cleveland; 
NCL-617555) the initials IHS have a scene of the crucifixion instead. Indeed, there are a 
number of similar items which show the crucifixion (see SWYOR-5C3563, SWYOR-
25C3E5) where the other side of the pendant is extremely worn, and it is difficult to 
know if St Margaret was once represented on these. Likewise there are some badges of 
this form that show St George instead of St Margaret (see NARC-EF8344, -DA5944 and 
DENO-E8A882).

Despite her popularity, the focus of the cult of St Margaret in England remains 
unknown. It is tradition that her body was buried in the house of a noble woman named 
Sincletia of Antioch, and thereafter relics associated with her came to England; these were 
probably claimed by at least some of the 200 or so churches dedicated to this virgin saint. 

fig 11
A pilgrim sign of St Margaret of Antioch from Hogsthorpe, Lincolnshire (LIN-FD4722). Scale 2:1. 

Photograph by A Daubney.
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One of the most famous is the Minster and Priory Church of St Margaret, [King’s] Lynn, 
which was frequented by the mystic and visionary of that town, Margery Kempe. It is 
therefore no surprise that Michael Mitchener suggested that pilgrim souvenirs in her name 
were associated with this church — a theory supported by their (then known) East 
Anglian distribution and King’s Lynn’s long-standing association with this saint.70 

Given the strength of this hypothesis, it is strange that none of the PAS recorded 
pilgrim signs in the name of St Margaret are from Norfolk, and none are in Norfolk 
museum collections.71 However, Spencer notes that ‘the cult of St Margaret was particularly 

70 Mitchiner 1986, 174.
71 Spencer 1980.

fig 12
The distribution of PAS-recorded pilgrim signs of St Margaret of Antioch, also highlighting possible shrine 

sites at King’s Lynn (Norfolk) and Ketsby (Lincolnshire). Drawn by E Oksanen.
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strong in the East Midlands’ and that such signs ‘were at least as likely to be associate d 
with the former church of St Margaret at Ketsby, where an image of St Margaret was still 
attracting notable offerings in 1529’.72 This seems to be reflected in the distribution of 
related souvenirs recorded by the PAS (Fig 12), of which most are from Lincolnshire, and 
those with the IHS legend are mainly found less than 40 km from Ketsby. (M Lewis)73
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ENGLAND

DEVON

REVISED READINGS OF EXETER CATHEDRAL’S FAÇADE, THRONE AND SETTING

John Allan (Exeter Cathedral Archaeologist)

10. exeter cathedral (SX 9210 9245). 
West Front

Following ongoing concern about the deterioration of architectural detail on the upper 
parts of Exeter cathedral’s West Front, the Dean & Chapter decided in 2007–08 to carry 
out a new phase of conservation work on this complex structure; it entailed lime mortar 
repairs followed by the application of a lime sheltercoat, bringing the appearance of the 
upper parts of the elevation into conformity with the image screen below. Conservation 
was accompanied by a new photogrammetric survey by Atkins Limited Mapping Solutions 
in 2008 and by detailed archaeological recording, undertaken on the N side in 2009 
by Stuart Blaylock and on the central sector and S side in 2011–12 by Stewart Brown 
Associates, with graphics by T Ives.1 The exercise amplified the recording carried out by 
Allan & Blaylock in 1979–85, since some parts of the masonry above the image screen 
had not been accessible at close quarters in the earlier programme. 

Figs 1–2 summarise current understanding of the geology and phasing of the front, 
showing six medieval structural phases and nine post-medieval programmes of restoration. 
The upper parts of the elevation belong largely to the earliest recognisable phase, attrib-
uted to Thomas of Witney, and dateable on the evidence of the cathedral fabric rolls to 
the period 1328–42. In Witney’s design, however, the cathedral was entered through a 
low portico leading into the three doorways of the W end. The later medieval history 
of the front reflects a series of programmes which enriched this scheme by adding an 
increasingly impressive ensemble of niches and figure sculptures. Shortly after the comple-
tion of Witney’s work, the projecting front of the portico was demolished and replaced by 
an image screen incorporating the chantry chapel of Bishop John Grandisson, who was 
buried there in 1369. As first designed, the screen incorporated two registers of sculpture: 
a lower tier of demi-figures (mainly angels) and an upper one of seated figures, princi-
pally kings. The scheme was not finished; it was probably halted by the Black Death, and 
was resumed in the 1370s, when the N end was completed and sculptures were added to 
less conspicuous parts of the screen. The top register of niches and sculptures was added 
only in the late 14th and 15th centuries. Its sculptures (a central group of the Twelve 
Apostles flanking a pair of seated figures probably representing the Coronation of the 
Virgin; standing male figures, possibly prophets, above the aisle doorways) are datable 
largely to the period c 1450–80, but include at least two figures recycled from a demol-
ished mid-14th-century feature. The principal change in phasing proposed here from that 
offered by Allan and Blaylock2 is the isolation of the upper register of niches on the S side 
of the image screen as a distinct late 14th- or early 15th-century build, preceding the 
sculptures within them. 

1 Blaylock 2009; Brown 2012.
2 Allan and Blaylock 1991.
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fig 1
Exeter Cathedral: geology of the West Front. Graphic: T. Ives, © the Dean & Chapter of Exeter Cathedral.

The Bishop’s Throne 

The throne, constructed in 1313–c 1324 and long regarded as one of the most magnificent 
pieces of medieval woodwork in Europe, was subject to a survey in 2012, funded by the 
Friends of Exeter Cathedral and undertaken by Charles Tracy, Hugh Harrison, Eddie 
Sinclair and John Allan, with detailed new survey drawings by Peter Fergusson and 
dendrochronological analysis by Ian Tyers. The exercise yielded much fresh information 
about the throne’s design, structural techniques, jointing and assembly, showing that it was 
constructed prior to the development of the sophisticated framing techniques of the later 
medieval period. The extent of restoration is now better understood; there is remarkably 
little, except in the arcaded dado at ground level. Evidence for a change in design in the 
course of construction, first noted by Allan & Jupp in 1983, was re-examined. An estimate 
of the amount of work employed in construction, and thus its projected cost, was made 
by the experienced modern woodcarver Cameron Stewart; this makes it incredible that 
the sums recorded in the cathedral fabric rolls, totalling merely £12 5s 11½d and often 
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quoted as the full cost of the throne, represent more than a fraction of the total. Sinclair’s 
examination of all the medieval surfaces showed that, despite very thorough stripping of 
these surfaces — probably in Scott’s restoration of 1870–77 — sufficient traces of poly-
chrome decoration survive to show that the throne was ‘aglow with colour’, thereby trans-
forming our perception of its original impact to that of a dazzling monument, painted to 
resemble stone, richly decorated in reds, greens, golds and other colours.3 

Cathedral Close (centre: SX 9210 9245)
An Archaeological Assessment of the Cathedral Close undertaken in 2012 for the Dean 
and Chapter of Exeter Cathedral and the Cathedral Fabric Commission for England4 

fig 2
Exeter Cathedral: phasing of the West Front. Graphic: T. Ives, © the Dean & Chapter of Exeter Cathedral.

3 The results of the survey will appear in Tracy forthcoming.
4 Allan 2012.
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fig 3
Exeter Cathedral Close: plan of the Close c 1540. Graphic: T. Ives, © the Dean & Chapter of Exeter Cathedral.
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included the provision of a sequence of much fuller historic maps of the Close than hith-
erto available, drawing on the many episodes of detailed building recording undertaken 
since the 1970s, and on the work of Tony Collings in mapping the demolished properties 
recorded in the voluminous collection of Georgian lease plans in the Cathedral Archive. 
They also incorporate information from other sources, such as the late 16th- and early 
17th-century century depictions of the area by Hogenburg, Hooker and others. The plan 
showing the Close in c 1540 is reproduced here (Fig 3). 

Amongst the themes which are emerging from recent work in the Close are fresh 
evidence for the encroachment of housing on the cathedral cemetery, with the recognition 
in a number of Close properties of 13th- and 14th-century fabric preceding the much 
more widespread survival of structures of the 15th and early 16th centuries (most 
recently from Stuart Blaylock’s assessment of the fabric of Nos 6–6A The Close).5

HEREFORDSHIRE

NEW WINDOWS ONTO HEREFORD’S SAXON AND MEDIEVAL TOWN DEFENCES

Luke Craddock-Bennett, Jason Murphy and Dale Rouse (Headland Archaeology)

68. hereford, 31 eign gate (SO 5048 3999)
Background

Hereford has existed as a defended settlement since the Saxon period. Its location on the 
border of Mercia and Wales made defence a necessity. The Life of St. Guthlac, written before 
AD 749, records that ‘in the days of Coenred, King of the Mercians [704–09] [. . .] the 
Britons, the implacable enemies of the Saxon race, were troubling the English with their 
attacks, their pillaging and their devastations of the people’.6 The culmination of these 
hostilities may have been the battle at Hereford in AD 760 which is recorded in several 
Welsh sources.7 Scholars concur that it was during an eleven-year period of peace between 
784 and 795 that King Offa constructed his dyke. Far from being a continuous defensive 
work, the dyke is intermittent throughout Herefordshire, implying that Offa was on good 
terms with the neighbouring Welsh sub-kingdom of Archenfield whose ecclesiasts were 
apparently still occupying churches within a few miles of the city.8 

The early 9th century saw high insecurity due to numerous incursions into Wales as 
part of Mercian western expansion. Reference in the Anglo-Saxon Chronicles to a fortress 
west of the Severn makes a strong case for the burh of Hereford having defences at this 
time.

In the mid-11th century Gruffydd ap Llewelyn attempted to unite the Welsh against 
the Anglo-Saxons to the east. Llewelyn appears to have regarded Herefordshire as ancient 
Welsh territory and conducted attacks against Leominster in 1052 and Hereford in 1055. 
While the Norman faction of Hereford placed their faith in Earl Ralph’s castle, built 
around 1052 within the south-eastern corner of the Saxon defensive circuit, the house of 
Godwin trusted in the Saxon defensive circuit itself (Fig 4). After collecting a force at 
Gloucester, Harold pursued Llewelyn into Wales and then, leaving the greater part of his 
army on the border, returned to Hereford ‘which he fortified with gates and bars and with 
a broad deep ditch’.9 

While William of Malmesbury, in c 1125, describes the city as ‘Not large, but such 
as appeared by the ruins of broken ditches to have been something great’,10 it seems that 
Hereford was expanding in this period: under early Norman rule an expansion of urban 

5 Blaylock 2012.
6 Colgrave 1956, 109.
7 Whitehead 1982, 13.
8 Whitehead 1982, 13.
9 Jones 1952, 14–15.

10 Gesta Pontif, in Hamilton 1870, 298.
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fig 4
Hereford City defences — overall reconstructed plan. Image © Headland Archaeology (UK) Ltd.
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activity to the north is attested with the creation of a new marketplace outside the Saxon 
defences in the area now known as High Town. This zone appears to have been incor-
porated into an extended defensive circuit by the early 13th century. Support for this came 
in a charter of AD 1189 which infers the construction of new city defences, while four 
gates are mentioned in 1190.11 The first murage grant, in 1224, indicates the beginning 
(or consolidation) of the construction of the stone wall defences that part-survive today 
(Fig 5).12

Previous work

Construction of the ring road in the 1960s, which sought to utilise the corridor of land 
around the later defences to improve traffic flow around the city, provided the first major 
opportunity to investigate Hereford’s defences, with the Hereford Excavation Committee 
founded in 1965 to coordinate the work and obtain funds for excavations. Major excava-
tions took place in the west of the city between Victoria Street (1968) and Berrington 
Street (1972–76), and in the east at Cantilupe Street (1972, 1975). The excavations 
informed a postulated six-phase defensive sequence produced by Ron Shoesmith.13 This 
work has provided the basis for subsequent excavations and interpretations of Hereford’s 
defences.

11 Pipe Rolls 1190, 49.
12 Cal Pat 1216–25, 473.
13 Shoesmith 1982.

fig 5
Existing 13th-century city wall. Victoria Street, Hereford. Image © Headland Archaeology (UK) Ltd.
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The earliest defensive line comprised a gravel rampart — so far only observed 
during excavations on Victoria Street in 1968 — believed to date to the mid-9th century 
at the latest. This was succeeded in the late 9th to early 10th centuries by a rampart 
constructed of turf and clay with a timber face. The defences next acquired a stone revet-
ment wall to the front and rear in the 10th century. Gravel was then used to increase the 
height of the rampart at some point between the mid-10th and 12th centuries, perhaps 
in the documented refortification by Harold Godwin in 1052. This deposit has been 
observed at a number of other sites within the city, allowing the general course of the late 
Anglo-Saxon defensive circuit to be drawn. 

Excavation in advance of the Hereford Flood Alleviation Scheme (2007) on Bishop’s 
Meadow playing fields14 allowed the little understood southern defences to be explored. 
A ditch measuring 17 m in width and 3 m in depth was identified (Fig 6) and the results 
of radiocarbon dating suggest that the feature may well be connected with Harold’s refor-
tification of the town in the mid-11th century. Works at Gaol Street/ Bath Street (2005–
06) involved excavation of a section of the medieval northern/north-eastern defences.15 
Although no evidence for the defensive wall was uncovered, the ditch was identified and 
radiocarbon results appear to concur with the written record, suggesting a construction 
date in the late 12th or early 13th century for this extended section of the defensive 
circuit.

14 Crooks 2009a.
15 Crooks 2009b.

fig 6
Section through the southern defensive ditch at Bishop’s Meadow (2007). 

Image © Headland Archaeology (UK) Ltd.



295medieval britain and ireland 2012

Investigations at 31 Eign Gate, Hereford

More recent investigations in 2012 at 31 Eign Gate16 have given scope to expand this 
overall sequence of defensive construction, since the property is one that crosses the known 
route of the Saxon town defences. An initial borehole survey and environmental assess-
ment carried out by Worcestershire Historic Environment Service traced an E–W ditch, 
in excess of 20 m in width, which appeared to bottom at between 3 m and 4 m below the 
present ground level. While archaeological monitoring at the N end of the site identified 
the remains of medieval stone wall structures and associated stratigraphy, possible Saxon-
period rampart deposits were traced in the southern zone of the site associated with the 
top of a stone wall which probably related to the later phase of Anglo-Saxon rampart 
(Fig 7). The deposits encountered are similar in description to those recorded by 
Shoesmith:17 the uppermost deposit was a stone and clay-bonded wall, constructed in the 
early to mid-10th century, which was added to the previous turf and clay rampart of the 
late 9th–early 10th centuries. 

fig 7
Wall associated with the 
Anglo-Saxon rampart at 
Eign Gate, Hereford. 
Image © Headland 
Archaeology (UK) Ltd.

16 Rouse 2012.
17 Shoesmith 1982.
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In this same area, a main drain run was excavated, which ran N–S across the site, 
exposing part of what may be the top of the S edge of the Saxon ditch. Though evidence 
for the presence of the ditch was slight due to the shallow depth of the trench and due 
to truncation by the adjacent cellar of a now demolished 18th-century building that 
formerly fronted onto West Street, it was enough to identify the top of the rise of the pos-
sible gravel bank. Over time the rampart would have become less pronounced as a feature, 
but the present topography of the area suggests that the rampart was never removed 
entirely. In the stretch of East Street between its junctions with Offa Street and Barroll 
Street, the street appears to slope upwards from SW to NE.

Overall, Shoesmith appears correct in arguing that the present East Street/West 
Street lies on the tail of the rampart, with the crest line beneath the buildings to the north. 
This gradual slope of the gravel rampart seems to have been detected at 31 Eign Gate.

Our excavations revealed how some of the earlier defensive features were overlain 
and sealed by a layer of compacted red clay, sloping down slightly eastwards; this perhaps 
was a floor or surface relating to medieval housing or activity. Stratified deposits of medi-
eval date were also encountered in the SE quarter of the standing shop building fronting 
onto Eign Gate during the excavations for new drains. The nature of the earliest of 
these deposits, though heavily truncated by later activity, suggested occupation and hard 
standing, possibly a path, road or surface composed of compacted gravel. At the eastern 
extent of the drain run within the building a deposit containing pottery, stone roof tile and 
abundant animal bone was identified. Pottery from the deposit dated from the mid-13th 
and 14th centuries; most likely the surface was out of use by c 1400.

Most probably these medieval surfaces and deposits are an indication of the fact that 
the defences on the line of West Street (the location of 31 Eign Gate) and East Street were 
abandoned by the late 12th century, when new defences were constructed further north 
which incorporated the Norman marketplace in High Town as well as other urban growth 
to the north of the old Anglo-Saxon town confines.

Work at 31 Eign Gate has therefore provided a valuable guide to the presence of 
elements of Hereford’s important early medieval defensive system: it has not only demon-
strated that ditch deposits survive beneath the site, but also that stratified medieval depos-
its seem to occur towards the front of the site and substantially well-preserved remains 
of the Anglo-Saxon rampart may be present at the rear of the site including a stone 
wall possibly associated with it. There is also good evidence to support the date of the 
expansion of the urban confines by the early 13th century.

LINCOLNSHIRE

THE RISE AND FALL OF MEDIEVAL LINCOLN’S NORTHERN SUBURB OF NEWPORT

Craig Spence (Bishop Grosseteste University)

91. lincoln, bishop grosseteste university, newport (SK 9768 7279). The Bisho p 
Grosseteste University campus is located in the uphill area of Lincoln, some 600 m north 
of the Roman Newport Arch. The western boundary of the campus is formed by a 
modern road (‘Newport’) which follows the line of Roman Ermine Street and which 
formed the central street and market place within the medieval extramural suburb of 
Newport. The archaeological remains present on the campus have been the subject of 
investigation intermittently since the 1930s; archaeological excavations took place again 
during the 1970s and in the 1990s. The results of the latter investigations in particular 
demonstrated the presence of medieval activity, including stone-built vernacular housing, 
dating from the late 11th to the early 14th centuries on the eastern side of Newport. 
However, those excavations were only able to record the rear 4–5 m of the properties and 
a small portion of their yards to the east.18

18 Wragg 1997.
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Between 2010 and 2012 the Bishop Grosseteste University Archaeological Field 
School undertook seasonal research and training excavations within the same area of the 
campus but focused upon the previously unrecorded western extents of the buildings 
including their frontages on the main N–S roadway of Newport. The Field School 
activity was supplemented by a further excavation conducted in the same area prior to 
the development of a new library building in 2011. In addition, during 2010, chance 
observations were made of evidence for the graveyard of St John Newport within the road 
adjacent to the university campus. 

Before the Newport suburb

An extramural settlement of Roman date was present on the current site, gathered around 
the N–S Roman road known as Ermine Street. Observations on the layout of the earliest 
phase of post-Roman structural activity suggests that following abandonment and on 
account of stone-robbing (likely already from the late 3rd century ad), no or minimal sign 
of the Roman buildings would have been present in the medieval period. The presence 
of a small number of 10th-century sherds of Lincoln Shelly ware and Torksey ware is 
suggestive of some early medieval activity on the site but without obvious occupation. 

Suburban development in the 12th century 

The suburb of Newport is thought to have been established following the eviction of most 
of Lincoln’s Upper City population to make room for the post-Conquest construction of 
the castle around 1068 and later the cathedral. The suburb was focused on a broad linear 
market place laid out over the line of Ermine Street. The market place was notable for 
the church of St John the Baptist, founded in the early 12th century, and occupying 
a position centrally within the northern extents of the roadway. This wide open space 
became the location of Newport Fair, one of Lincoln’s longstanding cloth markets.19

The earliest phase of significant activity on the site occurred during the late 11th to 
early 12th centuries with evidence for timber structures represented by linear arrange-
ments of postholes indicating the presence of at least one building. The northern wall line, 
together with a managed drip-gully, was well preserved, whereas the southern limit of the 
building was absent, truncated by later foundations. Nonetheless, combining evidence 
from the 1990s with the current observations, including the extents of a well laid cobbled 
internal surface, this timber building would have been long and narrow and aligned at 
right angles to the roadway. The structure was 4 m wide and some 13 m in length with 
a possible doorway in its N wall. 

This early building was associated with a poorly surfaced road to the west identified 
as the eastern edge of the Newport marketplace. To the south and rear of the buildings, 
possibly positioned at the terminus of a shared alleyway or lane, a stone-lined well was 
constructed. Several large and deep quarry pits were also associated with this phase of 
occupation, these no doubt excavated to supply limestone for both road surfacing and 
construction of masonry buildings. 

By the mid-12th century this building was at least partially demolished and two 
substantial corn-drying ovens were inserted, one cut into the earlier cobbled floor which 
was then re-utilised to provide a consolidated working surface (Fig 8). This activity is 
indicative of a return to an open-area phase of occupation and suggests either a possible 
mid- to late 12th-century decline in the population of the suburb or else significant 
changes in land ownership and function. At the end of the 12th, or possibly early in the 
13th century the ovens were partially dismantled, their central depressions backfilled and 
at least three, possibly four, masonry buildings then constructed. These buildings were 
domestic in character, were once again narrow and rectangular in plan and had external 
widths of 5–6 m and lengths up to 15 m. Internally the buildings demonstrated evidence 

19 Jones et al 2003, 226–7.
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fig 8
Newport suburb: the 
12th-century corn-dryer 
cut through earlier 
cobbled surface 
(scales 0.5 m). Photograph 
© Bishop Grosseteste 
University.

for a small number of simple hearths set within a variety of rough mortar, sand and stone 
floors. At least one building had a tiled roof. 

The two principal buildings traced in the most recent excavations fronted onto the 
contemporaneously resurfaced roadway of Newport to the west and were separated from 
each other by a well-surfaced but narrow passageway. Fragmentary evidence for further 
masonry buildings to both the north and south suggest an almost contiguous run of struc-
tures fronting onto the market place divided by numerous small passageways, alleys and 
some wider lanes. At the southern limit of the site a group of rare glazed 12th-century 
roof tiles lay stacked against the wall of one of these buildings, presumably having been 
retained for reuse.

Associated with these buildings was evidence of domestic cloth-working in the form 
of stone and ceramic spindle whorls, bone weft and pin-beaters together with a glass linen 
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smoother (Fig 9). The presence of a bone ice skate along with signs of the exploitation of 
wildfowl suggests that the inhabitants made at least occasional visits to the Lower City and 
the more watery environs of the Witham Valley and Brayford Pool. The ceramic finds 
from the site indicate that this late 12th- to early 13th-century phase was the one of the 
greatest activity in the Newport suburb, with a decline in the quantity, quality and range 
of ceramic types evident from the mid-13th century onwards. 

Thirteenth-century reorganisation

From c ad 1250 the site underwent a significant reorganisation: the 12th-century buildings 
were demolished and then replaced with very similar, but more substantially built, struc-
tures. The more southerly of the two principal buildings of this phase was of particularly 
robust construction, with walls almost 1 m in width, further widened with a sub-ground 
offset course. Along the street frontage the foundations of the W wall were set within 
a trench 0.75 m deep. We can hypothesise thus either an upper storey or a particularly 
well-built roof. 

Interestingly, the alignment of property boundaries was shifted approximately 1 m 
to the north at this time. As a result the truncated southern wall footings of the 12th-
century masonry building, including remnants of the S side of the corn-dryer, became 
incorporated into the surface of the newly aligned inter-building passageway. The western 
end of the passageway terminated at the Newport frontage, the surface of which was raised 
and carefully resurfaced (Fig 10). The junction of passageway and street was thus marked 
by a step partly formed from the front wall foundation stones of the earlier building. Good 
evidence was present to suggest that 4.3 m from the street frontage there were entrances 

fig 9
Newport suburb: evidence for cloth-working; bone needles, weft and pin-beaters, and spindle whorls. 

Photograph © Bishop Grosseteste University.
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fig 10
Newport suburb: 
looking north along the 
well-constructed surface 
of Newport. The W 
wall of the substantial 
13th-century building is 
seen to the right while 
at the top of the image 
the SW corner of the 
next building to the 
north can be seen 
beyond the inter-
building passageway 
(scales 1.0 m). Photograph 
© Bishop Grosseteste 
University.

to these buildings which faced each other across the passageway; evidence was lacking 
for entrances onto Newport within the western gable ends, although it is possible they 
existed. 

The removal of one or more buildings to the north of these new structures resulted 
in the creation of an open area which was roughly surfaced with limestone cobbles. The 
1990s excavations recovered a quantity of smithing slag from the eastern zone of this yard 
area, along with a significant number of horseshoe nails of fiddle key-type datable to the 
later 13th century. Potentially we can trace here the activities of a farrier or blacksmith 
servicing travellers as they arrived at or departed the city. 

At some point in the later 13th or early 14th century one of this group of buildings 
was re-roofed, the discarded roof tiles being used to raise and resurface the inter-building 
passageway. Meanwhile, further productive activity was indicated by the insertion of an 
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8 m long stone-lined channel running in an easterly direction away from the previously 
mentioned well.

Further east, c 30 m away from these buildings, a large masonry-lined pit was exca-
vated. The feature appeared to have first comprised a short length of N-S wall with three 
small buttresses which formed two narrow chutes. Later, the original pit cut associated 
with this masonry was enlarged and three further sub-ground walls inserted (Fig 11). The 
completed structure possessed a corbelled roof. With no evidence for an associated build-
ing or above-ground structure the pit possibly began life as an elaborate cess pit but was 
perhaps later remodelled as an isolated, yet substantial, below-ground storage chamber or 
cellar. 

The inhabitants of the parish of St John Newport

In 2010 a series of narrow trenches dug into the immediately adjacent highway and pave-
ment of modern ‘Newport’ by an electricity utility company20 revealed burials associated 
with the graveyard of the now lost church of St John the Baptist. At least 20 individuals 
were recorded, with a somewhat higher than expected number of juvenile skeletons. Some 
burials were contained within cists of roughly cut limestone, possibly indicative of a par-
ticular cultural or ethnic burial tradition within the Newport community. Human remains 
were recovered from both the central part of the modern highway and further to the east, 
under the eastern pavement of Newport: the remains from the highway showed very little 
sign of decay or deterioration compared to the eastern remains, suggestive perhaps of the 

fig 11
Newport suburb: the large masonry-lined pit looking north (scale 1.0 m). 

Photograph © Bishop Grosseteste University.

20 Spence et al 2012.
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former originally being buried within the body of the church, with the remainder repre-
senting the eastern external graveyard where environmental conditions were less stable. 
The location of these eastern burials is important as it convincingly indicates that the 
church and its graveyard occupied a far wider proportion of the medieval road/market 
place than previously believed; this arrangement would have forced the traffic along 
Newport through two relatively narrow tracks at the western and eastern edges of the open 
space. 

The decline of the suburb

Final occupation of the buildings on Newport seems to date to the later 14th century with 
subsequent demolition and stone-robbing actions occurring across the following two 
centuries. The population of the suburb declined gradually and documentary evidence 
indicates that by 1428 the parish of St John Newport had fewer than ten inhabitants. In 
1546 the structure of the church itself was demolished and its materials sold.21 Both the 
archaeological record and documentary sources reveal that the current site reverted to 
agricultural use until 1862 when it was incorporated into the newly founded Lincoln 
Diocesan Training College, the precursor of Bishop Grosseteste University. 

Conclusion

The recent excavations are the latest but fullest in a series of investigations spanning 
a period of some 35 years. Each intervention has provided particular evidence for the 
development of the Newport suburb and the lives of its inhabitants. In sum, the combined 
information has produced some significant results: the site presents an excellent sequence 
of building development and land-use information which helps to clarify the suburb’s 
history; in addition an important set of complete 12th- and 13th-century domestic building 
plans, alongside data on constructional methods, has been delineated. Of particular inter-
est is the continued alignment of the street frontages with the parochial boundary between 
St Nicholas Newport, which occupied the E side of the market place, and that of St John 
within which the buildings were located. Despite the 13th-century reorganisation — 
including the realignment of individual property boundaries — the parish boundary was 
rigorously respected. With regard to the social make-up of the inhabitants, the range of 
both ceramics and foodstuffs suggests little to indicate high or mercantile status; neverthe-
less, the quality of the buildings could indicate that the inhabitants were not of the lowest 
rank. Most likely the population of Newport was mixed at least in terms of economic 
function and those dwelling at this particular site had links to the surrounding countryside 
through victualing or food supply and also, given a location at the very northern limits 
of the suburb, servicing travellers arriving at or departing from Lincoln. It is expected 
that future analysis of the records and finds from all the interventions that have taken 
place on this site will further enhance our knowledge of Lincoln’s medieval suburban 
development.

NORTHUMBERLAND 

EXPANDING THE ARCHAEOLOGY OF HOLY ISLAND (LINDISFARNE)

David Petts (University of Durham)

97. lindisfarne (NU 1266 4212). The Anglo-Saxon monastery of Lindisfarne is of great 
significance to the history and archaeology of early medieval Britain. Founded in ad 635 
by Oswald, King of Northumbria, it had close connections with St Columba’s great 
monastery of Iona in W Scotland. Following the death of abbot Cuthbert in the later 
7th century, Lindisfarne became an important cult centre and Cuthbert’s relics were 

21 Hill 1948, 144; 1956, 56.
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translated into a shrine in ad 698, an event which may have been the stimulus for the 
production of the Lindisfarne Gospels. It was subsequently the first monastic house in 
Britain to be subject to Viking raids in the late 8th century and the increasing regularity 
of these raids culminated in the community leaving the island, finally re-establishing itself 
at Durham after a series of interim resting places.

Despite this importance, the island has seen relatively little recent archaeological 
research. While a major campaign of investigation by the University of Leicester took 
place in the 1980s and early 1990s, revealing much important information about early 
medieval activity elsewhere on the island (particularly the pre-Conquest agricultural settle-
ment at Green Shiel),22 it yielded little about the topography of the early monastery itself. 
Excavation close to the Priory in advance of a visitor centre revealed few early medieval 
features, and geophysical survey east of the Priory church, although identifying a number 
of possible features, located nothing diagnostically pre-Conquest.23 Deirdre O’Sullivan 
has postulated that the monastic vallum (boundary ditch) marking the boundary between 
sacred and profane space may have run along Marygate before turning south towards the 
W end of the Heugh.24 

Although this alignment is certainly a contender for the course of the vallum, it was 
predicated on the assumption that the present street layout of the village preserves earlier 
spatial divisions, with their origins in the early medieval period, and that there have not 
been any major phases of replanning in the historic core of Holy Island village. This 
assumption had been increasingly open to challenge as more work has been carried out 
on the 16th-century construction and defence of the island, when it was used as a military 
supply base. Some features of the street plan, such as the unusual angle of Prior Lane, 
have been suggested as being connected to a reorganisation of the village roads at this 
time, with attention being drawn to the similarity between the angle made by the intersec-
tion of Prior Lane and Fiddler’s Green and angled-bastions found in early post-medieval 
defensive systems.25

In 2012 a new project was initiated by the Department of Archaeology, Durham 
University, to re-examine the archaeology of the island. This has involved archival work 
and a new campaign of major geophysical survey and other small-scale fieldwork, whose 
results are reported here.

Geophysical survey

Although the Leicester University research had included geophysical survey in 1982, this 
had been limited in scale, as was more recent survey work by GSB Prospection. 
Advances in geophysical techniques undoubtedly make it worthwhile re-initiating such 
survey work, and accordingly in September 2012 a 20 ha magnetometer survey was 
carried out in and around Holy Island village (Figs 12–13). This targetted three areas in 
particular: (1) Sanctuary Close, lying east of the medieval priory ruins and the site of the 
earlier surveys; (2) an area to the west of the parish church, including the site of Brian 
Hope-Taylor’s 1962 excavations; and (3) ground around St Coomb’s Farm to the north 
of the village, which was one candidate for the site of the St Columba’s churchyard which 
was documented on the island in the 16th century.26 

The most significant feature recorded in Sanctuary Close (Area 12) was a large 
quadrangular stone structure immediately south-east of the priory’s hospitium. In form, it 
resembles a cloister, but it is unlikely to be the main cloister of the Priory, which survives 
in a ruinous state to the south of the priory church. However, given its proximity to the 

22 O’Sullivan and Young 1991.
23 O’Sullivan 1985; Beavitt et al 1988, 14.
24 O’Sullivan 1989, 140; 2001.
25 Hardie and NAA 2001, 210.
26 O’Sullivan 1989, 140.
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fig 12
Plot of magnetometer 
survey carried out in 
2012 on Lindisfarne. 
Image © Archaeological 
Services Durham University.

hospitium it may well be an infirmary cloister, comparable to examples known at Rievaulx, 
Canterbury and Norwich.27

Other Area 12 features lie mainly between the E end of the priory church and the 
W edge of the adjacent raised beach: two possible rectangular structures are traced, one 
aligned roughly SW–NE and another broadly W–E (Fig 13); the latter lies due east of the 
priory church and on the same alignment of both this and the parish church. John Blair 
has previously drawn attention to the alignment of these two structures and suggested that 
they reflected the arrangement of two of the Anglo-Saxon churches within the monas-
tery.28 While the linear arrangement is certainly intriguing, we cannot exclude that some 
of these features may relate to 16th-century fortifications recorded for this area — 
although it is not clear whether these were ever built.29 Various probable soil-filled ditche s 
and a probable former track were also detected in Sanctuary Close.

27 Fergusson and Harrison 1999, 117; Sparks 2007, 33–4; Gilchrist 2005, 173–4. 
28 Blair 1991.
29 Hardie and Rushton 2000, 80–1.



305medieval britain and ireland 2012

fig 13
Interpretative plan of 
survey results on 
Lindisfarne. A: 
structures to the east of 
the Priory church. B: 
westwards extension 
of Prior Lane. C: 
westwards extension of 
Marygate. D: possible 
Iron-Age or Romano-
British enclosure. Image 
© Archaeological Services 
Durham University.

In the second magnetometer zone west of the parish church, the precise locations of 
Hope-Taylor’s trenches (see below) were not identified. However, it was apparent that the 
alignments of both Marygate and Prior Lane continued westwards towards the coastline 
(Fig 13). It is probable that Marygate extended this far west until at least the later 18th 
century and Armstrong’s mid-19th-century map of the island clearly shows a causeway 
from Fenwick on the mainland running directly to this point. Presumably, once the cause-
way fell out of use, the road became blocked by 19th-century buildings. Small possible 
field boundaries or paddocks lie either side of this westward extension. Meanwhile, to the 
south of the continuation of Prior Lane a clear increase in substantial magnetic anomalies 
is evident; while this may merely be caused by intrusive igneous geological debris, it could 
also indicate industrial activity.

The results from this second area do nothing to disprove O’Sullivan’s suggested 
monastic boundary along the course of Marygate. However, they do suggest that Prior 
Lane and its extension form an alternative or additional vallum. Crucially, as both bound-
aries lie beneath modern paddocks, there is scope for future targeted excavation to test 
this hypothesis.
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Finally, the magnetometer survey identified no evidence around St Coomb’s Farm 
that was indicative of a church or of cemeterial use. However, a small enclosure was 
revealed standing on the edge of the raised beach north-east of the village, which has 
broad morphological parallels with Iron-Age and Roman enclosures recorded on the 
mainland in N Northumberland. 

Hope-Taylor on Holy Island

Preliminary work has begun on analysing the archives from Brian Hope-Taylor’s 1962 
interventions which are held in the RCAHMS, Edinburgh. These report that he dug three 
trenches to the west of the parish church, yielding evidence mainly for medieval occupa-
tion. But these also showed that at least one substantial ditch ran W–E across the field 
towards the beach. This would have been broadly parallel to the extensions of Prior Lane 
and Marygate. He dug other features along the Heugh to the south of the village, which 
again included clearly later medieval occupation, plus at least one structure which, devoid 
of ceramic artefacts, has the potential to be earlier in date. In the absence of surviving 
finds, it is necessary to rely on Hope-Taylor’s dating of the pottery from his excavations. 
However, his plans and sections, as was typical of his work, are immaculate and digital 
copies of the drawings plans are being obtained to allow the precise plotting of these 
features. 

Development-led archaeology

A number of excavations on the island have been carried out in the context of the plan-
ning system. Excavations by Northern Archaeological Associates on the site of the Lind-
isfarne Winery in 2000 revealed a set of features that appear to pre-date the 12th-century 
ceramic horizon on the island.30 One of these produced a bone comb of early medieval 
type. At Castle View Garden, to the north of Marygate, excavation in advance of the 
construction of housing in 200731 traced early medieval features, including a substantial 
section of wattle walling; however, while there is a short interim publication, the archives 
from this project are yet to be located.

Other fieldwork

In addition to the geophysical survey, a new walkover survey of the island was carried out. 
This identified, for example, the sites of a number of possible small shell middens eroding 
out of the shoreline; most were inaccessible, but one, lying on the edge of the raised beach, 
to the east of the Priory, was recorded and sampled (with full analysis pending) (Fig 14). 
These features could potentially date to as early as the Mesolithic, but may equally rep-
resent medieval or post-medieval utilisation of the ample maritime resources hereabouts. 
Various possible features were also identified lying within the sanddunes that dominate 
most of the west of the island, including a small rectangular enclosure of unknown date. 
At least one other rectangular enclosure has been identified along the Snook on aerial 
photographic coverage, but requires investigation on the ground. More generally, the 
presence of industrial remains, a 19th-century shieling and a pre-WWII lifeboat house 
surviving within the dune systems are reminders of the excellent survival of the post-
medieval historic environment on the island.

Conclusions

This initial phase of renewed research on Lindisfarne has successfully identified a series 
of possible boundary features that may relate to the early medieval monastery. These 
have been supplemented by the insights that can be gleaned from limited yet important 

30 Northern Archaeological Associates 2001.
31 Ian Farmer Associates 2007.



307medieval britain and ireland 2012

fig 14
Shell midden eroding from edge of raised beach to the east of the Priory. Photograph © David Petts.

development-driven archaeology being carried out on the island. Further research on the 
island is essential and current plans include a higher resolution resistivity survey of the 
features identified to the east of the Priory and Ground Penetrating Radar survey within 
the boundaries of the later Priory. Small-scale targeted excavation of the boundary fea-
tures to the west of the village would also be of value. Combined with continued archive 
work it is anticipated that this research will generate a much enhanced understanding of 
the archaeology of Holy Island.32 

IRELAND

EXCAVATIONS OF AN EARLY MEDIEVAL RATH AND ASSOCIATED ROUNDHOUSES 
AT CRUMLIN RECREATION GROUNDS

Colin Dunlop (Northern Archaeological Consultancy Ltd), with pottery contribution by Nick Brannon

114. crumlin (J 1533 7567). Two archaeological sites were excavated between Decem-
ber 2011 and February 2012 in the townland of Ballytromery, in Co Antrim, on the SW 
side of the modern town of Crumlin (Fig 15), south of the Main Street and west of the 
railway line which bisects the town: a ringfort or rath (labelled as ‘Area A’, known in the 

32 Thanks go to National Geographic for funding the geophysical survey, and to the landowners, the Crossman 
Estate, and the tenant farmers for allowing access to the land. The fieldwork was carried out by David Petts, 
Brian Buchanan, Andy Platell, Richie Villis and Nathan Thomas of Archaeological Services Durham University.
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Sites and Monument Record as ANT 059:007) and an early medieval roundhouse (‘Area 
B’). The rath displayed two phases of occupation: Phase 1 saw the excavation of the ditch, 
construction of two slot-defined roundhouses, building of a viewing platform to overlook 
the bank which lay within the ditch and some industrial activity. Phase 2 comprised 
construction of two larger post-built roundhouses as well as some shallow curving slots 
of unclear function (Figures 16 and 17). The rath entrance appears to have been 
represented by a narrowing in the ditch to the west – atypical of most raths which have 
entrances to the east. Another unusual aspect of the entrance was the absence of a gap in 
the ditch to allow a crossing and we might assume that the ditch at Crumlin Recreation 
Grounds was instead crossed by a wooden bridge — a feature only identified on one 
other site, Seacash rath.33 As Seacash lies only 2 km north of Crumlin, it may indicate a 
regional variation in the style of entrance construction. 

Radiocarbon determinations show that Phase 1 occupation was in the early to mid-
7th century (radiocarbon date ad 600–60). A Phase 2 sample was located on a ‘wiggle’ in 
the calibration curve, and consequently it suggests a date range of either ad 690–750 or 
760–890. Nevertheless, since only two phases of occupation were evident, and as Phase 1 
belongs to the early to mid-7th century, Phase 2 occupation most probably immediately 
followed and dates to the late 7th or early 8th centuries. The lack of a complex array of 
fills within the ditch signifies abandonment followed Phase 2 and the ditch was left to fill 

fig 15
Crumlin archaeological areas: location map. Image © NAC (Northern Archaeological Consultancy).

33 Lynn 1978, 62; Edwards 1990, 22.
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up through natural sedimentation. The final phase of activity concerning the ditch was its 
deliberate backfilling in the 18th century.

The Phase 1 house lay 150 m south-east of the rath. Defined by a c 9 m diameter 
drip-trench gully, the internal structure was c 8m in diameter. The body of the structure 
was built using pairs of large posts and with evidence for a wall slot running between some 
of these pairs. While these posts and wall formed the exterior elevation, internal (and roof) 
support was provided by another set of six posts. Gullies to both the north and east 
allowed water to run away from the house. The entrance was to the south-east and lay 
between two large postholes. The slight shift in the position of the drip gully suggested 
that the house was likely occupied for a prolonged period as this shifting would only 
happen if the dwelling was re-roofed; if using reed thatch (the most probable roofing 
material given the site’s close proximity to both Lough Neagh and a small river) this would 
need replacing after 25–50 years. The large quantity of burnt material found within 
the house suggests a destructive end — perhaps razed by attacking enemies while the 
occupants sought shelter in the neighbouring rath.

fig 16
Crumlin Area A post-excavation plan. Image © NAC (Northern Archaeological Consultancy).
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fig 17
Phasing in Crumlin Area A. Image © NAC (Northern Archaeological Consultancy).

Archaeological context

A rath or ringfort is an early medieval (ad 400–1200) defended settlement site, most fre-
quently circular, surrounded by a bank and ditch (or multiple banks and ditches) or a stone 
rampart. The bank is generally built by piling up inside the ditch the excavated material.34 
Sizes can vary considerably, from 15.5 m to 75 m internal diameter, but are normally 
between 15–35 m and chiefly towards 30 m.35 The larger sites with the more elaborate 
defences are associated with higher status individuals. The vast majority of raths date to 
between c ad 600–90036 and as such the rath at Crumlin fits into the widely recognised 
principal occupation period for univallate (single ditched) raths; its 40 m internal diameter 
places it at the larger scale of enclosure. Indeed, the dimensions could suggest royal 
ownership, as implied in the Críth Gablach (a law-tract on status of c ad 700): ‘What is the 

34 O’Riordain, 1979, 29–30.
35 Stout 2000, 15; Edwards 1996, 14.
36 Stout 2000, 24; Kerr 2007, 99.
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due of a king who is always in residence at the head of his tuath (tribe or people)? Seven 
score feet (42.56 m) of perfect feet are the measure of his stockade on every side. Seven 
feet (2.23 m) are the thickness of its earthwork, and twelve feet (3.65 m) its depth’.37 How-
ever, as there are a large number of raths around Crumlin of this size, we must assume 
that the scale is not consistent across Ireland and was dependant on the overall wealth 
and power of each region. Indeed, the rath identified as ANT 059:011 which lies 1.5 km 
east of this rath is larger again (c 51× 40 m) and so probably held a higher ranking noble 
than our excavated rath. Overall, one might propose that the occupants of the rath at 
Crumlin was of high noble stock, while the isolated house was occupied by one of his 
clients or vassals.38 

Within the rath were generally sited one or more dwellings (dependant on the size 
of the rath) and quite often a secondary structure (usually designated as an animal enclo-
sure). Most of the earliest medieval houses were circular and constructed of wicker or 
post-and-wattle.39 It is likely that the Phase 1 houses within the rath were wicker-walled, 
while the isolated house and the second phase rath houses were much more substantial 
and probably of wattle-and daub, and again presumably roofed with reeds. It is impossible 
to say whether the Phase 1 ‘viewing platform’ within the rath was roofed. 

The Phase 1 house was of perhaps relatively small size for such a large rath and 
would have placed the occupants within the hierarchical grade of Ocaire (‘Young Lord’), 
the lowest grade of freemen who did not own their own land.40 However, taking into 
account the industrial activity in the north of the rath enclosure, the viewing platform 
and the second house (unlike some other rath sites there is no indication that these two 
houses formed a conjoined single figure-of-eight house), the house’s small size perhaps 
simply reflects restricted space. 

The second phase houses were much larger (c 11 m in diameter), placing them into 
the grade of ‘pilgrim king’,41 a rank immediately below and directly in line for accession 
to the kingship. Again, such associations are crude, and it perhaps safer to suggest lower 
noble denominations attached to our inhabitants such as Aire Forgill (‘Lord of Superior 
Testimony’), or Aire Tuise (‘Lord of Leadership’). The Aire Forgill was the grade below 
pilgrim king and all of his land was allotted to Ocaire, his vassals; the Aire Tuise was the 
next grade down and he farmed a quarter of his land while leasing out the remainder to 
Ocaire. It is likely that the isolated house belonged to one of the Ocaire or a noble of the 
next higher grade, Bóaire (‘Cow Lord’).42 

Evidence for farming

Though some animal bone was recovered, this was too small and fragmentary to obtain 
an archaeologically significant sample. Arable farming was evidenced from the charred 
barley grain recovered from several samples and from a grinding stone from the isolated 
house. The latter would have been used with a quernstone to grind up cereal into flour 
prior to its use. Other cultivated food plants found on contemporary sites include oats, 
rye, turnip and mint; fat hen, common vetch, hazelnut, various hedgerow berries and 
sorrels were also collected. As Kerr43 notes, ‘Plants were not necessarily only grown for 
foodstuffs, but were used for dying (eg woad and madder), as well as for fibres (eg hemp 
and flax)’. Unfortunately, later agricultural ploughing has removed traces of any of the 
likely early medieval field systems in this area. 

37 Cited by MacNeill 1923, 305.
38 MacNeill 1923, 305.
39 Lynn 1994, 88.
40 Stout 2000, 112; Lynn 1994, 91.
41 Lynn 1994, 91.
42 Stout 2000, 111.
43 Kerr 2007, 45.
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The rath within its local context

The area around Crumlin contains a mass of other (presumed) early medieval sites. The 
majority of these are raths, though one other unenclosed early medieval site was exca-
vated 1 km north-west of this site (ANT 059:173). Of known raths within a 2 km circum-
ference, ANT 059:002, ANT 059:096 and ANT 059:117 are of similar dimensions, while 
ANT 059:011 is slightly larger. The remaining raths are smaller: this might indicate that 
they were not contemporary, but they could also represent settlement sites somewhere 
between the unenclosed settlement excavated here and at ANT 059:173 and the more 
substantial raths. Unfortunately, the sole site currently with a radiocarbon date is Seacash 
Rath (ANT 059:005), c 1 km north-west of the excavation site; though it returned a range 
of dates the excavator indicated ad 800–1000 (thus later than Crumlin) as the most likely 
occupation period.44 Interestingly, Seacash rath also contained evidence for a larger 
post-built structure on the edge of what would have been the internal bank.45 This would 
give further credence to the theory that raised platforms were needed in the relatively flat 
(and potentially wooded) ground to allow the rath inhabitants a vantage point over the 
surrounding area. 

A further interesting aspect of the raths of similar size to those at Crumlin Recre-
ation Grounds is that they lay between 1.1 and 1.5 km from the rath; therefore, if occupied 
contemporaneously, they would have had easy inter-visibility. To expand on this further, 
two sites identified through aerial photography have been noted on the SMR as being 
very suitable for raths, ANT 059:098 and ANT 059:144. If these are included in the 
number, then a ring of six raths lie within 1.5 km of our excavated site. Can we conceive 
of this as a defensive cordon? Looking beyond the 2 km zone indicates numerous other 
raths which themselves would have been within 1.1–1.5 km of those forming the ring 
around the Crumlin site; strikingly, this pattern has been identified with raths over most 
of the areas where they are found.46 

Pottery 

A small number of sherds of pottery, identified as Souterrain ware, were recovered in the 
excavations (Fig 4). This type of pottery is largely restricted to Ulster, and was used 
domestically in cooking and food storage, and belongs normally to the 8th–12th centuries 
ad.47 However, radiocarbon determinations suggest that at least some of the Souterrain 
ware recovered during this excavation was in use in the 7th century and in the case of the 
pottery from Area B, potentially even the 6th century. The pottery itself is earthenware, 
coil built (ie not on a wheel) and of an atypical bucket shape (flat bottomed, upright 
vessels); none showed evidence for decoration (Fig 18). The pots varied in size from 14–
22 cm in diameter and though it was not possible from the small number of sherds pres-
ent to absolutely identify the depth these pots had, comparative research suggests a depth 
of 10–15 cm.48 Analysis from a geological study of Souterrain ware from 47 sites has 
shown that the potters were local, tending to use material drawn from the surrounding 
geology; yet, this does not exclude the idea of skilled itinerant craftsman travelling around 
the various settlements and producing pottery on demand. However, since, by and large, 
Souterrain ware is poorly manufactured, it was most likely created by the actual occupants 
of particular locales.

44 Lynn 1978, 62.
45 Ibid, 60–2.
46 Black 1994.
47 Lynn 2011.
48 Ibid, 324.
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fig 18
Reconstruction of Souterrain ware pot from Crumlin Area A. Image © NAC (Northern Archaeological Consultancy)
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