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Summary 

The Ramsey Abbey Community Project and Oxford Archaeology East conducted 
the first of two planned seasons of community excavation in the grounds of the 
Abbey College, Ramsey, Cambridgeshire (TL 29436 85099), between the 10th 
and 24th of August 2018. 

Three excavation areas were opened. Areas A1 and A2, measuring 22m x 7.5m 
and 10.5m x 8m respectively, were targeted over anomalies identified during a 
geophysical survey thought to represent a drainage ditch and an associated 
landscaped feature. Area C, measuring 13.3m x 14m, was targeted over a 
feature seen in geophysics and in earthworks on an existing rugby pitch. This 
geophysical anomaly was thought to be a structure of some kind.  

Excavations in Trench A1 and A2 uncovered a series of intercutting ditches 
dating from the medieval through to the post-medieval period when they 
appear to have been filled in. A trackway and various ground levelling features 
were also found located on the eastern side of the ditch. 

A brick clamp kiln, dating the 16th or 17th century was uncovered in the Area 
C. This kiln contained residues of unfired bricks, brick wasters, and ash. 

 

3D models of all of the trenches are available on the Oxford Archaeology 
sketchfab website: 

Area A1 and A2: https://skfb.ly/6BsrJ 

Area C: https://skfb.ly/6Bs88 
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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Location and scope of work 

1.1.1 Oxford Archaeology (OA) East was commissioned by the Ramsey Archaeology 
Community Project (RACP) to support a community excavation at the site of the Abbey 
College, Ramsey, Cambridgeshire adjacent to the site of the early medieval Ramsey 
Abbey. (Figure. 1; TL 29436 85099). The excavation formed part of a Heritage Lottery 
funded project by RACP, and a further phase of excavation is planned for the summer 
of 2019. The site lay in sports fields at the north of the Abbey College and was bounded 
by hedged boundaries to the north and east.  

1.1.2 A written scheme of investigation was produced by OA detailing the methods by which 
OA East proposed to meet the requirements of the RACP’s HLF proposal (Gilmour 
2018). Three separate areas, designated Area A1, A2 and C were excavated (Fig.5), A1 
and A2 were initially planned to be parts of a single lager area (A) which was reduced 
in response to the high density of archaeological features and deposits encountered 
when fieldwork began. Similarly, a further planned excavation area (B) was not 
investigated during this phase of the fieldwork.   

1.1.3 The site archive is currently held by OA East and will be deposited with the appropriate 
county stores under the Site Code ECB5495 in due course. 

 

1.2 Topography and geology 

1.2.1 Ramsey lies on March gravels (British Geological Survey 1995), on what was effectively 
an island surrounded by Bury Fen to the south and Stocking Fen to the north. Visitors 
approached it, as the chroniclers note, by a causeway on one side. The line of the 
streets has changed little since originally laid out (Page et al 1932, 188–9). 

1.2.2 The monks built the abbey and its precinct on a very slight rise, the abbey lying at 
between 5m and 6m OD and the town between 4m and 5m OD, although there is a 
drop in level towards the north-west and west edges of the historic town. Most of the 
extensive fenland in the parish is near to sea level (Hall 1992, 41). 

 

1.3 Archaeological and historical background 

1.3.1 This section focuses on the Late Saxon and medieval periods, as these relate to the 
abbey and the formation of the current town of Ramsey. This section has been adapted 
from that presented in the WSI (Gilmour 2012). 

Historical  Background  

1.3.1 The historic town of Ramsey owes its existence to the Benedictine abbey created by 
Oswald, bishop of Worcester from AD960, and Aethelwine, the aeldorman of East 
Anglia. At Oswald’s suggestion, Aethelwine founded a small wooden chapel for three 
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hermits, reputedly after a vision of St Benedict appeared to his fisherman in Ramsey 
Mere. A bull was to indicate the position of the church (DeWindt and DeWindt 2006, 
11). 

1.3.2 Being suitably impressed by the story, Oswald sent 12 monks and a prior from the 
Benedictine house at Westbury; he made the journey to inspect Ramsey and 
described it as an island ‘surrounded by marsh and bogs; with meadow, woods, and 
ponds; with all kinds of fish and a wide variety of birds; and cut off from the outside 
world’(Ibid; quoting Macray (ed.) 1886, 38). 

1.3.3 Oswald’s investment in the site continued with the construction of a stone church 
and other buildings, which began in AD969 (DeWindt and DeWindt 2006, 11.) 

1.3.4 A series of substantial endowments made the house one of the richest in the fens — 
Ramsey the Golden. Its wealth enabled it to acquire an extensive library and the 
abbey rapidly developed a reputation for learning that continued until the 
Dissolution. 

1.3.5 The estates were reorganised c.1100 with certain manors providing supplies to the 
cellarer while others, usually the more distant ones, provided money instead. Many 
of the detailed estate documents survive and the published records are extensive. 
The abbey not only supported almost 80 monks, a number that remained constant 
during the 13th century, but also daughter houses. In the 11th century, Ramsey 
bought a stone quarry from Peterborough Abbey and used it to rebuild the 
monastery, refashioning the church during the 12th century.  

1.3.6 In Stephen's reign, the house suffered severely and was overtaken by Geoffrey de 
Mandeville in 1143 — he fortified the house and expelled the monks (Page et al 
1932, 191). The abbey was badly damaged and impoverished. 

1.3.7 The late 13th and 14th centuries saw a succession of wealthy and worldly abbots —
John of Sawtry, Simon of Eye and William of Godmanchester — each of whom 
embarked on costly building programmes. The Black Death added to these financial 
problems and by 1349 the house owed 2,500 marks (£1,666/13/4d). The visitation 
returns at the end of the 14th century suggest that the abbey was both financially 
and morally decayed, but by 1431 all was restored. In 1535 Thomas Bedyll visited 
and reported to Thomas Cromwell that the monks would acknowledge the 
Supremacy and in 1538 they surrendered without complaint, receiving high pensions 
as a reward. The house was valued in 1535 at £1,715/12/3d, which included the 
abbey and the cells at Modney (Norfolk) and Slepe (St Ives, Cambridgeshire). They 
assessed the house at Chatteris (Cambridgeshire) separately. 

1.3.8 The abbey was dissolved in 1539, when the Cromwell family bought its land, titles 
and buildings and saw to its destruction. We know that several Cambridge Colleges 
(Kings, Trinity, Gonville and Caius), as well as the gatehouse at Hinchingbrooke House 
(Cambridgeshire), used much of the abbey stone. 

1.3.9 The earliest cartographic depiction of Ramsey is the very small-scale 1646 county 
map of Huntingdonshire by Blaeu, although this gives no indication of the layout of 
the abbey itself. Jonas Moore’s map of 1684 is the first to show the town to any scale 
— it illustrates the general shape of the settlement along two main roads, linked to 
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Ramsey Mere via two artificial watercourses (or lodes). The map records the Great 
Whyte but not its subsidiary, the Little Whyte: the Great Whyte, now a wide road, 
once incorporated a lode that discharged into the High Lode and thence the Nene 
further north. Dating back to at least the 13th century, it was culverted in the 19th 
century and survives beneath the present road. The first detailed map of Ramsey 
Abbey itself is the Silius Titus estate survey c.1704–9, which is a wonderfully 
eccentric depiction, showing the surviving parish church within the former abbey 
precinct and a few other buildings, probable ponds and many small fields, some of 
which may have been orchards (HRO 1737 RB 2/1). 

Archaeological  Background  

1.3.10 Present understanding of the archaeology of the abbey is very poor. We do not know 
the accurate location of the monastic buildings, including the cloisters, abbey church 
and inner/outer court boundaries, such was the scale of the destruction after the 
Dissolution (Figure 2). Various theories persist, based upon interpretation of the 
surviving buildings (Fig 2; see ‘The Monastic Buildings’). The RCHME recorded the 
most obvious earthworks within the abbey environs (RCHME 1926, 210). 

1.3.11 Ramsey Abbey is known from documents to have produced decorated and 
undecorated tiles and a tile kiln was discovered in the grounds of the Ailwyn School 
in 1966 — the following year Elizabeth Eames, John Cherry and the master and pupils 
of the school excavated it (DeWindt and DeWindt 2006, 188; Eames 1980). The 
precise location of the kiln is not known but it evidently lay close to the small copse 
along Hollow Lane to the south-east of the school buildings. 

1.3.12 Various finds have been retrieved from a field between 300m and 500m to the north 
of the surviving abbey buildings (Hall 1992 site 17, 42; fig 25). When surveyed in 
March 1978 the ploughed field showed soilmarks and remains of earthworks. This 
location appears from documentary references to have been where the abbey 
disposed of much of its refuse (E DeWindt and A DeWindt pers comm, as noted in 
Hall, 1992, 42). Pottery recovered from this area is accessible through Ramsey Rural 
Museum and includes a range of recognisable high and late medieval fabrics and 
some additional sherds in a fabric like that of Ramsey’s decorated tiles. The sherds 
exhibit characteristic wheel-stamped decoration that is also seen on ceramic objects 
and decorated tiles found in the area around the Ailwyn School (which lies in the 
southern part of the former abbey precinct), perhaps suggesting that pottery 
production took place here. 

1.3.13 Until recently, the limited archaeological work conducted elsewhere in Ramsey has 
all occurred to the north-west of the abbey. Excavations at 52 High Street found 
Saxo-Norman occupation (Nicolson 2006), while high medieval activity located on 
several sites demonstrates the levelling and reclamation of wet, low-lying areas 
(Atkins 2004a and 2004b; Cooper 2003 and 2005; Hickling 2006; O’Brien and Crank 
2002; Membery and Hatton 1996; Pearson and McDonald 2000). Remains of 
structures lie above some of these levelling layers (eg Atkins 2004b); archaeological 
work demonstrates repeated flooding and late peat formation with resultant 
problems for settlement. Further ground levelling occurred in the post-medieval 
period (Atkins 2004a). 
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1.3.14 Within the School grounds Oxford Archaeology East (OAE; formally Cambridgeshire 
County council archaeological field unit, CAM ARC) have conducted several 
archaeological investigations.  

1.3.15 Archaeological excavations were carried out by OAE within the precinct of Ramsey 
Abbey in 1998 and 2002 (Figure 3). The initial excavation took place before the 
development of a new school building by the Education Property Department of 
Cambridgeshire County Council: the second excavation took place on land 
immediately adjacent to the north prior to an extension to this building (Spoerry et al 
2008). Further archaeological work took place some distance to the south-east in 
2004 and 2006, prior to the erection of another school building complex: these 
investigations found probable abbey precinct enclosure ditches (Cooper 2004; 
Mortimer 2006; location indicated on Fig. 2). Overall, four main phases of Late 
Saxon/Saxo-Norman to medieval activity were revealed. The earliest remains 
included two or three small timber buildings of possible domestic origin in the 
extreme south of the site, with an adjacent field boundary ditch. These features may 
represent the early settlement focus of the abbey which later moved further north. 
The buildings were replaced by a short-lived large enclosure containing an internal 
watering hole. Boundary ditches were dug in the centre of the excavation area, with 
another building to the north. During Stephen's reign the house suffered severely 
when it was captured, looted and fortified by Geoffrey de Mandeville. Perhaps dating 
to this time was a large defensive ditch (more than 4.6m wide and surviving nearly 
2m deep) and associated bank. A trackway may have led towards a large building 
possibly used as a storehouse. Other structures lay adjacent to the north and east of 
this structure. A lode was later constructed and ran for more than 45m, with a butt 
end to the south; further north it presumably connected to other lodes within and 
around Ramsey, permitting goods to be brought to and from the abbey. The lode was 
up to 8m wide and 1.45m deep, with a flat base and was fed by drainage ditches. At 
the dissolution the lode was backfilled with domestic rubbish from the abbey and 
demolition rubble was strewn across the site. 

1.3.16 In 2012 Oxford Archaeology commissioned a geophysical survey and carried out test 
pit excavations within the scheduled area of the Abbey (Gilmour 2012; Fig. 3). This 
excavation work was undertaken by Ramsey Abbey School pupils, together with 
members of the local community, overseen by archaeologists from OAE. The test pits 
showed that if archaeology survives on the site (as suggested by the geophysics) it is 
buried by more than 0.60m of post-medieval demolition and levelling layers. Finds 
from the test pits shed some light on the medieval abbey, with pottery, ceramic and 
stone building material, painted glass, lead window came and vessel glass among the 
material recovered. 

Geophysics (Figure 4)  

1.3.17 The Ramsey Abbey Community Archaeology Project have carried out geophysical 
resistivity survey across the fields to the north of the school. This survey has 
identified a series of linear low resistance anomalies as well as several discrete high 
resistance anomalies.  
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Monitoring  

1.3.18 Immediately following the excavations described here (in August 2018) a programme 
of archaeological monitoring was carried out on a series of geotechnical test pits 
excavated in advance of a planning application for new sports pitch, located around 
the three areas of excavation described here (Rees in prep). The locations of these six 
test pits (all measuring no larger than 3m by 0.3m) are shown in relation to the 
excavation in Fig. 5. All of the test pits exposed an alluvial subsoil overlying the 
natural geology and the only deposit of archaeological significance was layer of mid 
grey-brown sandy silt in Test Pit 2 which contained a piece of (possibly medieval) tile. 
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2 EXCAVATION AIMS AND METHODOLOGY 

2.1 Aims 

2.1.1 The overall aim of the project, of which this investigation formed a part, is to engage 
the community in archaeology, so skills can be developed, and people can gain a better 
understanding of their local heritage. Equally important is that this project will collate 
and present both new and existing information about the construction, use and 
demolition of Ramsey Abbey in the form of illustrated displays and talks at public 
events, museum exhibitions, a heritage trail, a website and social media presence. This 
will provide an up-to-date and comprehensive understanding of the site and a variety 
of ways for people to access this information. 

2.1.2 Based on the results of the geophysical survey and the brief, more specific aims and 
research questions for the excavation reported on here were formulated: 

i. Gain a better understanding of the water capture and storage system for the 
abbey. 

ii. Record the archaeology under the field prior to it becoming inaccessible 
under a 3G sports pitch. 

iii. Define and characterise the sub-surface deposits that caused strong 
geophysical anomalies 

2.1.3 Following the completion of the full programme of fieldwork in 2019, these research 
aims will be revised and redefined or expanded as necessary, ensuring that they 
contribute to the goals of the Regional Research Frameworks relevant to this area. 

 

2.2 Fieldwork Methodology 

2.2.1 The methodology used followed that detailed in the Written Scheme of Investigation 
(Gilmour 2018). 

2.2.2 Machine excavation was carried out by a 16 tonne 360 type excavator using a 1.8m 
wide flat-bladed ditching bucket under constant supervision of a suitably qualified and 
experienced archaeologist.  

2.2.3 Spoil, exposed surfaces and features were scanned with a metal detector as part of a 
broader site wide metal detecting survey carried out by Alan Roberts.  All metal-
detected and hand-collected finds were retained for inspection, other than those 
which were obviously modern. 

2.2.4 All archaeological features and deposits were recorded using OA East's pro-forma 
sheets.  Trench locations, plans and sections were recorded at appropriate scales and 
colour photographs were taken of all relevant features and deposits. 

2.2.5 The site survey was carried out using a Leica GS08\CS10 survey grade GPS using 
SMARTNET correctional data. 
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2.2.6 All of the trenches were recorded using a combination of hand-drawn plan and 
photogrammetry. On-site photogrammetry was carried out using a pole mounted Sony 
α5000 with fixed 20mm lens; AgiSoft photoscan pro was used to process the 
photographic data.  Post-excavation plans were recorded using photogrammetry only.  

2.2.7 Environmental samples were taken from one ditch in Area A1 and from ash layers in 
the clamp kiln in Area C. Previous work in the area had indicated that environmental 
preservation was generally of poor quality. 
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3 SUMMARY OF RESULTS 

3.1 Introduction and presentation of results 

3.1.1 A summary of the results of the excavation are presented below, and include a 
description of the archaeological remains encountered in the three excavation areas 
(A1, A2 and C; Fig. 5). Features in Areas A1 and A2 are described from west to east of 
the trench. Finds and environmental reports presented in Appendices A and B 
respectively. Cut numbers appear in bold. 

3.1.2 Site Phasing: 

Period 1: Medieval (AD 1200-1500) 

Period 2: Post-medieval (AD 1500 - 1800) 

3.2 General soils and ground conditions 

3.2.1 The natural geology of Oxford Clay and March Gravel was overlain by an alluvial subsoil 
which varied in depth across the site and into which archaeological features were cut. 
This was overlain in all of the trenches by a turf layer measuring 0.15m thick. No 
evidence of ploughing was uncovered indicating that very little disturbance had 
affected the underlying archaeological deposits. 

3.2.2 Ground conditions throughout the excavation were generally good, and the site 
remained dry throughout. 

3.3 Area A1 (Figure 6) 

3.3.1 This area, measuring 22m west-southwest to east-northeast by 7.5m north-northwest 
to south-southeast, was located in the north-eastern part of the sports fields at the 
north of the Abbey College. Features in this trench dated to the medieval and post-
medieval periods. All features cut a light yellow-brown alluvial silt (30). Deposits in this 
trench were overlain by 0.10m to 0.25m of turf and topsoil with no apparent later 
disturbance except a single field drain. An early 20th century coin recovered from this 
layer is likely intrusive, relating to a nearby field drain (Appendix B1). 

3.3.2 A pit (104), measuring 1.35m long and 1.25m wide, was exposed, but not excavated, 
in the south-western corner of the trench. This feature contained an upper fill of mid 
grey-brown sandy-silt. 

3.3.3 A series of four intercutting ditches was located to the west of this pit (Figure 8, Section 
10; Plate 1). The earliest of these ditches (79) was truncated by later ditches to the 
west (70) and east (69). This early ditch, measuring in excess of 4.20m wide from east 
and west and 1.25m deep ran across the trench from south to north and contained 
three sandy-silt fills (74, 75 and 76) from which animal bone was recovered (Appendix 
C). This was recut by a large ditch with a similar ‘U’ shaped profile (69). This ditch 
measured in excess of 2.40m wide and 1.25m deep and was truncated by two later 
ditches (68 and 70) as well as a modern field drain. The eastern edge of ditch 69 was 
not exposed in plan but it’s full profile may have been over 3m in width. This ditch 
contained four mid grey-brown, or brown grey clay-silt fills (34, 40, 59 and 73), the 
lower secondary fill of which (40) contained animal bone including an intact cow skull 
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as well as 1kg of 12th-14th century pottery derived from a single incomplete 
Lyveden/Stanion glazed jug (Appendix B1). Fragments of mollusc shells (ostracods) 
recovered from an environmental sample may indicate that this ditch was seasonally 
flooded (Appendix C3). 

3.3.4 The westernmost of the two latest ditches (70) measured in excess of 3m wide and 
0.40m deep and contained a light yellow-brown clay-silt lower fill (71) overlain by a 
mid grey-brown silty-clay (9=23). A single sherd of post medieval pottery was 
recovered from this latter deposit (Appendix B2). The shallow nature of these fills may 
indicate that they were in fact tertiary fills or levelling layers, filling a hollow or slump 
over the backfilled earlier ditches. 

3.3.5 The later ditch to the east (68) was only partially exposed and measured in excess of 
1.70m east to west and 0.40m deep. It was truncated to the east by a field drain and 
subsequently covered by later levelling layers. This ditch contained two fills (10 and 
72) the later of which (10) consisted of a light blue-grey hard clay - which may 
represent a deliberate backfilling event - from which a single sherd of 19th century 
pottery was recovered (Appendix B2). A further ditch 81, measuring in excess of 0.7m 
wide and 0.4m deep, was exposed in a small sondage at the north of the trench and 
may possibly have been a continuation of one of these four ditches, however due to 
truncation by a field drain and later levelling layers (11 and 38), this relationship 
remained unclear. 

3.3.6 A hollow, probably representing a trackway, was located to the east of the ditches. The 
hollow measured up to 6m wide and 0.15m deep and was filled by a series of dumps 
or levelling deposits (11, 38, 49 and 96) that filled the feature from the south-east to 
north-west extents. Deposits 49 and 96 consisted of dumps of medieval tile, animal 
bone and gravel whilst deposit 38 appeared to be a fragmentary metalled surface. 
Three sherds of early medieval pottery were recovered from these layers (Appendix 
B2). The trackway curved to the east at its southern end. A layer (31) of unworked 
limestone blocks, measuring on average of 200mm x 200m x 100mm, had been 
deposited in this area (Plate 4). This layer, measuring 0.30m thick, contained a single 
sherd of late medieval pottery, and continued beyond the excavation area to the east 
and south. This stone layer was overlain by a mid brown silty loam (17) from which 
two sherds of medieval\post-medieval pottery were recovered (Appendix B2). 
Another deposit (36) of upstanding unworked limestone blocks was deposited in a pit 
(105) 1.30m to the north of 31. The pit measured 1.10m north to south, 1m from east 
to west and 0.20m deep and contained the limestone fill overlain by a sandy fill 
containing a large amount of pea grit (29). 

3.3.7 A small pit (103) truncated both 31 and 29. Measuring 2m from north to south, 1.60m 
from east to west and 0.40m deep, this feature had an irregular sub-rectangular plan 
and a broad ‘U’ shaped profile. It was filled by a hard blue-grey clay (28) which may 
have been the result of a small scale industrial process. A single sherd of early medieval 
pottery was recovered from this layer (Appendix B2). 

3.3.8 A series of heat affected areas within alluvium (30) were located in the north-east 
corner of the trench (see Fig. 6). These layers, which had no form below the surface 
and measured no greater than 1.45m in diameter, may have been associated with the 
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activity in pit 103. Bird and mammal bone was recovered from this deposit, which may 
indicate that it was the location of a small hearth of oven. 

3.4 Area A2 (Figure 6) 

3.4.1 This area was located 7.5m to the north of Area A1 and measured 10.5m north-
northwest to south-southeast x 8m west-southwest to east-northeast. A 1.5m 
extension was also excavated in the south-west corner. Deposits in this trench were 
overlain by 0.10m to 0.25m of turf and topsoil with no apparent later disturbance 
except two field drains. 

3.4.2 At least two of the north to south aligned ditches excavated in Area A1 were also 
exposed at the western side of this trench (Plate 2). The earliest of these (22=27), 
measuring in excess of 3.65m wide and 1m deep, contained two fills (12 and 21). The 
primary fill (21) consisted of a mid brown-grey sandy-clay whilst the secondary fill (12) 
consisted of a firm mid grey-brown sandy-silt; several fragments of bird bones were 
recovered from the upper fill (Appendix C). This feature was truncated by a smaller 
ditch (25=26) with a ‘V’ shaped profile which measured 2m wide and 0.70m deep and 
contained two fills (6 and 7). The lower fill (7=14) consisted of an orange-brown clay-
sand and contained two sherds of pottery dating to the post medieval period 
(Appendix B2). The upper fill (6) consisted of a light brown-grey hard clay from which 
animal bone and a single sherd of 19th century pottery was recovered (Appendix B2; 
Appendix C1). This deposit may have been contemporary with a similar clay deposit 
(10) in ditch 68 in Area A1. A feature, probably another ditch, was exposed to the west 
of ditch 25, in the south-west corner of the area, but was not excavated (see Fig. 6).  

3.4.3 Another ditch (83), orientated east to west, was uncovered in the eastern part of the 
trench. Its relationship with the north-south orientated ditches was not established. 
This substantial ditch contained at least four fills (42, 63, 64 and 97), however 
excavation ceased before the base of the feature was reached (Figure 8, Section 14). 
The earliest fill uncovered (63) in this feature consisted of a firm mid grey-brown silty-
clay from which a sherd of post medieval pottery and a sherd dating to either the 
Roman or medieval period were recovered (Appendix B2).  

3.4.4 Above this deposit was a further fill (64), which contained a deliberate dump of late 
medieval\early post medieval tile (Appendix B4). The upper fill of the ditch (42) 
consisted of a mid grey-brown clay-silt with frequent limestone inclusions from which 
a large assemblage of mammal bone, including cattle, was recovered. This fill may have 
been deposited in order to level the surface of the ditch when it had had gone out of 
use. 

3.4.5 A gravel layer (16=18), measuring 5m north to south and 4.60m east to west, overlay 
the fills of this ditch but appeared to be contemporary with the latest cut of the north-
south ditch (25) (Plate 3). This gravel may have been a levelling layer or a continuation 
of the trackway identified in Area A1 to the east of the boundary ditch. Initial cleaning 
in this area (18) recovered a sherd of early medieval pottery (Appendix B2). 

3.4.6 A posthole (32), measuring 0.38m in diameter and 0.21m deep, truncated this gravel 
layer to the south-west adjacent to the north-south ditch. No finds were recovered 
from either of the fills of this feature (19 and 44). 
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3.5 Area C (Figure 7) 

3.5.1 This trench was located 90m to the west of Areas A1 and A2 and measured 13.3m x 
14m. It was targeted over a high resistance geophysical anomaly thought to be a 
structure. Deposits in this trench were overlain by 0.10m to 0.25m of turf and topsoil 
with no apparent later disturbance except a single field drain. Initial cleaning (context 
3) of the trench after stripping recovered six sherds of pottery dating predominantly 
to the post-medieval period with the exception of a single early medieval sherd 
(Appendix B2).  

3.5.2 The earliest layer uncovered in this trench consisted of alluvial silts (52 and 54). These 
were heat affected in places and contained five sherds of early medieval pottery 
(Appendix B2). A shallow cut (92), irregular but broadly sub-square in plan and 
measuring 8m from east to west, 6m from north to south and 0.30m deep had been 
dug in to the alluvium (Figure 8, Section 8). This cut and the associated layers appeared 
to the remains of  post-medieval clamp kiln (Plate 5). The alluvium immediately below 
the cut was heat-affected to a depth of 0.14m.  This heat affected layer (51, 58 and 91) 
consisted of a firm mid reddish brown sandy-clay containing occasional grit and gravel. 
Sherds of early medieval pottery were recovered from this layer indicating activity in 
this area prior to the construction of the kiln (Appendix B2). The lower fill of the cut 
contained two deposits of ash and heat affected material (50 and 90) (Plate 6). It 
measured up to 0.20m thick and contained two sherds of pottery dating the early 
medieval and medieval periods (Appendix B2). Neither of the deposits was fully 
exposed in plan but they were seen in section to fill the entire cut, although the 
thickness varied across the deposits. An environmental sample from context 50 
contained sparse charcoal flecks as well as a single sedge seed which may give an 
indication of the fuel used for the kiln (Appendix C3).  These burning horizons were 
overlain by two deposits consisting of mid reddish yellow fine sand. These sand 
deposits were only patches of material; the northernmost (61) measuring 1.50m x 
0.84m and that to the south (89) measuring 1.70m x 0.57m. Neither deposit was more 
than 0.02m thick. 

3.5.3 Two deposits of hard blueish grey clay were uncovered on the edges of the feature. 
The largest of these (53), measuring 8.20m from east to west, 1.7m from north to 
south and 0.20m thick, was located on or just outside of the southern edge of the cut. 
This deposit was heat affected in several places. The second deposit (98), measuring 
0.65m north-south by 0.30m east to west, was rectangular in plan and located at the 
south-eastern edge of the feature. 

3.5.4 Located on the north-eastern edge of the feature, two small cut features contained 
burnt\ash deposits. The westernmost feature (85), measuring 1m from east to west, 
0.50m from north to south and 0.1m deep, and contained a reddish-brown sand and 
ash deposit (67). The feature to the east measured 0.50m in diameter and 0.10m deep 
and contained a similar sand and ash deposit (66). 

3.5.5 A dump deposit of mis-fired brick wasters (48) bounded the cut and burnt features to 
the south, east and west and occurred in two discrete dumps to the north (see 
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Appendix B4). To the south, east and west this dump, measuring up to 2m wide and 
0.50m thick, followed the sub-square plan of the cut (92) and appeared to have been 
deliberately built up around it (Plate 7). Glass as well as two sherds of pottery were 
recovered from this layer, one of which was medieval (Appendix B2; Appendix B3). 

3.5.6 A mid grey-brown sand-silt deposit (56 and 65) had built up over the centre of the kiln 
after it went out of use. This deposit, measuring 5m in diameter and 0.05m thick had 
built up within the limits of the brick waste dump that surrounded the kiln. Nine sherds 
of pottery dating from the prehistoric through to then post medieval period were 
recovered from these layers (Appendix B2). 

 

3.6 Finds summary 

3.6.1 Metalwork: A moderate assemblage of metalwork was recovered, mostly through 
metal detection.  A single 1917 penny of George V was the only copper alloy find 
recovered; the remaining artefacts are iron (78 objects) or lead (15 objects).  

3.6.2 Pottery: A small to moderate early medieval, medieval and later pottery assemblage 
of 102 sherds, weighing 2.289kg was recovered from features in three areas. Overall, 
the condition of the assemblage is moderately abraded to abraded, and although the 
mean sherd weight is moderate at approximately 22g, this is skewed by the presence 
of several large moderately abraded sherds. 

3.6.3 Glass: A small assemblage of vessel and window glass was recovered from two layers 
in Trench C and from unstratified material in Trench B. 

3.6.4 Ceramic building material: A large assemblage of ceramic building material (CBM), 930 
pieces weighing 65.662kg, was collected. Overall, only fragments with some diagnostic 
features were retained. Complete and near-complete bricks were recovered from the 
brick clamp. The clamp, was surrounded by a deposit of waster material. 

3.6.5 Animal bone: A small assemblage of animal bone weighing 3.595kg and totalling 195 
fragments was recovered from the excavation. The fragmentation levels are high 
however it is possible to identify 115 of the specimens to taxon with a high proportion 
of pig followed by cattle and birds. 

3.6.6 Mollusca: A total of 0.133kg of shells were collected by hand during the excavation. 
The shells recovered are edible examples of oyster, mussel, from intertidal zones and 
whelk from the sublittoral zone. The shell is moderately well preserved and does not 
appear to have been deliberately broken or crushed, however, it has suffered post-
depositional damage. 

3.6.7 Environmental summary: Seven bulk samples were taken. Preservation was poor. The 
plant remains recovered from the samples from this area of the site are sparse, 
precluding further interpretation of the deposits. 
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4 DISCUSSION 

4.1 Reliability of Geophysical survey 

4.1.1 All three of the excavation areas were targeted on anomalies identified by the RACAP 
geophysical survey (Figure 4). Whilst some of the linear anomalies identified appear 
to relate to modern services and field drains, the north-west to south-east aligned 
features on which Areas A1 and A2 was targeted proved to be a ditch backfilled in the 
19th century (25=68). It is interesting to note that the underlying earlier ditches were 
not visible on the plot geophysical survey. A high resistance anomaly that ran along 
the eastern edge of the ditch appears to have been associated with dump\levelling 
deposits (11, 15, 16 and 96) filling a trackway which ran here. Ditch 83, which ran from 
east to west in Area A2 can be seen as a faint anomaly on the geophysics (as well as 
an earthwork on the ground). This may be an indication that the fills in the medieval 
and earlier features are denser and provide less differentiation from the geology 
during resistivity survey. 

4.1.2 The clamp kiln in Area C was visible on the geophysics as a discontinuous sub-square 
high resistivity feature surrounding a path of high and low resistivity. The sub-square 
feature related to the brick dump (48) surrounding the kiln whilst the high resistivity 
in the centre appears to have been caused by patches of compacted fine sand. The 
distinct nature of the anomalies in this area mask any evidence of features which may 
lay below. 

4.2 Areas A1 and A2 

4.2.1 The earliest dated feature in this area was the large north-south orientated ditch (69; 
Area A1) which contained 13th to 14th century pottery but may have been part of the 
12th century defences constructed by Geoffrey de Mandeville. This ditch is likely to be 
part of the abbey precinct boundary and aligns with the projected line of the boundary 
inferred from previous excavations and earthworks located in fields to the north 
(Figure 2). Late medieval and post-medieval pottery found in the recuts of this ditch 
suggest that it was in use for around 700 years, before finally being backfilled in the 
19th century - prior to the survey for the first edition Ordnance Survey map. 

4.2.2 Running along the eastern side of the ditch appears to have been a trackway, 
represented archaeologically by a hollow filled with mixed dump deposits including 
tile and 12th to 14th century pottery. The geophysical survey plot shows this trackway 
(high resistance feature) to be continuing to the south alongside the ditch, however 
the excavation has uncovered a spur of this track curving off to the south-east which 
was excavated and filled with limestone (31), probably to alleviate the effects of the 
regular flooding. This spur is masked on the geophysical survey by a modern service 
and the school athletics sandpit. This trackway running alongside the ditch indicated 
that it dates to the medieval period or later and suggests that a bank was located on 
the other side of the ditch, further supporting the theory that this ditch was 
surrounding the abbey complex to the west. 

4.2.3 The majority of pottery from the area dates to the 12th to 14th century maybe 
indicating that this trackway was used during the expansion of the abbey in this period 
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whilst the absence of later medieval and early post medieval pottery may suggest that 
after the dissolution this part of the abbey precinct was not commonly used. 

4.3 Area C  - The Brick Clamp Kiln 

4.3.1 A post-medieval clamp kiln was uncovered in this area which related directly to the 
result of the geophysical survey. However, the majority of the pottery recovered dated 
to the post-medieval period. Given the proximity of the medieval lode (c.200m) and 
the abbey complex (c.400m) it is not surprising that earlier deposits were found here 
and it is likely that the kiln was built over or near to an area of medieval activity. It is 
also possible that earlier pottery was brought to the site with fuel and other material, 
such as mud and peat, used to fire and seal the kiln. 

4.3.2 The clamp kiln itself was surrounded by brick wasters of a form and thickness common 
in the Tudor period (Appendix B4) and is likely to relate to the post-dissolution 
destruction and remodelling of the grounds of the abbey by the Cromwell family (see 
historical and archaeological background, above. 

4.3.3 Brick clamp kilns work by building the kiln itself from the bricks which are to be fired. 
The dried bricks are stacked, allowing space for heat to circulate, and then covered 
with insulating mud or other material in order to regulate the firing conditions (Miller 
2003; Brunskill 1997). It was also common to use sifted and coarse ash layers at the 
base of the clamp to increase the firing temperature at the base – this led to damage 
to the lower bricks which were then discarded (Hammond 2001). 

4.3.4 The deposits excavated in Area C indicate that this process was being carried out here; 
layers of ash (50 and 90) were uncovered overlying the heat redden alluvium below 
(51, 58 and 91). The wasters, presumably from the over-fired basal layer of the clamp 
were then scraped to the outside of the kiln (48). The amount of waster material 
surrounding the clamp is probably indicative of multiple re-uses of this area for brick 
making. 

 

4.4 Significance 

4.4.1 The results of this excavation are of local significance adding significantly to 
understanding of Ramsey Abbey and its environs. Perhaps one of the most significant 
discoveries was that archaeology in this area, to the north of the Ramsey Abbey 
College buildings, is located directly below the turf and that the 0.6m post-medieval 
levelling layer located elsewhere (Gilmour 2012) does not extend here. This gives rise 
to the possibility that further non-intrusive methods, such as earthwork survey and 
magnetometry, may be able to add detail to the map of the medieval abbey. 

4.4.2 Archaeologically the work has been significant due to the location of the precinct 
boundary whose location has only been hypothesized previously to the east of the 
abbey, whilst the predominant dating of pottery from the site to the early medieval 
period agrees with documentary evidence suggesting a boom in the abbey’s economy 
in the 13th and early 14th centuries. 

4.4.3 The presence of post-dissolution brick clamp kiln is significant due to the scarcity of 
such ephemeral features which tend to be destroyed by later activity.  
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APPENDIX A CONTEXT INVENTORY 
 

Context Trench Category Feature 
Type 

Function Cut Filled By Same as 

1 A1 layer      

2 A2 layer      

3 C layer      

4 A1 layer      

5 A2 layer surface     

6 A2 fill ditch  25   

7 A2 fill ditch  22  14 

8 A2 layer      

9 A1 fill ditch  70  23 

10 A1 fill ditch  68   

11 A1 layer surface     

12 A2 fill ditch  22   

13 A2 fill ditch  26   

14 A2 fill ditch  22  7 

15 A2 layer      

16 A2 layer surface     

17 A1 layer      

18 A2 layer      

19 A2 fill post hole  32   

20 A1 layer hearth     

21 A2 fill ditch  22   

22 A2 cut ditch  22 7 12 14 21 
23 

27 

23 A1 fill ditch  22  9 

24 VOID       
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25 A2 cut ditch  25 6 26 

26 A2 cut ditch  26 13 25 

27 A2 cut ditch  27  22 

28 A1 fill pit  103   

29 A1 fill pit  105   

30 A1 layer natural    37 43 

31 A1 layer surface     

32 A2 cut post hole  32 19 44  

33 VOID layer      

34 A1 fill ditch  69   

35 A1 layer surface    49 

36 A1 layer surface  105   

37 A1 layer natural    30 43 

38 A1 layer surface     

39 VOID       

40 A1 fill ditch  69   

41 B layer      

42 A2 fill ditch  83   

43 A1 layer natural    30 37 

44 A2 fill post hole  32   

45 VOID cut ditch     

46 VOID fill ditch     

47 VOID       

48 C layer kiln    62 

49 A1 layer surface    35 

50 C layer kiln     

51 C layer kiln     
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52 C layer natural     

53 C layer kiln     

54 C layer natural     

55 C layer natural    56 78 

56 C layer natural    55 78 

57 C layer kiln    60 65 

58 C layer kiln    51 

59 A1 fill ditch  69   

60 C layer kiln    57 65 

61 C layer kiln     

62 C layer kiln    48 

63 A2 fill ditch  83   

64 A2 fill ditch  83   

65 C layer kiln    57 60 

66 C fill pit  84   

67 C fill pit  85   

68 A1 cut ditch  68 10 72  

69 A1 cut ditch  69 34 40 59 
73 

 

70 A1 cut ditch  70 9 71  

71 A1 fill ditch  70   

72 A1 fill ditch  68   

73 A1 fill ditch  69   

74 A1 fill ditch  79   

75 A1 fill ditch  79   

76 A1 fill ditch  79   

77 VOID       

78 C layer natural    55 56 
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79 A1 cut ditch  79 74 75 76  

80 A1 fill ditch  81   

81 A1 cut ditch  81 80  

82 A2 fill ditch     

83 A2 cut ditch  83 42 63 64 
97 

 

84 C cut pit  84 66  

85 C cut pit  85 67  

86 VOID       

87 C cut natural  87  88 

88 C fill natural  87  87 

89 C layer kiln  92   

90 C layer kiln  92   

91 C layer kiln  92   

92 C cut kiln  92 89 90 91  

93 A1 cut post hole  93 95  

94 A1 cut post hole  94 102  

95 A1 fill post hole  93   

96 A1 layer surface 
(external) 

    

97 A2 fill ditch  83   

98 C layer kiln     

99 TP102 fill pit  100   

100 TP102 cut pit  100 99  

101 TP106 layer      

102 A1 fill post hole  94   

103 A1 cut pit  103 28  

104 A1 cut pit  104   
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105 A1 cut pit  105 29 36  
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APPENDIX B FINDS REPORTS 

B.1 Metalwork 

By Carole Fletcher  

Introduction  

B.1.1 A moderate assemblage of metalwork was recovered, mostly through metal detection.  
A single 1917 penny of George V was the only Copper alloy find recovered; the remaining 
artefacts are iron or lead.  

Methodology  

B.1.2 The metalwork has been recorded by material and artefact type, where these are 
identifiable (see Tables B1-3). 

Assemblage and Discussion  

B.1.3 A George V penny recovered from a layer in Area 1 is most likely a casual loss, providing 
a terminus post quem of 1917.  

B.1.4 The ironwork mostly comprises nails, which represent multi-functional objects, often 
associated with timber structures or, as here, possibly with roofing. Nails have a long 
chronology, their forms remain similar until pulled wire and machine-made nails became 
common, replacing the blacksmith’s handmade product. As a result, the nails are difficult to 
date, but are probably associated with the large number of roofing tiles recovered from the 
site. 

B.1.5 Three large iron ‘studs’ were recovered that may have been functional or decorative 
parts of a door or other wooden structure, rather than from machinery. Like the nails, these 
items are difficult to date.  

B.1.6 A moderate amount of lead was recovered, the bulk of this is offcuts and strips, 
possibly waste from repairing or more likely stripping lead from a building. Only a single piece 
of lead came (window lead) was recovered. At dissolution, any material from buildings being 
demolished would, if possible, be recycled. Lead would have been stripped from buildings and 
windows, melted down, often on site, and cast into ingots that were removed from the site; 
the existence of lead dross indicates the presence of molten lead. The lead that remains, like 
much of the metalwork recovered from the site, is not closely datable. Some may be 
associated with the medieval Abbey, however, the area has been, to some degree, reworked 
since the dissolution, not least by part of the site becoming a brick clamp during the later 
medieval or early post-medieval  period. 

Retention, dispersal and display  

B.1.7 Some items within the metalwork assemblage have the potential help understand the 
history of Ramsey Abbey. The assemblage should be retained and more fully recorded at the 
next stage of work and decisions on retention and dispersal made at a later date. 
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Copper Alloy  

Small 
Find 
No 

Context Area Material Object 
Name 

Count Weight 
(Kg) 

Comments 

 30 A1 Cua 
(copper 
alloy) 

Coin 1 0.009 Bronze penny of George V, slightly worn in relatively good 
condition.  
Obverse: bare head of King George V facing left, surrounding 
legend: 'GEORGIVS V DEI GRA:BRITT:OMN:REX 
FID:DEF:IND:IMP:  
Reverse: Britannia seated facing right, wearing a helmet, 
holding a trident, hand resting on a shield, with the words 
'ONE PENNY' in the fields, and date (1917) below.   
https://www.allcoinvalues.com/united-kingdom/1917-uk-
penny-value2c-george-v.html 

Table B1: Copper alloy objects 
 

Small 
Find 
No 

Context Area Material Object 
Name 

Count Comments 

0 1  Fe (iron) Nail 2 Two corroded objects, at least one is a T-shaped headed nail, the 
other uncertain, but both nails 

23   Fe (iron) Artefact 1 What appears to be a large rectangular-headed stud, heavily 
encrusted with mud, gravel and corrosion products. Post or shank 
on back of what appears to be a domed stud. Angled head is 
approximately 16 x 17mm, possibly rectangular rather than 
square, but that is uncertain. Relatively central to the middle of 
the head. Head is 69 x 61mm and appears slightly trapezoidal, 
most likely due to the amount of concretion attached to it. 
Possibly a decorative stud from a door or similar, may be a 
fragment of farm machinery. Requires further examination. Total 
height 46.7mm 

0 3  Fe (iron) Nail 1 Square-sectioned tapering nail 

0 4  Fe (iron) Nail 1  

18 5 A2 Fe (iron) Nail 1 Rectangular or T-headed nail (10.4 x 21.4mm) slightly dished 
70.3mm long shank complete tapering to point 7.1 x 6.2mm 
rectangular tapering shank encrusted 

0 7 A2 Fe (iron) Nail 1 Used nail, shank end turned up. Rectangular wedge-shaped nail 
head (11.4 x 10mm) covered in mud. Surviving length 33mm to 
bend in nail 

0 8  Fe (iron) Nail 2 Incomplete, one very bent 

0 9  Fe (iron) Artefact 1 Incomplete Iron artefact sub-rounded rod 8-9mm diameter, 
tapering, narrowing at each end. One end broken, the other end 
somewhat flattened, possibly part of a handle but requires further 
investigation 

0 11  Fe (iron) Wire 4 Four fragments, some in very poor condition, that at first glance 
appear to be nails, but on closer examination would seem to have 
a wire profile. This is difficult to establish but appears to be 
subcircular, slightly flattened, so may be wrought rather than 
pulled but that is unclear. The longest piece is twisted and much 
of the surface has been lost, leaving a fragment only 1.5 mm thick 

0   Fe (iron) Artefact 1 What appears to be a large square or rectangular-headed stud 
heavily encrusted with mud and corrosion product attached 
stones and gravel post or shank on back of what appears to be a 
domed stud wall. Angled head is approximately 26-27mm, 
probably in diameter, rather than square, but that is uncertain. 
Head is 66 x 55mm and appears slightly trapezoidal, most likely 
due to the amount of concretion attached to it. Possibly a 
decorative stud from a door, may be a fragment of farm 
machinery. Requires further examination 

0 15  Fe (iron) Artefact 1  

0  TrA2 Fe (iron) Nail 1 Possible horseshoe nail, incomplete flat shank, wedge-shaped 
head 

24 16  Fe (iron) Artefact 1 Irregularly-shaped incomplete object, possibly machinery 

24  A2 Fe (iron) Nail 1 Sub-rectangular or sub-circular headed nail above a square 
sectioned shank, which tapers just above the point. Unclear if 
complete. Head 12 x 11mm shank 5 x 5mm, overall length 40mm 
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Small 
Find 
No 

Context Area Material Object 
Name 

Count Comments 

0 17  Fe (iron) Artefact 1 Encrusted object, appears to be hollow, item in very poor 
condition. Uncertain of actual form. There is a lot of light rooting 
material attached to it. Could be quite a late object, possibly 
wood, something organic surviving on the upper part. Wider part 
of the object is an oval hollow cylinder 

0   Fe (iron) Horseshoe 1 Partial horseshoe in poor condition but could be identified to 
period 

0   Fe (iron) Nail 2 One domed headed nail, one rectangular-headed nail 

0 19  Fe (iron) Nail 1 Heavily encrusted wedge-headed nail (large horseshoe type), 
incomplete 

27 33 A1 Fe (iron) Artefact 1 What appears to be a large rectangular-headed stud heavily 
encrusted with mud, gravel and corrosion products. Post or shank 
on back of what appears to be a domed stud. Angled head has 
broken off leaving visible stub, slightly off-centre relative to the 
middle of the head. Head is 60 x 65mm and appears slightly 
dished on one edge, most likely due to the amount of concretion 
attached to it. Possibly a decorative stud from a door, may be a 
fragment of farm machinery. Requires further examination. Total 
height 25.5mm. 

0 34  Fe (iron) Artefact 1 Lumpy knobbly fragment of iron, could be several pieces rusted 
together 

0 40  Fe (iron) Nail 1 Heavily encrusted, probably a nail 

0 47  Fe (iron) Nail 1 Heavily encrusted nail 

0 48  Fe (iron) Nail 5 Includes a possible fiddle key nail 

0 52  Fe (iron) Nail 1  

0 56  Fe (iron) Nail 1 Heavily encrusted partial nail, off-centre head, tapering shank. 
Rectangular head, off-centre, 42mm long square tapering shank 9 
x 9mm to 5 x 5mm 

0 57 C Fe (iron) Nail 1 Incomplete nail 

0 99999  Fe (iron) Nail 40 40 nails and nail fragments recovered by metal detectors. 
Requires further work 

0   Fe (iron) Nail 2 One nail with sub-rounded head , one with L-shaped head 

Table B2: Iron objects 
 

Small 
Find No 

Context Area Material Object Name Count Comments 

 99999  Pb 
(lead) 

Artefact 1 Offcut strip 

   Pb 
(lead) 

Artefact 1 Offcut strip 

   Pb 
(lead) 

Artefact 1 Offcut strip thick and heavy, folded up to form a triangle 

   Pb 
(lead) 

Artefact 1 Offcut strip with two pierced holes 

   Pb 
(lead) 

Artefact 1 Large irregular offcut strip 

   Pb 
(lead) 

Artefact 1 Lead ?bar or ingot. Rectangular slightly curved upwards, one 
end appear to have been cut or sawn 72 x 40 x 23.4mm 

   Pb 
(lead) 

Artefact 1 Large rectangular offcut strip folded up on itself 

   Pb 
(lead) 

Artefact 1 Rectangular offcut strip folded up on itself 

   Pb 
(lead) 

Artefact 1 Sub-triangular offcut strip 

   Pb 
(lead) 

Metalworking 
debris 

5 Molten lead dross: three small and one larger piece, one large 
splash 

   Pb 
(lead) 

Came 1 Flattened piece of lead came 

Table B3: Lead objects 
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B.2 Pottery 

By Carole Fletcher  

Introduction  

B.2.1 Archaeological works produced a small to moderate hand-excavated early medieval, 
medieval and later pottery assemblage of 102 sherds, weighing 2.289kg, recovered from 
features in three areas. The condition of the overall assemblage is moderately abraded to 
abraded, and the mean sherd weight is moderate at approximately 22g, due to the presence 
of several large moderately abraded sherds that somewhat skew the statistical results. 

Methodology  

B.2.2 The Prehistoric Ceramics Research Group (PCRG), Study Group for Roman Pottery 
(SGRP), The Medieval Pottery Research Group (MPRG), 2016 A Standard for Pottery Studies in 
Archaeology and the MPRG A guide to the classification of medieval ceramic forms (MPRG 
1998) act as standards. 

B.2.3 Rapid recording was carried out using OA East’s in-house system, based on that 
previously used at the Museum of London. Fabric classification has been carried out for all 
previously described medieval and post-medieval types, using Cambridgeshire fabric types 
where possible (Spoerry 2016). All sherds have been counted, classified and weighed on a 
context-by-context basis. Minimum number of vessels (MNV) was not established due to the 
small size and abraded nature of many of the sherds. The assemblage is recorded in the 
catalogue at the end of this report. The pottery and archive are curated by Oxford Archaeology 
East until formal deposition or dispersal. 

Assemblage  

B.2.4 The earliest material is a possible sherd of Prehistoric pottery recovered from layer 60 
(Area C). Pottery tentatively identified as Roman was also recovered from contexts 60 and 62 
(Area C). Sherds that may be Roman or possibly medieval were recovered from layers 8, 48, 
52 and ditch 83 (Area A2, Area C). The bulk of the assemblage is medieval in all areas, with 
some later material present in some ditch fills. Areas 1 and C produced similarly-sized 
assemblages, with that from Area 2 being considerably smaller. 

Area A1  

B.2.5 A total of 47 sherds (1.114kg) of pottery was recovered from this area, with pottery 
dating from the late Saxon-early medieval through to the 19th century from a variety of 
features. 

Ditches  

B.2.6 Much of the assemblage was recovered from layers, however, pottery was also 
recovered from ditches 22, 68 and 69. Of these features, ditches 22 and 68 each produced a 
single sherd of post-medieval pottery, 17th-18th century pottery from ditch 22 and 19th 
century material from ditch 68.  
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B.2.7 Ditch 69 was more productive, as 31 sherds were recovered from single fill 40 from an 
incomplete Lyveden/Stanion glazed vessel (c.1225-1400). This comprises base fragments, 
body sherds, a partial handle and neck from a glazed, but not highly decorated, jug. The sherds 
are, however, somewhat abraded, and the vessel is unlikely to be a primary deposition.  

Pit  

B.2.8 A single pit 103, produced 4 sherds of pottery (0.020kg) including a decorated 
rouletted sherd from a Huntingdonshire Fen Sandy ware jug c.1175-1300, and early medieval 
ware jar sherds. 

Layers  

B.2.9 The material recovered from the layers in this area varied widely in date. These include 
layer 17, which produced small sherds of mid 15th-early 17th century and 18th century 
pottery. Layer 31 also produced post-medieval pottery, while layers 38 and 96 both produced 
only sherds of Late Saxon-Early medieval Stamford ware. The sherd recovered from layer 49 
was not closely dateable, beyond being broadly medieval. Layers 38, 49 and 96 form part of 
the material infilling a possible trackway. These contexts also produced medieval ceramic 
building material (CBM) obviously brought from other areas of the site, therefore the pottery 
present is not necessarily reliable dating for the infilling of this feature as some, if not all, may 
be residual. 

Area A2  

B.2.10 A low number of sherds were recovered from this area (9 sherds, 0.058kg), with only 
one or two sherds recovered from each feature.  

Ditches  

B.2.11 Ditches 22, 25, 26 and 83 primarily produced post-medieval pottery, from ditch 22 
15th-18th century material, and 19th century Yellow ware, in the case of ditch 25. Ditches 22 
and 26 also produced Bourne-type ware (c.1450-1630). Ditch 83 produced 17th-18th century 
Staffordshire mottled ware and shelly ware that may be Roman or medieval. Overall the 
sherds recovered are small and the dating is not reliable. 

Layers  

B.2.12 Two layers produced a few sherds of pottery. Context 8 contained a sherd from a 
Huntingdonshire Fen Sandy ware vessel (c.1175-1300) and an abraded body sherd that might 
be Roman or medieval and is therefore not closely datable. Context 18 also produced a sherd 
of Huntingdonshire Fen Sandy ware. 

Area C  

B.2.13 Area C produced an assemblage of 40 sherds, weighing 1.077kg, only slightly smaller 
than that of Area 1, however, it produced a slightly broader range of pottery dates, as the 
possible Prehistoric sherd was recovered from this area, as were a few abraded sherds that 
may be Roman or Medieval. All but 16 sherds were recovered from contexts associated with 
the brick clamp. 



  
 

Ramsey Abbey College: Summary Report  V1 

©Oxford Archaeology Ltd 25 11 December 2018 

 

Brick Clamp and Associated Layers  

B.2.14 Layers 52 and 54 are described by the excavator as the earliest layers in this area. Both 
produced pottery, context 52 produced six sherds that included three sherds of 
Huntingdonshire Fen Sandy ware (c.1175-1300) and a sherd from a Medieval Ely ware jug 
1150-1350. A second Medieval Ely ware jug sherd was recovered from context 54, alongside 
a Grimston Glazed ware jug sherd (c.1200-1500). 

B.2.15 The heat affected alluvium immediately below the sub-square cut 92 of the brick 
clamp produced medieval pottery and CBM, suggesting the clamp was cut into an already 
disturbed area. From context 51, a Grimston Glazed ware jug sherd (c.1200-1500) and 
medieval Shelly ware, while pottery from context 58 included two sherds from a medieval 
glazed jug and an abraded Bourne-type medieval ware jug sherd. Finally, context 91 produced 
a single abraded sherd of a Huntingdonshire Fen Sandy ware vessel (c.1175-1300). Together, 
the pottery from the contexts under the clamp suggest a date of c.1200-1400. Within 92, 
context 50 produced a sherd of Unprovenanced Glazed ware and a sherd tentatively identified 
as St Neots (c.875-1100).  

B.2.16 Context 48, a deposit of waster material that surrounded the clamp, produced a sherd 
from a Grimston Glazed ware jug and a Shelly ware sherd that could not be closely dated; both 
are likely to be residual.  

B.2.17 All of the medieval and earlier pottery recovered from the brick clamp and associated 
layers is residual. The pottery from below the brick clamp is somewhat abraded and the 
presence of broken up medieval roof tile suggests that the layers below the clamp relate to 
dissolution or post-dissolution activity. 

B.2.18 Layers 57, 60 and 65, overlay the remains of the redundant brick clamp. These 
produced, between them, 11 sherds of pottery weighing 0.823kg. These included sherds from 
several Grimston Glazed ware jugs, a large sherd from South-east Fenland Medieval 
Calcareous Buff ware vessel and possible Roman and Prehistoric sherds, alongside a small 
sherd of small moderately abraded to abraded Post-medieval Black-Glazed ware. The small 
sherd of Post-medieval Black-Glazed ware (17th century) suggests the date of these deposits. 

Other Layers  

B.2.19 Context 3 produced a sherd of Grimston Glazed ware, alongside late medieval- 
transitional pottery, three sherds of Staffordshire White Salt-Glazed ware (c.1720-1780) and a 
fragment of 19th century Refined White Earthenware. 

B.2.20 Context 56 produced a large sherd from a Lyveden/Stanion glazed ware jug and a 
medieval coarseware vessel, while context 62 produced a body sherd from a decorated 
Grimston Glazed ware jug and Medieval Coarseware, alongside an abraded shell-tempered 
sherd that may be Roman or medieval. 

Discussion  

B.2.21 The single sherd of Prehistoric pottery suggests some early activity, however, the 
recovered sherd is residual, having been found alongside medieval and later pottery. The 
sherd was likely brought into the area from elsewhere and is not necessarily significant.  The 
presence of Roman pottery was not unexpected and Roman tile has been recovered from the 
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grounds of Ramsey Abbey School, however, the pottery is small, abraded and residual in all 
contexts examined here. 

B.2.22 Although the pottery recovered is mostly medieval in date, it does include some late 
Saxon-early medieval sherds, possibly relating to the beginnings of the Abbey. Later material 
was also recovered, although the bulk of the assemblage is medieval. The assemblage is 
fragmentary and represents occupation that may relate to the Abbey or to the secular 
inhabitants of Ramsey.  

B.2.23 The pottery is like that recovered from earlier excavations and the standard forms 
representing domestic occupation are present. There is, however, a greater number of jugs 
than might be expected in a domestic assemblage, although the pottery appears to have been 
redeposited on the site alongside the broken medieval roof tile and this may have skewed any 
distribution of vessel types. 

B.2.24 The assemblage is significant, only because of its likely association with Ramsey Abbey, 
the fragmentary nature of the total assemblage, and the lack of primary deposition means it 
is otherwise of little interest, beyond supplying details of the fabrics and forms available to 
the religious and secular inhabitants of medieval Ramsey.  

Retention, dispersal or display  

B.2.25 Should further work be undertaken, the assemblage and report should be 
incorporated into any later catalogue and decisions made regarding dispersal and retention 
made at that stage. If no further work on the site is undertaken, the following catalogue acts 
as a full record, and the pottery may be dispersed for educational use prior to archival 
deposition. 

Trench Context  Cut Form and Colour Form No of 
Sherds 

Weight 
(kg) 

Date 

 33 
(Voided) 

 Huntingdonshire Early Medieval ware body 
sherds, moderately abraded to abraded 

 4 0.012 1050-1200 

   Post-medieval Redware, abraded body sherd  1 0.004 1550-1800 

 47 
(Voided) 

 Grimston-Thetford-type ware body sherd, 
moderately abraded 

 1 0.024 1100-1200 

A1 10 68  Refined White Earthenware with blue 
transfer-printed decoration, moderately 
abraded to abraded body sherd 

 1 0.004 1805-1900+ 

 17 layer Small fragment of Bourne D ware, moderately 
abraded to abraded 

 1 0.002 1450-1630 

   Staffordshire White Salt-Glazed ware body 
sherd, moderately abraded 

 1 0.001 1720-1780 

 28 103  Huntingdonshire Fen Sandy ware, reduced 
body sherd with rouletted decoration 
dogtooth style, moderately abraded 

Jug 1 0.012 1175-1300 

   Early Medieval ware body sherds, moderately 
abraded to abraded 

Jar 3 0.008 1050-1200 

 30  Base sherd, slightly calcareous, slightly 
micaceous fabric of uncertain origin 

 1 0.004 ?Medieval 

 31  Cistercian base sherd, moderately abraded to 
abraded 

Drinking 
vessel 

1 0.003 1470-1550 

 38  Stamford ware jug body sherds with light 
yellowish clear to olive green patchy glaze 

Jug 2 0.010 875-1200 

 40 69  Incomplete Lyveden/Stanion glazed jug, 
moderately abraded (but worn) base, slightly 
convex obtuse, rod handle with grooves 
vertically along length of handle. The handle is 
joined to the neck approximately 10mm below 
rim, thumb impressions (ears) at each side of 

Jug 31 0.996 1225-1400 
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Trench Context  Cut Form and Colour Form No of 
Sherds 

Weight 
(kg) 

Date 

handle where it joins the neck. Poor quality 
jug, pale green glaze but not highly decorated 

   Lyveden/Stanion glazed ware, small abraded 
body sherd 

Jug 1 0.002 1225-1400 

 49  Thickened sub-rectangular or sub-oval rod 
handle, presumably from a jug, unless it is a 
decorative feature of a tile because it appears 
to be in the same fabric as many of the roof 
tiles, just somewhat more oxidised version 
with only a slight grey core at its thickest 
point. Fine sandy micaceous fabric, larger 
calcareous inclusions, some grog or red clay 
pellet inclusions 

 1 0.070 ?Medieval 

 96  Stamford ware small body sherds with pale 
olive green glaze 

Jug 2 0.001 875-1200 

 23 70 Rim sherd of dipped brown stoneware, 
possibly Staffordshire type, moderately 
abraded to abraded 

Jar 1 0.001 1690-1730 

A2 8  Huntingdonshire Fen Sandy ware body sherd, 
moderately abraded to abraded 

 1 0.009 1175-1300 

   Abraded body sherd Roman or medieval East 
Anglian Redware, soft fabric slightly sandy silty 
and micaceous 

 1 0.004 Roman or 
Medieval 

 13 26  Bourne D body sherd with clear glazed and 
white slip patches, moderately abraded 

Jug/pitcher 1 0.005 1450-1630 

 6 25  Yellow ware body sherd  1 0.007 1820-1900 

        

 14 25 Post-medieval Redware, small internally and 
externally glazed body sherd 

 1 0.004 1550-1800 

   Bourne D body sherd external clear glaze and 
white slip, moderately abraded 

Jug/pitcher 1 0.006 1450-1630 

 18  Huntingdonshire Fen Sandy ware, body sherd, 
moderately abraded to abraded  

 1 0.008 1175-1300 

 63 83  Staffordshire-type mottled brown-glazed ware 
base sherd, internally glazed 

 1 0.005 1650-1800 

  
 

 Moderately abraded to abraded shelly ware 
body sherd, could be medieval or Roman 

 1 0.010 ?Roman or 
medieval 

 3  ?Late medieval transitional. Small body sherd 
glazed externally and internally with pale 
green glaze and some iron mottles  

 1 0.004 15th-16th 
century 

C   Staffordshire White Salt-Glazed body sherd 
and rim sherd. Rim is everted simple and 
rounded but too small to be sure of diameter 

 3 0.010 1720-1780 

   Refined White Earthenware, small abraded 
body sherd 

 1 0.001 1805-1900+ 

   Grimston Glazed ware, small abraded body 
sherd with external green glaze 

 1 0.001 1200-1500 

 48  Grimston Glazed ware, body sherd externally 
glazed moderately abraded to abraded 

Jug 1 0.008 1200-1500 

   Body sherd, leached shelly ware    1 0.003 Roman or 
medieval 

 50 92 Unprovenanced Glazed ware, a moderately 
abraded to abraded body sherd with external 
green glaze. Incised lines, fine grey-brown 
fabric, some mica, possibly from Essex 

Jug 1 0.004 1200-1500 

   Shell-tempered, uncertain if St Neots-type 
ware. Very thick but feels soapy and shell is 
finely crushed. Reduced black-brown sherd 
abraded and sooted, moderately abraded 

 1 0.012 875-1100 

 51 92 Grimston Glazed ware, body sherd with 
incised lines under green glaze, moderately 
abraded 

Jug 1 0.005 1200-1500 

   Body sherd, moderately abraded to abraded 
medieval Shelly ware 

 1 0.010 1150-1500 
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Trench Context  Cut Form and Colour Form No of 
Sherds 

Weight 
(kg) 

Date 

 52  Huntingdonshire Fen Sandy ware, body 
sherds, moderately abraded to abraded 

 3 0.016 1175-1300 

   Shelly ware, uncertain if med or Roman body 
sherds, moderately abraded to abraded 

 2 0.017 Roman or 
medieval 

   Rim sherd, small and moderately abraded to 
abraded, tentatively identified as Medieval Ely 
ware 

Jug 1 0.007 1150-1350 

 54  Abraded body sherd of Grimston Glazed ware, 
external green glaze, moderately abraded to 
abraded 

Jug 1 0.003 1200-1500 

   Medieval Ely ware jug sherd, moderately 
abraded, externally green glazed 

Jug 1 0.010 1150-1350 

 56  Lyveden/Stanion glazed ware jug, moderately 
abraded rim and handle. The rim is slightly 
everted internally bevelled with a diameter of 
100mm, 10% estimated vessel equivalent. A 
small circular rod handle (incised or cut facets, 
uncertain if twisted, with well-formed ears at 
joint of neck and body, the vessel is patched 
internally and a pottery plug joins handle to 
body. External poor quality green glaze, 
abraded 

Jug 1 0.053 1225-1400 

   Medieval coarseware, body sherd    1 0.025 1100-1500 

 57 92 Grimston Glazed ware small jug base, 
moderately abraded 

Jug 1 0.014 1200-1500 

 58 92 Base and body sherd in a reduced micaceous 
fine sandy grey ware with traces of pale green 
glaze, the base sherd has pulled 
thumbed/feet, the base angle is slightly 
convex and obtuse. Both shards are abraded 

Jug 2 0.029 1200-1500 

   Abraded body sherds, reduced-brownish 
micaceous fine sandy grey ware   

 2 0.011 1100-1500 

   Abraded Bourne-type medieval ware body 
sherd with green glaze  

Jug 1 0.008 1150-1400 

 60  Body sherd, abraded sandy fabric    1 0.005 ?Roman 

  92 Abraded sherd, base angle. Unidentified 
fabric, possibly Prehistoric  

 1 0.005 ?Prehistoric 

 62  Body sherd from a  Grimston Glazed ware jug 
with applied thumbed strip and green glaze, 
moderately abraded 

Jug 1 0.007 1200-1500 

   Abraded Shelly ware body sherd   1 0.014 ?Roman or 
medieval 

   ?Base sherd of Medieval coarseware, 
moderately abraded   

 1 0.009 1100-1500 

 65 92 ?South-east Fenland Medieval Calcareous Buff 
ware. Base angle, moderately abraded to 
abraded  

Jar/jug 1 0.750 1150-1450 

   Grimston Glazed ware body sherd, moderately 
abraded 

Jug 1 0.015 1200-1500 

   Abraded body sherd uncertain of fabric fine 
brown surfaces, buff to orange surfaces and 
margins, mid grey core.  

 1 0.012 1150-1500 

   Grimston Glazed ware, body sherd, 
moderately abraded, external green glaze 

 1 0.003 1200-1500 

   Small, moderately abraded to abraded post-
medieval Black-Glazed ware   

 1 0.002 1600-1700 

   Abraded thin Medieval coarseware sherd  1 0.001 1100-1500 

 91 92 Small abraded sherd of Huntingdonshire Fen 
Sandy ware 

 1 0.003 1175-1300 

     102 2.289  

Total        

Table B4: Pottery Catalogue 
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B.3 Glass 

By Carole Feltcher  

Introduction and Methodology  

B.3.1 A small assemblage of vessel and window glass was recovered from layers 3 and 48 in 
Trench C and from unstratified material in Trench B. The glass was scanned and recorded by 
form, colour, count and weight, dated where possible and recorded in Table 1. 

Assemblage and Discussion  

B.3.2 The glass comprises relatively non-descript small fragments of both window and vessel 
glass. None of the shards are closely datable, all are relatively small and moderately abraded 
and have been subject to reworking. The presence of both window and vessel glass may relate 
to the buildings and activity close to the area evaluated, however, the assemblage most likely 
represents levelling and infilling areas in the 19th century.   

B.3.3  

Retention, dispersal or display  

B.3.4 Should further work be undertaken, additional glass may be recovered.  If no further 
work is undertaken, this statement acts as a full record and the glass may be deselected prior 
to archive deposition. 

Area Context  Form and Colour MNV No of 
Shards 

Weight 
(kg) 

Date 

B 99999 Less than 1g. Clear glass with slight blue-green cast, appears 
to have been heat distorted  

 1 0.001 Not closely datable 

C 3 Triangular fragment of iridised clear window glass with 
greenish cast 1.7mm 

 1 0.002 Not closely datable 
19th century 

  Fragment of blue vessel glass decorated with white opaque 
glass in a marbled pattern 

1 1 0.002 

  Sub-triangular fragments of clear glass with a greenish cast, 
thickness 2-3 mm. Iridised glass, unwashed 

 3 0.006 Not closely datable  

  Small sub-rectangular curved fragment of pale olive green 
glass 2mm thick. 

1 1 0.001 Not closely datable 

 48 Body shard from pale green ?cylindrical glass bottle heavily 
patinated 

1 2 0.012 Not closely datable 

  Small sub-rectangular shard of clear glass patinated slight 
greenish cast 

1 1 0.001 Not closely datable 

Total   4 10 0.025  

Table B5: Glass 
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B.4 Ceramic Building Material 

By Carole Fletcher  

Introduction and Methodology  

B.4.1 A large assemblage of ceramic building material (CBM), 930 pieces weighing 65.662kg, 
was collected, taken as a representative sample of material present. The assemblage 
recovered represents approximately 10-25% of the material present on site (excluding the 
brick clamp). Overall, only fragments with some diagnostic features were retained. The 
complete and near-complete bricks recovered from the brick clamp 92, represent less than 
1% of the material present and were recovered as a representative sample of the surviving 
fired bricks. The clamp 92, was surrounded by context 48, a deposit of waster material, being 
made up of crumbled poorly fired brick fragments, while within the firing area of the clamp 
were some areas of unfired clay/brick. 

B.4.2 The bulk of the material is most likely of medieval or late medieval date and almost 
certainly relates to structures that were part of the Ramsey Abbey complex. The assemblage 
also includes a includes a small amount of Roman material and post-medieval roof tile. The 
assemblage was quantified by context, counted, weighed, with fabrics briefly noted and 
recorded in the archive, form being recorded where this was identifiable. Only complete 
dimensions were recorded, which was most commonly thickness. Dating is tentative, and 
Woodforde (1976) and McComish (2015) form the basis for identification. All material is 
recorded in an Access Database in the archive. 

Assemblage  

B.4.3 The bulk of the retained assemblage by weight is roofing tile, a few complete and near-
complete bricks were also recovered as a sample of the clamp debris. The retained brick 
samples are 16th/17th century material. The assemblage also includes fragments of floor tile 
and a partial ?mosaic floor tile. 

Form Count Weight in kg 

Brick 83 20.811 

Brick/Tile 2 0.049 

Floor tile 2 0.187 

Mosaic tile 1 0.083 

Peg tile 135 7.802 

Ridge tile 1 0.244 

Roof tile 706 36.486 

 930 65.662 

Table B6: CBM forms by Weight and Count 

B.4.4 The fragment of line-impressed decorated floor tile was recovered from layer 15 in 
Area 2. The tile was originally either rectangular or, more likely, a square ‘mosaic tile’ covered 
with an iron-rich slip/glaze, resulting in a black-brown finish. The decoration may have been 
infilled with a cream slip, however, it is unclear if the pale traces in the line-impressed 
decoration are the remains of this. The decoration consists of a flower, a small central circle 
(6mm diameter) surrounded by 5 near-complete circles, further surrounded by two complete 
and two partial petals. The design is probably a five-petalled flower. The sides of the tile are 
relatively vertical, the fabric is fine and hard fired. Line-impressed decorated tiles of 14th 
century date are present in the tile pavement in Prior Cruden’s Chapel, Ely (Eames 1992 35 fig 
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38) and line-impressed designs were also used on mosaic shapes from Cambridge […] (Eames 
1985 31 fig 33). Eames writes that line-impressed decoration had been introduced by the 
beginning of the 14th century and continued in use until the middle of the 16th century 
(Eames 1985 32). No fragments of Ramsey Saints tiles, or other moulded ‘Ramsey tile’ were 
recovered.  

B.4.5 A moderate number of the roof tile fragments had surviving nail holes. Although it is 
almost certain that the bulk of the pieces are from peg tiles, only those fragments where holes 
survive have been subdivided. The mean sherd weight for the entire CBM assemblage is a low 
to moderate 0.071kg and would be lower, were it not for the brick samples.  For the roof tile 
alone, the mean weight is 0.053kg, indicating that the material has been reworked post-
dissolution and only the brick clamp material represents primary deposition. 

B.4.6 A moderate range of fabrics was noted, while further examination is likely to reduce 
the number of fabrics as some variations are due to firing effects. 

Simplified Fabric  Count Weight in kg 

BF1  34 4.274 

BF1/BF2 22 12.672 

BF2 20 2.111 

F1 51 2.663 

F1/F6 1 0.084 

F2 14 1.022 

F2/BF2 1 0.001 

F3 362 20.442 

F4 10 0.254 

F5 14 0.827 

F6 56 2.445 

F7 8 0.746 

F8 317 16.492 

F9 2 0.09 

F10 6 0.614 

F11 1 0.083 

F12 1 0.067 

F13 5 0.31 

uncertain 5 0.465 

 930 65.662 

BF= Brick Fabric 

Table B7: CBM fabrics by Weight and Count 

Discussion  

B.4.7 The bulk of the CBM is roof tile, none of which is complete, and fragments are on 
average less than 100mm square. Most are 50 to 70mm or less in size, and are moderately 
abraded to abraded, appearing to have perhaps been deliberately broken up to be used as 
hardcore for levelling or infilling. The depth of the topsoil and subsoil above the surviving 
archaeology suggests that, unless the ground was lowered at some point in the past, the area 
has not been ploughed, as the levels of abrasion and size of the CBM pieces would otherwise 
have suggested plough or middening damage. The tile is almost certainly medieval and relates 
to the nearby Abbey buildings. The presence of fragments of decorated floor tile within the 
assemblage indicates the material originates from within the monastic settlement of Ramsey 
Abbey.  

B.4.8 The assemblage has some potential to further the development of the story of Ramsey 
Abbey. The brick clamp 92 is an important feature in the post-dissolution usage of the site and 
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requires further research, both of its structure and any documentary evidence referencing it 
or the bricks it produced. 

Retention, dispersal and display  

B.4.9 Should further work be undertaken, the site is likely to produce a large quantity of 
CBM. The development of the basic fabric series would allow a more selective recovery of 
medieval and later material from future excavations. The assemblage and report should be 
incorporated into any later catalogue and decisions made regarding dispersal and retention at 
that stage. If no further work on the site is undertaken, the CBM might be of some use for 
educational/handling collections, otherwise it may be deselected prior to archive deposition.  
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APPENDIX C ENVIRONMENTAL REPORTS 
 

C.1 Animal bone 
By Zoë Uí Choileáin 

Introduction and Methodology  

C.2.1 A small assemblage of animal bone weighing 3.595kg and totalling 195 fragments was 
recovered from the excavation at Ramsey Abbey. The material belongs primarily to the Post 
Medieval period and was recovered from ditches. All material recorded is hand collected. The 
fragmentation levels are high however it is possible to identify 115 of the specimens to taxon. 
The remaining fragments were recorded as large or medium mammal and are summarised in 
the table at the end of this report.  

C.2.1 All bone was identified using Schmid (1972). Preservation condition was evaluated 
using the 0-5 scale devised by Brickley and McKinley (2004 14-15).   

Results  

C.2.1 The surface condition of the bone is varied with some fragments being badly degraded 
(McKinley grade 4) but on average represents 1-2 on the scale devised by Brickley and 
McKinley (ibid). 59.13 percent of the material represented is pig however the majority of this 
is a single articulated skeleton. cattle dominates the remainder of the assemblage with similar 
amounts of horse, bird and dog identified. NISP (Number of identifiable specimens) and MNI 
(Minimum Number of Individuals) are summarised for each taxon in the tables below: 

Species NISP NISP Percentage MNI MNI percentage 

Cattle 16 14.04 1 10 

Horse 6 5.26 1 10 

Sheep/goat 7 6.14 1 10 

Pig 68 59.65 2 20 

Dog 4 3.51 1 10 

Bird 12 10.53 3 30 

Rabbit 1 0.88 1 10 

totals 114 100 10 100 

Table C1: NISP (Number of identifiable specimens) and MNI (Minimum number of individuals) 

C.2.1 The majority of the bone was recovered from context 13 and represents the pig 
skeleton. The remaining specimens come primarily from ditches and represent cattle, 
sheep/goat, pig and dog. Two pigs and three birds are represented; the MNI for all other 
species is one. Only two fragments show butchery marks however the high level of 
fragmentation is likely to mask evidence of butchery or pathology. Five fragments show clear 
evidence of carnivore gnawing and three show signs of rodent gnawing suggesting that 
material was exposed to the elements for at least a short time. Most of the material present 
is adult or older juvenile suggesting that animals were not being reared on site. All bird 
specimens are likely galliformes, they could be further identified to species if further work 
happens. Six specimens of burnt bone may be evidence of cooking on or near the site.  
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Summary and Recommendations  

C.2.1 While this is a small assemblage it is a fairly typical representation of Post Medieval 
domestic faunal assemblages. Due to the high fragmentation there is very low potential for 
recording metric data although some measurements could be taken from bird bone. It is 
suggested that tooth wear patterns be recorded if further excavations provide a larger 
assemblage to analysis. It is also suggested that the bird bone be more closely identified to 
sub-species at this point.  

Context Feature Area Taxon SumOfWeight No. of frags 

3 

- C 

Large mammal 41 3 

4 - A1 horse 21 1 

4 

- A1 

Large mammal 8 1 

4 

- A1 

Medium mammal 5 1 

6 25 A2 dog 9 1 

8 - A2 Cattle 37 1 

8 - A2 Horse 121 2 

8 

- A2 

Medium mammal 78 11 

10 

68 A1 

Sheep/Goat 25 1 

11 

- A1 

Medium mammal 9 1 

11 - A1 Rabbit 0 1 

12 22 A2 bird 2 2 

13 26 A2 33 33 1 

13 26 A2 Cattle 21 1 

13 26 A2 deer 3 1 

13 26 A2 dog 2 1 

13 26 A2 Pig 438 21 

14 

22 A2 

Large mammal 20 1 

14 

22 A2 

Medium mammal 126 3 

15 - A2 Horse 13 1 

15 

- A2 

Large mammal 96 3 

15 

- A2 

Medium mammal 21 5 

17 - A1 Cattle 47 1 

17 

- A1 

Large mammal 18 1 
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Context Feature Area Taxon SumOfWeight No. of frags 

17 

- A1 

Medium mammal 3 1 

18 

- A2 

Large mammal 28 1 

18 

- A2 

Medium mammal 2 2 

20 - A1 Cattle 15 1 

23 22 A1 bird 1 2 

23 22 A1 Cattle 26 1 

23 22 A1 dog 2 1 

23 22 A1 horse 29 1 

23 

22 A1 

Large mammal 14 1 

23 

22 A1 

Medium mammal 18 5 

30 - A1 bird 3 1 

30 

- A1 

Medium mammal 2 2 

33 - - Bird 1 3 

33 - - Cattle 22 1 

34 69 A1 bird 0 1 

34 69 A1 dog 25 1 

34 

69 A1 

Medium mammal 3 2 

40 69 A1 Cattle 748 2 

40 69 A1 horse 183 1 

40 

69 A1 

Large mammal 242 2 

40 69 A1 Pig 16 2 

42 83 A2 Cattle 54 3 

42 

83 A2 

Large mammal 30 1 

42 

83 A2 

Medium mammal 3 1 

47 

- - 

Medium mammal 9 3 

47 - - Pig 19 2 

47 

- - 

Sheep/Goat 38 1 

48 

- C 

Large mammal 51 2 

48 

- C 

Medium mammal 5 3 
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Context Feature Area Taxon SumOfWeight No. of frags 

48 - C Pig 48 1 

49 

- A1 

Large mammal 49 1 

50 92 C bird 1 1 

50 

92 C 

Medium mammal 8 2 

51 

- C 

Sheep/Goat 3 1 

54 

- C 

Large mammal 0 1 

54 

- C 

Medium mammal 13 3 

54 

- C 

Sheep/Goat 22 2 

56 

- C 

Sheep/Goat 18 1 

58 - C Cattle 7 1 

58 

- C 

Large mammal 30 2 

62 - C Cattle 16 1 

62 

- C 

Large mammal 55 3 

63 83 A2 Cattle 77 1 

63 

83 A2 

Large mammal 13 1 

65 - C bird 1 1 

65 

- C 

Medium mammal 14 4 

65 

- C 

Sheep/Goat 4 1 

76 79 A1 Pig 359 41 

88 

87 C 

Medium mammal 3 1 

90 92 C Cattle 29 1 

90 

92 C 

Large mammal 14 1 

91 

92 C 

Large mammal 17 5 

99999 - - bird 1 1 

99999 - - Cattle 7 1 

    3595 195 

 Table C2: Summary of Animal bone by context. 
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C.2 Mollusca 

By Carole Fletcher  

Introduction  

C.2.1 A total of 0.133kg of shells were collected by hand during the excavation. The shells 
recovered are edible examples of oyster Ostrea edulis, from estuarine and shallow coastal 
waters, mussel Mytilus edulis, from intertidal zones and whelk Buccinum undatum from the 
sublittoral zone. The shell is moderately well preserved and does not appear to have been 
deliberately broken or crushed, however, it has suffered post-depositional damage. 

Methodology  

C.2.2 The shells were weighed and recorded by species, with right and left valves noted, 
when identification could be made, using Winder (2011) as a guide. The minimum number of 
individuals (MNI) was not established, due to the small size of the assemblage. 

Assemblage  

C.2.2 Shells were recovered from a single ditch 69, and from layers, including those 
associated with the brick clamp. The shells probably became incorporated into the fills of 
these features as general rubbish or as rubbish in material that was subsequently 
redistributed. No context contains enough shell to indicate a single meal, however, they may 
have been combined with other foods. A few shells show evidence of damage in the form of 
a small 'V' or 'U' shaped hole on the outer edge of the left valve. This damage is likely to have 
been caused by a knife during the opening, or ‘shucking’, of the oyster, prior to its 
consumption.  

Discussion  

C.2.2 The shells recovered represent general discarded food waste and, although not closely 
datable in themselves, may be dated by their association with pottery or other material also 
recovered. The assemblage is too small a sample to draw any but the broadest conclusions, in 
that shellfish were reaching the site from the coastal regions, indicating trade with the wider 
area. 

C.2.2 The shells recovered are few, representing a small number of meals, indicating 
transportation of a marine food source to the site, indicating access to foods sources outside 
the immediate area and surrounding hinterland. 

Retention, dispersal or display  

C.2.2 Should further work be undertaken, the assemblage and report should be 
incorporated into any later catalogue and decisions regarding dispersal and retention made at 
that stage. If no further work on the site is undertaken, the following catalogue acts as a full 
record and the shell may be dispersed prior to archival deposition. 
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Mollusca Catalogue  

Area Context Cut Species Common 
Name 

Habitat No of 
Frags 

Description/Comment Weight (kg) 

- 33  Ostrea 
edulis 

Oyster Estuarine 
and 
shallow 
coastal 
water 

1 Incomplete right valve 0.018 

1 40 69 Mytilus 
edulis 

Mussel Intertidal 
zone 

1 Right valve, rather triangular, damaged and 
incomplete 

0.032 

C 3  Buccinum 
undatum 

Whelk Sublittor
al zone 

2 Whelk in poor condition 0.007 

   Ostrea 
edulis 

Oyster Estuarine 
and 
shallow 
coastal 
water 

2 Fragments of shell, all are powdery and in 
poor condition 

0.004 

 51  Mytilus 
edulis 

Mussel Intertidal 
zone 

1 The shell has partial surface loss and in poor 
condition 

0.001 

 54  Ostrea 
edulis 

Oyster Estuarine 
and 
shallow 
coastal 
water 

2 Fragments of ?right valves 0.005 

   Ostrea 
edulis 

Oyster Estuarine 
and 
shallow 
coastal 
water 

1 Incomplete left valve with boring ?worm 
damage 

0.008 

   Ostrea 
edulis 

Oyster Estuarine 
and 
shallow 
coastal 
water 

1 Incomplete left valve 0.009 

   Ostrea 
edulis 

Oyster Estuarine 
and 
shallow 
coastal 
water 

1 Near-complete right valve damage to the 
ventral edge which may be the result of 
shucking, however, there is also post-
depositional damage 

0.010 

 58  Buccinum 
undatum 

Whelk Sublittor
al zone 

1 Whelk 0.005 

   Ostrea 
edulis 

Oyster Estuarine 
and 
shallow 
coastal 
water 

3 One small right valve damaged on edges but 
with clear V/U-shaped shucking mark, one 
small incomplete right valve with possible 
shucking mark, one partial left valve 

0.013 

 65  Buccinum 
undatum 

Whelk Sublittor
al zone 

1 Whelk 0.003 

   Ostrea 
edulis 

Oyster Estuarine 
and 
shallow 
coastal 
water 

1 Partial right valve 0.009 

   Ostrea 
edulis 

Oyster Estuarine 
and 
shallow 
coastal 
water 

1 Partial left valve evidence with boring 
?worm damage 

0.009 

Total      19  0.133 

Table C3: Mollusca by context and cut  
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C.3 Environmental samples 

By Rachel Fosberry  

Introduction  

C.2.1 Seven bulk samples were taken from features within the excavated area from medieval 
deposits and a brick clamp kiln. The purpose of this assessment is to determine 
whether plant remains are present, their mode of preservation and whether they are 
of interpretable value with regard to domestic, agricultural and industrial activities, 
diet, economy and rubbish disposal.  

Methodology  

C.2.1 The samples were processed by tank flotation using modified Siraff-type equipment 
for the recovery of preserved plant remains, dating evidence and any other artefactual 
evidence that might be present. The floating component (flot) of the samples was 
collected in a 0.3mm nylon mesh and the residue was washed through 10mm, 5mm, 
2mm and a 0.5mm sieve. The waterlogged samples had a portion examined whilst still 
wet and were then allowed to dry for subsequent assessment and quantification. 

C.2.1 A magnet was dragged through each residue fraction for the recovery of magnetic 
residues prior to sorting for artefacts. Any artefacts present were noted and 
reintegrated with the hand-excavated finds. 

C.2.1 The dried flots were subsequently sorted using a binocular microscope at 
magnifications up to x 60 and an abbreviated list of the recorded remains are 
presented in Table 1. Identification of plant remains is with reference to the Digital 
Seed Atlas of the Netherlands (Cappers et al. 2006) and the authors' own reference 
collection. Nomenclature is according to Stace (2010). 

Quantification  

C.2.1 For the purpose of this assessment, items such as seeds and cereal grains have been 
scanned and recorded qualitatively according to the following categories: 

# = 1-5, ## = 6-25, ### = 26-100, #### = 100+ specimens  

Items that cannot be easily quantified such as charcoal and molluscs have been scored 
for abundance 

     + = rare, ++ = moderate, +++ = abundant 

Results  

C.2.1 Preservation of plant remains is extremely poor. The three samples from the brick 
clamp kiln (92) in Area C (fills 51, 89, 90) contains sparse charcoal flecks suggesting 
that the feature had either been completely cleaned of after firing or that the fuel has 
not been preserved. It is possible that peat was used as fuel as this is less likely to leave 
discernable remains. A sample from a layer (50) of black sand associated with the kiln 
produced slightly more charcoal (5ml) that may be indicative of wood burning and an 
area of sandy-silt (66) contains a single sedge (Carex sp.) seed (Jacomet 2006), a nutlet 
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of Great Fen Sdege (Cladium mariscus) and a small bud (possibly sedge). Preservation 
of these plant remains is probably by carbonisation although they have a soft texture. 
It is possible that these wetland plants were components of peat or they may 
represent the use of collected vegetation that was subsequently dried and used as 
fuel. A tiny fragment of vitrified charcoal/coal was also noted in this sample.  

C.2.1 Fired clay fragments, possibly brick fragments, from 89 have straw/reed impressions 
but are not distinctive enough for accurate identification. 

C.2.1 A single duckweed (Lemna sp.) seed along with occasional ostracods (small bivalve 
crustaceans) in fill 40 of ditch 69 in Area A1 suggests that this feature may have held 
water, possibly seasonally. 

Sample 
No. 

Context 
No. 

Feature Trench 
/area 
no. 

Volume 
processed 
(L) 

Flot 
Volume 
(ml) 

Weed 
Seeds 

Snails 
from 
flot 

Small 
Bones 

Residue 
Volume 
(L) 

Pottery 
Small 
mammal 
bones 

1 40 
69 

A1 19 10 # +++ 0 0 # 0 

2 50 
92 

C 17 20 0 +++ # 5 0 0 

3 66 84 C 4 10 # ++ # 1 0 # 

4 67 85 C 4 10 0 ++ 0 1 0 0 

6 90 92 C 2 5 0 ++ 0 1 0 0 

7 89 
92 C 

16 5 0 +++ 0 1 0 0 

8 51 
92 C 

16 40 0 +++ 0 <1 0 0 

Table C4: Environmental samples 

Discusion  

C.2.1 The plant remains recovered from the samples from this area of the site are sparse, 
precluding further interpretation of the deposits. 

Statement of potential  

C.2.1 The assemblage has little potential to aid local, regional or national research priorities. 

Recommendations for further work  

C.2.1 No further work is required. 
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Figure 6:  Plan of Area A1 and Area A2
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Figure 7:  Plan of Area C
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Figure 8:  Selected sections
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Plate 2: Ditches 22 and 25, looking north 

Plate 1: Trench A1, ditches 068, 079, 070 and 079, looking north
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Plate 4: Excavation of Stone spread 31 showing pits 103 and 105 (right), facing west

Plate 3: Gravel surface 16, facing south
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Plate 6: Section through clamp kiln firing depoits, looking south

Plate 5:  The clamp kiln in Areac C during excavation, facing north-east
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Plate 7:   Context 048, 087 and 092, looking west
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