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William Raymond Powell, M.A., M.Litt., ER.Hist.S.

1920-2008

Raymond Powell was born on 5th December 1920 in
Somerset, the son of Rev Macaulay Powell and Nancye
Padfield. His early childhood was spent in South Africa,
where his father, a Methodist minister, was a missionary.
Sadly his mother died prematurely in 1927 resulting in
the remarriage of his father and the return of the family
to England. Ray commenced his education at Bideford,
Devon and subsequently at Kingswood School in Bath.
From here he went up to Merton College, Oxford with
an open scholarship to read History. However, the
outbreak of World War II curtailed his studies for in
Spring 1940 he volunteered for the Royal Air Force
training as a radar operator and eventually serving as an
instructor. His service necessitated several overseas
postings to West Africa, Belgium and Germany. In 1945
he was able to return to Oxford and complete his degree.

It was while catching a train from Exeter to Oxford
in October 1939 that he met Avril Johnson on the station
platform. This chance encounter, combined with the
uncertainties of war, culminated in marriage in July 1942.
Anne Alice, born in 1944, heralded the arrival of the first
of four children. Nicholas (Nicky, 1948-61), Frances
Avril (1951) and Edward (Ted, 1954) followed.

Ray joined the central staff of the Victoria County
History (V.C.H.) in 1949 and, in 1951, on the day that
Frances was born, was appointed editor of the Essex
V.C.H. Thus far, only two introductory Essex V.C.H.
“red” volumes had appeared (1903 and 1907) before
work on the county went into abeyance. In a fascinating
account published in the Essex Fournal,! Powell recalls
groping in the dark basement of the National Central
Library which had been wrecked by wartime bombing.
Here he found “thousands of slips in parish envelopes and
indexed binders, along with a few letters and books, all
dating from 1899-1920” some of which had been
damaged by leaking water pipes. Ray’s energy,
determination and intellectual skills were well suited to
resurrecting this project from these humble and
unsatisfactory beginnings. His resultant dedication
resulted in a prodigious and unequalled output over the
ensuing thirty-five years. Firstly, Volume IV, devoted to
the Ongar Hundred, was published in 1956. Three years
later the first bibliographical volume appeared followed
by Volume III which contained an account of Roman
Essex together with an Index for the three volumes
published from inception. A further three years elapsed
before Volume V covering the Waltham Hundred and the
parishes of Barking, Ilfford and Dagenham from the
Becontree Hundred was issued in 1966. The remainder
of the Becontree Hundred formed Volume VI which
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appeared in 1973. Towards the end of the decade the
Liberty of Havering-atte-Bower and eight parishes from
the Chafford Hundred were covered in Volume VII. This
was followed in 1983 with Volume VIII comprising the
remaining parishes of the Chafford Hundred and the
entire Harlow Hundred. Finally, prior to his retirement in
1986, he saw a Bibliography Supplement through the
press in addition to commencing work on Volume IX,
devoted to the Borough of Colchester. This latter volume
was eventually published in 1994 under the editorship of
his successor, Dr Janet Cooper. Powell recruited, fostered,
encouraged and maintained an excellent editorial team
throughout this lengthy and highly productive period.
Special mention should be made of the assistance received
from his wife Avril, who, before joining the staff of the
Medieval Latin Dictionary, served as part-time assistant
editor. She was jointly responsible for the index which
accompanied Volume III whilst contributing the entire
index for Volume V. Other formidable members were the
late Miss Hilda E P Grieve, B.E.M. who served as Deputy
Editor from 1966 to 1973 and Mrs Beryl Board. The
latter was appointed as a part-time editorial assistant in
1969 and was Senior Assistant Editor from 1985 until her
retirement in 1992. This astonishing publishing record is
all the more remarkable when viewed against a
background of severe financial constraints which have
perpetually hindered the V.C.H.

Ray’s retirement was no less productive with a
plethora of articles and reviews regularly appearing. His
output was not diminished following a move to Norwich
where two adjacent properties were purchased — one as
a residence and the other utilised as a library and
repository for archives!

Ray was a highly valued and loyal supporter of the
Essex Journal which began life in 1966 as the successor to
the much-loved Essex Review which ceased publication in
1957. Indeed Ray, in a very quiet and determined manner,
was highly influential in the appointment of Michael Beale
as Editor upon the reorganisation of the Essex Fournal in
1990. He continued to provide constant encouragement
and support and it was chiefly this aspect of Ray’s
activities that enabled me to form a highly valued
relationship. Towards the end of his life, I further had the
privilege of working extremely closely with him on his
four-part article focusing on R Miller Christy? (1861—
1928), the renowned Essex Naturalist and Antiquary who
was also keenly interested in the study of monumental
brasses. Ray described Christy’s contributions to the
Essex V.C.H. as “of great and permanent value”. Indeed,
Christy contributed an article on birds to Volume I and in
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William Raymond Powell 1920-2008

>

the succeeding volume a substantial section on ‘Industries
under the editorship of ] H Round.

John Horace Round (1856-1928), the distinguished
medieval historian, contributed significantly to the V.C.H.
He suffered all his life from appalling health becoming
especially intolerant over matters of accuracy. Indeed,
Round refused to write the history of Colchester on
which he was an expert because the editor was Professor
Freeman whom he had persistently and vehemently
attacked. Ray was fascinated by his eminent predecessor
who he considered had not been fairly treated and, in
characteristic fashion, desired to set the record straight.
This was comprehensively achieved with the publication
of Round’s definitive biography in 2001.3

Ray also contributed an important chapter relating to
John Round of Danbury Park to the festschrift volume

edited by Kenneth Neale which was published under the
auspices of the Essex Archaeological and Historical
Congress (Essex Congress) as a tribute to Sir William
Addison in 1992. Ray’s inclusion was highly symbolic for
he enjoyed a close association with Addison who had
been Chairman of the Essex V.C.H. for twenty-five years
and whom he succeeded as President of Essex Congress
in 1974.

J Horace Round had been an illustrious President of
the Essex Archaeological Society (1916-21), a Society
which Ray held in high esteem. He contributed regularly
to our Transactions consistently demonstrating his
breadth and depth of scholarship. Notable papers include
“Essex Domesday Topography since 1903: Place Name
Identifications and problems”*; ““T’he medieval hospitals
at East Tilbury and West Tilbury and Henry VIII’s
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Ray Powell, R.A.E 1940-1945

forts”>; “Lionel de Bradenham and his siege of
Colchester in 1350%; “John Horace Round and Victorian
Colchester: Culture and Politics, 1880-95"7; “Beyond
the ‘Morant canon’: some early historians of Essex”%;
“Silas Taylor of Harwich (1624-78): Naval Affairs,
Espionage and Local History”?; “Keir Hardie in West
Ham: ‘A Constituency with a Past’”'°; and “The Norman
Government of Essex 1066-1154”.!! It was entirely
fitting that Ray should be commissioned to prepare an
account of the activities and history of the Society as part
of the sesquicentennial celebrations in 2002. His valuable
record, prepared with characteristic attention to detail,
was published for posterity in these Transactions.'?

Ray was elected as President of the Society in 1987
and became a trustee upon concluding his three-year
term in office. Tangible practical support was
forthcoming with service as Membership Secretary from
1990 to 1993. He was rewarded for his outstanding
contribution to the Society with a Vice-Presidency in
2002.

Ray, a man devoted to his wife and family, suffered a
major heart attack at the age of forty-three. In 1997,
major surgery was required to repair his failing heart.
That he should recover from both setbacks to celebrate
his diamond wedding anniversary and live to the age of
eighty-seven speaks volumes for this remarkable man. He
was working to the last for at the time of his passing on
21st July 2008 he was busily preparing a joint article
relating to a collection of World War I letters which had
been written from the trenches by four cousins of J
Horace Round. How gratifying that his final contribution
should appear in the pages of this tribute issue of
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Transactions published by the Society which he loved and
to which he contributed so much.

H. Martin Stuchfield
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Kenneth Hall, B.A.
1947-2008

Kenneth Hall was born on 28 May 1947 and brought up
in Liverpool. Although he at one stage cherished ideas of
pursuing a medical career, he chose to read History at
the University of Leicester, then noted for its keen
engagement with local history as a discipline. Among
those teaching there were Norman Scarfe, from whom
Ken developed his interest in the local history of the
eastern counties, and Geoffrey Martin, later to become
Keeper of the Public Records. It was these two, both
keenly committed to archive-based research, together
with Geoffrey’s wife, Janet, an archivist by training, who
were to play a key role in shaping Ken’s future. He now
decided to train for a Diploma in Archive Administration
at the University of Wales in Bangor.

Ken’s first post, which he took up in 1969, was as an
assistant archivist in the then West Suffolk Record Office
at Bury St Edmunds. From 1972, the illness of the
then County Archivist placed Ken in the role of acting
head of service, during what was to prove to be a busy
period. The reorganization of local government in
1974 brought the merger of the East and West Suffolk
County Councils. Ken was heavily involved in the
discussions and planning for the creation of the new
Suffolk Record Office and from 1974 served as Archivist
in Charge of the western area, overseeing the move of
the archive to the former County Library building in Bury.

It was while in Suffolk that Ken began to be involved
with the affairs of the Society of Archivists, the professional
body for archivists in Great Britain, acting initially as
Honorary Assistant Secretary and Hon. Secretary of the
Parliamentary and General Purposes Committee.

In 1976, Ken was appointed to the post of County
Archivist of Durham. He served in that role for
three years. The service was then constrained by limited
premises but Ken produced a comprehensive
development plan and was in post long enough to see the
first stages implemented, with improvements and
expansion to premises in Durham and increased staffing
levels in both Durham and Darlington. He introduced a
microfilm service and, building on work he had done in
West Suffolk, focused heavily on the provision of
educational services.

By the time Ken left Durham in 1979 he had taken on
the onerous role of Hon. Secretary of the Society
of Archivists and had co-authored a number of papers
on the educational use of archives. Now he moved on to
become County Archivist of Lancashire.

Lancashire was one of the biggest of local record
offices and already boasted purpose-built accommodation.
After a period of rapid expansion, Ken was successful in
persuading the County Council to build a new storage
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block adjoining the existing premises to double the office’s
capacity. It was the first accommodation in the country
built to be fully compliant with the newly adopted British
Standard for archive storage and, as such, attracted
widespread attention.

Ken’s keen eye for areas in need of development led
to a good deal of systematising of basic office procedures,
creating bed-rock systems which are in many cases
still in operation today. Seeing that the future lay in
computerisation, he introduced the first machines to the
Office. Recognising the value, in a time of constraint, of
extending the base of public involvement in and support
for the Record Office, he set about establishing the
Friends of Lancashire Archives, still an effective body,
and developing a volunteering programme which proved
to be the largest of its kind in the country. Ken’s restless
need for new challenges was, time and again throughout
his working life, the springboard for improvement and
development.

During his time in Lancashire, Ken had been elected
Vice-Chairman of the Society of Archivists and served as
its Chairman between 1987 and 1989. It was during this
period that he first became involved with the International
Council on Archives. In 1989, having played an important
réle in building up the Association, he became Secretary
of ICA’s Section of Professional Associations, rising
rapidly to become Vice-Chairman (1991) and Chairman
(1993-4).The foundation of an International Institute for
Archival Science in Maribor, Slovenia, in 1986, quickly
won his support and active attention. Meanwhile, he was
asked by UNESCO to undertake the evaluation of a pilot
project in Kenya to look at national archive networking
in the country. In 1991, he became Project Director of
the Archival Survey for Climate History, a project he
took very seriously for the part it could play in an
understanding of climate change. He held this post for
five years.

After fourteen years in Lancashire, Ken was ready for
a further fresh set of opportunities and, in 1993 became
County Archivist of Essex, where planning for the move
of the Office to new premises was at an embryonic stage.
Ken lost no time in seizing this opportunity and, with
typical enthusiasm, set about capturing the imagination
of councillors and senior officers and harnessing their
support to create what was to become one of the largest
and most fully equipped archives of the period.
Sustaining the commitment of officers and members was
a task for which Ken was singularly well equipped. The
new office opened in 2000, its searchroom equipped with
fifty individual computer terminals and supported by a
lecture theatre, state-of-the-art conservation studio
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and facilities for researchers in sound and video.
Simultaneously, he secured capital funding for the full
computerisation of the Office’s catalogues with the
development of the custom-built system which took
on the name Seax. It would later go on-line and provide
the platform for the delivery of an extensive programme
of digitisation of documents.

As in Lancashire, Ken was eager to increase public
involvement in the work of the Office. He established
Access Points in Saffron Walden and Harlow, where
people could make use of the resources of the Record
Office more locally. Working in collaboration with the
Friends of Historic Essex, he set up the Essex Archives
Volunteer Scheme, which attracted more than sixty
people at its initial meeting. Working along lines already
tested in Lancashire, volunteers were given the
opportunity to play their part in the practical life of the
Record Office by flattening, listing and reboxing the huge
series of original wills. It is a tribute to the worth of the
scheme and the engagement it encouraged, that it is still
running to this day.

Wherever possible, Ken was eager to give support to
and work with county organizations. He was an ex officio
member of the Council of the Essex Society for
Archaeology and History during his term of office and
an elected member of Council from 2006 until his death.
He was also a Vice-President of the Essex Society for
Family History. A fruitful relationship between the
Record Office and the Society opened the way to the
housing of its Research Room within the E.R.O. complex
and to the staging of several joint conferences which
attracted large sell-out audiences. He also enjoyed sharing
his own skills by teaching a series of classes in
palaeography, again put on collaboratively. These are
remembered affectionately by those who attended
(sometimes upward of a hundred people attended) as
being peppered with Ken’s usual good humour and dry
wit. He proved a highly engaging — and therefore
extremely successful — teacher.

Meanwhile, within the County Council, Ken led the
integration of the archive service with other heritage
services: the museums advisory service, the management
of Cressing Temple and the creation of a fully integrated
heritage education service, facilitating the sharing of skills
and resources and, potentially, strengthening the profile
of this element of the Council’s work.

In 2003, Ken was forced to retire early. Lung cancer
was diagnosed. Surgery seemed successful and Ken, as
ever supported by his wife Stephanie, whom he had first
met at Leicester, enjoyed some years of new activity in
Great Sampford, the village they had adopted on coming
to Essex. As secretary of the Sampfords Society and as a
churchwarden in the village, Ken had earned the
affection and respect of neighbours and friends for his
skill as an organizer and for his good-humoured
company. His working life had always been firmly built
and dependent on a long and successful married life with
Stephanie, and in these years they were able to develop
their shared love of opera, their cottage and their dogs
and to watch with unremitting pride and affection the
developing career of their daughter Katharine.
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Meanwhile he was able to continue his international
work. In 2004, following the tsunami, he undertook an
inspection of the National Archives of the Maldives. He
was part of an international co-ordinating committee for
the safeguarding of the heritage of Iraq and in 2006 he
was appointed the ICA’s first ever chargé de mission and
was asked to represent that body on the UNESCO
Memory of the World project, to which he made a
substantial contribution.

Closer to home, in 2007, he took on the role of Chair
of the Bethlem Art and History Collections Trust, a body
which oversees the work of the Bethlem Royal Hospital
Archives and Museum and which was becoming engaged
with the issue of finding new premises. Ken was excited
at the prospect of being able to bring his ample
experience of relocating archives into play again on
behalf of a project and an archive about which he quickly
became passionate in his interest and support.

Sadly, however, Ken’s illness returned. He died on 12
June 2008.

Early on in his career, Ken’s abilities as a persuader
became evident to colleagues. They were exceptional. He
was an incisive contributor to committee meetings. He
had excellent timing, knowing instinctively how to hold
his fire and strike at the key moment, delivering his
argument concisely, eloquently and often barbed with a
sharp wit. And he was a much sought-after chairman and
negotiator with a keen eye for the right route to a
conclusion or to conciliation. Above all, as anyone will
testify who came across him on one of the numerous
Essex committees he sat on, he could enliven any meeting
or conversation with his own very distinctive humour. As
dry as a bone, straight-faced and with impeccable timing
in delivery, he could leave you momentarily off-balance.
Many a tense situation was relieved in this way.

Equally early, Ken realized that it was in these
particular skills that his strength lay rather than with the
intricacies of professional practice. He was always wise and
generous enough to acknowledge his colleagues’ deeper
knowledge of collections and techniques and to devote
himself to ensuring that the climate and conditions in
which they worked were secure, comfortable and, above
all, always moving forward. The record speaks for itself; in
all those archives he led during his career, the combination
of his persuasive powers and his determination to expand
and develop led to improved services.

Ken was the fourth and last County Archivist of
Essex.The title died on his departure from the post. Like
all his predecessors, he took on the title with fierce pride,
both in the county (and the County Council) which had
invested, generously and wisely, in preserving and
celebrating its past, and with a determination to maintain
the position of the Essex Record Office as an exemplar to
other services, both in the United Kingdom and overseas.

Victor Gray
The author is grateful to the Society of Archivists for

permission to draw heavily on an obituary contributed by
him to the Fournal of that Society.



Ambrose James Fawn, B.Sc.

1929-2008

Ambrose James Fawn was born in Sheffield on 5 March
1929 and spent his early years in Cheltenham, where he
attended the local Grammar School, before gaining a
degree in Physics with subsidiary Mathematics at the
University of Bristol in 1950. He served in the RAF
during National Service.

The most significant part of his life, however, was
spent in Essex which in 1953 became his home for the
next 55 years. He had arrived to work at Bexford
Limited, an I.C.I. subsidiary company, at Manningtree,
where he progressed from Plant Physicist to Plant
Manager for Solution Preparation, Solvent Recovery and
Plant Development.

As a member of the Essex Society for Archaeology
and History for many years, James Fawn attended its
meetings with consistent regularity and he enjoyed
participating in its various other activities, including the
annual Morant Dinner. He would always greet friends
and colleagues with a cheery countenance and inevitably
had some interesting piece of archaeological news to
impart or a subject of topical interest to discuss. He
served on the Society’s Council for a number of years

(1994-96 and 1997-2002) and was a member of the
Library Committee. He also represented the Society on
the Colchester Archaeological Trust L.td from 2002,
serving as a member of that body’s Council of
Management.

There were many other archaeological and heritage-
orientated organisations in Essex to which James
Fawn gave his support and at whose meetings he was
regularly to be seen. They include the Essex
Archaeological and Historical Congress and the Advisory
Committee for Archaeology in Essex. If there was an
archaeological conference, annual symposium or seminar
being held in the county, or indeed further afield, which
related to his subjects of interest, he would generally be
likely to attend it.

Living at Colchester he soon became aware of the
town’s archaeological heritage which in due course
became his major interest and to which he devoted a
considerable amount of time and energy. In 1961 he had
joined the recently formed Colchester Archaeological
Group and was immediately elected to its committee, on
which he served continuously as a member until his death

James Fawn and the missing face of Longinus. Photograph reproduced by kind permission of the Colchester

Archaeological Trust

X
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in November 2008. On being offered early retirement
from work in 1980, he took a course in Accountancy and
enthusiastically put his newly developed skills to use as
the Group’s Honorary Treasurer, an office from which he
only stepped down in 2006.

But it was probably fieldwork that most interested him
and in which he was particularly active. He started
excavating in 1961 under the guidance of Felix Erith
FSA at the multi-period site, especially well known for its
Bronze Age cremation cemeteries, at Ardleigh.
Thereafter, he participated unstintingly, whatever the site,
conditions or weather, in every project undertaken by the
CAG. The work that he himself directed is mainly
published in the Group’s Annual Bulletin, while some of
his more recent pieces of research have appeared in the
Colchester Archaeologist.

James Fawn’s scientific background made him a
stickler for accuracy and detail, but he was invariably
generous in giving all the help, advice and support that he
could to others. Having taken part during the 1970s with
Kay de Brisay FSA in the excavation of several of the
Essex Red Hills, notably at Osea Road, Peldon and
Tollesbury, he developed a special interest in ancient
salt-making along the Essex coast. This resulted in the

publication of “T’he Red Hills of Essex’ in 1990 of which
James Fawn was the main joint-author. In 1996 he
assisted Professor Peter Cott with the geophysical survey
of the important late Iron Age and Roman site at
Gosbecks — work that has been continued by others.
There was always an archaeological project that he was
working on.

The project, however, that no doubt gave him most
personal satisfaction was the excavation in 1996 under
difficult circumstances of a development site in Beverley
Road, Colchester. Its special significance was that here in
1928 came to light one of the most famous Roman
tombstones found in Britain which Colchester’s Castle
Museum prizes among its main exhibits. On it is depicted
in fine detail the mounted figure of Longinus Sdapeze, a
Thracian cavalryman in the Roman army, with his
personal details and career inscribed beneath. But one
significant feature was strikingly missing — his face. By
careful excavation James Fawn found this important part,
which now back in place allows the portrait of Longinus
to be viewed in all its original splendour of nearly two
thousand years ago.

G. Mark R. Davies
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The Rounds of Witham during the First World War and

‘Cousin John Horace Round’

Thamar Maclver and the late W. Raymond Powell

INTRODUCTION

In 1914 Avenue House, Witham, had been home to
Frank and Emily Round since he retired from the
Colonial Office. They were both from Essex families.
Frank’s elder brother James, of Birch Hall and Colchester
Castle, and Emily’s, William Tufnell, of Langleys, Great
Waltham, were local landowners. The couple were to be
devastated by the war, in which three sons died (the
oldest aged 22) after taking part in most of the battles of
the Western Front until August 1917. A fourth son spent
the last year of the war in France with the Canadian
Forestry Corps. This article is based largely on family
letters and papers,! which give a sanitized view of the war

Plate 1

— what decent young men told their parents? — but still
show powerfully its effect on one family.

Together the couple had six sons and a daughter.
Constance (Kitty) was at home. The five oldest boys had
taken up professions. Douglass was an architect and
Jolliffe a clergyman. When they were 19 Auriol had
followed two uncles into the Essex Regiment, while his
twin brother Arthur had joined the Canadian Bank of
Montreal, and in 1914 was in Merritt, 100 miles from
Vancouver. J. Murray Round was with land agents Strutt
& Parker in London: he had also joined the Essex
Regiment in 1913, as a reservist. Harold C. Round was
still at Marlborough College.

The younger Rounds of Witham, December 1910. Left to right (back row) Jolliffe, Douglass, the twins — probably

Arthur then Auriol: (front row) Murray, Constance (Kitty), Harold. Photograph: Thamar Maclver
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Aletter of 1911 from Frank Round’s sister, describing
Arthur’s last evening at Witham, gives a glimpse of the
pre-war family: ‘Douglass, Jolliffe, Uncle DJ[ouglass],
Lucy and I went...so there was a long dinner table. Auriol
was invaluable keeping everybody going...Aunt Milly
sang in the evening...lastly Arthur found her the Swanee
River, and the boys all joined in the chorus...’

Auriol and the Retreat from Mons
A week after war was declared, Auriol’s regiment was
guarding the Norfolk coast, checking car licences on
roads to the coast. They crossed to France on 22/23
August. The war had not yet reached stalemate. The
Germans were thrusting into France, trying to encircle
the bulk of the French forces further south. As the French
Fifth Army was forced back, the British Expeditionary
Force, at the rear, sought to delay the German advance
until reinforcements arrived. Auriol’s regiment was
among those reinforcements. While they travelled, the
British fought their first battle at Mons. In the next (Le
Cateau 26 August) the fresh troops were under fire from
early morning. Auriol wrote afterwards: ‘It was a pleasure
to see our shells bursting where the Germans were trying
to advance. [We] were in very hastily-made trenches....
We retired...We went forward to collect the wounded. On
retiring the whole ground was plastered with shells...I
was wounded’.

At first Auriol’s wound, caused by shrapnel above the
knee, seemed minor. His family later took pride in his

having assisted another wounded man. “The grandest
thing I ever saw’ Private Gore said. “We found a man
wounded in the leg, he could barely get along. L.t. Round
put his arm round his waist and the man’s arm round his
neck, and helped him over two miles...” The problem
then was the continuing retreat. Private Gore: “We met
again in the village where the ambulance people re-
bandaged and put us in wagons...to the hospital...they
began shelling the hospital...those that could, walked, the
others went in wagons to the station...from the trains we
were taken in trams to St. Quentin, but it was in danger
so back to the station...We reached Rouen next
day...[the following] day we were shifted in motor cars to
the ships...’

Between 29 August and 9 September Auriol sent
encouraging letters and telegrams from France and
London. He saw his parents (and also King George V,
on an early visit to the wounded) but he was facing
an operation on his leg. He developed tetanus, and
died on 5 September 1914.The family received a
telegram from Buckingham Palace: “The King and
Queen deeply regret the loss you and the Army have
sustained.’

Auriol’s funeral, so early in the war, was a notable
event. It was marked by a procession through Witham,
reported in British newspapers, and even in New York.
(New York Times Pictorial War Extra 24 September
1914))

A Tni

Plate 2 Funeral of Lieutenant Auriol Round, September 1914. Frank and Emily just visible on the right of the picture.
Photograph: Thamar Maclver
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The family at home and school

Life went on. Kitty had joined the Red Cross. Emily, who
had made shirts and socks for Auriol and his men,
presumably did the same for Murray, who requested a
knitted tie. Harold, at school, was hesitating between
aiming for Oxford, Sandhurst, or an immediate
commission, afraid that his youth or poor eyesight might
prevent him joining a frontline regiment. Of more
immediate concern was the safety of Murray, who as a
reservist spent some weeks training before going to
France in late September.

Murray: Ypres

In France, German forces had been halted and pushed
back to the Aisne. The Allies re-grouped. British troops
near the Aisne were replaced by the French, and sent
north to form a line between the Germans and the coast,
protecting the Channel ports. There, in mid-October,
those just arrived near Ypres faced attack.

Murray joined his regiment on the Aisne, but soon
moved south of Ypres. “The first day we attacked the
Germans and pushed them back. My company [took] a
farmhouse where they had a machine gun
concealed...losing about 25 men...We went on pushing
back for ten days and for the last ten days we have sat
opposite their trenches...” He continued, doubtless
reminding his mother of his schooldays: ‘I wonder
whether you would send me out once a week a cake,
some chocolate and a tin of potted meat or sardines...I
want a pair of pants also’ (3 November). Murray spent
the following months in and out of the trenches. He wrote
on 2 January 1915: ‘Going to the trenches is quite a
sight...You put on all the clothes you can raise: 2
waistcoats, cholera belt, socks, overcoat, scarves, gloves,
mittens, wristlets, kneecaps and burberry. Your servant
follows with the food...your wading boots, waterproof
sheet &c. The trenches are like rivers.’

In March 1915, while reaching up to barbed wire, he
was wounded in both arms, presumably by a sniper. One
of his men, Private May of Dunmow, told a local
newspaper: “The chief trouble in trench warfare is
sniping. Every day some of our men are knocked over
and carried to the little cemetery at the rear where fallen
Essex soldiers are buried. The German snipers are dead
shots. If a man happens to show his head above the
trench he is bound to be [hit].’ The bullets had passed
through Murray’s arms cleanly. He spent a month in
Boulogne convalescing, but was back with his regiment
when Spring brought renewed German assaults. The
second battle of Ypres, which saw the British line pushed
back, began with the first gas attack on 22 April 1915.
On 3 May Murray was wounded again. He had also been
gassed.

Home again: Murray and Harold

Murray’s latest wound was serious. His forearm was
shattered, and he was in England on light duties for a
year. Meanwhile Harold had secured a place at Worcester
College, Oxford. But after having been turned down
twice because of his poor eyesight, he was finally passed

by a special medical board, and in December 1915 he
joined the Rifle Brigade.

Murray and Harold: The Somme

There had been little progress on the Western Front,
despite high casualties, until shortly before Murray’s
return in July 1916. Early in 1916 both sides planned
major offensives. The German attack, at Verdun, put such
pressure on the French that the British bore the brunt of
the Allied assault: The Somme. Murray missed the
dreadful first days in early July, when, after ineffectual
bombardment, hundreds of yards were gained at the cost
of tens of thousands of lives. His account of his first
action, on 28 July, is graphically spare: ‘I have lost about
half my company, and all the officers are casualties, but
we have been lucky.” A local newspaper explained: “The
Essex battalion were sent to Delville Wood, with orders to
hold it at all costs, and they fulfilled this with heavy
casualties.’

Murray was later awarded the Military Cross. He had
reorganized two companies and rescued six wounded
men under heavy fire. He was in action again on 8-9
August, in a fruitless attack on Guillemont. This time his
Colonel recommended him for the D.S.O., but without
success. After this Murray had a break. He even had a
week’s leave in September 1916. But on 4 November he
wrote: “We have been living for two months on the edge
of a volcano...’

Harold reached the Front in September 1916. ‘I hope
you’ll send weekly parcels with cake, soap, matches and
suchlike, as each officer contributes to his mess.” A week
later his mother received a frightening note: ‘Am taking
part in a colossal push tomorrow’. His letter afterwards
was upbeat: ‘Some push it was...and I’ve killed a Hun!
Got him with my revolver in one of the trenches we
captured. I shouted to him to put his hands up. He
probably did not understand, poor brute, however, he
didn’t so over he went.

This cocky letter concealed a lot. A fellow officer
wrote at the time: ‘Tt must have been an awful trial...his
first time under shell fire, and losing all his officers’; and
after his death another officer wrote: ‘He brought the
remnants of the Battalion out of action on September
16th.’ He was awarded the Military Cross. Following this
devastating action (not its first) his Division was moved
north.

Murray was now in a hard position. He frankly
disliked both action and trench warfare. By 8 November
he was in and out of the trenches, in foul weather — ‘up
to our eyes in mud and water’ — while waiting for his next
action. Meanwhile, Murray had been recommended for
two decorations, and was hoping for temporary
promotion to Major. ‘I am at the moment commanding
the Battalion as old C.O has been sent back as unfit for
strenuous campaigning...we have a new one who has
gone on leave’, he wrote on 8 October in an amiably
patronizing letter to Harold, and ‘T have not written as
many times as you...an elder brother’s privilege!’

Murray’s good nature was tried, however, when his
brother’s M.C. was confirmed before his own, though it
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was for a later action. He wrote on 10 October ‘Great,
isn’t it? The first Round decorated in this war. And he
now commands a company.” Later he discovered that
his M.C. had been confirmed: ‘as the Brigadier happened
to know the Army Commander” ‘Most hearty
congratulations’ wrote his mother, ‘I am so glad, dear old
boy, you who have been through this ghastly war for
more that two years.” But Murray never read this: he had
been killed on 13 November 1916. He had been in the
last action of the Somme, the taking of Beaumont Hamel.
He was reported ‘missing’: Harold wrote consolingly to
his mother. By February 1917 the family had been
convinced by reports from British prisoners of war that
Murray was dead, but he remained ‘missing’ until Frank
received a letter in July 1917 from Private Nicholls,
servant to Auriol Round: ‘Sir...I am giving you the
particulars of the grave of Master James Murray
Round... The place of burial is Serres Road. I got a nice
bouquet and placed [it] upon it. Please excuse me if this
letter is out of order, as my education does not permit me
to write as I should like.’

The Rounds contacted Emily’s brother, and the result
was a letter from General Hobkirk: ‘Dear Tufnell:
Yesterday I motored over and took Nicholls...I cannot
understand how Mrs Round did not know as the Cross
bears his name...I enclose a little red flower that was
growing on your nephew’s grave.’Once again the family
heard from Buckingham Palace: “The second beloved son
you have given in your Country’s Cause...” In October
1917 they heard from a companion: ‘He was killed in
enemy’s lines, and I was taken prisoner. We were the last
two left in that position...He was shot in the head.’

Harold at Arras

Harold, stationed near Arras from September 1916, was,
he emphasized, in no danger. On 25 September he wrote,
after two days in lorries, of requisitioning billets and
‘settling everyone in’: “You’ve no idea what an arduous
job it is, till you come to do it.” For some months they
were in and out of the trenches. (For example they were
in the trenches from 22 to 27 December, then in dug-
outs in a sunken road from 27 December 1916 to 1
January 1917, in again from 1 to 7 January, and from 9
January back in rest billets.) In October 1916 he wrote
of ‘a cushy tour’: he had just shot two partridges with a
borrowed rifle — ‘that’ll amuse Uncle James, so tell him
they’re the first I've ever shot ! The worst part of this
underground life is the abundance of rats and mice.” He
had to deal with much correspondence. One day he had
letters from 14 persons whom he names, and ‘about 60
Marlburians’ as well. ‘T usually get a dozen or so letters
asking about casualties...on the 15th [September], and of
course these must be answered first.’

In November 1916 he sent a ‘cadge’: ‘Every
officer...has been asked to raise £5 to get the men
decent food, clothing, and comforts for Xmas. You
see we are not a County Regt...we get no people of
the County to provide funds...” Later he wrote: ‘Our rest
is over...we have not gone into the trenches but
are mostly supplying working parties... Luckily our

Brigadier is making efforts to avoid the rugger side going
on working parties...to have practices...to take on the
rest of the Division later.’

In February 1917 Harold began a five-week course,
telling his mother this was partly because ‘the C.O. wants
to get me off the next push in March opposite Arras.” But
in March the Germans withdrew to the Hindenburg line,
giving them a shorter, defensive front. Harold found it
‘awfully funny being able to wander across ‘No Mans’
Land’ and look at the Boche trenches...Boche...
Behaving with his usual Hunnishness polluted and
poisoned wells, gassed dug-outs, mined cross-roads,
bombs that explode when trodden on...I wonder
whether we should have had the brains or stooped [s0]
low.

The assault finally began in early April 1917: ‘My
Company Commander went into the show and...I was
left out. Next time the positions will be reversed.” His turn
soon came. He wrote on 2 May: ‘I go over the top
tomorrow’. Fortunately for the family that note arrived
after one dated 5 May; ‘T have come out all right; but we
had a very bad time.

Behind this action lay an exploit to be celebrated
amidst disaster, for which he got the D.S.O. A friend told
his mother: ‘Harold Round has again done wonderfully
well...one of the very few of his Battalion to get through.
When others had withdrawn he stuck onto a position
for a night and two days, without water or food and with
very little ammunition. He sent back to say he couldn’t
hang on for much longer, and was naturally brought in
then and there’Another friend wrote after his death:
‘At HQ all we knew was that the thing was a failure
and the Battalion...swallowed up in No Man’s
Land. After 8 hours one officer and a few men, the only
known survivors, returned...Next day somebody said:
“Mr Round has turned up.” And there he was, as
cheerful as ever.’ Two days later Harold celebrated his
21st birthday with a 21-year-old port provided by his
father.

Arras had been intended to distract the Germans
from the French ‘Nivelle’ offensive. Neither succeeded.
Soon activity there was cut back, so that the British could
concentrate on their attack at Ypres: Passchendaele.
Harold’s battalion moved north in July 1917.

Meanwhile, thanks to a friend on the Divisional staff,
Harold enjoyed several motor trips. ‘It is such a pleasure
to go bowling along...each day the trees look more
beautiful. The only things where we are at present are
trenches, dead trees, broken wire, shell holes and ruined
and desolate villages.” On a later trip ‘I went down to see
the old places we fought in on the Somme...Flowers,
hay &c. abound on the country where we attacked on
15 September. The trenches we took are scarcely
recognizable’

In June 1917 he had twelve days home leave, when he
saw two of his surviving brothers. He collected his M.C.
from Buckingham Palace. Returning via London, he met
J.H.Round, the distinguished historian, a distant cousin
who often sent parcels to him and to Murray at the Front.
(This is discussed in more detail below.)
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Plate 3 A page from one of Emily Round’s notebooks, relating to the death of her son Murray. Photograph: Thamar Maclver
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Harold at Passchendaele
On 3 August 1917 Harold wrote: “We are still in camp at
Bailleul, some 10 miles behind the lines...the biggest
battle of the war is raging...the Germans are contesting
every inch.” On 16 August he wrote that: ‘All the part I
am in is in a turmoil of war...guns unceasing, raids and
such like.’ On 22 and 23 August he sent postcards saying:
‘T am well.’ But he was killed on 24 August 1917. Harold’s
family learned that he died between 4 and 5 a.m. before
Glencourse Wood (‘or what was left of it’). The British
had recently gained ground: the Germans counter-
attacked to recover it. Harold led his men to plug a gap
in the defence. He ended in a Machine Gun Section
trench with two comrades. A shell killed all except one
machine-gunner and one rifleman, who were wounded.
Fighting was too fierce for Harold’s body to be recovered.
It was never found. His Colonel said that ‘Everybody
loved him...he was not only cool but cheerful under fire.
One rifleman sent a curious anecdote: “The Battalion
came into trenches where we were gassed for four and a
half hours. After that your son gave out orders to his
junior officers then came round sat on my knee and said:
“Well child we’re going up the line again tonight and you
and I are going to get killed”...I said “You shouldn’t talk
like that, sir”. He said “Well it is right,” and I said “No it
isn’t, Fritz doesn’t know us yet”, so of course he went
away laughing.’Once again there was a letter from the
Palace: “The King trusts you may be granted strength
and comfort in the further sorrow you have been called
upon to bear.

Arthur in Canada, England and France
Arthur, newly arrived in England from Canada, was able
to attend Harold’s memorial service. His arrival was long
planned. He had joined ‘some Volunteer corps in New
Westminster’ (his father’s phrase) by November 1916. In
1917 Harold told his father “You ask if I would speak to
a Canadian private, even if he were a brother: it is too
stupid to be answered!” Arthur reached England in late
August 1917, and in October arrived at the Vosges
mountains near Alsace. He had intended to transfer to
the infantry but put it off, initially because the Foresters
were going to Europe first, and later because a friend said
“You have lost three brothers, so to winter with the
Forestry will do you no harm!’

Arthur’s enlistment as a private clearly floored his
father. The son explained carefully: “The only transfer I
really wish for is into the Canadian infantry as a
private...If I can rise from the ranks well and good: but
the likelihood is extremely small! Canada has grafted
certain democratic ideas into my head. I want not to avail
myself of anything that money or position can give me...I
know you will be disappointed but I am no leader of
men’.

The Foresters began in tents, building the huts, roads,
and sawmill they needed. Then followed months of hard
work, from 6 a.m. to 5p.m. with an hour for lunch. In
December he was proud when his loading job was passed
to Frenchmen, who with double the men took longer
than the Canadians. In France, Arthur was some way

behind the Front Line and only occasionally heard anti-
aircraft fire or distant guns. His letters rarely mark the
progress of the war. In April 1918 he remarked that “The
news is certainly very bad’. But he commented on trees
in bud, daffodils, cuckoos, and local farming methods:
“The French farmers grow vegetables chiefly...Women,
old men and boys have to do all the work. Their methods
of farming seem 50 years behind the times.’

For Christmas he sent home a locally-made apron
and tablecloth: “The little tablecloth might go on the
drawing room piano table and hold the various family
distinctions having a War interest’.

Armistice and After

“The news of the Armistice reached us on 11 November
about 9.30’ wrote Arthur. “The C.O. excused us work. In
the evening I went down to one of the villages...We
joined in the torchlight procession headed by a band and
promenaded up and down the streets: French, Americans
and Canadians all mixed up...I had a mademoiselle on
one arm and a kid on my shoulder’. During the war
Arthur had had occasional opportunities to explore the
region, on foot or by train. When visiting the ruin of a
hotel where the Kaiser had once stayed, he and a
comrade were mistaken by French soldiers for German
spies! After the War he was able to go farther, across the
lines and as far as the Rhine.

After the Armistice Arthur remained in France for
two months, packing up. He then returned to England
and spent some time at Witham. On 21 March he wrote
from Rhyl, before sailing back to Canada; I shall go back
once more refreshed with the memories of a home that
has always been the source of inspiration of all that has
been best in my life...We are always together in thought
and happy memory.’ That was the last of the wartime
letters transcribed by his mother.

The Round boys were commemorated by inscriptions
at Birch, in Witham and Colchester, and, in Harold’s case
at Worcester College Oxford, and Tyne Cot. Auriol’s
tomb at Witham bears a cross which is also a sword.
Murray’s tomb in France has the curious inscription,
chosen by the family: ‘He that overcometh, I will be his
God and he will be my Son’ A conventionally
conservative family, the Rounds seem to have considered
fighting for their country part of their duty as
Englishmen and Christians and to have accepted the
family’s terrible losses with pride and deep and lasting
sorrow, but without resentment.

Gifts sent to France by ‘Cousin Horace’ to
the Round boys of Witham during their
service in the First World War
John Horace Round (1854-1928) had an abiding interest
in military matters (see W.R.Powell, Fohn Horace Round
(ERO Chelmsford 2001), 56 (‘thrilled to the sound of
the trumpet’); 105 (admired Maj-Gen. George
Wrottesley); 144 (great Army manoeuvres of 1898).
J.Horace Round was distantly related to the Rounds
of Witham, and knew Frank and Emily quite well. He was
a friend of Frank’s brother James Round, owner of the
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Plate 4 The war memorial at Witham. © Edward Mendelblat

Birch estate, which included Colchester Castle. His letters
mention Frank and Emily’s courtship and marriage
(Powell, F Horace Round, 77). Many years later
J.H.Round recruited Frank to write parish histories for
the Victoria County History of Essex.

On 4 November 1916 J.Murray Round wrote: ‘Dear
Cousin Horace: I received a parcel about a fortnight ago
from Harrods. Were you by any chance the kind
benefactor? I was away for a few days at the time, and as
it is a sort of recognized thing for any parcel containing
what looks like food to be opened if the owner is away, [
was not certain from whom it came, but suspect
your kind handiwork. As you know, it was greatly
appreciated...We have been living for the last 2
months on the edge of the volcano, waiting for it to
enlarge’

‘I have been rather anticipating getting made [up] to
temp. Major, and going as 2nd in command of 11th
Lancs. Fusiliers. But everything takes such a time to go
through...Meanwhile we continue to live a life of
comparative quiet, I expect you [are] having better
weather at Brighton than we are, as gumboots are now in
full swing. But the wetter it is, the more healthy, so the
Doctor says. Your affec. Cousin, J].M.Round.

On 13 November 1916 Murray’s mother wrote to
congratulate him on being awarded the M.C. ‘You will

be the first Round to have won it, as yours dates from 23
July, and Harold’s from 15 September...I wonder how
long it will take before yours is officially mentioned...till
then, Cousin Horace says we should keep it quiet!’

There are no other references to J.Horace Round in
Murray’s letters, although it is clear from Harold’s
correspondence that there had been earlier gifts: these
particular letters were kept because Murray died on 13
November. But there are several references in Harold’s
letters.On 5 September, having just joined his battalion at
the front, he asked his mother to ‘drop Cousin Horace a
line to effect that [parcels] are appreciated as he said he
would send me something from Fortnum & Mason as he
was sending to Murray as soon as he heard I’d joined my
battalion.’

On 20 September 1916, writing to his mother, Harold
reported that he had had a letter from Cousin Horace
saying that he had ordered Harrods to send him a
parcel, but that this had not yet arrived.On 25 September
1916, Harold told his father ‘You will remember
that Cousin Horace said that Harrods were sending me
out a parcel. It ought to have arrived by this time, but
the Post Corporal says one parcel burst & the contents
were littered on the road...he thinks it was mine!
I have written and explained the fact to Cousin
Horace.’
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Writing on 7 October 1916, Harold told his father: ‘T
fear it is impossible to get ink or pen, but I hope Cousin
Horace may send me out a fountain pen soon.’On 15
October 1916 Harold reported to his father that he had
‘Sent Cousin Horace a letter the other day containing a
little more news & you might like to see it: he says he is
sending a copy to Birch! His second parcel arrived the
other day, & in his last letter he sends Ads. cut out of
various papers for me to select for my men: he is being
awfully good.

In the same letter he reported that ‘Cousin Horace
says I can’t have the letters [M.C.] after my name till it’s
announced publicly’ and wondered ‘if Cousin Horace is
right about the M.C., anyhow I have the ribbon up!’On
21 October Harold wrote to his Mother: ‘Here I am in
“rest” billets with Cousin Horace’s new [fountain] pen, &
provided I don’t lack ink & paper, Father shall have letters
legible & of longer duration than those in pencil!’

‘Cousin Horace writes a lot. He has sent out 2 parcels
from Harrods...a fountain pen...Now he sends
advertisements re cigarettes he is going to send to my
Company [and] wants to send me a good warm
waistcoat; I don’t know how to stop him: [in] every letter
he offers to send me something else!’

On 2 November 1916 Harold wrote to his mother:
“You say you bow to Cousin Horace’s opinion re M.C.,
but he writes & says “some idiot has gone & had it
published in the Essex papers: please have this put as it
should be for the Authorities are very particular that
premature announcements should not be published
before they make them officially themselves”...Cousin
H. asks when I am coming home for my presentation:
from this you will see that I do come home especially for
it; and I gather from people here [that] they generally give
you about 8 days leave into the bargain, and this is not in
any way connected with ordinary leave to which one is
entitled, when one’s turn comes, after you’ve been in this
country three months.’

Harold’s next recorded letter mentioning J. Horace
Round was written on 1 May 1917. ‘Now we are
bivouacing back in some old captured trenches & have
got our mails again: including Cousin Horace’s parcel
from Fortnum & Mason, which provided an excellent
meal or two, rather a change after Bully and Biscuit.” On
9 May 1917 Harold wrote to Round himself to thank him
both for this parcel and for a wrist watch which had
apparently been sent on the occasion of his 21st birthday.
He also expressed satisfaction with the watch in a letter to
his mother of 11 May.

It is possible that the silence about “Cousin Horace”
from November 1916 to May 1917 was due to the state
of Round’s health.In January 1917 Horace Round wrote
sadly: ‘My health seems to get worse even letter writing
brings on the pains in my head, so that I can hardly do
any work at all. This is the more maddening as I have
some splendid things in my head on important papers,
when I can write them. (W.R.Powell, Fohn Horace Round
(2001), 185).

Such complaints, often made in his later years, did not
exaggerate his chronic ill-health. In April 1915 he had an

internal operation. After that he was often confined to his
bedroom, with trained nurses in attendance day and
night. He suffered from insomnia, aggravated by the
increasing din of motor traffic. His ‘solitary confinement’
as he called it, brought on ‘the ghastly depression of
neurasthenia, especially in the winter (Ibid.)

As he grew older, Round employed at least two
domestic servants, in addition to his nurses. He took on
a secretary, Miss M.Wade, in 1914, but she left in 1916
to do war work, and was not replaced. After she went
Horace Round remarked that ‘to take up the entire time
of five & sometimes six women in attendance of me had
become too unpatriotic.” (Powell, John Horace Round,
185).

In view of his health problems it is particularly
touching that Round met Harold, apparently in
London, on 18 June 1917, as he returned from his last
leave. “After lunch yesterday I went to see Cousin
Horace. He seemed better than I thought he would be,
but said he would be quite glad to get back to Brighton,”
wrote Harold to his mother from Folkestone. (This
is the last significant reference to Round in the
correspondence.)

At Brighton Horace was cut off from most of his old
friends, and while welcoming visitors, he was not always
well enough to see them. But he could at least write and
receive letters, and during the war this was his main
interest, along with the satisfaction of knowing that he
was helping his young cousins who were fighting in
France.
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Notes

1. These include notebooks kept by Emily Round
containing copies of letters by and about her sons,
some original letters and telegrams, newspaper
cuttings, draft obituaries and photographs, all now in
the possession of Thamar Maclver, a great-
granddaughter of Frank and Emily.

2. For example the boys’ letters contain no reference to
blood, gas or bodies. Harold once told his mother that
he would like to discuss battle tactics with his father,
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but “when one comes to describing the actual
battlefield well perhaps the less said the better.”

Bibliography

Beckett, 1. Ypres: The First Battle (2004)

Brown, M. The Imperial War Museum Book of the Somme (1996)

Burrows, J.W. Essex Units in the Great War 1914—1919: Vol II 2nd
Battalion (56th)(Pompadours) (1927)

MacDonald, L. 1914 (1987)

McCarthy, C. The Somme: The Day by Day Account (1993)

Nicholls, J. Cheerful Sacrifice: Battle of Arras 1917 (1990)

Powell, W.R. John Horace Round: Historian and Gentleman of Essex
(2001)

Steel, N. and Hart, P. Passchendaele: The Sacrificial Ground (2000)

The cost of publishing this article is supported by the Society’s
Publications and Research Fund.



Essex Archaeology and History 39 (2008), 10-56

The archaeology of the A133 Little Clacton to Weeley by-pass

Alec Wade and Richard Havis

This report details the results of six excavations and three watching briefs undertaken along the 10 km route
of the A133 Lattle Clacton to Weeley Heath by-pass in 1993. Archaeological deposits were found dating from
the Late Bronze Age to the post-medieval period, including prehistoric ditches and pits, Late Iron Age and
Romano-British enclosure ditches and cremations, a medieval settlement and a medieval moated site (both with
13"-century origins) with a later brick-built Tudor hall. Evidence of other activity was also recorded consisting
of spot finds of worked flint and prehistoric pottery, Romano-British features and undated structural remains
near Gutteridge Hall. Finds were unremarkable, though some interesting assemblages of medieval pottery

were recovered.

INTRODUCTION

The 8 km by-pass runs southwards from the A133 east
of Weeley village to the west of Weeley Heath and
Little Clacton, curving to the south-east to the St
Johns roundabout on the outskirts of Great Clacton
(Fig. 1). In addition, the Gorse Lane link, a 2 km stretch
of road running eastward from the Bovills roundabout,
gives access to an industrial estate east of Thorpe
Road.

Before construction work began, six sites had been
identified along the road line, four from the Historic
Environment Record, and the other two from a
programme of fieldwalking along the road line in 1990.
These were as follows, from north to south (Fig. 1):

* A medieval moated site at Gutteridge Hall (WEGH)

* A Romano-British site near Gutteridge Wood
(WEGW), identified from fieldwalking

e Undated field boundaries near Norwood Lodge

(STONL)

e Prehistoric ring-ditches and pits near Dead Lane
(LCLDL)

* A rectangular enclosure near Montana Nursery
(LCLMN)

* A medieval site near Langford Lodge (STOLL),
identified from fieldwalking

A brief opportunity to investigate these sites was made
available prior to road construction, and excavations took
place under the direction of the main author in 1993.
However, all fieldwork was carried out under severe
pressure of time, so most excavation would be
characterised as salvage work. This was especially true of
the area of the medieval moated enclosure (with later
deposits) at Gutteridge Hall, where many features were
incompletely excavated. As a result, much of the
interpretation of the development of this site is tentative.

In addition, during construction work itself, a further
three minor sites were recorded under watching brief
conditions. These are all at the extreme north end of the
road line (Fig. 1), namely at:
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e Green Lane Farm (WEGL)
* Weeley Brook (WEWB)
* Gutteridge Farm (WEGF)

The results from each of these nine investigations are
presented below, starting with the most significant site,
the medieval moated enclosure at Gutteridge Hall.

Geology and topography

The wunderlying natural geology was mostly of
orange/brown brickearth and clay. Deposits of sand and
gravel were encountered in the lower areas of slope near
Weeley Brook and Pickers Ditch, particularly affecting
the site at Dead Lane (LCLDL 93).

THE EXCAVATIONS

Gutteridge Hall, Weeley (WEGH 93)
Excavation examined part of a medieval moated site,
known from 13th-century documentary references,
cropmark and fieldwalking evidence. Up to five different
phases of moat layout were identified, the earliest
defining the original medieval complex. The moat
enclosed a timber-framed building dating to the
12th/13th century. Later phases revealed how the Hall
and its surroundings expanded, causing the moat system
to be enlarged. The foundation of a substantial Tudor
brick and stone building was also recorded, together with
later 18th and 19th-century farm buildings.

Site background

The site lay ¢. 200m south of Weeley Brook on a gentle
slope between 15m and 18m OD, 1.2km south-west of
Weeley village. The underlying natural geology is .ondon
Clay.

Documentary evidence

The Domesday Book shows that before the conquest the
manor of Weeley (Wileia in the Domesday Book) was
amongst the lands of Earl Godwin. In addition to the 3
hides and 38 acres of the estate, two freemen held an
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additional 2 hides and 45 acres. Woodland, meadow and
pasture are recorded, as are 29 households whose
inhabitants tended the 15 cattle, 60 pigs, 240 sheep and
5 beehives. The value of the holding was calculated at £8.
After the conquest, William gave the land to Eudo
Dapifer, who held the land in lordship. By 1086 the
population had fallen to 24 households, the number of
cattle had risen to 16, the swine had halved to 30 and only
2 beehives remained (the number of sheep had remained
constant). Despite the apparent reductions in population
and total livestock, the value of the holding was now over
double its previous estimate at £19 and 1oz of gold.

The origin of Gutteridge Hall as an entity distinct
from the manor of Weeley is unknown, but the name is
first identified in a Charter of 1230 where it is given as
Crostwic. The name appears again in 1261, this time as
Crostwyz. Reaney (1935) describes the name as difficult
to interpret but speculates that it may be related to Gothic
for ‘gravel’ or more likely (given that the underlying
geology is of clay) to a personal name. Reaney gives
many examples of the various names by which the estate
was known, including Crustwic (1276), Curstwyche
(1473), Crusteswychehall (1488), Crushwicke Hall Manor
(1580) and in the 18th century Cattridge, Custard-Hall,
Custridge and Guttridge-hall (1768). The present day hall
(rebuilt away from the farm complex in the 1950s) is
known as Gutteridge Hall.

Morant writes that in 1301; Maud wife of Richard
Batayle granted to her nephew Anfrid de Staunton 4
messuages, 200 acres of arable, 7 of meadow, 12 of pasture, 8
of wood and 2s rent, in Wylegh, Great Bentley and St. Osyth,
holden of the King in Ca. by the service of 12d a year only.

In 1343; Margery, wife of Humfrey de Staunton, held
240 acres of arable, 6 of meadow, 4 of pasture and 18 of wood.
Roger de Stonham and Mabill his wife held the same in the
32nd year of Edward 111 (i.e. 1358).

A lease agreement from November 1573 details the;
Site, Manor of Crustwiche alias Crustwiche Hall with
houses, outbutldings, gardens, orchards, lands in occupation
of George Kwmightley in Weeley.

The property was originally to be leased for twenty-
one years at an annual rent of £11, but in March 1580
Edward Coke and Charles Cardinall recovered the
property against George Knightly Esq:

Crustwicke, alias Crustwicke-Hall Manor, 4 messuages,
3 tofts, 2 mulls, 1 dove-house, 3 gardens, 200 acres of arable,
40 of meadow, 100 of pasture and 40 of wood.

The property remained the possession of the Coke
family from Holkham in Norfolk until the early 18th
century. Robert Coke Esq. married the lady Anne,
second daughter of Thomas Osbourne, Earl of Danby
and Duke of Leeds. Following Robert’s death, the estate
was vested in LLady Anne who later remarried Horatio
Walpole. About 1722 the estate was sold to William Field
Esq. who died in 1732 and bequeathed it to his son
William. He married Arabella, daughter of Earl Rivers
and eventually it passed to their daughter Elizabeth, the
wife of Sir Richard Lloyd Kt. of Hintlesham Hall and one
of the Barons of the Exchequer. In 1768 the property
belonged to their son, Richard Lloyd.
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It is from this period that the earliest cartographic
evidence exists. The Chapman and Andre survey of 1777
shows six large buildings forming the Gutteridge Hall
complex, the southernmost one of which may be the Hall,
which survived until it was demolished in the 1950s.
Access to the Hall is shown both from present day
Gutteridge Hall Lane (to Weeley) and from the Great
Bentley road to the south, now a minor farm track.

Ownership passed to the Rowley family of Tendring
Hall, Suffolk, first with Sir Richard Rowley, then John
Rowley and in 1839/40 his son, Admiral Sir Joshua
Rowley.

The May family became their tenants and the 1839
tithe map records the property at this time. The complex
is clearly and accurately surveyed and the L-shaped
moat, later identified from aerial photographs, is shown.
A channel has been excavated from the eastern end of
the moat (near the right angled corner) to act as an
overflow and carry water towards Weeley Brook ¢. 200m
to the north. Only two buildings appear to be within the
area of excavation as defined in the next section of this
report. A large, irregularly shaped pond is located in the
field to the east of the farm buildings, on an alignment
dissimilar from the moat (as it appears in this survey).
The medieval barn is shown with the addition of two
long, thin outbuildings at its northern end, extending east
and west. The area between these buildings and the
northern moat branch has been divided by a drainage
ditch running east to west. The northern area, partly
enclosed by the moat, is identified as an orchard.

The first edition Ordnance Survey, of 1874, shows
that the complex had remained largely unchanged since
the 1839 tithe survey. Possible outbuildings had been
added to a barn at the southern end of the property, and
another shed added to the medieval barn. A large pond
has appeared near to the Hall, possibly ornamental. The
plot between the orchard and the ancient barn is a
garden, complete with pathways, and a curious bulge has
appeared (or was surveyed for the first time) in the
southern bank of the northern moat branch.

The May family purchased the estate in 1920 and the
1923 OS survey shows little change since the survey of
1874. Following damage to the house during the 1939—
1945 war, the house was disposed of and the Hall was
demolished in 1957.

The 1959 OS survey shows a much depleted farm
complex. The two buildings which were within the
archaeological area have gone, as have at least two more
buildings from the western side of the site. The northern
moat branch is still shown as a water feature, and the
eastern branch is shown to run for 40-50m south
towards Gutteridge Hall Lane. By 1972 it had been
reduced to only a crop-mark. In March 1983, the 14th-
century timber framed barn was destroyed by fire.

Fieldwalking

The fieldwalking survey revealed that part of the moat
was still visible as it had been backfilled with darker
material and survived as a slight depression. A total of
twenty-nine medieval pottery sherds were collected from
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the area enclosed by the moat and were dated to the late
12th to 15th centuries. A high density of post-medieval
pottery, tile and building debris was noted, though not
collected, which derived from the later phases of
agricultural buildings on the site.

Excavation

The road route passes directly through the middle of the
property as depicted on the OS 6” map of 1874. The
final stripped area was ¢. 7,000 m? (Fig. 2).The remains
of a substantial Tudor brick building (which had been
heavily robbed both in antiquity and more recently) was
recorded, and a sequence of clay dumping and levelling
layers identified. Beneath these layers earlier phases of
moat were found with associated evidence of a 12th to
13th-century timber-framed structure, possibly a
kitchen.

Phase Ia (Fig. 2)

The earliest activity consisted of three truncated lengths
of moat, 278, 322 and 421, forming three sides of a
rectangular moated enclosure with an abrupt break in the
southern arm, possibly respecting an entrance. The
northern arm 322 was the largest, being 12.6m wide and
2.0m deep (Fig. 3). The southern arm, 278, was 5.56m
wide, 1.04m deep, and flat bottomed. The western arm,
421, was 6.8m wide and over 1.2m deep. The area thus

GUTTERIDGE HALL
Phase | a plan

enclosed measures 20m north-south; east-west it
measures at least 20m and possibly as much as 50m if
the right-angled turn visible as a crop-mark is a vestige of
the original layout. Subsequent enlargement and re-
cutting of the moat system in Phase 1b has destroyed a
large amount of the original features.

Eleven small, irregular features were recorded in plan
within the enclosure (Fig. 2), but no excavation was
possible. Two parallel lines of features, 471 to 474 and
375, 498 plus 479, may represent the northern side and
396, 397 and 481 may represent the southern side of a
structure 12m wide. If these represent the outer walls of
a Phase Ia structure, then it would have been equidistant
between the two moat branches 278 and 322.

All Phase Ia features were sealed beneath layer 21,
an internal platform added to the complex as part of
Phase Ib.

Phase Ib (Fig. 4)

This is the main period of medieval activity. The moat
system of Phase Ib (551) consists of moat branches 244,
351 and 417. Moat 417, the southern arm, forms an
eastward extension of the Phase Ia moat, 278. Early 13th-
century pottery was recovered from its fills. The
deposition of layers within 244 indicates a pattern of
gradual silting within the moat dating to the 13th-14th
centuries.

471 Uy et
473"0@472 '
H-77]

Fig. 2 Clacton to Weeley by-pass. Gutteridge Hall; plan of Phase Ia features

GUTTERIDGE HALL
East facing moat section

* Flecks of mineralisation
%+ Denser flecks

@ Wood fragments

* Charcoal flecks

Fig. 3 Clacton to Weeley by-pass. Gutteridge Hall; section through the northern arm of the moat
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GUTTERIDGE HALL
Phase Ib plan

Possible phase 1a features
I Eerier Layout

Later Layout

Fig. 4 Clacton to Weeley by-pass. Gutteridge Hall; upper — plan of Phase Ib features:
lower — detailed plan of putative medieval building

The building platform consisted of a layer (21), which
varied in thickness between 0.15m and 0.30m, extending
over most of the area enclosed by the moat of this phase,
and contained 13th-century pottery.

The main structural features suggest a rectangular
building with a central hearth, lightly constructed walls
and an eaves-drip gully down each side. The overall
dimensions of the building exceed 9.5m by 6.5m. This
length is based upon the distance between the centres of
the two most substantial post-holes (304 and 345) which
would have held the main load-bearing posts for roof
support. Post-hole 304 contained sherds of Early
Medieval Ware dating to the early 13th century. The base
of feature 345 contained at least four sub-circular
depressions suggesting that the original post arrangement
was unsatisfactory and was subject to either modification
or reinforcement during the building’s life.

Equidistant between the two large post-holes is the
largest and earliest of the two hearths (245). In plan it
was sub-rectangular and measured 2.3m by 1.7m, its
longest dimension perpendicular to the axis of the
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building. The curved base of the feature was of clay,
scorched dark orangey-red in colour. Sherds of Early
Medieval Ware and Medieval Coarse Ware, including a
¢.1200 cooking-pot rim, came from this layer.

Hearth 246 is ¢. 1.5m north of hearth 245 on the
same orientation. It is rectangular, less than half the size
of its predecessor, being 2.3m long by 0.7m wide, with
some suggestion that it may have been subdivided into
two smaller hearths.

Unexcavated features 459, 468 and 480 provide
evidence of an insubstantial structure (perhaps a smoke
hood) surrounding hearth 245. A similar pattern can be
seen with features 314, 317, and 335 around hearth 246.
Sherds of Early Medieval Ware and Medieval Coarse
Ware were recovered dating from the 12th to 13th
century.

Features 460, 462, 464, 465, 469 and 476 may
represent internal sub-division of the structure. Although
unexcavated they were interpreted as post or stake-holes.

Evidence of an exterior wall is provided by seven
small rounded and irregular post and stake-holes on the
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southern side of the building (454-458, 466—467).
Together they constitute a wall 5.8m long, 3.5m from the
central axis of the building.

Little remains on the northern side of the building
which could be interpreted as a constructed wall except
for three post-holes (375, 470, 475).

The two eaves-drip gullies (200, 242) north and
south of the building may be connected with the internal
modification of the building, namely the repositioning of
the hearth (F246). Gully 242 is 9.5m long running
parallel with the southern side of the building. There was
an increase in both the width (0.47m-1.35m) and depth
(0.15m-0.4m) of the gully towards the east suggesting
truncation of the feature. Early Medieval Ware pottery
including cooking-pot rims were recovered, dating to the
13th century.

Gully 200 was located on the northern side of the
building with only 3.8m surviving. The pottery
comprised mainly cooking-pots dated to the early 13th
century. Cross-fits of pottery were found with gully 242
indicating the features were backfilled at the same time.
Gully 201 was probably a continuation of 200, although
heavily truncated.

A possible entrance is represented by a square pad of
stones (272) on the southern side of the building;
alternatively an entrance may be represented by two small
post-holes (481-482) also on the southern side.

Feature 310 was situated on the inner edge of the
western arm of the moat (244, 424) being unusual in
shape with near vertical sides. A single sherd of Early
Medieval Ware dating to the early 13th century was
recovered. The position of the feature suggested it may
represent the base of a support for a bridging structure
across the moat.

GUTTERIDGE HALL
Phase Ic plan

Phase Ic (Fig. 5)

During this phase the western end of the moat was recut
(419) and extended to the south, measuring over 50m in
length before leaving the limit of excavation. It had a U-
shaped profile over 4m wide and over 1m deep. The
primary fill (252) contained abundant tile fragments and
burnt clay with the remainder of the fills showing a
pattern of gradual silting.

The northern moat was also recut (323). At its widest
it was 3.9m wide, less than half the width of its I’hase Ia
predecessor. It was also shallower, measuring 1.8m with
five fills (356-360).

Phase Id (Fig. 6)

Phase Id includes all features either stratigraphically later
than the Phase 1¢ moat or outside the Phase Ib building
platform (21). Many of these features may be
contemporary with those from PPhase Ib or Ic.

Feature 219 was a large oval rubbish pit cut into the
upper fills of Phase Ic moat 419. Cross-fits amongst the
pottery recovered from the fills of this feature indicate a
rapid backfilling in the late 13th-14th century. The only
other feature to be excavated from this phase was a
shallow gravel-filled depression (295). The remaining
features were mainly post-holes and pits varying in size
from 0.2m to 3m. It is possible that some consisted of
inter-cutting smaller features.

Phase II (Fig. 7)

Following the dismantling of the medieval building
(Phase Ib) and the eventual backfilling of the western
moat, the Phase 1 building area south of the northern
moat (323) was concealed beneath a layer of clay (1) c.
0.25m deep, seeming to contain several layers of dump

Fig. 5 Clacton to Weeley by-pass. Gutteridge Hall; plan of Phase Ic features
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Fig. 7 Clacton to Weeley by-pass. Gutteridge Hall; plan of Phase II features

material. Tile and pottery ranging in date from the late
12th to the 13th century were found throughout layer 1.

An irregular concentration of tile fragments (42)
measuring 4.2m by 4.1m was identified to the south of
the earlier building; its purpose was not established.

Moat cut 323 was backfilled and recut as 31, slightly
to the south of its original line. It has a U-shaped profile,
1.28m deep and 4.5m wide, though its true width was
originally greater. Pottery dating from the 12th and 13th
centuries was recovered from its fills.

Phase III (Fig. 8)
This is the earliest phase to which the latest moat recut
(32) can be assigned, which crosses the site from east to
west.

The earliest activity of Phase III is the deposition of a
mixed layer of orangey brown clay (151) above layer 1

(see above). It varied in thickness between ¢. 0.13m and
0.18m.
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At the southern end of the site, in the area of the
Phase IV building, a group of pits and post-holes as well
as a linear ditch were identified. Ditch (152) enters from
the western limit of excavation and runs east for 20.8m
before terminating.

Most of the other Phase III features were to the south
of this ditch. Post-hole 158 is the most eastern of a line of
six post-holes (the others are 171, 173, 178, 429, 444)
which is 6.4m long and orientated east-west. Pottery
recovered from the fill of 158 was dated to the late 15th
to 16th century. Pottery dated to the 16th to 19th
centuries was recovered from post-hole 171. Sixteen
other post-holes or small pits were recorded in this area.

A large pit, 161 was located to the south of ditch 152°s
butt end and parallel to it. Its relationship with 152 is
unclear. To the west of this feature was 185, a pit with an
irregular shape, measuring 1.15m across. This was cut
on its eastern side by a smaller pit, 187, containing
pottery dating to the late 15th to mid 16th century.
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Fig. 8 Clacton to Weeley by-pass. Gutteridge Hall; plan of Phase III features

South-east of the butt end of 152 was a sub-rectangular
pit (156), aligned roughly north-south. The uppermost
fill contained pottery dated to the 16th century or later,
some of which provided cross-fits with sherds from the
fill of post-hole158.

Phase IV (Fig. 9)
The earliest activity of Phase IV was the deposition of a
levelling layer (142) c¢. 0.25m thick, over the southern half
of the site, sealing Phase III features. Upon this platform
the remains of part of a substantial brick building with
stone foundations were recorded.

The surviving ground plan of the building within the
excavated area (Fig. 9) comprised two stretches of brick
footing (119), forming an L shape, and two lengths of

GUTTERIDGE HALL g
Phase IV plan —
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robbed wall footing (70), forming a separate L shape.To
the west of 70 projected brickwork, comprising three
stretches (115, 116 and 117) forming the base of a hearth
and chimney. The outer two pieces (115 and 117) were
L-shaped brick bases which faced towards each other
symmetrically with a 1.34m gap between them at the rear
and a 2.3m wide gap at the front where it opened into
the building. The gap between the two pieces at the rear
was partly filled by 116, a double row of bricks set on
their edges forming a somewhat slender base for the back
wall of the fireplace. These footings and robber trenches
define a large chamber measuring 13m north to south
and 10.5m east to west.

The surviving wall fabric is most intact at the north-
eastern corner. The foundation consists of 0.25m of

Stone foundation Robbed wall Brickwork

Fig. 9 Clacton to Weeley by-pass. Gutteridge Hall; plan of Phase IV features
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jumbled stone fragments (many re-used) and capped
with brickwork (119) which has been laid stretcher to
stretcher. Crushed brick fragments fill voids in the
brickwork, though these were probably derived from the
destruction of the building.

Brickwork survived in only two places along the
western side of the building, with 118 at the northern end
of the wall, which sat upon a stone foundation (410) and
a small block (69) measuring 0.8m by 0.8m which rested
directly in the construction cut, without any foundation.
The remainder of the walls had been robbed.

The southern wall (70) of the building was almost
completely robbed. A large part of a Post-Medieval Red
Earthenware bowl or pancheon was found sitting upright
on the backfill near the hearth. It is possible that this
represents a ritual deposit, and though unlikely, it is
possible that it was disturbed by the robbing operation
and subsequently reinstated. This type of vessel has a
very long date range from c¢. 1560 to the 17th or 18th
century. At the earliest end of this date range this vessel
could be contemporary with the construction of the
building or at the latest with its destruction and robbing.

Feature 67 was a linear feature orientated north-south
and cut the southern wall robbing trench at a right angle.
It contained four fills, the uppermost of which was a mid
to dark brown clay containing oyster shell, tile, brick,
charcoal fragments and mid 16th-century pottery. The
purpose or function of this feature is not known and it
may belong to Phase V.

Scattered around the building and cutting levelling
layer 142 were sixteen other features which were mostly
medium to large pits. Though not excavated, many could
be seen to contain tile debris, deriving from the building’s
demolition.

GUTTERIDGE HALL
Phase V plan

To the south of the building and parallel to its
southern wall was another linear feature (387), which
may provide evidence for a less substantial structure,
most of which lies beyond the southern limit of
excavation.

Phase V (Fig. 10)

PhaseV activity begins with the deposition of at least one
layer of brown clay (407) up to 0.22m thick across
the southern half of the site, sealing the features of Phase
Iv.

The northern extent of layer 407 is delineated by
ditch 149 which crosses the site from east to west. Its fill
contained flecks of tile, brick and charcoal with fragments
of glass and later 18th-century pottery.

Upon this platform two buildings (one a long shed or
barn, the other perhaps a dwelling) were constructed, the
brickwork of which has been dated to the late 18th-19th
century. The most substantial remains were associated
with the more easterly of the pair (59). They consisted
of a right-angled corner of solid brickwork measuring
5.5m long on each side and 0.8m wide. The foundation
was two brick courses high, though parts of a
third course were apparent. The bottom course was
only exposed on the western building wall where it
projected out an additional 0.2m (overall width
1.0m). All the brickwork was heavily mortared,
particularly on the upper surface where it badly obscured
the brickwork. The outside face of the brickwork
was partly covered by a mix of mortar and broken
brick fragments, probably the fill of the construction
trench. Where it was possible to observe, the bricks
in the wall were laid side by side with their heads to the
outside.

10m

Stone foundation Robbed wall Brickwork

Fig. 10 Clacton to Weeley by-pass. Gutteridge Hall; plan of Phase V features
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Inside the corner of the building was a square brick
pad (60) measuring 0.7m by 0.76m. Four courses of
bricks were visible. The square was edged by a course of
bricks laid end to end and the hollow centre infilled with
broken bricks and mortar. Two fragments of broken
wood planking were noted ‘inside’ the building (by the
brick pad, 60). Both pieces were orientated east-west,
respecting the walls of the structure, and are interpreted
as the remains of an internal floor. The adjoining walls,
which would have been found to the north and east of
the corner (59), had both been robbed away, and only
the robbing cut of the northern corner (57) was
identifiable.

Two robbing cuts (47 and 57) were identified
containing identical fills. Cut 57 was sub-rectangular and
removed the northern half of wall foundation 59,
including the north-western corner. It was not excavated
though it was observed during subsequent machine
stripping that the cut was of sufficient depth to disturb
the already partly robbed foundations of the Phase IV
early post-medieval building beneath. This discovery may
have been responsible for prompting further exploration
which resulted in robbing cut 47. The cut succeeded in
removing the brick and stone which formed the north-
western corner of the Phase IV building. Finds from the
fill of the robbing cut date this intrusion as Victorian or
20th century. These include fragments of ironstone
pottery with moulded decoration and flowerpot.

The second structure (45) was located at the southern
end of the site with its axis orientated east to west. The
alignment of this structure respects that of building 59,
ditch 149 and the northern moat (probably cut 320). The
remains consisted of two brickwork foundation
fragments forming an L.-shaped wall 20m long by 2.2m
(the shorter length of wall at the eastern end) and 0.5m
thick. The area enclosed by this building was full of
modern debris (bricks, concrete, wooden doors, iron
pipes etc.) dumped when the building was demolished.
Below this were internal floor levels which had
accumulated during the life of the building.

South of foundation 59 and east of building 45 were
the remains of an arched brick culvert (61), which
entered the excavation area from the eastern limit of
excavation and separated into two arms. The larger arm
ran towards building 45; the shorter branch terminated in
an incomplete circular brick structure (62), probably a
drain, with a diameter of 1.0m.

"To the south of these features was a length of a smaller
brick drain (64) orientated north-east to south-west,
possibly running to join with the circular drain (62),
though this relationship was lost. The smaller drain was
less elaborate than the culvert and its construction
consisted of a base of bricks laid side by side with bricks
on edge forming the sides. It was capped by bricks laid as
those of its base.

The works access road

Recording work on the works access road to the east
found structural features associated with buildings from
this phase. These include the remains of a possible
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robbed wall (524) running east to west, a rubble filled
gully (521) which cuts a line of post-holes (517,521 and
522) and a brick drain (similar to 64 in this phase) on a
north to south alignment. Other features were noted but
a lack of adequate resources (time and people) precluded
any further investigation of what was clearly late post-
medieval building debris.

Phase VI
The features recorded were recent and mainly related to
the clearance of farm buildings from the southern end of
the area.

The finds

The medieval pottery

H. Walker (report written 1997)

A total of 1587 sherds weighing 25.7kg was excavated. A large quantity
of early to mid-13th century cooking-pots were found in association
with the medieval building, and there appears to have been activity in
the earlier 14th century. Fine wares comprise Hedingham Ware,
Colchester Ware and Saintonge Polychrome. A small amount of post-
medieval and modern pottery is also present.

Method

The pottery has been recorded using Cunningham’s classifications
(Cunningham 1985a, 1-16) and her fabric numbers, vessel form and
rim codes are quoted in this report. The cooking-pot rim codes are
described by Drury who has developed a dating framework for the
evolution of these rim types (Drury 1993, 81-4) and these have been
used here for dating purposes. In addition, the Post-Medieval Red
Earthenware forms have been compared to those from Moulsham
Street, Chelmsford (Cunningham 1985a and b). The pottery has been
written up in phase order, and the fabrics present in each phase are
summarised by means of tables giving sherd count and the total weight
of pottery within each context (Tables 1-6).Tables for Phases Ia,V and
VI were omitted because they produced only very small quantities of
pottery. The terms used for the fabric descriptions follow the same
system described by Orton (1978). All percentages quoted are
calculated by sherd count.

The Fabrics

Fabric 12B Shell-And-Sand-Tempered ware:

(4% of total)

This is described by Drury (1993, 78). All sherds found are part of the
same vessel, cooking-pot No. 6 in Phase Ib. This cooking-pot is
tempered with moderate coarse rounded grey, colourless and
occasionally rose or amber sands, along with a smaller amount of finely
divided shell which has leached out in places. This tempering could be
beach sand. A lack of throwing lines and the presence of horizontal
breaks, with a very distinct break about 1cm above the basal angle,
indicate the vessel was coil-built. As the vessel walls are quite even, albeit
rather thick, it was probably made on a turntable.

At Rivenhall, this ware is dated ?early 11th century to second half of the
12th century (Drury 1993, 80). However, in other areas, shelly wares
continue well into the 13th century. For example, at Hadleigh Castle
(near Southend), groups of shell-tempered wares were found relating
to the building of the phase III castle wall, which dates to the second half
of the 13th century (Drewett 1975, 119-23). While at North Shoebury,
also near Southend, several shell-tempered ware cooking-pots with early
to mid 13th-century type rims (sub-form H2) were found (Walker
1995, e.g. nos 30-38). Near coastal sites, shelly wares may have enjoyed
an extended life because of the close source of tempering agent, but
13th-century shelly ware also occurs inland, as at King John’s Hunting
Lodge, Writtle, near Chelmsford, where they were current in the earlier
13th century (Rahtz 1969, 106). Therefore the extreme date range for
this ware is likely to be ?11th to 13th century.



ESSEX ARCHAEOLOGY AND HISTORY

Fabric 12C Sand-And-Superficial-Shell-Tempered
ware: (<0.5% of total)

Described by Drury (1993, 78), dating as for Fabric 12B. Only two
body sherds were found, both from Phase Ib.

Fabric 13 Early Medieval Ware: (46.5% of total)

Described by Drury (1993, 80), the main tempering agent for this ware
is abundant coarse sands. It is low-fired, coil-built and typically has red-
brown surfaces with a grey core. Drury dates it to the ?early 11th to
¢.1200, but excavations at Stansted show Early Medieval Wares in
association with fine wares dating to the early to mid-13th century
(Walker 2004), so perhaps a date of ?early 11th to earlier 13th century
is more likely. Early Medieval Ware belonging to the earlier end of this
date range was fired in bonfires or clamps, but Early Medieval Ware
belonging to the second half of the 12th century to the earlier 13th was
more likely to have been fired in proper kilns, as at Middleborough in
Colchester (Cunningham 1984, 186-9).

This is by far the commonest fabric, present from Phase Ia but
probably residual after Phase Ib. With one or two exceptions, all the
Fabric 13 found is very similar and could be from the same source. Its
colour is orange-brown with thick grey-brown cores, although reduced
examples occur, while others have buff surfaces, or are fired to a bright
orange with blue-grey cores. It is tempered with abundant coarse white,
colourless and grey sands, sparse pale yellow and rose sands and very
occasional crushed flint, chalk and carbonised material. The main form
present in Fabric 13 is the cooking-pot, and rim forms comprise;
thumbed beaded rims with internal thickening (rim-form C3) (No. 19),
although most have squared sloping tops above an upright neck (rim-
form H2) (Fig. 11, Nos 7, 8; Fig. 12, No. 21; Fig. 13, Nos 28 and 32),
the rims of Nos 28 and 32 are also thumbed. In addition, one thumbed
bowl rim is present (Fig. 12, No. 20). Decoration: apart from the
thumbed rims, decoration comprises thumbed applied strips on
cooking-pots (Nos 9 and 28) and continuously thumbed bases (Fig.
11, No. 10). In addition, one sherd shows incised wavy line decoration
(in context 13). As with the Fabric 12B cooking-pot No. 6 (Fig. 11), the
vessels appear to be coil-built on a turntable.

The Early Medieval Ware found here is very similar in appearance
and fabric to that found at Stansted (Walker 2004). The only difference
is that at Stansted, the H2 rim type is absent. These two groups,
however, are unlikely to be from the same source, as coarse wares do
not normally travel far, and Stansted is 58 km distant.

Fabric 13B Early Medieval Ware — later types:

(13% of total)

This differs from Fabric 13 in that less sand tempering was used
(frequency — moderate) and the sand is usually finer (size — medium or
coarse). As most examples have red-brown surfaces and grey cores they
are still classified as Early Medieval Ware, rather than grey-firing Fabric
20. It can easily be distinguished from Fabric 13 by its smoother
surfaces. The colours of the sands are the same as Fabric 13; mainly
white, grey and colourless with occasional pale yellow and rose coloured
sands.

It is present from Phase Ib but is probably residual in later phases.
Forms comprise cooking-pots, of which the H2 type rim is the most
frequent (Fig. 12, No. 11; Fig. 12, No. 14), although there is also an
example of rim form B4 ‘developed rims with pointed ends and internal
thickening or beading’ (Fig. 12, No. 13) and type H1 with a short
upright neck and flat top (Fig. 11, No. 12). (The dating of these rim
types is discussed in ‘Phase Ib‘.) Beaded and thumbed rims in this
fabric are absent. The only other form present is the ?neck of a jug
found in hearth context 25 in Phase Ib. Decoration: cooking-pot No. 14
(Fig. 12) shows a row of dimples around the neck, the significance of
this is also discussed in Phase Ib. In addition, a fragment from the body
of a vessel shows a row of thumb marks around the girth, but it is not
possible to tell whether this is intended as decoration.

Fabric 13t Early Medieval Ware - transitional:

(<0.5% of total)

This is a buff-brown to red fabric sometimes with a grey core and
darker surfaces. Vessels are often thick-walled. The matrix is fine and
there is a tempering of predominantly grey, white and colourless sands.
Only two sherds were found, both from part of a flanged-rim bowl (Fig.
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13, No. 29). The possible origins of this fabric are discussed in
Phase II.

Fabric 20 Medieval Coarse Ware: (24% of total)

A mainly grey-firing sand-tempered fabric dating from the 12th to 14th
centuries made at various production centres throughout the county.
It can be either coil-built or wheel-thrown. The Medieval Coarse Ware
found at Gutteridge Hall is tempered with moderate, medium, grey,
white and colourless sands and sparse iron oxides. In common with the
early medieval wares, sparse pale yellow and rose coloured sands are
also present in some sherds, along with very occasional chalk flecks,
crushed flint and carbonised material. The nearest known source of
Medieval Coarse Ware is at the kilns at Mile End and Great Horkesley
to the north of Colchester and ¢. 16 km from Gutteridge Hall. The
pottery excavated from these production sites comprises misfired
wasters and therefore, normally fired sherds would be difficult to
identify when they occur at consumer sites (John Cotter pers. comm.).
However, some of the pottery from these kilns has been published
(Drury and Petchey 1975, 33-61) enabling the vessel forms to be
compared.

White, colourless and grey sands with sparse iron oxides are also
characteristic of Hedingham Coarse Ware products, although nearly all
examples found at Gutteridge Hall lack the fine matrix typical of
Hedingham Coarse Ware, and as the industry is ¢. 38km away in the
north of the county, this would be a long distance for a coarse ware to
be traded. It was decided therefore, not to sub-divide the Medieval
Coarse Ware. There appears to be no difference in fabric between
Medieval Coarse Ware found in Phase Ib and that found in Phase Ic.

At Gutteridge Hall, Medieval Coarse Ware is current in Phases Ib
and Ic. Forms comprise cooking-pots; with H2 rims (Nos 3,15-17);
with horizontal or everted flanged rims, sub-forms E5A/E1 (Fig. 13,
Nos 23, 25, 31) and one example of a curved everted or cavetto rim
(Fig. 14, No. 37). In addition, the sagging base from a cooking-pot is
illustrated (Fig. 13, No. 26). Fragments from a ?curfew (Fig. 11, No. 2),
jugs (Fig. 11, No. 5 and Fig. 12, No. 18) and an unidentified vessel (Fig.
13, No. 30) were also found. Decoration comprises thumbed applied
strips as on ?curfew No. 2 and cooking-pot No. 25 (Fig. 13), with
oblique thumbed applied strips on the body of ?cooking-pot (Fig. 13,
No. 27).Jug No.18 (Fig. 12) exhibits incised decoration, and jug handle
No. 5 shows thumbed and stabbed decoration.

Fabric 21 Sandy Orange Ware: (6% of total)

Described by Cunningham (1982, 359), Sandy Orange Ware includes
any locally-made sand-tempered oxidised fabric with a date range of
13th to 16th centuries. For a discussion of late-medieval Sandy Orange
Ware see Cunningham (1985a, 1). At Gutteridge Hall, this ware first
appears in Phase Ib but is probably intrusive. Medieval forms comprise
jug (No. 1) and decorated pipkin handle (No. 38). A late-medieval
grooved handle from a jug or a cistern was found in Phase II, with two
more late medieval jug rims and a possible cistern rim found
unstratified. Only medieval examples are decorated, consisting of a
sherd with a thumbed applied strip under a green glaze in Phase Ic,
and a slip-painted sherd with a plain lead glaze in Phase III. Pipkin
handle No.38 (Fig. 14) shows impressed decoration.

Fabric 21A Colchester Ware: (0.5% of total)

This is a variant of Sandy Orange Ware produced in the Colchester
area between the late-13th and mid-16th centuries and is described by
Cunningham (1982, 365-7), Drury (1993, 89-90) and Cunningham
and Cotter (1988). It is distinguishable from other Sandy Orange Ware
by its heavy tempering of white quartz sands. Typical surface treatments
include cream slip-coating under a mottled-green glaze in the later 13th
and 14th centuries, and cream slip-painted decoration, usually
unglazed, in the 15th and 16th centuries. The location of the production
centres is unknown but one centre may be at Great Horkesley where
Medieval Coarse Ware was made. Fifteenth-century wasters have also
been found at Magdalen Street, Colchester, just outside the town wall
(Cunningham and Cotter 1988). At Gutteridge Hall, Colchester Ware
is current in Phases Ic and III. Forms comprise a slip-coated green
glazed bowl (Fig. 13, No. 24) and two similarly treated jug handles.
Other sherds found are plain, without slip or glaze.
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Fabric 22 Hedingham Fine Ware: (0.5% of total)

As described by Drury (1993, 86—89), it has a fine micaceous fabric,
usually creamy-orange or buff in colour and normally without a
reduced core. The main vessel produced is the jug, usually highly
decorated and with a mottled-green glaze, although examples with a
plain lead glaze are not uncommon. It was made at several production
sites centred around Sible Hedingham in north Essex and has a wide
distribution. Nearby find spots include Colchester, Harwich and North
Shoebury. In Essex, it seems to be commonest from the later 12th to
earlier 13th centuries, but excavations at Denny Abbey (Cambs) show
Hedingham Fine Ware in securely stratified groups dating from the
second half of the 12th century to the first half of the 14th (Coppack
1980, 223-47).

At Gutteridge Hall only body sherds of Hedingham Fine Ware
were found, all appear to be from jugs. One fragment in Phase Ib
shows possible Rouen-style decoration and has been illustrated
(Fig. 11, No.4). Two further sherds are residual in later phases
including one showing a vertical applied strip, a typical method of
Hedingham Ware decoration. A sherd was found in unphased ?hearth,
context 502.

Fabric 27 Saintonge Polychrome: (<0.5% of total)
Saintonge Polychrome comes from south-west France where quality
jugs were produced for export to Britain in association with the Gascon
wine trade. It has been found on many coastal sites and ports in
England and Wales but polychrome jugs are less common at North-Sea
ports (Jennings 1981, 34). The fabric is hard and smooth varying in
colour from white to pale buff or pale pink and often contains mica and
sparse red iron oxide inclusions. The polychrome jugs are decorated
with large, fairly simple but exuberant motifs outlined in manganese
brown and coloured-in with copper-green and less often yellow or iron-
red, under a clear glaze. Trade in Saintonge Polychrome has been
discussed by Dunning (1968, 45-7) who gives it the narrow date band
of ¢.1280 — ¢.1310 for importation into Britain. Subsequent studies bear
this out (Platt and Coleman-Smith 1975, 26; Hurst et al. 1986, 83; Allan
1983, 200). One exception however, is London, where Saintonge
Polychrome is still present in the mid-14th century (Vince 1985, 59).
Another complication in dating this ware is that such attractive and
unusual vessels may have been curated, and retained for a long period
of time before finally being discarded. It seems safe to conclude
however that the bulk of Saintonge Polychrome dates to ¢.1300. At
Gutteridge Hall, one sherd was found in Phase Ic (Fig. 13, No. 22) with
two similar sherds in Phase II.

Fabric 40 Post-Medieval Red Earthenware (PMRE):
(3.5% of total)

This is described by Cunningham (1985a, 1-2) and is a very common
component of post-medieval assemblages dating from the 16th to 18th
centuries, and persists into the 19th. It was made at several centres in
the county including Harlow, L.oughton and Stock. Probably the nearest
source of 18th century PMRE is at Thorpe le Soken, 4.5 km east of
Gutteridge Hall, where a Thomas Glide was making ‘good quality
leaded earthenware’ from 1750-7 (Cotter 2000, 368-9). PMRE is only
present in small quantities; it first occurs in Phase Ib where it is intrusive
and is current from Phase III. Forms comprise fragments from glazed
tygs or mugs, two small bowls (Fig. 13, Nos 33-34), a large bowl or
pancheon (Fig. 14, No. 35) and a jug handle. Two storage jar rims were
found unstratified.

Fabric 45C Raeren Stoneware: (<0.5% of total)

A German stoneware, described by Hurst er al. (1986, 194-208)
and imported from the later 15th to 17th centuries. Raeren
Stoneware occurs in Phases III and IV, where forms comprise
fragments from squat, bulbous drinking jugs of the late 15th to mid-
16th century.

Fabric 45D Frechen Stoneware: (<0.5% of total)

A German stoneware, described by Hurst er al. (1986, 214-221)
and imported from the mid-16th to late 17th centuries. This was only
found stratified in Phase IV and includes the base of a jug. The rim
of a 17th-century bellarmine was found in unstratified context WB2
501.
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Fabric 45F Westerwald Stoneware: (<0.1% of total)
Described by Hurst ez al. (1986, 221-5), this is a distinctive grey
stoneware decorated with cobalt-blue, and imported from the early 17th
and into the 18th centuries. Only one sherd was recovered, the rim of
a jug found unstratified.

Fabric 46A English Tin-Glazed Earthenware: (<0.5% of
total)

Tin-glazed earthenware has a buff earthenware body covered with a
tin-opacified lead glaze which is normally off-white or pale blue.
Designs are painted on in blue and other colours while the glaze is still
wet. English Tin-Glazed Earthenware was manufactured principally in
the 17th and 18th centuries. Here it occurred only in Phase IV, forms
comprise a shallow dish (Fig. 14, No. 36).

Fabric 46A/C Anglo/Netherlands Tin-Glazed
Earthenware: (<0.1% of total)

It can be difficult to distinguish some English Tin-Glazed Earthenwares
from Netherlands products and such sherds have been designated as
Fabric 46A/C and generally date to the 17th century. Here, only one
sherd was found, it has a speckled manganese glaze and was intrusive
in Phase Ib.

Fabric 48A Chinese Porcelain: (<0.1% of total)

This was imported mainly from the 17th to the end of the 18th century.
Here, only one sherd was found, part of a red-painted saucer in Phase
Iv.

Fabric 48C Creamware: (<0.5% of total)

This is a lead-glazed cream-coloured earthenware, manufactured from
the mid-18th to early 19th century by Wedgwood and others.
Creamware was found in Phase IV, and finds include a plain tea-plate.

Fabric 48D Ironstone: (<0.5% of total)

This is a robust, chunky fabric first manufactured in 1805 and patented
by C.J. Mason in 1813. Two decorated sherds were found in Phase V
and are described in the text.

Fabric 51B Modern flowerpots: (<0.5% of total)
Two sherds were found in Phase V.

Pottery from Phase Ia

Only one context, 342, the primary fill of moat branch 278 produced
pottery. It comprises two joining sherds of Early Medieval Ware (Fabric
13) showing a thumbed, applied strip (wt 31g). Sherds from the same
vessel occur in Phase Ib context 296, a later fill of the same moat
branch.

Pottery from Phase Ib (Figs 11 and 12)
A total of 1045 sherds weighing 14.8kg came from Phase Ib features,
summarised in Table 1.

Pottery from the moat

Layer 21, possibly the moat platform, which lay below all other moat
features, produced sherds of Early Medieval Ware including fragments
from a Fabric 13B base showing internal sooting. Fragments from the
same vessel occur in ditch/gully fill 13, and it may therefore be intrusive
here. Context 296, a fill of moat branch 278 contained an Early
Medieval Ware sagging base sherd and a fragment showing a thumbed
applied strip, again, sherds from the same vessel occur in ditch/gully fill
13.

Context 279, unstratified finds from moat branch 278, produced
Early Medieval Wares and Medieval Coarse Ware. Forms comprise a
Fabric 13 cooking-pot rim of the same shape as No. 7 in context 13.
Also noteworthy is a fragment from the body of a Fabric 13B vessel
showing a row of lightly impressed thumb marks around the girth; these
may be for decoration but are rather faint.

Contexts 256 and 241, fills of moat cut 244, were cut by Phase Ic pit
219 and this is reflected in their fills. Part of a Sandy Orange Ware jug
was found in fill 256 (No.1), which cross-fits with sherds from fill 249
in pit 219. Also in fill 256 is a possible curfew fragment in Medieval
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0

Fig. 11

Coarse Ware (No. 2) and a Medieval Coarse Ware cooking-pot rim
(Fig. 11, No. 3). Curfews resemble upturned bowls with handles on the
bases, and were placed over the hearth at night to prevent flames
escaping whilst keeping the hearth alight till morning. As in this case,
they are commonly decorated with vertical and horizontal applied
strips. Cooking-pot rim No. 3 is transitional between a cavetto rim and
a squared rim with a sloping top. Both rim types are present at Mile
End (cf. Drury and Petchey 1975, fig. 5 and fig. 6.22).
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100mm

Clacton to Weeley by-pass. Gutteridge Hall; medieval pottery

Context 241, the upper fill of moat branch 244, produced a sherd of
Medieval Coarse Ware from the same vessel in context 249, a fill of
Phase Ic pit 219, along with a fragment of Hedingham Fine Ware (Fig.
11, No. 4). This is the largest example of Hedingham Fine Ware found
at Gutteridge Hall and is decorated with red slip-coating and applied
strips, probably in imitation of Rouen White Ware jugs from northern
France. This type of decoration is fairly common on Hedingham Ware
(e.g. Walker 1988, fig.11.84) but is unlikely to be a direct copy of the



ESSEX ARCHAEOLOGY AND HISTORY

French ware. It is much more likely to be a copy of a London-type ware
Rouen-style jug, manufactured during the early to mid-13th century
(Pearce et al. 1985, 19). The tendency for Hedingham products to
imitate London-type ware products has already been noted (Drury
1993, 86).

Stratified above, moat branch fill 301 produced sherds of Fabrics 13,
13B and Medieval Coarse Ware and cannot be demonstrated to be later
than the preceding fills. Of interest is a Medieval Coarse Ware jug
handle decorated with thumbing and stabbing (Fig. 11, No. 5). This
has no parallel amongst the published Mile End material, although a
variety of decorated jug handles were made there (Drury and Petchey
1975, fig.4.11-15).

1 Body of jug: Sandy Orange Ware; brittle fabric with reduced
internal surface; partial plain splash glaze; thumbed base. Fill 256
(moat branch 244) and fill 249 (pit 219)

2 Possible curfew fragment: Medieval Coarse Ware; pale grey fabric
with reddish margins; abraded; horizontal and vertical thumbed
applied strips. Fill 256 (moat branch 244)

3 Cooking-pot rim: Medieval Coarse Ware; thick grey core, grey
surfaces and darker grey margins; external surface ?fire-cracked;
sooted under rim. Fill 256 (moat branch 244)

4 Fragment of jug: Hedingham Fine Ware; smooth creamy orange
fabric with a reduced core in places; patches of red slip-coating
over which strips of pale clay have been applied; one of the
horizontal strips has a serrated edge indicating it was pressed on
using a pallet knife; an applied slip pellet is also present; partial
plain lead glaze; probably an example of Rouen-style decoration.
Fill 241 (moat branch 244)

5  Jug handle: Medieval Coarse Ware; pale grey fabric with dull
orange margins; abraded; thumbed along the edges and deeply
stabbed along the centre. Fill 301 (moat cut 244)

Pottery from the medieval building and associated features
Habitation layer 24 is stratigraphically the earliest in this group, but
contained only a single sherd of Fabric 13, which joined a sherd in
context 13, the fill of ditch/gully 200. By far the greatest amount of
pottery from this phase was excavated from context 13 which shows
many cross-fits between other features belonging to the medieval
building and therefore merits it own sub-heading.

Fill 13 (ditchlgully 200)

A total of 621 sherds weighing nearly 10kg was excavated. No fine
wares are present and the group consists of various early medieval and
Medieval Coarse Wares, mainly cooking-pots. Sherd size averages 16g
and several nearly complete or semi-complete profiles are present. The
total eves is 263% and all the rim forms present have been illustrated:

6  Cooking-pot: Shell-And-Sand-Tempered ware (Fabric 12B);
mainly light grey but with patches of darker grey and red-brown
on the external surface; thumbed applied strips; quite heavily
sooted around shoulder. Fill 13 (building slot/gully 200), fill 202
(ditch/gully 201) fill 19 (gully 242/263)

7  Cooking-pot: Early Medieval Ware (Fabric 13); thick brown core
and red-brown surfaces; no evidence of use. Fill 13 (building
slot/gully 200)

8  Cooking-pot: Early Medieval Ware (Fabric 13); brown core, red-
brown external surface and buff internal surface; traces of
fire-blackening on shoulder. Fill 13 (building slot/gully 200)

9  Cooking-pot: Early Medieval Ware (Fabric 13); yellowy grey but

with mottled red-brown, brown-grey and dark grey external

surface; vertical thumbed applied strips; patches of fire-blackening
and sooting externally. Fill 202 (ditch/gully 201), fill 13 (building

slot/gully 200) and layer 1

Continuously thumbed base: Early Medieval Ware (Fabric 13);

brown core, pale brown internal surface and red-brown external

surface; deposit of sooting and fire-blackening on the underside of
the base ending in a distinct line about 5Smm above the basal angle.

Fill 13 (building slot/gully 200)

Small cooking-pot: Fabric 13B; grey core, brown margins, brown

internal surface and brown-grey external surface; smooth texture;

10

11

24

horizontal drag marks near base indicate knife-trimming; patches
of fire-blackening externally. Fill 13 (building slot/gully 200)
Cooking-pot: Fabric 13B; brown-grey core; red-brown margins
and surfaces; fire-blackening on body. Fill 13 (building slot/gully
200)
Cooking-pot: Fabric 13B; pale brown-grey core, brown-orange
margins and pale brown-orange surfaces; no evidence of use. Fill
13 (building slot/gully 200) and layer 1
Cooking-pot: Fabric 13B; thick pale grey core and bright creamy
orange surfaces; slight indentations below the neck made with
thumb or finger; no traces of use. Fill 13 (building slot/gully 200)
Cooking-pot: Medieval Coarse Ware; thick grey-brown core, buff
margins and surfaces; no traces of use. Fill 13 (building slot/gully
200)
Cooking-pot: Medieval Coarse Ware; uniform pale grey, brittle,
abraded fabric; horizontal break lines near base indicate coil-
building; patches of fire-blackening externally. Fill 13 (building
slot/gully 200) and fill 19 (gully 242/263)
Cooking-pot: Medieval Coarse Ware; estimated 70% complete;
grey to buff surface colour with an elliptical patch of pale grey
probably due to firing conditions; buff cores or margins in places;
hard; sooting on one side of cooking-pot only, extending from
about 2cm above the basal angle up to the shoulder; ‘runs’ through
the sooting suggest that a liquid has flowed down the side and
removed the soot; patch of sooting on the underside of the base;
internal horizontal striations on the inside of the shoulder; coil-
built. Fill 13 (building slot/gully 200) and layer 1
18 Jug rim: Medieval Coarse Ware; pale grey core and surfaces;
orange margins; crudely executed slashed decoration on rim and
neck; beginnings of a spout. Fill 13 (building slot/ gully 200)

12

13

14

15

16

17

Not illustrated: a sherd of Fabric 13 showing a horizontal incised wavy
line, and a substantial part of the base from a Roman pottery vessel.

Fill 202 (ditchigully 201) and fill 19 (ditchigully 2421263)
These two contexts also produced fairly large groups of pottery. Linear
feature 201, which contained 202, is thought to be a continuation of
Feature 200 and the large numbers of cross-fits between their two fills
(contexts 13 and 202), seven in all, would seem to confirm this. Cross-
fits were also noted between fill 202 and fill 19, and between context
123 in Phase IV. Forms in fill 202 comprise the rim from cooking-pot
(No. 9), an Early Medieval Ware, (Fabric 13), cooking-pot with a
thumbed rim, beaded rim (No0.19) and a bowl in the same fabric, also
with a thumbed rim (Fig. 12, No. 20).

Pottery similar to that from fill 13 was found in context 19, the fill of
another linear feature on the other side of the medieval building. Four
cross-fits were noted between context 19 and context 13.There are also
cross-fits between moat fill context 338 in this phase, between layer 1
in Phase II and context 123 in Phase IV. Forms found in fill 19
comprise a sherd from shelly cooking-pot No. 6 (Fig 11); an Early
Medieval Ware cooking-pot rim (of Fabric 13) similar to No. 7 (Fig.
11); Medieval Coarse Ware cooking-pot rims similar to Nos 15 and 17
(Fig. 12); sherds from Medieval Coarse Ware cooking-pot No. 16; a
thumbed, beaded Early Medieval Ware cooking-pot rim similar to No.
19 (Fig. 12) in fill 202, and an almost complete Early Medieval ware
small cooking-pot (Fig. 12, No. 21).

Three intrusive sherds were present in fill 19, two sherds of PMRE and
a sherd of Anglo/Netherlands tin-glazed earthenware with a speckled
manganese glaze, perhaps dating to the 17th century.

Pottery from the remaining medieval building features
A number of features contained small amounts of pottery comprising
Early Medieval Wares (Fabrics 13 and 13B) and Medieval Coarse Ware.
All three fills of post-hole 335 contained pottery (Table 1). Medieval
Coarse Ware and Fabric 13B were not present in the lowest fill (336)
but this is not enough evidence to suggest that the fills were deposited
at different times.

Forms present in these remaining features comprise two examples
of Early Medieval Ware cooking-pot fragments with rims similar to No.
7. These were found in context 336, the lowest fill of post-hole 335, and
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in adjacent hearth 245 (fill 25). They may be from the same vessel but
did not join. Also found in the fill of the hearth was the neck of an Early
Medieval Ware jug (Fabric 13B).

Catalogue of pottery from phase Ib other than from

context 13

19 Cooking-pot rim: Early Medieval Ware (Fabric 13); thick brown-
grey core, dull red-brown surfaces; thumbing on outside edge of
rim; fire-blackened on shoulder and under rim. Fill 202
(ditch/gully 201)

20 Bowl rim: Early Medieval Ware (Fabric 13); thick red-brown core
and patchy grey-brown surfaces; thumbed rim; no evidence of use.
Fill 202 (ditch/gully 201)

21 Small cooking-pot: Early Medieval Ware (Fabric 13); pale grey

with darker grey margins; pimply texture; sparse chalk inclusions
towards the base; lumpy coil-built appearance; drag marks of
surface inclusions at the base indicate knife-trimming; smoothed
around neck using a thumb or finger; no traces of use. Fill 19 (gully
242/263)

Discussion of pottery from phase Ib

If the finds from fills 256 and 241 are discounted because they are
contaminated with material from Phase Ic, and the clearly intrusive
sherds from context 19 are also discounted, then phase Ib has a very
limited range of fabrics. The shell-tempered wares (Fabrics 12B and
12C) occur only in contexts 13, 202 and 19, and of these, Fabric 12C
is represented by only two sherds (a sagging base and the shoulder of
a cooking-pot). The large numbers of Fabric 12B sherds all belong to
cooking-pot No. 6 and therefore represent only one vessel. Fabric 13 is
the most common fabric, followed by Medieval Coarse Ware and then
Fabric 13B. No other fabrics are present.

The most complete vessels are those in Medieval Coarse Ware (e.g.
Nos 16 and 17); this could mean that they were the latest vessels to be
deposited, or they survived because they are of a more durable fabric.
The former explanation is most likely as features that are
stratigraphically earlier, i.e. habitation layer 24, feature 2 below context
19, and context 336, the lowest fill of post-hole 335, did not contain
Medieval Coarse Ware.

The large numbers of cross-fits between features belonging to the
medieval building indicate that the features were open at the same time
and therefore contemporary. As there are also cross-fits between the
moat fills and the medieval building features, this indicates that the moat
fills are contemporary with the medieval building. As pottery was
abundant in building slots/gullies 200, 201 and 242/263 it would
suggest that these features were eaves-drip gullies, rather than building
slots, and that rubbish had been thrown in to them.

The fact that the coarse wares occur in quantity indicates the building
was a service area. The term cooking-pot is something of a misnomer
because they were probably used as general purpose vessels, for storage
and food preparation etc., and are almost always the commonest form
on any medieval site. However, as several of the cooking-pots show
signs of fire-blackening or sooting, consistent with being placed in or
near a wood fire, it is probable they were used for cooking, perhaps on
hearth 245.The cooking-pots present in Phase Ib, excluding those from
contaminated moat fills 241 and 256, vary between 200 and 280mm in
diameter, with two much smaller cooking-pot rims Nos 11 and 21
having diameters of 160mm and 130mm respectively. There is not
enough data to show whether there is any relationship between rim-
form and diameter, or between fabric type and diameter, although

Medieval Coarse Ware cooking-pots have the narrowest range of 200 to
240mm diameter. About half the cooking-pots show signs of heating.

Decoration of cooking-pots is rather limited; applied strips occur only
on two of the larger cooking-pots (Nos 6 and 9) and were probably
used for strengthening the vessel as much as for decoration. The
dimpling above the shoulder of cooking-pot No.14 (Fig. 12) is more
unusual, but is commonly found in Suffolk and is present on
Hedingham Coarse Ware cooking-pots (Hurst 1966, 92). This vessel
however is not a Hedingham product.

The continuously thumbed base (No. 10) may be from a bowl, as
such treatment is found on Early Medieval Ware bowls from Stansted
(Walker 2004, 43). Only one bowl rim was found (Fig. 12, No. 20), as
it has a fairly large diameter, of 460mm, it may be a mixing bowl. Large
bowls were also used in dairying.

Three coarse ware jug fragments were found, one in an Early
Medieval Ware (Fabric 13B) and two in Medieval Coarse Ware (Fig. 11,
No. 5 and Fig. 12, No. 18). As these are coarse wares they would not
have been used at table but would have been used for kitchen purposes
such as storage and carrying of liquids, fetching water from the well for
example.

This phase is difficult to date because there are only coarse wares.
Typologically the earliest rim is the thumbed, beaded rim in linear
ditch/gully 201 (No. 19), which is generally a 12th-century type, while
cooking-pot No. 6 (Fig 11) has a B2 type rim and cooking-pot No. 13
(Fig. 12) has a B4 type rim, both datable to ¢.1200 (Drury 1993, 81).
Nearly all the other cooking-pots possess squared rims with sloping
tops (sub-form H2), a type generally datable to the early to mid 13th
century (Drury 1993, 81), and there is one example of an H1 type rim
(Fig. 11, No.12) which were produced throughout the 13th century
(Drury 1993, 81). This gives a likely overall date range of the first half
of the 13th century. One further piece of dating evidence comes from
context 241, the fill of moat branch 244, although this fill was
contaminated, it does not follow that all the material is intrusive and
the Hedingham Fine Ware Rouen-style jug fragment (Fig. 11, No. 4)
fits in well with the dating of the coarse wares. The curfew fragment
from contaminated fill 256 (Fig. 11, No. 2) would also be consistent
with a hearth environment and may actually belong to Phase Ib. In
addition, the Sandy Orange Ware jug (Fig. 11, No. 1) has a rather
primitive glaze and could easily be 13th century, although it is odd that
none of these types occur elsewhere in Phase Ib.

Pottery from Phase Ic (Fig. 13, 22-27)

This small phase produced eighty-seven sherds weighing 2108g, all of
which came from the fills of pit 219. Medieval Coarse Ware is dominant;
Early Medieval Ware is still present although probably residual.

The primary fill of pit 219 (context 250) produced three joining
sherds of Medieval Coarse Ware and a sherd of imported Saintonge
Polychrome, which is illustrated (Fig. 13, No. 22) but is too fragmented
to determine the design. As the sherd of Saintonge ware is from the
primary fill, it is unlikely to be residual (Crummy and Terry, 1979, 53—
5) and thus provides a terminus post quem of ¢.1300 or later for this
phase and a terminus ante quem of ¢.1300 or earlier for Phase Ib (see
fabrics section for dating). It is found on coastal sites but because of
high transport costs and probably the lack of a distribution network, is
rare inland. Where it does occur inland it is generally taken as an
indicator of high status, for example at King John’s Hunting Lodge,
Writtle (Dunning 1969, 107-9).

Succeeding fill 249 produced sherds from Sandy Orange Ware jug
No. 1 (illustrated in Phase Ib but could belong to this phase). This is

Fabric Wt (g)
Fill No Feature/Context Relationship and cross-fits 13 20 21 21A 27
250 pit 219 above 301 in Phase Ib - 3 - - 1 74
249 pit 219 above 250, fits 241 and 256 in Phase Ib - 23 8 - - 557
221 pit 219 above 249 2 - 1 - - 33
240 pit 219 = 273, above 221, fits 249 - 9 - 1 - 770
220 pit 219 above 273, same vessel in 240 and 249 3 32 3 1 - 674

Table 2 Quantification of pottery from Phase Ic by feature, fabric and sherd count
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accompanied by sherds of Medieval Coarse Ware including cooking-pot
No. 23 (Fig. 13). The rilling on the shoulder of No. 23 is indicative of
wheel-throwing, unlike the cooking-pots from Phase Ib which appear
to be coil-built. It has a flanged everted rim (sub-form E1) which does
not fit into Drury’s typology of rim types, but probably relates to form
ES5, the horizontal flanged rim, datable to the late 13th to 14th centuries
(Drury 1993, 81-2).

Nothing diagnostic occurred in fill 221. Fill 240 however, produced
a Colchester ware bowl (Fig. 13, No. 24) and fragments from Medieval
Coarse Ware cooking-pots (Fig. 13, part of No. 23 and Nos 25, 26).The
Colchester Ware bowl is slip-coated and green-glazed rather in the
manner of Mill Green Ware, a product the Colchester Ware potters were
known to have imitated (Drury 1993, 89-90). Bowls in Colchester Ware
were made from the 14th century (Cunningham and Cotter 1988, 2),
and given its similarity to Mill Green Ware, a date in the first half of the
14th century is indicated. Its small size and pleasing appearance would
suggest that it is a table ware. Cooking-pot No. 25 (Fig. 13) from this
fill possesses a late 13th to 14th-century type horizontal flanged rim
(rim-form E5) although this vessel still has a thumbed applied strip and
uneven colouration more typical of 12th to 13th century Medieval
Coarse Ware. Number 26 shows the sagging base from a cooking-pot
(Fig. 13).

The upper fill of pit 219 (context 220) produced a second sherd of
Colchester Ware, the lower handle attachment of a jug, covered in a
cream slip-coating under a partial mottled green glaze. The handle is
oval in section. Sherds of Sandy Orange Ware are also present including
an example decorated with an applied strip under a green glaze.
Medieval Coarse Ware comprises part of cooking-pot No. 25 (Fig. 13),
a second cooking-pot rim similar in shape to No. 25, and the body of a
cooking-pot or storage jar decorated with oblique thumbed applied
strips (Fig. 13, No. 27). Oblique strips are found on Saxo-Norman
Thetford-type Ware storage jars and are found on Medieval Coarse
Ware storage vessels in Suffolk (Hurst 1966, 92), although the storage
jar does not seem to be a very common form in Essex. The mixture of
fine wares and coarse wares found in this pit suggest the pottery derives
from both service and living areas.

Catalogue of pottery from phase Ic

22 Body sherd: Saintonge Polychrome; decoration outlined in brown,
with areas of green and pale green glaze. Fill 250 (pit 219)
Cooking-pot: Medieval Coarse Ware; grey core and surfaces, buff
margins; rilled below the neck; wheel-thrown; no traces of use. Fill
249 (pit 219)

Bowl: Colchester Ware, dark orange fabric, grey core; all over but
patchy cream slip-coating covered by mottled copper-green glaze
on the outside, which appears apple-green over the slip-coating
and dark olive-green where the slip-coating has missed; much less
copper has been added to the internal glaze giving a mustard-
yellow colour over the slip-coated areas with only occasional
patches of green; the underside of the base is also slip-coated and
green-glazed. Fill 240 (pit 219)

Cooking-pot: Medieval Coarse Ware; dark grey fabric with brown
patches; abraded; thumbed applied strip; no evidence of use. Fill
240 and 249 (pit 219)

23

24

25

26 Complete profile of base, probably from a cooking-pot; Medieval
Coarse Ware; thick reddish core, buff internal surface, grey external
surface; probably not wheel-thrown; horizontal drag marks where
the base has been knife-trimmed; no evidence of use. Fill 240 (pit
219)

Body of cooking-pot showing oblique thumbed, applied strips:
Medieval Coarse Ware; thick dull red core, brown-grey surfaces;
internal surfaces show corrugations near base, probably coil-built.
Fill 220 (pit 219)
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Discussion of pottery from Phase Ic

Cross-fits between the various pit fills indicate the fills were deposited
at the same time or underwent later disturbance. The presence of
Saintonge Polychrome and the slip-coated and green-glazed Colchester
Ware bowl give a date of earlier 14th century, although the Saintonge
Polychrome may have been much prized and curated for a long time.
The flanged rim cooking-pot No. 23 (Fig. 13) also fits in with this date,
although some of the other coarse wares could be earlier. The mixture
of coarse and fine wares deposited in pit 219 suggests that the pottery
comes from service and living areas.

The Pottery from Phase II (Fig. 13, 28-32)

A total of 227 sherds weighing 2557g was excavated. Most is from
context 1, a layer of clay sealing the medieval features to the south of the
main moat branch. The assemblage is very similar to that in contexts
13/19/202 in Phase Ib, comprising mainly Early Medieval Wares
with smaller amounts of Medieval Coarse Ware. There are several
cross-fits between layer 1 and contexts 13 and 19, with a total of five
cross-fits between context 13. One sherd of Shell-And-Sand-Tempered
Ware is present and is part of cooking-pot No. 6 in context 13.
Fragments from a total of eight different Fabric 13 cooking-pot rims
are present; two have beaded rims (too fragmented to draw or parallel),
the rest have developed rims (rim-form H2). A total of four of
these are similar to No. 7 in context 13 and one is similar to No. 8. One
H2 rim is thumbed, this does not occur in Phase Ib but probably
derives from there and has been illustrated (No. 28). It is interesting
because it appears to be transitional between the early
medieval thumbed rim tradition of the 12th century and the 13th-
century developed rim. It also possesses a vertical thumbed
applied strip on the body. Three Fabric 13B cooking-pots are present
and all are of sub-form H2, but are too fragmented to draw or
parallel.

A bowl rim of large diameter in Fabric 13t is present (No. 29) and is
the only instance of this ware to be found on site. It was first identified
at Stansted in north-west Essex, where it was thought it might be a
product of the Hedingham kilns. Comparable bowls in this ware occur
at Stansted (Walker 2004, fig.271.87-9). However, on comparison with
the actual sherds, it was noted that the Stansted fabric was slightly
coarser. A Hedingham Ware origin is unlikely for this ware because of
the distance (see under ‘Fabric 20’ in fabric section) but a Colchester
Ware origin is a possibility as a comparable bowl with a matching
description was found at Mile End (Drury and Petchey 1975, fig. 6.31).
Some of the bowls in this ware at Stansted are perforated, and may have
been used in dairying, for example to separate the curds form the whey,
so perhaps this vessel had a similar function.

Fabric Wt (g)
Fill No Feature/Context Relationship and cross-fits 12B 13 13B 13t 20 21 27
1 layer seals Phase Ib and Ic, fits 13 and 19 1 82 49 2 27 - - 1667
3 layer same as 1, same in 13 - 1 1 - 1 - - 31
6 layer same as 1, fits 13 and 202 - 29 2 - 1 - - 460
203 layer same as 1 - - - - 3 3 2 196
7 pit/post-hole 8 cuts 1,same in 1 and 13 - - 4 - 2 - - 77
9 pit/post-hole 10  cuts 1 - 2 - - 1 - - 36
11 layer cuts 1 - - 1 - - - - 14
16 feature cuts 1/203, same vessel in 13 - 1 4 - 8 - - 76

Table 3 Quantification of pottery from Phase II by feature fabric and sherd count
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Finally there are two Medieval Coarse Ware forms; an unidentified
vessel showing traces of glaze (No. 30) and a cooking-pot rim (No. 31).
The rim of No. 31 seems to be midway between the 13th-century H2
type and the late 13th to 14th-century H3/E5A type and therefore may
belong to Phase Ib or a later phase.

Contexts 3 and 6, the equivalents of layer 1, produced a similar range
of wares to that in layer 1, albeit in smaller quantities, and again there
are cross-fits between Phase Ib features (namely contexts 13 and 202).
Forms comprise two Fabric 13 cooking-pots, one similar to No. 7 in
context 13, and another thumbed developed rim (No.32). This differs
from No. 28 in that it is thumbed at the edge of the rim rather than the
centre.

Layer 203 is also the same as layer 1, but contained a different
assemblage which includes two further sherds of Saintonge
Polychrome. These are too fragmented to merit illustration, but show a
horizontal brown line within a band of copper green under a plain lead
glaze. They could be from the same vessel as No. 22, but differ because
they are green-glazed internally. Also in this context were sherds of
Medieval Coarse Ware and fragments from an abraded Sandy Orange
Ware jug handle. This has a central groove running its length which is
characteristic of late-medieval East Anglian redwares and dates anytime
between the 14th and 16th centuries (for an example of this type of
handle see Drury 1993, fig.44.164.)

A number of features cutting layer 1 contained pottery, namely small
pits/post-holes 8 and 10 (fills 7 and 9 respectively), layer 11 and feature
16. All produced Early Medieval Ware (Fabrics 13 and 13B) and
Medieval Coarse Ware derived from Phase Ib. One form is present, part
of cooking-pot No. 13 in post-hole 8.

Catalogue of pottery from phase II

28 Cooking-pot rim: Early Medieval Ware (Fabric 13); thick grey-
brown core, dull orange surfaces; thumbed rim and thumbed
applied strip on body; no traces of use. Layer 1

29 Bowl rim: Fabric 13t; indistinct grey-brown core, red-brown
margins and smooth dark red-grey surfaces. Layer 1

30 Rim of unidentified vessel: Medieval Coarse Ware; very abraded;
grey with patches of red-brown on the surfaces; traces of pale
green glaze. Layer 1

31 Cooking-pot rim: Medieval Coarse Ware; thick orange-brown core;
metallic-grey surfaces; no evidence of use. Layer 1

32 Cooking-pot rim: Early Medieval Ware (Fabric 13); thick brown-
grey core; red-brown surfaces; thumbed rim; no evidence of use.
Layer 6

Discussion of pottery from Phase II

Most, if not all the pottery is residual, with the majority deriving from
Phase Ib; the Saintonge Polychrome sherds may come from Phase Ic.
Only the Sandy Orange Ware grooved jug handle may be later.

The Pottery from Phase III (Fig. 13, 33-34)
A total of 59 sherds weighing 808g was excavated from Phase III.

Pottery from the moat

Here pottery comprises sherds of Early Medieval Ware (Fabrics 13,
13B), Medieval Coarse Ware, Sandy Orange Ware and Colchester Ware.
Some pottery appears to derive from Phase Ib, while other sherds
probably belong to Phase Ic. There is no evidence to suggest that the
fills of the moat were deposited at different times.

The lower handle attachment from a Colchester Ware jug was found
in moat fill 371. Like the jug handle from Phase Ic pit 219, it is slip-
coated and partially green-glazed, probably in imitation of Mill Green
Ware. The strap handle is broad and so must have come from a fairly
large vessel; it also shows four finger impressions on the inside of the
vessel where the potter secured the handle to the pot. A single slip-
coated, but unglazed, body sherd of Colchester Ware was found in fill
4 and may be from the same vessel as the jug handle. Featured sherds
of Sandy Orange Ware from the moat fills comprise a slip-painted body
sherd with a plain lead glaze in fill 14, and an oddly shaped, curved
sherd with a plain internal glaze in context 300, the fill of moat cut 298
(too fragmented to draw or parallel).

Several coarse ware cooking-pot rims are present in the moat fills: two
Fabric 13B H2-type rims were found in fills 4 and 14, the example from
fill 4 is comparable to No. 17 in Phase Ib. One type H2 rim in Medieval
Coarse Ware was found in fill 4 and there are two examples of the later
horizontal flanged rims (sub-form ESA); one from fill 14 is comparable
to No. 25 in Phase Ic, the second is a small fragment from fill 371.

Box section 15, through moat fills 14, 16, 22, and 23 produced more
medieval pottery including a sherd of Hedingham Fine Ware, showing
an applied strip under a mottled green glaze. It is probably from a
rounded strip jug of the later 12th to earlier 13th century, as found at
Rivenhall (cf. Drury 1993, fig.43.125). Roman and prehistoric pottery
was also excavated from box section 15.

Pottery from the features

Quite a different assemblage was excavated from the various pits and
post-holes cutting through layer 151. Several cross-fits between the
features indicate that they were open at the same time.

Pottery from context 157, the fill of pit 156 includes an unglazed,
unslipped, sherd of Colchester Ware. It is finely tempered and is
probably quite late, belonging to the 15th or 16th centuries (John Cotter
pers. comm.). All the remaining pottery in pit 156 is PMRE, forms
comprising fragments from tygs or mugs and two small glazed bowls
(Nos 33 and 34).

Context 159, the fill of post-hole 158, contained another sherd of late
Colchester Ware from the same vessel as that found in context 157. Also
present are single sherds of Medieval Coarse Ware, late-medieval Sandy
Orange Ware, internally glazed PMRE and Raeren Stoneware.

Fill Feature/ Relationship and Fabric Wt (g)
No Context cross-fits 13 13B 20 21 21A 22 40 45C

14 moat cut 31 fits 4 5 1 2 - - - - 209
371 moat cut 31 above 14 - 3 - 1 - - - 179
4 moat cut 31 above 371, 302 1 1 - 1 - - - 76
22 moat cut 31 =4 - 1 - - - - - 7
300 moat cut 298 =4 1 2 1 - - - - 42
15 box section through moat fills 4 2 - - 1 - - 147 R,P
157 pit 156 same vessel in 159 - - 1 - 9 - 88
159 post-hole 158 - 1 1 1 - 1 1 46
172 post-hole 171 same vessel in 157, 159 - - - - - 1 - 1
178 post-hole 177 same vessel in 157 - - - - - 2 - 8
188 pit 187 cuts natural - - - - - - 1 5

R = Roman pottery; > = Prehistoric pottery

Table 4 Quantification of pottery from phase III by feature, fabric and sherd count
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Contexts 172 (the fill of post-hole 171) and 178 (the fill of post-hole
177) produced small quantities of PMRE from the same vessels as
found in contexts 157 and 159. A second sherd of Raeren Stoneware
was excavated from context 188 (the fill of pit 187), comprising the
frilled base from a squat, bulbous drinking jug.

Catalogue of pottery from phase III
33 Bowl rim: PMRE; all over internal plain lead glaze extending about
4cm down from the rim on the external surface. Fill 157 (pit 156)

Bowl rim: PMRE; all over internal lead glaze, partially glazed
externally. Fill 157 (pit 156)

34

Discussion of pottery from Phase III

The pottery from the moat is not contemporary with that from the
other features. The latest pottery from the features is the PMRE and the
Raeren Stoneware. No closely datable PMRE forms are present, so that
the best dating is provided by the Raeren Stoneware frilled jug base;
these drinking jugs were imported in vast quantities from the German
Rhineland during the late-15th to mid-16th centuries and are a
common find on sites of this date, from royal palace to peasant house
(Hurst et al. 1986, 194). The sherd of Colchester Ware also fits in with
this date. The small quantity of pottery suggests there may not have
been much activity on site at this time, although there is always the
possibility that domestic rubbish was discarded elsewhere. The two
bowls are too small to be mixing bowls or pancheons (dairy bowls) and
were probably used at the table.

Pottery from Phase IV (Fig. 14, 35-36)
A total of sixty-three sherds weighing 3375g was excavated and is
summarised in Table 5.

Most of the weight is accounted for by a large PMRE bowl or
pancheon (No. 35) from context 71 (the fill of trench 70), which is the
robber trench for the Tudor building wall. This vessel corresponds to
Cunningham’s vessel form B5A, flat-based bowls with wide mouths
and narrow bases. At Moulsham Street in Chelmsford, this type of bowl
first occurs in the period ¢.1560-90 and is common elsewhere in the
county in the 16th century (Cunningham 1985b, 69). However, there
is no reason why this bowl could not be later, perhaps 17th or even 18th
century, especially in view of its good quality lustrous glaze. Pancheons
were used primarily as milk pans in which milk was left to separate in
order to make butter and other dairy products (Cunningham 1985a,
4). The bowl is about half complete and was found near the Tudor
fireplace, sitting upright on top of some of the backfill, as if deliberately
placed there. This raises the possibility that the bowl was ritually
deposited as post-medieval ritual burials in, or beneath walls are known
(Merrifield 1987, 119). The bowl is incomplete but this could be due
to disturbance by later robbing. On balance, ritual deposition seems
unlikely, especially as ritual vessels are usually hollow wares rather than
flatwares. The only other pottery from this context is a single sherd of
glazed PMRE from another vessel, with a second sherd of PMRE from
equivalent context 126.

Very little pottery was excavated from pit 144, which cuts Tudor wall
robbing 71. Context 112, the lower fill of the pit produced only a single
sherd of residual Hedingham Fine Ware; it has a buff fabric and shows
splashes of plain lead glaze. The succeeding fill, 110, produced single
sherds of glazed PMRE and Tin-Glazed Earthenware. The latter has
an off-white, all over tin glaze of egg-shell thickness and is undecorated.
It is English and probably 18th century. The upper fill, context 111,
produced only a single sherd of unglazed PMRE.

Sherds of Raeren and Frechen Stoneware were found in context 68,
the fill of ditch 67.They include the base of a Frechen jug or bellarmine,
exhibiting a pale salt glaze. The base is flat with a rounded foot and two
small cordons above. This treatment seems common to all Frechen
Stoneware jugs except for the later bellarmines belonging to the mid to
late-17th century, which have plain bases (cf. Hurst ez al. 1986, pl.44).
The sherd of Raeren Stoneware found probably belongs to a squat
bulbous drinking jug of the late-15th to mid-16th century. Also found
in context 68 are sherds of late-medieval Sandy Orange Ware and
PMRE. All the PMRE is unglazed except for one sherd which shows
splashes of internal glaze. There is only one featured example; a jug
handle, thumbed at the base and comparable to a jug from a late 16th-
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century pit at Moulsham Street, Chelmsford (Cunningham 1985b,
fig.45.34). This group would seem to suggest a date between the mid
16th to earlier 17th centuries. Context 123, the equivalent of ditch fill
68, produced sherds of late medieval Sandy Orange Ware, and a sherd
of Medieval Coarse Ware from the same vessel as No. 16 from Phase Ib.
Context 129 consists of unstratified finds from a section across the
Tudor building. Finds comprise residual medieval sherds and 18th-
century pottery including an English Tin-Glazed Earthenware dish rim
(Fig. 14, No. 36). A Chinese porcelain saucer showing the remnants of
red-painted decoration, and a plain Creamware tea-plate measuring 6%
inches in diameter were also found. The decoration on the tin-glazed
plate is unusual as a pattern has been incised through the blue-painting,
a technique known as sgraffito. A similar method of decoration,
although with a different design, occurs on a Lambeth Delft Ware plate
dated 1748 (Garner and Archer 1972, pl.92a). The Creamware plate is
probably contemporary as it has the, buttery colour of early Creamware
produced in the mid-18th century; later Creamware is much whiter.

Catalogue of pottery from Phase IV

35 Large bowl: PMRE; uniform red fabric; all over lustrous, plain lead
glaze which is much thinner on the external surface; pouring lip.
Fill 71 (robbing trench 70)

Dish rim: English Tin-glazed Earthenware; all over very pale sky-
blue tin-glaze of egg-shell thickness; darker blue-painted
decoration with a band of dark blue-painting around the rim,
through which a pattern has been incised showing the pale blue of
the tin-glaze beneath. Box section 129

36

Discussion of pottery from Phase IV

The latest pottery is mid-18th century. It occurs only in small quantities
which is unusual for 18th-century pottery and suggests there was little
activity on site during this phase.

Pottery from Phase V (Fig. 14, 37)

Only one context from this phase produced pottery; context 100, the
fill of robbing cut 47, which produced four sherds weighing 255g. The
pottery comprises two sherds of modern flowerpot and two sherds from
a relief~-moulded vessel showing a foliage design. It has an ironstone
body and an all over turquoise glaze. The technique of relief-moulding
was developed in the 1820s (Henrywood 1992, 19) and stylistically this
vessel would appear to be Victorian.

Pottery from Phase VI (Fig. 14, 37)

Again, only one context from this phase produced pottery, the fill of
plough mark/vehicle track 106, which produced a Medieval Coarse
Ware cooking-pot rim (Fig. 14, No. 37) (comprising two sherds
weighing 18g).

37 Cooking-pot with cavetto rim: Medieval Coarse Ware; pimply
texture; grey with red-brown margins; tempered with white,
colourless and grey sand; incised horizontal lines below neck. Fill
of plough mark/vehicle track 106

This vessel is clearly residual but is of interest because it is paralleled by
a rim from Mile End (Drury and Petchey 1975, fig.5.21). To the
author’s knowledge the cavetto rim does not occur in Hedingham
Coarse Ware and this is the best evidence yet that at least some of the
Medieval Coarse Ware found at Gutteridge Hall originates from the
Mile End kilns. This rim type belongs to the first half of the 13th
century (Drury 1993, 82-4).

Unphased and unstratified pottery (Fig. 14, 38)

A total of ninety-eight sherds weighing 1730g was excavated from
various unphased and unstratified contexts (Table 6). Only groups or
sherds of intrinsic interest are discussed.

Several contexts contained pottery that could belong to Phase Ib
(contexts 5, 502 and U/S). Context 502 was the fill of a possible hearth,
it produced a sherd of buff Hedingham Fine Ware showing splashes of
plain lead glaze, a fragment of Medieval Coarse Ware cooking-pot rim
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Fig. 14 Clacton to Weeley by-pass. Gutteridge Hall; post-medieval pottery (35 and 36). Medieval Coarse Ware rim (37)
and medieval pipkin handle (38)

of sub-form H2, and sherds of Fabric 13B. It could therefore easily be
contemporary with hearth 245 in Phase Ib.

Pottery deriving from Phases Ib and Ic was found unstratified and
includes Fabric 13 cooking-pot rims, as No. 7, and part of vessel No. 27
(Fig. 13), the cooking-pot (or storage jar) with oblique thumbed
applied strips, in Phase Ic. Of intrinsic interest is a Sandy Orange Ware
decorated pipkin handle (No. 38). Pipkins are usually a late-medieval
or post-medieval form but the coarse fabric and primitive glaze on this
example suggest a 13th-century date. Unstratified late medieval and
post-medieval pottery of interest comprises a Sandy Orange Ware jug
rim, a grooved Sandy Orange Ware handle probably from a cistern, and
the rims from two PMRE storage jars. One storage jar has a thumbed
cordon below the rim (cf. Cunningham 1985a, fig.7.39), characteristic
of pottery from Stock (Cunningham 1985b, 70). One sherd of
Westerwald Stoneware was found unstratified, the only example of this
ware from Gutteridge Hall. It is from an undecorated jug.

Finally context 501 produced the rim of a Frechen Stoneware
bellarmine showing the typical mottled ‘tiger ware’ glaze and a tail at the
base of the handle. Most of the facemask is missing, but the narrowness
of the neck indicates a 17th-century date.

38 Pipkin handle: Sandy Orange Ware; thick grey core showing large
red oxides; orange surfaces; impressed decoration made with some
kind of cloven tool; partial plain lead glaze over upper surface.
Unstratified

Discussion of pottery from all phases
Phase Ib, with its large quantity of 13th-century coarse ware, was the
only phase to produce a substantial amount of pottery. As has already
been established, the pottery cross-fits show that the building features
were open at the same time and were therefore contemporary. As the
bulk of the pottery was found in gully 200/201 and most of the cross-
fits originate from here, it is possible that when the site went out of use,
most of the pottery was dumped here and when the structures were
dismantled and the site levelled, some of this pottery found its way into
the various post-holes, pits and other features belonging to the medieval
building. If this is the case then the pottery would have been dumped
in one episode.

Phase Ic can be quite closely dated to the earlier 14th century which,
if Phase Ib has been correctly dated, means there is a gap of at least 50
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years between these phases. It is difficult to assess the significance of the
small amount of Saintonge Polychrome found in Phase Ic (and Phase
II). As has already been mentioned, the occurrence of Saintonge Ware
inland can be taken as an indicator of high status, but Gutteridge Hall
hardly qualifies as inland as it is only 7.5km from the nearest coast at
Clacton-on-Sea and is not far from the ports of Colchester and
Harwich. The Saintonge Polychrome could have therefore, easily have
found its way this far inland, and even broken vessels may have had a
certain novelty value. In the case of Gutteridge Hall then, Saintonge
Ware should not be used to indicate high status. The presence of
Colchester Ware is not unexpected as Colchester is only 15km distant
and this ware may have served as the local alternative to Mill Green
Ware.

As only one feature containing pottery was found in Phase Ic, then
activity on this site during the 14th century may have been fairly
limited. This also seems to be the case for subsequent phases with most
of the pottery from Phase II deriving from Phase Ib. No late 14th to
15th century pottery was found, but this is often the case, especially on
rural sites and is probably a result of a decline in the pottery industry
after the Black Death. Phase III produced only a small amount of late
15th to 16th century pottery, which is unusual because during the 16th
century there was a great increase in pottery manufacture and on sites
of this date pottery is usually found in large quantities. However, the
presence of a Tudor building on site provides somewhat conclusive
proof that the site was occupied at this time. Small quantities of 16th to
18th-century pottery were found in Phase IV and even here most of
the 18th-century pottery was found in a poorly stratified box section.
Some 17th-century pottery was also found unstratified. The Victorian
era is represented by a total of four sherds. Because of the dearth of
pottery little can be said about function or status of the site in the post-
medieval period; certainly there are no unusual wares or specialised
forms, and what pottery there is probably represents domestic rubbish
typical of any post-medieval site.

Few conclusions can be drawn about the source of the Medieval
Coarse Wares. It is however, interesting that the Early Medieval Wares
(Fabrics 13 and 13B) and the Medieval Coarse Ware have similar
tempering which could mean they come from the same area, although
the geology of Essex is not particularly varied, and the same clays and
sands may outcrop in different places. As has already been argued, a
Hedingham origin for the Medieval Coarse Ware is unlikely. A single
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source for the Early Medieval Ware found at Stansted and at Gutteridge
Hall can be precluded in spite of their similarities because coarse wares
were not normally traded over long distances, because of high transport
costs in relation to the value of the product. It has been noted however
that there is an extended distribution of Hedingham Fine Ware and
Colchester Ware correlating to the position of the A120 (Cotter 2000,
90, 177). This was the Roman road of Stane Street stretching from St
Albans in the west to Colchester in the east, and was still in use in
medieval times. Both Stansted and Sible Hedingham are situated near
this road so such a distribution remains a possibility. Political
considerations may also be a factor, and distribution of pottery may be
affected by who owns the land.

Macrobotanical and other remains
by V. Fryer and P. Murphy
Samples from the 12th to 13th-century moats (296 in Phase Ia and 354
in Ib) were assessed. The samples were processed using bulk flotation,
with a 500 micron collecting mesh. The dried flots were scanned under
a binocular microscope at low power and the macrobotanical and other
remains noted. Preservation was by waterlogging unless otherwise
stated. Clearly, small macrofossils (<500 microns) were not retrieved,
and drying the flots has probably resulted in loss of delicate structures.

Both assemblages contained macrofossils of wetland/aquatic species,
ruderals and trees/shrubs. These included Alisma plantago-aquatica
(water plantain), Betula sp. (birch), Carex sp. (sedge), Cirsium sp.
(thistle), Daucus/Torilis type (wild carrot/hedge parsley type, Galeopsis
tetrahit (common hemp-nettle), Lemna sp. (duckweed), Lycopus
europaeus (gipsy-wort), Nuphar Lutea (yellow water-lily), indeterminate
grasses, Potentilla sp. (cinquefoil), P anserina (silverweed), Quercus sp.
(oak-acorn bases), Rananculus sp. (buttercup), R. acris/repens/bulbosus
(meadow/creeping/bulbous buttercup), R. subg. Batrachium (water
crowfoot), R. sceleratus (celery-leaved crowfoot), Rubus sect.
Glandulosus (bramble), Rumex sp. (dock), Sonchus sp. (sow-thistle),
Urtica dioica (stinging nettles) and Viola sp. (wild pansy). Other plant
macrofossils included charcoal, indeterminate buds/bud scales, leaf
fragments, leaf galls, moss, testa/periderm fragments, thorns, twigs and
root, rhizome or stem fragments. Other material included insects and
Cladoceran ephippia.

The assemblages appear to reflect a water-filled moat with weed and
scrub-covered sides and some tree cover.

Tile

by P. Ryan

The tile was examined in numerical order of context. No differences in
the fabric of the tile were observed until context 68 where it became
apparent that there were two fabrics — Fabric 1, sandier, containing
more quartzite grains, and Fabric 2 which has little sand in it. As the
work progressed it was noted that the Fabric 1 fragments tended to
show more evidence of abrasion, particularly in contexts 110, 123 and
125.The largest fragments were, in general very flat. From context 202
to 371 only Fabric 1 occurred and there was little sign of abrasion.

It has been observed on other sites that the medieval tiles often
contain more coarse sand and that they tend to be flatter than later tiles
which are usually cambered. There was no evidence of any nibbed tiles,
which date to before the mid 13th century. At Cressing, large pegtiles
are thought to date to the second half of the 13th century, however only
standard sized pegtiles, 270mmx165mmx13mm, were found on the
Danbury tile-kiln site, dated ¢.1275 to 1325. Although the Fabric 1
fragments from Gutteridge Hall may be from medieval tiles it is not
possible to date them more closely as no fragments with either complete
length or breadth were recovered.

Brick
by P. Ryan
Five types of brick were identified amongst the building materials.

Medieval great bricks or floor tiles

Some fragments were too small and had no diagnostic features
surviving, a number of fragments of medieval brick/floor tile similar to
the tile like “great bricks” of Coggeshall Abbey were found in contexts
206, 220, 221, 240, 249 and 300. The chief difference between the
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Coggeshall bricks and the Gutteridge Hall bricks is in the fabric. Whilst
the appearance of the fracture is similar, the Gutteridge Hall fragments
contain a greater quantity of large rounded quartzite “grains”. Orange
to sienna in colour, some with reduced cores, most of the fragments
from the excavation have knife-trimmed, very slightly undercut edges
suggesting they may be floor tiles rather than bricks, although little trace
of wear was noticed. Thickness varies from 25mm to 35mm. The
Coggeshall bricks have been dated from ¢.1160 to ¢.1220. Recently a
few medieval bricks have been observed in the walling of Elmstead
church, also in the Tendring Hundred. Flemish-type bricks, often white
or yellow in colour and with proportions of 4:2:1 began to make an
appearance towards the end of the thirteenth century in this country.
A date in the second half of the 12th century or first half of the 13th
century is suggested for these bricks.

Tudor bricks

Tudor bricks, 245x115x65mm, orange in colour with rounded paler
patches and streaks and some pebble and flint inclusions, irregular in
general shape with irregular rounded arises, striated and slightly grass-
marked upper surfaces and occasional sunken margins, creased faces
and rough bases, were found in contexts 117, 118 and 119. Fragments
with similar colouration and fabric occurred in 68, 103 and 113.

Late 18th/early 19th century

A brick sample from context 120 dates to the late 18th or 19th century.
It is orange with very small pebble inclusions, 220x105x65mm, is
regular in form and has regular slightly rounded arrises. The upper
surface is striated, and the faces and base are fairly smooth.

19th century

Whilst the dimensions of the sample from context 121 are more like
those of some late 17th or early 18th century bricks, 215x110x50mm,
the neatness and quality of the brick suggests a 19th-century date. It is
very regular and has sharp and slightly rounded regular arrises, the
upper surface is striated, the faces very slightly creased with a diagonal
pressure mark and the base is fairly smooth. Bricks of similar size and
description occur in parts of Ardleigh Church which was rebuilt in
1885.

Suffolk White-type flooring bricks

A sample of Suffolk White-type flooring bricks were included in the
assemblage of building material. There were no complete lengths but
the bricks were 125mm wide and 35mm thick but all were in a worn
condition. The fabric was white/cream in colour and dense. The bricks
had slightly creased faces and slightly rough wrinkled bases; 19th
century.

Animal Bone

by Alec Wade

The excavation produced 321 pieces of animal bone weighing 2.259
kg. Of this, seventy-two pieces weighing 1.448 kg could be identified to
species level (22% of the assemblage by number of pieces and 64% by
weight). The bone derived mainly from medieval and Tudor contexts
with the remaining material being undated. Ten pieces of animal bone
had been dog gnawed (5 medieval, 3 Tudor and 2 unphased). Eight
pieces of butchered bone were also noted (2 medieval, 4 Tudor and 2
unphased).

The medieval phases produced most of the animal bone and the
greatest diversity of species, which included cow, horse, pig and sheep
or goat. Wild species were also present, including red deer.

The Tudor phase (IV) produced a similar list of species, though with
the absence of horse. Given the small size of the assemblage this is not
significant.

Miscellaneous Finds
by H. Major

Copper alloy (Fig. 15)

1. A foot from a vessel or furniture in the shape of a lion’s paw, in
fairly poor condition. Vessel feet are rare medieval finds, and are
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Fig. 15 Clacton to Weeley by-pass. Gutteridge Hall; copper alloy (1-4) and lead (5)

generally plain; e.g. the pieces from Norwich (Margeson 1993, 90—
94) and Winchester (Biddle 1990, 947-959), none of which have
elaborate feet. It seems more likely that this object is Roman.
Animal feet were commonly used on Roman furniture (Richter
1966, 103); this small example may have come from an article such
as a folding stool. Layer 1, late C12-early C13

2. Sheet rumbler bell; the pea may be present. Diam. 36mm. SF8
Context 157, Pit 156, C16 or later

3. (Not illustrated) Wire loop, of standard late medieval type (see,
e.g., Caple 1985, nos. 82-83). Diam. 12mm. SF4 Context 123,
F67,late C13-C16

4.  (Not illustrated) Dress-maker’s pin. The head is obscured, but is
probably wound wire with little deformation. L.. 39mm. SF7
Context157, Pit 156, C16 or later

Lead (Fig. 15, No. 5)

Token, abstract design. Side 1: Central ring-and-dot, surrounded by
pellets. Side 2: Circle, with central pellet with five radiating lines, and
pellet in each segment. SF11. Context 188, Pit 187, late C15-mid C16

Iron

Selected iron objects were X-rayed at Colchester Museum by A-M
Bojko. The unillustrated material includes an unstratified key, probably
post-medieval, five bar fragments, a probable nail shaft and two U-
shaped staples. There were fifteen nails from the site; all those from
medieval contexts had square shafts and flat heads, either round, oval,
square or rectangular.

6. (Not illustrated) Knife with plain bolster and broken tang. Blade
damaged. L..126mm. Context 68, feature 67, Phase IV
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7.  (Not illustrated) Knife blade, tang missing. Straight back, slightly
curved edge. L. 98mm. SF12, context 189, F70 (robbing), Phase
v

8. (Not illustrated) Strap fragment, with rounded terminal, and two
perforations. L. 68mm, W. 30mm. Another very similar strap end
came from an unstratified context. SF1, context 114, F413
(construction cut)

9. (Not illustrated) Purse frame bar. The bar itself has a circular
section, with a single perforation on each side of a rounded central
knob. The perforations are through slight projections, which may
be flattened; the X-rays do not show this, and the object is probably
in too poor a condition to be cleanable. The central knob has a
vertical perforation for the missing suspension loop. The ends of
the bar are constricted, with an iron cap or band round each end
(the X-ray is unclear whether the end of the bar is covered) to
retain the iron purse frame, a small part of which has survived at
each end. L. 141mm, diam. ¢. 12mm. SF3, context 123, F67, late
C13-Cl16.

The type of purse of which this was part was most fashionable ¢. 1475-
1550 (Ward-Perkins 1940, 160). Purse bars are more usually made of
copper alloy. This example is of type A (Ward-Perkins, 162-67), but
does not fit neatly into any of the London subtypes, differing from them
in having only one suspension hole either side, and in the holes being
integral with the bar; the London types have their perforations through
separate copper-alloy fittings attached to the bar. It is close in style to
an iron purse bar from Colchester (Crummy 1988, 21) although the
latter appears to lack suspension holes.
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Discussion

The excavated area comprised part of a medieval and
post-medieval moated complex occupied from the 12th
to the 20th century. Excavation identified six phases, with
the first phase sub-divided into four sub-phases. The
earliest occupation consisted of a timber building
probably formed from wooden uprights inside a moated
enclosure (Phase 1a).

In Phase 1b, the moated enclosure was adjusted with
the southern arm being extended to the east. A dogleg
was incorporated into this extension, the reason for which
is not immediately apparent. In general, the later recuts of
the moat system were narrower and shallower than their
Phase Ia predecessors. Phase Ib is the main period of
medieval activity. The moat layout (550) and possible
structural features described in Phase Ia were in part
sealed beneath layer 21 which forms a platform for a
timber-framed building occupying the site of the Phase Ia
building.

This building had a simple basic plan consisting of
two major roof supports (304, 305), 8.5m apart, which
form the structure’s longitudinal axis with a large hearth
(245) located centrally between them. Post-holes located
around the hearth indicate the existence of a possible
smoke hood or similar device. A row of stake and post-
holes parallel to the buildings axis and 3.5m to its south
is evidence of an outer wall, possibly of interwoven hurdle
construction. Only scant evidence of this is apparent on
the northern side of the building where in general the
survival of features was poor. Two eaves-drip gullies, one
to the north (200) and the other to the south (242),
contained considerable quantities of medieval pottery. An
alternative interpretation for these features when
compared to other medieval buildings in the county is
that they represent foundation slots on the outside of the
building. A similar structure at Stansted was interpreted
as a kitchen with this interpretation supported by
environmental data.

Phases 1c and 1d comprised alterations to the moat,
and features either cutting the moat or those which could
not be attributed a definite phase although clearly of
Phase 1 date.

Phase IT comprised a levelling phase in the late 13th
century over the area of the Phase 1b building. This may
have been designed to flatten and level the ground which
had an existing derelict structure on it. The recutting of
the moat indicates occupation continuing during this
phase, although the nature of this occupation is
unknown. As the later occupation is largely situated in
the southern part of the excavated area, it is possible that
the focus of occupation was moving around within the
moated complex.

In the 14th century, a large timber-framed
thatched barn was constructed, to the west of the
excavated area. This survived until 1983 when it was
destroyed by fire. The construction of this barn indicates
that there had probably been a significant phase of
building during the 14th century and it may have been at
this stage that the northern area of the moat was
abandoned.
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Phase III dated to the 15th and/or 16th century with
evidence comprising the recutting of the moat and
further levelling of the site. This indicates that the site was
still in use with the occupation probably outside the
excavated area.

The earliest activity of Phase IV was the deposition
of at least one levelling layer (142) over the southern half
of the site. A substantial (Tudor) brick building with
rubble foundations was constructed on the platform.
Only the western end of the structure was within the limit
of excavation and there had been substantial robbing of
the foundations. The remains identified comprised a large
room with a brick fireplace on the western side. The brick
walls were laid on a rubble foundation.

PhaseV comprised a further phase of levelling sealing
the Tudor building, with a large barn and possible
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