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Preface

By FA] Emery-Wallis, DL

Basing House was the scene of one of the most ;:.’ "
ring acts of defiance that the mjuﬂtl-’ of Hamps “'CI
has ever known. But the threat did not come, as has
so often been the case, from an external force. Ilt Kidiry
a result of the political dissatisfaction and r-_.:hgmus
dissension that tore the country apart during the
English Civil War. : :

For three summers the Royalist garrison at Basing
held-out against numerous attacks and assaulrs. It
was not untl ‘Ironsides’ himself, Oliver Cromwell,
and his New Model Army turned their attention to
the site that the fate of Basing was decided. On the
morning of October 14th, 1645, the Parliamentarian
forces swarmed over the defences and within a mat-
ter of hours the house was ablaze.

This act of war effectively brought an end to five
hundred years of history and tradition. Basing, ini-
tially the seat of the de Port family who had arrived
with William the Conqueror, passed to the St Johns,
the de Poynings, and thence to the Paulets. Sir
William Paulet, the First Marquess of Winchester,
took the ailing castle and turned it into & private man-
sion which rivalled roval palaces in its grandeur,

Although the land was returned to the Paulets at
the Restoration, and remained with their descendants
until the County Council acquired the site in 1972,
Basing House as such, was never reoccupied. It was
the family, however, who began the archaeological
investigations, in the late 19th century. Since then

there have been a number of projects and publics.
tions relating to Basing, but the site still conveys the
impression thart it has a marvellous story waiting 1o
be told.

This volume describes the archaeological waork tha
the County Museums Service carried out on behalf
of the County Council between 1978 and 1991 I
centres on the investigation of the Citadel gate, which
began life as a medieval defence work, ended it as the
approach to an 18th century romantic ruin, and along
the way played its part in the Civil War siege. More
telling evidence for the Civil War comes from the
Postern Gate, where the skull of one of the defenders
was found upside down in a ditch! Less dramaric was
the work in the area of the Walled Garden, but this
paved the way for a splendid period garden, created
by the Hampshire Gardens Trust. This was officially
opened by the Duke of Kent in 1991.

Today the County Council looks after not only
Basing House ruins, with Civil War earthworks thar
are the best-preserved in the country, bur also the
Great Barn and Grange Farm, which reflect the work-
ing life of this once great agricultural estate. The
potential, in terms of educational activity and leisure
time enjoyment is enormous. It is my hope that the
appearance of this volume represents the beginning
of a new era for Basing House, and one¢ in which the
true spirit of the place can be appreciated by the
people of Hampshire, and visitors from near and far.
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Abstract

The fare of Basing House in October 1645, during the
English Crod War, 15 well knovwn. What was once the
‘greatest of any subjects house in England, vea larger than
of the Kings Palaces” was sacked and looted by Olfver
Cromeoell, ar the end of an intermittent three-vear sicee.
It was thoroughly demolished soon afterwards. Today the
area of the howse, a grassy rum extending to some I8
acres (7.3 ha), 15 looked after by Hawmpshire County
Council as one of its heritage sites, rogether with other fea-
tures af the estate such as the Great Barn
Archaeological excavarion has taken place ar Basing

House since the late 19th century, and much of this work
has been published in outfine form. The areas investigated
have tn the main been back-filled. This report describes
the more recemt work by Hampshire County Council
Musewms Service, berween 1978 and 1991, Six areas
were examined (see befow). These investigations are
described in detail, together with brief summaries of the
previous work, and of the surviving elements of thiz once
subsrantial estare.

The archive s housed ar Basing House, and with the
Hampshire County Counctl Museums Service.

Excavations since 1978

Since 1978, six areas of Basing House have seen significant excavation. The locations are shown on Fig 21,
and the various campaigns can be summarised as follows:

The Old House or Citadel
1 Gatehouse

excavated in six summer seasons of one month's duration, 1978-83, including both ringwork

terminals and ditch. Supervision by Schadla-Hall 1978-81, Barton 1982, 1983, and Wiggins (YTS Project).

Kitchen Area — excavated in 1980 (Schadla-Hall).
South Bank - section cut in 1988 (Allen).

Postern Gate — cleared in the 1960s, excavated 1991 (Allen).

Walled Garden
Northern half
Southern area — excavated in 1987-8 (Allen).
i The New House

North-west range, excavated in 1990 (Allen).

wartching brief 1982 (YTS Project).







Chapter 1

Introduction

Geography

Old Basing lies approximately 3km to the ecast of
Basingstoke. The settlement is a fine example of a
linear village and its original extent can be seen to
run from the earthworks known as Oliver’s Battery in
the north, to the site of Basing House in the south-
west, a distance of just over 1km, with the church of
St Mary at the centre. By the 17905 the village was
skirted by the now mostly in-filled Basingstoke Canal,
and since 1849 it has been divided in two by the more
strident course of the mainline railway. In recent years
there has been housing development to the south-
east, and to the west, between the village and ever-
expanding Basingstoke at Cowdery’'s Down and
Lychpit, an area now called Little Basing. The loca-
tion plan (Fig 1) is based on Ordnance Survey maps
of 1947 (A) and 1962 (B).

The area is drained by the River Loddon, which
flows north through the peat moor to the west of
Basing House, on a line almost parallel with the main
street of the village. It passes beneath the railway
viaduct and around Old Basing Mill, now known as
Bartons Mill, before reaching Lower Mill further to
the north. At the time of Domesday there were three
mills listed for Basing belonging to Hugh de Port,
and one attached to the church (Munby 1982),

The marshy areas surrounding the river, watered
by many small streams, were the site of a number of
medieval fishponds, and more recently of watercress
beds. Part of this area is named ‘Slaughter Close’,
and this name is rraditionally attributed to the Civil
War siege and fighting which took place in the sum-
mer of 1644. The derivation of the name may be of
a much less morbid and martial nature, however, and
relate to the Old English siohire, ‘slough, or muddy
place’ (Ekwall 1960) which would be quite appro-
priate here, or even slah, rreotw, ‘land on which a sloe
tree grew’ (Field 1989),

The underlying geology is predominantly chalk
with a clay subscil. Chalk pits are found all around
the village, including some, such as Oliver’s Dell on
Cowdery’s Down (now filled in), which were used as
the site of batteries during the siege. The northern
half of the village is built on the Reading Beds which
consist of monled clay, whereas the southern half is
on upper chalk (soft white chalk with many flint nod-
ules) with occasional patches of Red Clay with flints.

The valley of the Loddon is alluvium, with patches
of valley gravel and sand (OS Geological Sheet 284).

Today the site of Basing House (SU 663526) is
bordered 1o the west and north by the course of the
Basingstoke Canal. To the south and east is
Basingstoke Common, some of which was originally
part of the park belonging to the House. Although
the site is not particularly elevated, it is located on a
slight spur overlooking the river valley. The land to
the south is higher, but the slope is shallow and it
would be difficult to command the House from this
position. It is not easy to fully appreciate the strate-
gic value of the site before it was fortified, due to the
large number of trees in the locality today, but in win-
ter it is still possible to see Basingstoke with ease. As
the site of a fortified medieval manor, with defensive
ramparts and substantial buildings, it must have been
both impressive and effective.

Early History

Our knowledge of the early prehistory of the area is
largely based on chance finds. A number of worked
flints of Palaeolithic to MNeolithic date have been
found to the south-west of Basing around Upper Mill
Farm (in an area referred to as Wellocks Hill by the
local historian George Willis), and there seems to
have been acrivity around the site of Basing House
in the Mesolithic/Early MNeolithic period, to judge
from flints found to the east (Wymer 1977) and at
the site itself (see p8a).

Bronze Age barrows are located on the higher
ground to the south and east of Basing, at Home
Farm in Hackwood Park and near Huish Farm
(Grinsell 1940). To the north-west, a Middle Bronze
Age cremation cemetery has been excavated at
Daneshill (Millett & Schadla-Hall 1991) and a cop-
per bun ingot found by metal detecting (ibid, 94). A
ring-ditch and burial with associated finds were exca-
vated on Cowdery's Down, as well as pits containing
Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age pottery (Millett
1983). A fourth find spot close by produced similar
sherds in a small pit (Millett & Schadla-Hall op ait,
03),

Iron Age occupartion is also attested at Cowdery’s
Down in the form of an enclosure ditch, field bound-
ary ditch and pit complex with late Iron Age pottery
(Millert 1983). Stray finds of pottery have been
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DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE: PRE-DOMESDAY 3

recovered at Upper Mill Farm, Huish Farm, and
Chineham brickworks, in all cases associated with
Roman pottery (Winbolt & Winbolt 1941-3), At

Basing House itself, excavations immediartely south of

the outer bank and ditch in the 1960s revealed rraces
of ‘Belgic’ hut circles and pottery (Combley ez al 1968

see Chapter 3 p29). Aerial photography has revealed
extensive cropmarks on the chalkland south of Basing
House, including enclosures, linear features, and
trackways, most of which have not been dated. Two
nearby Iron Age/Romanco-British settlements were
excavated prior to development and motorway con-
struction (Ructstalls Hill, Oliver and Applin 1979;
and Common Plantation).

The large amount of Roman ceramic building
material from Combley et al's excavations (op o) led
themn to infer that a building of the period existed at
Basing House. It seems very probable that this was a
villa, as combed flue tile and samian ware were among
the finds, along with coins, nails, pottery and animal
bone. Structural features were few in the relatively
confined excavation, but a rubbish pit containing pot-
tery, tile and ox bones was revealed by the construc-
tion of an anti-tank trench within Basing Park during
World War II, and Peers noted the discovery of a
coin of Tiberius at Basing House (1909, 4). Tile and
pottery of Roman date have been a feature of the
recent excavations at the site (see p93).

The course of the Roman road from Silchester to
Chichester passes close to Basing. There was a
Roman enclosure, as well as field boundaries and pits,
at Cowdery’s Down, and a number of stray finds have
been made to the north of that site at Chineham
brickworks and Daneshill House. The rescue exca-
vations at Daneshill (Millert & Schadla-Hall, op ait)
uncovered Romano-British ditches and a pit with evi-
dence of 3rd century iron-working. Hypocaust tiles,
tesserae and pottery finds suggest the existence of
another villa to the north-east on the River Loddon,
near Blackland’s Farm, while pottery and a Roman
coin were found in sandpit workings south of Oliver’s
Battery (Williams-Freeman 1918; Applebaum 1953).

The only archaeological evidence for Saxon settle-
ment in the area to dare is again from Cowdery's
Down (Millett 1983) where a number of high status
structures were revealed by excavation. Further west,
the 6th-Tth century grave discovered in 1899 at West
Ham, in Basingstoke, produced a decorated copper
alloy hanging bowl, bone gaming pieces and an iron
vessel and weapons (Smith 1907-8). Saxon pottery
has also been recovered from the lower lavers at
Basing House (see p61), .

Documentary evidence: pre-Domesday

It is in the Saxon period that the first documentary
evidence for Basing occurs, although most authori-
ties now concur that Caedwal’s late Tth century char-
ter reference 1o Basingahearh (AS Charter No 52}2} 15
more likely to refer to a Sussex placename. In 871,
according to the Anglo-Saxon Chronicles (Savage
1982), King Athelred and Alfred his brother fought

the Danes at Basing, and the Danes were victorious.
This battle would have been “a fight for an important
roval centre, a source of food supplies® (Hinton 1986,
162). By local tradition, the battle took place south
of Basing, near Dickens Lane (Williams-Freeman
1953, 104) and the burial site was around Lychpit
and Cowdery's Down, but there is no hard evidence
for these legends. Rumble has pointed out, however,
(Millett 1983) that the very name ‘lychpit’ ie ‘pit
where corpses have been or may be found', implies
discovery and destruction of the feature giving the site
its name in the first place. It is also possible that the
cemetery revealed and presumably destroved by chalk
quarrying belonged to the early Saxon settlement art
Cowdery's Down.

The Old English name ‘Basing’ means the place of
the people associated with Basa (Rumble in Millett
ap ait), “Basa’ being a hypothetically reconstructed
personal name, but one that has a secure parallel in
continental German (Coates 1989, 29). There is also
a significant link with Saxon London, for the name
Basinghall Street in the city is derived from
Basingahaga — the haga, or enclosure, of the Basings
{(Hinton ep cir). This holding, possibly founded in the
7th century, would have constituted a safe haven and
would have been associated with control of the road
to and from the west.

More secure mention is made of Basing in three
Saxon charters (Finberg 1964, 42, 43 & 45; Sawyer
1968). In 945 King Edmund made over a number of
estates to his priest Athelnoth for 50 gold shillings,
including the ‘mansionem monasticam ad Basvngun’
(AS Charter No 505). The text continues °...which
in our language is named Cynniges hors crohr. As
Rumble explains (Millett op cir, 266), past commen-
tators have taken this name to be a corrupt form of
Cyninges hors croft and have therefore associated it
with a reported modern field-name King's Horse Groft
in Basing, near the ford over the River Loddon. This
has led to a correlation being drawn berween the
‘monastic dwelling’ and the castle at Oliver’s Battery
(see below). Even the authenticity of this field name
is in doubt, however, and Cynniges may just mean a
personal name, ie Cynnig’s horse-croft. Wherever the
exact location of these lands, a few years later
(between 946-953) they were given by /Ethelnoth
to the New Minster at Winchester (AS Charter
No 1418). An estare at Basing (but not necessarily
the same one) was bequeathed by King Eadred to
his mother berween 931 and 955(AS Charter
No 1515).

Hughes (1989, 32) revisits the problem of the
mansio monastica, and suggests that as there is no
recorded monastic site at Basing, the charter proba-
bly refers to a monastic grange or manor house in the
area, although a minster church at Basing with exten-
sive land holdings may have had a monasterium,
Documentary and cartographic evidence also suggest,
somewhat tentatively, that the motte and bailey at
Basing (see below) may have been built on the site
of a property forming part of the Saxon minster.
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Medieval monuments
William the Conqueror is thought to have passed
through Basing on his circuitous advance ull{ Lund;‘éﬂ
in 1066 (Beeler 1966, 27). Moorhouse (1 i f: :
suggests that he may have ‘instigated the initial for-
tifications on the site’. He was certainly responsible
for granting the manor to Hugh de P‘m’_t. who l:nnk. it
as the chief of his fifty-five lordships in Hampshire
(VCH, IV, 115), possibly because of thf._: existence
and importance of Basing and nearby Basingstoke in
the 11th century (Hughes, op ait 37). _

Hugh de Port could well have been Sheriff of
}Inmp;shin‘, a post definitely held by his son Henqu
and a suitable dwelling for this high-powered famuly
at their primary seat may have been a motte and
bailey castle at the site known today as Oliver's
Battery (SAM DoE No 24337). This monument lies
lkm north-east of Basing House, near the crossing
of the River Loddon by the Roman road. The motte,
at the north-west corner of the site, is c40m in
diameter and survives to a height of 1.6m, although
badly affected by ploughing. There are two baileys
divided by a cross bank, and the entrance at the
south-west corner is probably original (HBMC
Warden Report 1984). The date of construction is
not known, but a short-lived fall in the value of the
land and manor of Basing between 1066 and 1068,
might be attributable to the construction of a castle
(Hughes 1989, 33).

It seems likely thar Oliver's Batrery was the origi-
nal seat of the Norman manor of Basing, bur after
perhaps one or two centuries it was abandoned in
favour of the site where Basing House now stands.
The location may have retained its significance, how-
ever, as the lesser manor of Basing Byfieet (Hughes
ibid 37). Basing Byfleet takes its name from Thomas
Byfleet who owned the manor in 1389, bur it had
already become a separate holding by 1234. It was
probably church land, granted to the newly founded
Selborne Priory, and as such, echoed its pre-
Conquest status (Hughes tbid 41).

The linear earthwork to the north of the village at
Pyult's Hill {(SAM DoE Hanis No 128) has been
interpreted as a medieval park pale (Crawford 1953,
196), and in 1302 this pari:: belonged to John St John,
holder of the manor and ringwork at Basing (Hughes
iid 37). Williams-Freeman describes it in detail
(1915, 312, 396), and whilst pondering on its possi-
ble pt‘ﬂhistﬂrltl: date, he provides g good idea of its
mif:;{tr:izhﬁ: u:-;cr .{:fkr in llengih: A 1ph}'sicai
be argued AE:‘L;;E‘IL; b At Oliveri Battery can

. p otographs have provided evi-
dence of further lincar fearures in the Basing area
but none as substantial as that at Pyott’s Hill, L
G;"EE fish ponds on the River Loddon north of the

g¢ were presumably of medieval origin and con-
nected with the later castle. Thera
evidence for a free fishery being an
the manor in the 13th century (VCE
ponds continued in use during the
and remains of brick slujce

s and

15 documentary
appurtenance of
L IV, 121). The
life of the House,
5 and Tudor brick rever-

ments are visible. Until recent years they were used
for the cultivation of watercress.

Immediately 1o the east of Basing House, g recti-
linear enclosure discovered by aerial photography s
sectioned and tentatively assigned to the medieyyl
period (see Chapter 3 p29). The scant evidenc,
resulted in a date bracket of the 11th to 14th century,

Documentary evidence: post-Domesday

The first mention of a castle at Basing is containeq
within & grant by John de Port to Sherborne Priory
(Dugdale 1830, vii, 1014) in the mid-12th century.
He confirms the donatons of his father, including the
Chapel of St Michael ‘cum terra veteris castellj de
Basing'. The mention of an *old castle” has been taken
by some to suggest that there were two fortifications
at Basing.

In a grant dated 14 August 1261 (CPR Hen I
1258-66, 172), Robert de Sancto Johanne was given
permission to fortify his house with a paling on the
dyke ‘now thrown up there’. Hughes (1989, 53) sug-
gests that the existence of so primitive a form of
defence in 1261 is unusual, and thart the bank referred
to may be an earlier work. He points out that the
word exstructa bracketed in the text of the Patent Roll
volume could be interpreted as ‘outside’ or ‘exten-
sion” rather than “built up'. The difficulty is in know-
ing whether this reference relates to the large ringwork
which became Basing House, or to some outwork
Also worthy of note is the fact that Robert was
granted land in the manor of Basing by the King in
1254, who had confiscated it from his father afier
some undisclosed misdemeanor (VCH, IV, 116).

Edward [ wvisited Basing in 1285 (Letters Patent
dated there on 10th January and 10th August, CPR),
and presumably saw the work which his predecessor
had authorised. A 14th century reference which con-
firms the grant of St. Michael’s Chapel ‘of the old
castle’ at Basing (CPR Ed IIl 1348-50, 355) has
proved difficult to interpret. It has been offered a5
proof that Basing House was the site of the original
castle (VCH, IV, 117), but this probably resulted
from the mistranslation of “in’ for “of and there is no
reason to suppose that the chapel was situated within
a castle, or that the castle in question was the House.

The castle is not mentioned again until 1531 when
a licence was granted to Sir William Paulet, (Fig 2)
then Master of the King's Wards, ‘to build walls and
towers within and around and to fortify the manos
Basyng, and to impark 300 acres of land and 20 acres
of wood at and about the said manor’ (LPFD Hen
VIIL, V, 1531-2, 37). Perhaps this ‘imparking’ refers
to the ‘New Park’ south of the House, later to be the
site of the new family seat at Hackwood. With regard
to the building work, it is presumed thar Paulet first
took the ringwork and turned it into a splendid
enclosed group of halls and courts. This becamé
known as the ‘Citadel’ or ‘Old House’ at the time of
the siege. He then built, to the north-cast, a brand
new dwelling (known as the “New House”), which w28
said to have been a very magnificent building, finf
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THE ENGLISH CIVIL WAR AND THE SIEGE OF BASING HOUSE

Fig 2 Portrait of William Paulet, the first
Marguess of Winchester (died 1572).

than the Old House. This work is known to have been
finished before Elizabeth’s visit in 1600, and a stone
found in early excavations dates the completion of
some work to 1561, although 1t is not certain 1o what
this refers. Paulet was made Lord Treasurer in 1550,
and became first Marquess of Winchester in 1551,
He died in 1572, to be followed by John until 1576,
then William, another William in 1598, and another
John (the fifth Marquess, Fig 3) in 1628 who was to
see the House through its most turbulent episode.
A number of roval visits were made to Basing in
the 16th and early 17th centuries. In a letter dated
16th October 1535, Paulet tells Thomas Cromwell
that “The King ... has changed his giests and will be
at my poor house of Basing on Tuesday and
Wednesday®. Another letter written on the 215t shows
that Henry VIII was indeed present at the house
(LPFD IX, 1535, 619, 620, 650). Edward VI is
known to have been there in September 1550, and
four years later Queen Mary and her new husband
Philip of Spain visited the House en route to Windsor,
following their wedding in Winchester Cathedral
(Moorhouse 1970, 33). Elizabeth I made several vis-
its to both Basing House and the neighbouring Vyne,
where the Sandys family no doubt vied with the
Paulets in the creation of their own Tudor mansion.
Documents were dated ar Basing in 1560 and 1603,
:_md Elizabeth is mentioned ‘in her progress’ at Basing
in 1591, 1594 and 1601 (CSPD 1591-4, 97 & 504
1580-1625, 428; 1601-3, 08 & 504). In 1601 she is
said to have ‘graciously entertained the Frenchmen®

Fig 3 Portrait of John Paulet the fifth
Marguess of Winchester (died 1674).

at both Basing and the Vyne. This visit may have
financially ruined or embarrassed the fourth
Marquess, and it is recorded in the 1607 edition of
Camden’s Magna Britannia that ‘the first Marquess
had made his house so splendid that part had to be
pulled down again® (Peers 1909). In addition the
diarist Peter Mundy visited Basing in 1634-35 and
described it as ‘now forsaken and desolate® (Keast,
1984).

The English Civil War and the siege of Basing
House

The history of the Civil War skirmishes and sieges at
Basing House is well-documented and will not be
repeated here, except where it affects the archaeo-
logical interpretation of the site. For further infor-
mation, see Godwin 1882 (Revised 1904) and 1906,
Warren 1907, Oppe 1915, Emberton 1972, and Adair
1981,

During the Siege, a diary was kept by someone in
the garrison. It was later atributed o the Marquess
himself (and printed as ‘A Description of the Siege
of Basing Castle kept by the Lord Marquise of
Winchester"), but it is more likely that it was written
by the Marchioness, or by Dr Thomas Fuller
(Moorhouse 1970, 35). It begins with a description
of the House.

Basing Castle ... stands on a nsing ground, hav-

ing its forme circular, encompassed with a brick
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irth, and a very deep trench
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but dry. The loftie Gate-house with foure turr
]uukin_l:-: northwards, on the right \'-}zl:rc_nf_wnhuut
the compasse of the ditch, a gnm:ll}'. hu1ldin cun‘-
taining two faire courts, before them is the I:ramr_gl,
severed by a wall and common roade, againe
divided from the foor of Comdrey’s {J::scm’ by
meades, rivulets, and a rmiver running from
Basingstoake, a mile distant to the west, thmulgh
Basing towne, joyning upon the east, the south 51.d=:
of the castle hath a parke, and towards H_:r_mzm,s;
towne, a little wood, the place seated and built as
if for Rovaltue, having a proper motto Aymez
Lovalte. (Adair 1981)

The House was first attacked in July 1643 by Colonel
Norton, who was repelled by the small force of mus-
keteers which had just arrived following Paulet’s
appeal to the King. In the summer of 1643, the for-
tifications of the house were strengthened, earthen
ramparts were constructed ‘round or inside the outer
walls' (Oppe 1915), and guns were mounted on the
roof and earthworks. The appearance of the house
after this is recorded in “The Soldier’s Report’, an
anonymous account from a Parliamentarian perspec-
tive (Adair 1981) as follows:

This place is very strongly fortified the walles of the
houses are made thick and strong to beare out can-
non bullet, and the house built upright, so that no
man can command the roofe, the windowes thereof
are guarded by the outer walles, and there is no
place open in the house save onely for certain
drakes which are on the top of the said house
wherewith they are able to play upon our Army
though we discern them not.

The house is as large and as spacious as the Towr
of London, and is strongly walled about with earth
raised against the wall, of such a thicknesse, thar it
is able to dead the greatest cannon bullet, besides
they have a great store both of ammunition and
victualls, to serve for supply a long time and in the
wall are divers pieces of ordnance about the house.

The work proved to be necessary. Later thar year, Sir
William Waller surrounded the House for a-weu-k in
MNovember, taking up positions at the Grange, the
church and Cowdery’s Down, and artacking the
house with heavy gun fire. A party from the garrison
managed to recapture the Grange by burning down
the outhouses containing its stores, and fighting
stopped for a few days.

In a renewed attack, an attempt was made to break
down _rhc doors of a gatehouse with g petard (an
u_uxplns:v{: device), but this failed. In a letter describ-
ing the siege, Waller explained that the Petardier ‘mis-
tooke the place; for whereas he should have uppliéd
1o a place in the ould wall which was but a brick and
a half thick, he sett it against a doore that was brick 1rj
upp and lined with earth, so that it tooke no eff L 2
(Hist MSS Comm 1891; Adair 1981). This is sligf:]t-
at vaniance with the account of g lieutenant, I-‘:ia:;

Archer (Adair 1981), who claimed that the petarg i
set against a wall, which he said ‘was so thicke ALy
strongly lined and supported with earth and Hls
within side’ that the petard was of no use. 4 third
account, in Mercurius Aulicus (Adair 1981) records
thart ‘the rebels ... clap a great petard on the jaume of
the gate having intelligence ... of the weakest place.
the gate itself being so dammed up within thar it s
not to be forced.” This source also mentions buildings
at the north end of the site from which the ‘rebely
were themselves attacked. While the assault was gaj.
ing place, the women of the house were apparently
the roof, pelting the men below with stones and hrick;_

Waller withdrew after sustaining a large number of

casualties and desertions, and in the face of appalling
weather conditions. The damage was hurriedly patched
up by the garrison within a couple of days.

In June 1644, the Parliamentary forces seized the
church and the village, which they fortified, and on
the 19th June much of the village was fired. By the
24th the House was again surrounded, and the
besiegers dug earthworks to strengthen their pOsi-
tions. Within the next month, fresh guns were set up
at the church, in the wood below the New House, at
the Delve (Oliver's Dell) and at Oliver's Battery, but
in early September the Parliamentary forces under
Col Nerton again withdrew, following a relief expe-
dition from Oxford. For a few weeks the garrison had
free range in the village and was able to collect pro-
visions, untl the church was repossessed by the
Roundheads. The Siege Diary (Adair 1981) records
the ruinaton of various parts of the House during the
next few months. A round tower in the old castle was
foundered on August 10th, a breach was made in ‘one
of our square towers' on August 19th, and another
of the ‘great brick towers’ was foundered on
September 2nd. A breach was made in the ‘new
building' by battering down a stack of chimneys three
days later, and on October 17th part of a ruined tower
was blown down in a storm ‘on five of our men, killing
one, and somewhat bruis[ing] the rest’. An engrav-
ing auributed to Wenceslaus Hollar (c1644), shows
one tower to the south of the Old House which was
*halfe battered downe’ (Fig 4). The situation contin-
ued until November, when an order came to raise the
siege, before another successful relief expedition
reached the House,

There seems to have been relative peace in the ared
for approximately nine months. Then in August of
1645, Dalbier took the church and fortified it. Heavy
fire was directed against the New House throughout
September, since he felt that this was the weakest
point. He was proved right, as was recorded in the
Puritan paper, the “Weekly Account’: ‘after many
shots against the midst of the house, which loosened
the bricks and made a long crack in the wall, he made
another shot or two ar the top of the House which
brought down the high turret, the fall whereof 50
shook that part of the house, which before was weak-
ened, that the ourmost wall fell down at once, inse-
much that our men could see bedding and other
goods fall out of the House into the court’.
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Fig 4
{cl6d4).

On the 8th QOcrober, Lt General Qliver Cromwell
and a brnigade of 6000 men from the New Model
Army arrived. Guns were placed at the church bar-

tery, and a new barttery was built to the south-east of

the house in the park. From the 12th to the 13th
there was constant cannonading from these two bat-
teries, and at 6am on Tuesday 14th October 1645
the house was stormed. One regiment entered
through the New House (Cromwell’s letter to the
Speaker, Adair 1981), whilst on the park side the gar-
rison was beaten from their strongest work, which
held a cannon. Ladders were placed over the earth-
work and trench, and the Parliamentarians scaled the
wall of the inner house. Over 100 of the garrison were
killed, and the rest, including the Marquess, were
taken prisoner. ‘Loyalty House' was no more.

After this, Cromwell recommended to the
Commons that Basing House should be ‘utterly
slighted for these following reasons: It will ask abour
Eight-hundred men to manage it; it is no frontier; the
country is poor about it; the place exceedingly ruined
by our batteries and mortar pieces, and by a fire which
fell upon the place since our taking it’ (Cromwell’s
letter to the Speaker, in Carlyle 1849). That his
advice was heeded is attested in the Commons
Journals (IV, 309), where it is recorded that ‘who-
ever will come for brick or stone shall freely have the
same for his pains’,

Aftermath

A number of documents and descriptions relate to
the time immediately after the fall of the Basing
House. There is, however, a dearth of household
records. It was reported thar the estate papers were
burnt during the fire following the siege, and it seems
that many other documents were lost,

“The Soldier’s account of the fall’ {Adair 1981)
describes the prizes taken during the plunder. These

The engraving attributed to Wenceslaus Hollar, which depicts the siege from the south

included ‘ten pieces of ordnance, twenty barrels of
powder, and matches proportionable, nine colours,
200 arms, 200 horse, the rooms and chambers in both
houses completely furnished, which afforded the sol-
diers gallant pillage; provisions of victuals for some
years rather than months, 400 quarters of wheart, 300
flitches of bacon, 200 barrels of beef, 40,000 lbs of
cheese, beer, divers cellars full, and that very good.
A bed in one room, furmished, cost 1,300, great store
of popish books, with copes and such utensils: silver
plate, valued at 5000L, some cabinets of jewels, and
other treasure; one soldier had six score pieces of gold
for his share...The wheat, household goods and lum-
ber, with a great part of the other pillage, was sold
to the country people, who likewise had a good part
of the prey, and carried many cartloads away, the
house was burnt down and demolished’.

Hugh Peters, Chaplain to the Train of Artillery,
made a report to the House of Commons ‘that he
came to Basing House some time after the storm and
took a view first of the works; which were many, the
circumvallation being above a mile in compass. The
Old House had stood (as it is reported) two or three
hundred years, a nest of Idolatry; the New House
surpassing that, in beauty and stateliness; and either
of them fit to make an emperor’s court’. He lists
the prisoners and prizes taken, and says thar the
plunder by the soldiers continued untl Tuesday
night. They were apparently very thorough: ‘In all
these great buildings, there was not one iron bar
left in all the windows (save only what were on fire)
before night. And the last work of all was the lead:
and by Thursday morning they had hardly left one
gutter about the House. And what the soldiers
left, the fire took hold on; which made more than
ordinary haste; leaving nothing but bare walls and
chimneys in less than twenty hours’. The fire he
atrributed to the neglect of ‘the Enemy’ in not having
quenched a fire-ball.
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Fig3 The ruins of Basing House viewed from the north-east; the engraving by John
Dunstall, published by Peter Stent in 1653, from the Sutherland Collecton

Dr. Thomas Fuller, author of “The Worthies of
England’ (Freeman 1952, 201), was ar the House in
1644. In his book, he described it as follows

Basing was the greatest of any subject’s house
in England, vea larger than most __ of the King’s
palaces. The motto, ‘Love Lovaly’, was often writ-
ten m cevery window thereof, and was well pric-
tised in it, when, for resistance on that account, it
was lately levelled to the ground

As well as the engraving attributed 1o Hollar made
during the Sicge (Fig 4), there is 2 drawing of the
House by John Dunstall (Fig 5), which was probably
made shortly afier the fall, and published in 1653 by
Peter Stent. This also exists a5 & number of poor later
versions which show a fictitious wide expanse of water
crossed by a causeway o the Garrison Gate

The lands of the Marquess were seque
the Commonwealth from the fall
December 1648, inreres in the House was reawak-
ened when information was receiy ed from Humphrey
Bury ‘that in or near Basing House there are hid
and buned plate, money, arms and other goods,
belonging 1o an engineer and a Durchn

In arms in the house against P
Bury

stered by
uniol 1649, In

1an, who were
arliament’ (CCAM)
requested permission o scarch for the goods a1

his own expense. An order was then made that

Richard Cole and Bury should “dig and search for h

said goods, and seize them, if found, for disposa
this committee”. In January 1649, there is a note that
Henry de Ballicul was to appear before the commit-
tee 't[.-uchm;: treasure hidden in Basing House', The
outcome of this is unknown, but presumably it forms
the basis for the story of a golden calf buried at the
House, which was highlighted by the media during
excavations in the 1960s (see Chapter 3 p27

Restoration to present day

In 1650 the Committee for Compounding (CA ",
Vol I, 348) granted the lands of the Marquess 0
Winchester 1o Robent Wallop, but the estates Wer
restored to the Paulets in 1662 (VCH, IV, 116
Rather than attempt o rebuild the Old House, “.:EII.
built, 1690, a new residence to the north, scross the
village street next to the Grange. This was demol
ished c1740 (Peers 1909 following a fire I?rlhﬁfi
(1842) described the surviving elements: “There ;‘1
on the north side of the road, opposite the "“m"“ e
of well executed brickwork, which [ormed

approach w a ‘convenient lodging’ which the nn.l
Duke of Bolton buil of the ruins. This was \u'h“..
Quently burmnt, and the remains  pulled down
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RESTORATION TO PRESENT DAY
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Fig 6

Charles, the Third Duke.... The piers of the
entrance gate survive as part of a the wall running
along the north side of the street (see pl17), and Peers
(1904, 81) likens this exquisite brickwork to a gate-
way at Titchfield House. The fifth Marquess appar-
ently never returned to Basing, spending his last days
(d 1674) at Englefield House in Berkshire
(Moorhouse 1970, 36). The new house was proba-
bly the work of his son Charles, first Duke of Bolton
from 1689, He was certainly responsible for the new
family sear at Hackwood Park, built in 1683-7
(Pevsner & Lloyd 1967) probably on the site of an
Elizabethan lodge (VCH)

Compared with the vast amount of information
available for the few vears of the siege, what follows
is something of a ‘dark age® for Basing House. It is
unlikely that the new Duke of Bolton thought very
highly of the ruins, and they were probably used as
a quarry for the new building at the Grange. There
is some evidence that he also used them for fruit
growing (see below), but otherwize they appear to
have been left to decav for a number of years.,

Celia Fiennes visited the site twice in the 1690s
(Morris 1982). In 1691 she recorded that the house

7. T TRs

The ruined Basing House viewed from the south-west.

was ‘not fine being much demolished and spoyled
after the Civil Warres’, but on her second visit (prob-
ably before 1696) she mentions ‘the gardens which
are improved and new walls built fine fruit and vine-
yvards a large parke to it’. A later account (Pococke
1754 1n Barey 1987) describes * a round enclosure
encompassed with a double ditch; inner fosse very
deep. The area within above an acre - it was made
into a vineyard in the last century which has been
destroyed. . .. Below the castle is a bowling green and
a large garden with turrets in it’.

Although the ruins were clearly being used as a gar-
den in the latter years of the 17th century, it is not
certain that landscaping occurred then, and this
process may have taken place during the following
century when visiting romantic ruins became a pop-
ular pastime for the upper classes. The history of the
gardens has been studied in depth (Batey, ibid) and
will not be repeated here.

A drawing of the site made in 1760 and published
in 1795 (Fig 6) shows the Walled Garden to the left,
a still extant small imber building, and the west side
of the Ciradel with brick walls on top of the banks
and trees growing on the ramparts. The late 18th
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RESTORATION TO PRESENT DAY i1

century (1788-1794) saw the construction of the
Basingstoke Canal. Its course ran to the south of the
village but cut across the north part of Basing House,
It sliced through the remains of the New House and
then ran between the Bailey and Garrison Gate before
curving around the Walled Garden. It is possible that
there was originally an external ditch here, and that
the canal builders used this to save themselves work.

A survey of the site was made by William Brown
in 1798 to record land use in the area (Fig 7). It
shows the Walled Garden in use as a ‘Kitchen Garden
&c.", the site of a ‘House’ in the corner of the orchard,
a wall running around the interior of the Citadel and
trees growing on the Citadel banks and bailey. Two
visitors 1o the site in 1799, Moses Barton Legg and
James Exall, recorded that the oblong flat area in front
of the keep was still used as a bowling green, and that
‘Round the top of the keep was a parapet wall, full
four feet high above the gravel walk’, and part of the
gravel was still remaining (Chandler 1827), Prosser
(1842) states that “The citadel or keep was circular,
around it was a parapet wall above four feet high from

the gravel, now destroyed . . . the north gateway is yet
standing, bearing the family arms and motto with the
date 1562 ... the outward entrenchments have been
rendered very obscure and imperfect from some
improvements in the grounds. ...

The 19th and early 20th centuries saw a number
of wvisits to the site by antiquarians and others.
Descriptions appear in most regional travel guides of
the period, but many of these are derived from the
same source, perhaps one of the early guide-books to
the site. The best accounts, which include informa-
tion on the early excavations (see Chapter 3 p25) are
by Godwin (1882, 1904, 1906), Warren (1907), and
Peers (1909). Further excavations were carried out
on the site in the 1960s (see Chapter 3 p27), but not
all of these have been published, and the best sources
for some of this work are contemporary newspaper
reports.

The site was purchased from the Hon Christopher
Orde-Powlett in 1972 by Hampshire County
Council, and excavations by the County Museums
Service took place between 1978 and 1991,
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Chapter 2

The site today

~ 'h. -I
A

Fig 8 Aerial photograph taken in 1949, The site of Basing House is unkempt, in contrast with the Walled
Garden which is in its vegetable garden phase. Grange Farm and the Great Barn occupy the lower right hand
corner. © British Crown Copyright/MoD. Reproduced with the permission of the controller of Her Britannic

Majesty’s Stationery Office.

Basing House in its 16th century heyday consisted of
a extensive private residence which rivalled the royal
palaces in its magnificence, and a vast estate encom-
passing parks, a Great Barn and numerous other farm
buildings, fish ponds, and mills. The focus of Basing

House today is the complex of ruins located within
the 18 acres managed by Hampshire County Council,
and this is the area where most of the archaeological
work has taken place (Fig 8). Other elements of the
original grand design stll exist, in the form of land
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Fig 9 The Site Today Map showing the com
text. Listed buildings are outlined. Based upon Ord
of Her Majesty's Stationery Office, © C

1 b
ponent parts of the Basing landscape as iig‘-‘&mb‘-d i J[LL'
nance Survey material with the permission of the Controlier
rown Copyright License No MCBE308MODOO1.

boundaries and carthworks, fish ponds and buildings
such as the Great Barn, but much of the overall Jay-
out 1s steadily niisappcaﬁng beneath by
Basing. This chapter divides the site and itg
into a number of component parts in orde

village, including the House itself, is designated ﬂ:
Conservation Area (Basingstoke and Deane Boroug!
rgeoning  Council Planning Department 1980). _ . bk
urrounds Many of the older properties in the village are b

! _ i ains
_ T 10 con-  or rebuilt from materigls salvaged from the r?mm =
sider the surviving remains (Fig 97, of Basing House, and Peers (1909, 11) in re cl 1.1
. ¥ : s sople I
1o the Parliamentary edict allowing local people «

Old Basing

take brick and stone and ‘keep it for their PE!F.S-;
States that ‘several of the houses in the ‘-"F”‘?“f ha;:h
moulded stone plinth which shows how this per -
$10n was used’. One such example is the pair 'I’E List
Storey cottages Nos 10 and 12 The Street (Dol 10).
No 22/54), on the corner with Crown Lane (Fig 1%

The last fifty years have seen the village
Old Basing change from g working agriculturg] com-
munity to & mainly dormitory settlement for people
employed in Basingstoke and London. Much of the
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THE GRANGE 15

Fig 10

17th century house on the corner of The
Street and Crown Lane, built with marterial taken
from Basing House ruins.

This building has a high brick plinth with stone cap-
ping below moulded first- and second-floor brick and
tile bands. Other houses built with reused architec-
tural features or “Qld Basing® bricks include No 1
Crown Lane (DoE List No 22/56), No 2 Crown Lane
(DoE List No 22/58), Nos 3 and 5 Crown Lane (DoE
List No 22/57), No 3 The Street (DoE List No
22/44), No T The Street (DoE List No 22/45) and
Church Lane House, (DoE List No 22/33). Park
House Farmhouse in Crown Lane (DoE List No
22/35, once known as Parkers Farmhouse) is a 17th
century building with a half-octagonal projecting
staircase block on the south front, perhaps imitating
the shape of the turrets in the estate curtain wall,
The parish church of St Mary's (DoE List No
22/31) has very strong connections with Basing
House, containing the tombs of most of the early
Marquesses of Winchester. It was severely damaged
by fighting during the sieges when it served as a gun
platform and fort for the attacking Parliamentary
forces. The building was originally a cruciform
MNorman structure, and two arches of the central
tower remain, complete with 13th century painted

plaster. The church was rebuilt almost entirely of

local brick in the 16th century, but suffered so much
during the Civil War that it was repaired by national
subscription in 1664,

The Grange

The Grange area of Basing House was purchased by
Hampshire County Council in 1990 and it is intended
that it will eventually become consolidated in some
way with the present Basing House land holdings.
This area contains the magnificent 16th century Great
Barn, various 18th/19th century farm buildings, a farm
house of ¢1720, a late 18th century timber granary
upon staddle stones, brick-lined Tudor stew ponds
and the site of the Duke of Bolton's mansion of 1690,

The Grear Barn
SAM DoE Hants No B5
DoE List No 22/41

The Great Barn at Basing 18 known locally as the
“Tathe Barm', but was not used for the collection of
ecclesiastical tithes. It was built of brick in the early
16th century as the estate barmn, and has been
described as one of the finest later medieval barns in
the country. It measures 36.6m in length and 10.7m
in width and is divided externally into six bays by
buttresses, with rwo tall arched entrances at the sec-
ond and fifth bay (Fig 11). Each bay has three ven-
tilating slots at two levels. The direction of unloading
i5 indicated by the entrances which are 4.6m high to
the south (the vard), and 3.4m in height to the north.
The steep gabled nle roof (13.1m maximum height)
is a masterpiece of construction, although the car-
penters evidently did not work closely with the
masons who built the 1m thick walls: the five brick
buttresses only match the eleven trusses in one loca-
tion. The roof was restored in the 1980s because bat-
tens were rotting, but the main timbers are in good
condition (Fig 12). A dendrochronological survey of
the structural imber gave a date for felling of 1534/35
(Miles 1997).

High on the walls can be seen several signs of dam-
age from cannon fire. It is likely that the oniginal roof
was hit many times, as it stood directly between
opposing artillery. The barn was often a key objective
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Fig 11 Basing Grange - The Great Barn, exterior. blod
: pls : : cent
during skirmishes, offering much needed shelter
beneath the Royalist held walls,
on |
Grange Farmhouse and
DoE List No 22/38 fime:
g . . : nortl
"This farmhouse situated at the corner of The Street
and Swing Swang Lane is of early 18th century date.
It has an L-shaped plan of two storeys with an attic, Wuﬁ_’
a hipped tile roof and plain boxed eaves. The walls DoE
are of red brickwork in Flemish bond, with a first- The:
floor band, cambered openings, and plinth, a ten
Tudc
(J‘Hh‘}ur'e'dfugs wall
DoE List No 22/40 with |
- : S (Fig :
T'he cart shed and outbuildings consist of a long range. i
with the earlier northern part (18th century) having top, -
an open east side, and outer wall of brickwork. The after
roof of eight bays has a Queen Post truss and [5.11.I.:|i Hous
With hipped roof at the northern end. The remaining after
stable and storage units are of mid 19th century date rials -
and are of brick and tile. The road side wall of this near |
complex has remains of 16th century construction: There
and an apparent musket loop dating from the sicge. houge
demg
Granary Dy
DoE List No 22/39 the sg
: to
: | The Branary is of late 18th century date (‘_3"”' hﬂ:::
Fig 12 Basing Grange ~——  drochronological evidence). It is rectangular in for® |
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Fig 13 View from the south of one of the two
blocked gateways which originally led to the late 17th
century mansion.

on 12 staddle stones, with a steep hipped tile roof
and wvertical tongued weather-boarding. In recent
tumes the door has been relocated in the centre of the
north-east side.

Wall C16
DoE List No 22/43

The roadside wall from Grange Farm to Sopers Row,
a terrace of cottages, is ¢1.8m in height. It is built of
Tudor bricks, mainly header bond, with a plinth. The
wall has two 18th century gateways, now blocked,
with piers of finely jointed brickwork in Flemish bond
(Fig 13). The base of each pier is in stone with a col-
umn base moulding. Part of the wall has a weathered
top. These gateways led to the mansion built soon
after the Restoration with material from Basing
House. As mentioned above, it was demolished ¢1740
after a fire, by Charles the third Duke, and the mate-
rials are said to have been taken 1o build ‘Cannons’,
near Kingsclere, and the George Inn at Basingstoke.
There is one passing contemporary reference to the
house by Daniel Defoe: “The old house is indeed
demolish’d; but the successor of the family, the first
Duke of Bolton, has erected a very noble fabrick in
the same place, or near it which, however, is not equal
to the magnificence which fame gives to the ancient
house.” (Defoe 1928, 180)

THE GARRISON AND REMAINS OF WALLS

Fish Ponds, later used as watercress beds

Three small fish ponds, possibly of medieval origin,
survive to the north-west of the Grange complex.
Tudor brick revetments are visible in a number of
places as well as the remains of brick sluices.

Warer Mill
DoE List No 11/19

Bartons Mill and House, late 17th century, is a
two-storeyed water mill (formerly the Old Basing
Mill) extended and encased in the early 19th century.
It has an old dled roof, half-hipped at the south-east
end. The building is tmber-framed, clad in elm-
boarding in the upper part, with exposed verticals
below, now set in red brickwork of various ages and
bonds. It last ground flour in 1945, It is now in pri-
vate hands and serves as a pub® and restaurant,

Garrison Gate and remains of walls

Glatetay
DoE List No 22/50

Garrison Gate is the sole surviving gateway into
Basing House and is a listed Grade 11 building but is
not, at the nme of writing, classified as an Ancient
Monument. The brick structure, originating in the
mid-16th century, shows signs of considerable alter-
ation over the vears, and the rustcated battlements
were added in the late Victorian period (Figs 14 &
15). The very weathered stone coat of arms, although
certainly in sitw by 1800, appears also to be a later
addition, perhaps being repositioned there during the
landscaping of the site in the 1690s. There is no gate-
house chamber.

Walls and Houses
DoE List Nos 22/48, 22/49, 22/52 & 22/59

Attached to the Gate on its east side is a mostly
modern building, but the line of the curtain wall can
be traced as far as the Crown public house, where it
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Fig 15 1920s postcard of the Garrison Gate.

bond), about 2.4m high, and has a high plinth. A line
of brick dentils continues below the top.

Turvers and Walls
DoE List No 22/47

In the garden of Turret Cotrage are the remains of a
mult-angular tower (Fig 16). The structure stands
virtually to its original height of 4.3m, including

Fig 16 “The Turret’, once part of the curtain wall,
now isolated on the north bank of the dry canal.

battlements. It is composed of red brickwork in
English bond, with a blue diaper pattern above a high
plinth. Another short section of wall is attached to
the west side of Turret Cottage. The tower, and its
attendant walls once formed part of the outer circuit
of Basing House (shown as a dashed line on Fig 9).
Large sections of this wall have disappeared with the
passage of time, but the surviving fragments and occa-
sional glimpses of foundations show what a substan-
tial structure it was. (For a description of the curtain
wall in the Walled Garden, see p21.)

Frive Ways Function

Road widening in 1964 at Five Ways junction (where
Crown Lane meets Park Lane) allowed investigations
by the Basingstoke Musecum. The work revealed
foundartions of a brick structure of 16th century date
which was possibly an entrance lodge for Basing
House and Park. Among the finds were a medieval
iron hunting arrowhead, medieval pottery, animal
bone, iron door furniture, window lead and glass.
Some of the features investigated by Pike and
Combley (1964, 19) may relate to this line of access.

Bailey

This large rectangular earthen platform lies to the
north of the Old House and is surrounded on three
sides by a dry dirch over 7.5m deep. The northern
section of V-shaped ditch and retaining bank are par-
ticularly impressive although partially filled at the
eastern end by canal spoil. This spoil has also been




spread over the berm between the ditch and the canal,
making the recognition of Tudor and mediaeval
ground levels and Tudor wall footings difficult. The
ditches to the east and west are shallower, but both
contain remains of brick bridge abutments.

There are no traces of a perimeter wall on the
bailey, although on the western side the remains of a
gatchouse can be discerned. It consists of a rectan-
gular foundation with octagonal tower bases at each
corner. The gatehouse was partially exposed in
Victorian times, and has been cleaned on occasions
since then. The building s not obviously identifiable
on either the Dunstall or Hollar engravings of the
House. A low ridge which runs east from the area of
this gatehouse may have formed the boundary for the
bowling green mentioned by 18th century writers,
otherwise the bailey appears to be barren of features.

The bailey is one of the best places to understand
the strength of Basing House. The view north shows
how the castle commanded the valley, whilst the view
to the south shows how the ringwork stands like an
island, although the ‘moats’ were dry. The area has
not been excavated, but it is likely in the medieval
period it contained a scatter of buildings. In Tudor
times it may have become a formal open space. Local
lore calls ir_ the ‘Bowling Green’, and this was a pop-
ular game in Elizabethan times.

0ld House or Citadel
SAM No 3 DoE Hants No 7

The Old House defences consist of g circular bank
and dirch of massive proportions, over 90m in diam-
eter, enclosing just over 1 acre (0.41 ha). The bank
stands 1o a variable height, as much a
whi}u the ditch has a depth where extant of 4m and
a wudth_ of 12m, The main gateway is located 1o th

north, The interior of the citadel contains visik ]f
foundations and cellars revealed by Lord Bolwo }‘k-
excavations, but the greater part of i
covered. The gatehouse as displayed

& 8m in places;

the area is grass
consists of twin

g r]-‘)l'}f\.\'

rectangular chambers with four comer towers
restored flint cobble passageway between,

The Citadel earthwork and outlying siege Works
once excited interest in the unlikely theory thy th-_--..
utilised a prehistoric monument, (eg Godwin 1904
85) but Williams-Freeman describes the site as g ‘rip,
and bailey. ... rare in England compared wim [h.;'
mount type’ (1915, 42). He gives two other eXam-
ples in Hampshire, Ashley and Merdon castles, ang
draws ;;ltq_'n[:il,h]'] to Old Sarum and [.lej__“tmha:.'_ in
Wiltshire. More recent authorities, Renn (1973, 19
and King (1983, 189), both list the Old House 15 »
large ringwork.

After the excavations the Old House was opengg
to public view by Lord Bolton, but following his deah
in 1922 the area fell into neglect. In World War I1 j;
was used as rifle and Lewis gun butis. Renewed
;3rf;h;;u:n]ng1q;a] interest in the 1960s mostly focused
on other parts of the site, but considerable conserva-
ton work has taken place since 1972, when the site
was purchased by Hampshire County Council,

The Old House was built around several coun-
yards, of which the fan-shaped court inside the main
gate was the largest. It is cobbled with flint in the
same manner as the entrance passage, and has an
elaborate drainage system. The central well is about
15.2m deep. The most spacious cellar lay beneath the
Great Hall, and has been fully excavated. The kitchen
was a six-sided building, and traces of the founds-
tions can be seen between the cellar and the ovens,
which were built into the ringwork bank.

On the west side of the circuit is the mouth of a n-
nel, brick-lined and currently 90m in length, extend-
ing ouside bevond the ditch. This was part of 2
well-developed system of drainage. To the east is the
clear indication of a postern gate, examined at vanous
times this century. It seems that there was also a sally
gate to the south, approached ‘by what was probably
a drawbridge over the moat; only its foundations now
exist’ (WVCH 1911, 119). The remainder of the hous
plan is difficult to interprer, but lesser courtyards,
buildings, rooms and cellars are open to view and spec-
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ulaton. Around the summit of the ringwork are the
rough footings of brick walls, probably built in the late
1 7th century, as part of the garden phase. A low retain-
ing wall built just inside the ringwork may also belong
to this landscaping activity but its purpose remains
uncertain. It is colloguially known as the ‘cricket
boundary wall’ but this name derives from the
Victorian era when the game was apparently played in
this arena (D Jackson, pers comm).

New House

Little of the New House is currently visible, and this
makes it the most difficult area of the site 1o under-
stand. Two hundred years ago the canal cut through
the north-east side, isolating one range of buildings
and damaging another. In addition, the foundatons
unearthed a century ago by Lord Bolton's work,
though initally exposed, are now mostly hidden, The
plans drawn at that time show a gatehouse com-
manding a bridge from the bailey, and there may also
have been a second gate at the eastern corner. The
most interesting observable feature of the New House
is the ‘Roman well', a name bestowed upon it in
Victorian rimes. This vast Tudor shaft, 3.4m diame-
ter and 15.2m deep, was lined with brick, ar the base
of which the massive oak template was still preserved.
At the mouth was a substantial well-house, where ani-
mal power must have been hamessed to raise the
water to an clevated tank.

More recently (1990, see Chapter 10) excavation
has taken place on the north-west wing. This revealed
clear evidence for a stable, with a large central drain,
and a long line of stalls. These features are now open
to public view,

Walled Garden

DoE List Nos 22/61, 22/62 and 22/63

The principal wall which gives this area its name is
the best surviving stretch of the onginal 16th century

WALLED GARDEMN

curtain wall. Built of red brick, it runs along the
north-west boundary, at a height of between 2.4m
and 3.7m, with plinths at various levels and much of
the weathered top now missing. Most sections are in
English bond, and there are diaper parterns in blue
headers in several parts. Non-conforming jointing and
some header banding suggests that the two surviving
interval towers (dovecotes) were oniginally matched
by another similar structure, which stood midway
berween them. This may well have been dismantled
at the ume the canal was built; certainly the original
link berween this wall and the tower at Turret Cottage
(see above) was demolished by the canal constructors
(Fig 17}, and the northernmost border of the garden
is a later replacement built on a different alignment.

The southern dovecote is an irregular octagon with
a conical, hipped tile roof surmounted by a finial;
the eaves are formed of heavy beams on projecting
brackets. Its western elevation is built of red brick-
work in English bond, with incomplete diaper pat-
terning in blue headers. The doorway has a heavy
solid frame and in the roof above this is a dormer
with a weather-boarded front of ledges and pigeon
holes. Inside, the building is circular, with a casing
of nesting boxes formed in chalk blocks interspersed
with brick bands. Between the roof framing and a
central floor block is a portent, a vertical spindle with
arms supporting a ladder, for human access to the
pigeon holes. The north, thatched tower has plainer
brickwork, but does have indications of having once
been fenestrated and also heavily patched. The nest-
ing boxes only survive at the lower level,

The date at which these towers were converted to
dovecote use is not known, and both appear to have
been rebuilt on the garden side. Evidence of Civil
War loop-holes for muskets and artillery survives in
the northward facing aspects, however, and similar
features are also visible at intervals in the curtain wall.

The south-western perimeter of the garden is
enclosed by a brick wall, possibly of 18th/19th cen-
tury date, which appears to follow the line of the orig-
nal Tudor curtain. The south-eastern boundary is




b
b

CH

APTER 2: THE SITE TODAY

Fig 17 19th century print with the canal in the foreground showing the breach in the curtain wall. In the

distance is the tower at Turret Cottage, and on the right the thatched dovecore.

formed partly by the 1960s extension of the building
now known as Basing House, and by the 18th cen-
tury orchard wall. The north-east enclosing wall has
possible Tudor brickwork at its base.

The terrace bounded by the curtain wall has been
known as the Walled Garden since the 18th century.
Trial trenching and excavation has revealed a number
of wall foundations in this locality (see Chapter 9)
but the original function of the area is not known. A
reconstructed formal garden with 16th century plant
types and layour was opened in 1991,

Bothy and modern Basing House

DoE List Nos 22/65 and 22/64

At the south-east corner of the Orchard
brick building known as the ‘Bothy’. It was raised by
Lord Bolton in 1908 for use as a site museum. It has
been described as a building of ‘excessive rustic seyle’,
employing brickwork in Monk, Flemish and Enélixh
bonds, but the structure does show evidence of ear-
lier foundations, particularly in the basement
there are three ruined but relined entrance
The engraving from the late 18th ce
appears to be the remains of a 5
location, and a square building
15 also shown on an earl
11M49 EP 6).

stands a small

» where
arches,
ntury shows what
quare tower at this
of some description
y 18th century map (HRO

According to Godwin (1904, 83) the ruin was
known locally as “The Banking or Banguetting
House’, and this was expanded upon by Peers (1909,
7) *...on the site of the present museum there remain
the lower parts of the walls of a gxtccmh-cem:}r_\
building of some size, vaguely called a banqueting
house at the present day. It seems to have been a gar
den house at the end of a terrace. A wall from it o
the citadel would complete the enclosure.’
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Running away to the north-west of the Bothy is a
brick revetted terrace which forms the southern
boundary of the Orchard. The southern reverment
wall is made up to a large extent by the ariginal Tudor
outer curtain wall of the site but has been rebuilt
recently because of tree damage.

The terrace is terminated at its western end by the
modern Basing House. This building was probably
begun in the 18th century as a small lodge for the
Duke of Bolton, and considerably altered and
enlarged in Victorian times, with a further wing added
in l‘J:{}U'. It is now houses an exhibirion about Basing.

Orchard

The Orchard occupies a triangular area with the
‘Bothy” and modern Basing House at two of its cor-
ners. The fruit trees are very much in decline, and
suffered considerably in a gale in 1990. The north-
east wall of the orchard has been rebuilt on several
occasions, and the most recent episode of collapse
has revealed that the present wall stands partly on the
remaing of a Tudor wall, which is on a slightly dif-
ferent alignment,

The Orchard is also know as ‘the cemetery’ and is
the reputed burial place of the casualties from the
siege. Certainly, a number of human remains have
been discovered here in the past (VCH, IV, 120)
and the skull found in the Postern Gate excavations
in 1991 (see p97) was re-interred here, with due
ceremony.

Civil War Earthworks

The southern boundary of the monument is formed
by earthworks which have their origins in the 12th cen-
tury, but which were dramarically enlarged and altered
in 1643-45. The original narrow southern outer
bailey of the Morman castle, which appears 1o have
defended the sally port of the Citadel, was converted,
probably by Inigo Jones and the Dutch military engi-
neer Van Derbline, into a rampier for the Old House.

BASINGSTOKE CAMNAL

The rampier, in turn, was defended at each end by
raised gun platforms, protected by half moons to their
fronts. The rampier has a broad salient angle which
is defended by an eccentrically positioned four-sided
earthwork which may be the ‘Park Bastion® referred
to in contemporary Civil War reports. This earthwork
was disturbed by archaeological excavation of the
underlying Romano-British building in the 1960s
(Combley ¢r al) and these trenches are stll visible.

The Civil War defences on the western flank of the
rampier have been obliterated in relatively recent
times, with the exception of a short section of ditch
below the terrace wall and Bothy. On the eastern flank
of the rampier a large bank and ditch remain, form-
ing the southern limit of the New House platform
although the date of the bank in its present form is
uncertain. This flank is stll covered by trees. The
other earthwork which may be of Civil War date is a
large angular flat topped mound to the south-east of
the Mew House. Early maps of the site indicate an
angled corner bastion at this point but the surviving
mound would appear to be much bigger and may
have been enlarged by the additon of construction
spoil from the Basingstoke Canal which disturbed this
part of the site, and excavation spoil from Lord
Bolton'’s work at the end of the 19th century.

These 17th century defences are in design unlike
any other of the period in England and this makes
them one of the nation’s most impressive surviving
monuments of the Civil War period (see cover
photograph).

Basingstoke Canal

Bridee
DoE List Mo 22/51

The Basingstoke Canal was intended 1o form part of
national waterway system between the Thames and
the English and Bristol Channels, bur in reality the
canal never progressed beyond Basingstoke. Con-
struction took place over several years, between 1788
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and 1794, A short length of the canal (90m) survives
more or less intact, albeit in a dry condition. The
major remaining structure is a brick built bridge of
unusual design dating from the 1790s. It is built not

Fig 18 View, presumabl
the background.

¥ late Victorian, showing the

only on a bend, but also running uphill (Fig 1ty
Beneath the arch, part of the tow path is sl *‘iﬁihfe
above the canal bed.

Basingstoke Common

To the south of Basing House today lies the royg,
pasture of Basingstoke Common. This name hgs only
recently been applied to the area and unnl the egpy
1970s it was known as Basing Park . Writing ar i,
turn of the century (1904, B2) Godwin stareg.
‘Beyond the moat to the south is an open space, ||
called the Park, as it was two centuries ago. N
long since two piers of fine brickwork stood ar the
former entrance, nearly opposite to which is a chall
pit, in which several skeletons have been discovered
It is not clear where this particular quarry was
located, as chalk pits are common in the area of the
Park.

The early 18th century enclosure/tithe map (HRO
11M49 E/P 6) shows the park criss-crossed by
avenues of trees, and surrounded by roads. The eas:-
ern boundary is the present day Park Lane, whilst the
western boundary is now simply a footpath,

canal bridge from the west with Park Hill cottages it
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Chapter 3

Early Excavations

Canal building and early archaeological
discoveries

As noted above, the construction of the Basingstoke
Canal in the late 18th century considerably altered
the landscape of the ruined Basing House estate. It
is clear that the canal builders removed a substantial
part of one wing of the New House, possibly includ-
ing a main garchouse. It is not surprising, therefore,
that a number of discoveries were made during this
work. There is, for example, a story that a local
watchmaker found a hoard of ‘800 golden guineas’
reputedly buried during the siege (Vine 1908, 483,
although this is unlikely since guineas were not
minted until 1663, This story probably grew from the
fact that a hoard of late 16th-early 17th century
shillings was discovered during the digging of the
canal. These were displayed in Basingstoke Museum
in its early days (S G Knight, pers comm), but their
current location is not known.

Other finds must have been commonplace, and
presumably the foundations of part of the New House
were encountered. There is no written record of this,
bur other sources (Chandler 1827; Anon 1865,
213-6) do mention that ‘in digging the canal . . . skele-
tons, cannon-balls, coins, &c., were found in great
numbers’. It is possible that the skeletons came from
the basement of a wing of the New House and that
these were the poor unfortunates trapped during the
onslaught and subsequent fire as reported by Hugh
Peters (Adair 1981).

Other finds must have been made at the site in the
past, but few are recorded. Godwin (1882) mentions
the discovery of a 32lb cannon ball, possibly to the
south of the Citadel. He also notes that to the south
of the House, in the Park, a chalk pit near the for-
mer entrance was found to contain several skeletons.
Skeletons and shot appear to have been the most reg-
ularly recorded finds in the village right up to the pre-
sent day. Post-medieval pottery, musket balls and two
skeletons were found during excavations on
Cowdery's Down (Millett 1983). Other recent exam-
ples include two male skeletons from Apple Tree
Cottage, Basing (Allen & Anderson 1990), and a
female skeleton from the river bank at the Grange
{Anderson, unpublished). The daring of all these
finds is uncertain.

Excavations by Lord Bolton

The first known controlled excavations on the site of
Basing House were initiated in the late 19th century
by the then owner, Lord Bolton. They began before
1875 and continued until 1908 (Fig 19). A paper was
communicated to the Society of Antiquaries in 1875
by G G Colleton Rennie (1876) describing the exca-
vations to that date in both the Old and New Houses,
and visitors to the site (Godwin 1882, 5-12; Warren
1907) recorded the progress of investganons at the
tme.

At the end of the excavation campaign a paper was
delivered to the Society of Antiquaries by C R Peers
(1909), summarising the history of the house and
referring to the ‘careful and systematic excavations
carried on for a series of vears by Lord Bolton’. It 1s
unfortunarte that this careful and systematic work was
not continued to the report stage, although a detailed
annotated plan was made of the excavated walls
and a large number of photographs were taken
(Moorhouse 1970). Legend has it that Lord Bolton
lent all the excavation notes to a local society a few
days before he died, and they were never returned.

From Peers” account it is clear that Lord Bolton's
main intention was to uncover the plan of the house
as it had been immediately before the Civil War
destruction. The discovery of flint foundations
beneath the 16th century brickwork in the south-
western part of the Citadel was noted, and they were
assigned to the medieval castle, but no attempt was
made o uncover their full plan because they were too
fragmentary. As the VCH stated, ‘one piece of 12th
century detail has been found ... the voussoir of an
arch, but this by itself cannot be taken as evidence of
the character of the early buildings ... a very clean
sweep must have been made when the brick house
was built’ (1911, IV, 117).

One of the most detailed contemporary reports is
to be found in an issue of the Court Journal (Bowdler
Sharpe 1906) which includes the following ‘For many
years past Lord Bolion has instituted a careful
excavation of the ruins of Basing House, which has
been performed under his directions in the most intel-
ligent manner by one of his retainers, George Moss,
wo of whose ancestors took part in the defence of
the house under the marguis of Winchester. ... The
excavations conducted by Lord Bolton during the last
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Fig 19 Lord Bolton's excavations at Basing House c1902. View showing the inner end of the main gate

passage and an unexcavated deposit of what appears to be garden soil, chalk and rubble at the centre of

Citadel

five years are not yet completed, bur grear progress
has been made with the exploration of the founda-
tions of the Old House. Three vears ago the area
within the Citadel was entirely covered with a grassy
mound, four feet in depth. This has now been
removed, the position of the “loftic gatehouse™ and
its four turrets identified; fireplaces and ovens uncov-
ered, some of them with the ashes stll in them, as
they were left when the House was surprised on that
fatal 14th of October, 1645, In iome of the lower
cellars, larely brought 1o light by the custodian, Geo.
Moss, have been found several rough drawings in
charcoal on the plaster walls, evidently the work of
prisoners. Cerain representations

of ships seem 1o
mndicare thar a sail

or must have amused himself in the
prison, and a crude caricature of a cavalier (probably
meant for the Marquis) gives the long hair and brogd
collar of the peniod.’

I'he hall undercrofi and many of the cellars were
emptied by Moss and his men. Peers mentions paing-
ings on the plastered walls of the cellars on the south-
cast side of the first court, which may indeed have
been made by Civil War prisoners A further nEws-
Paper article of January 1910 reads “The most sinis-
ter thing among the CXISUNE ruins iy the prison t};,;
dungeon in the midst of the Rarmison some who
were imprisoned there drew charcoal sketches on the

walls. One prisoner’s grim Joke was to draw 4 man

suspended from a gibbet, 1o represent cither the fate
he expected for himself or what he would do to his
gaoler if he ever had the opportunity. These sketches
were protected from the rain by the excavators by
means of 2 piece of corrugated iron roofing, but in g
heavy spring snowstorm SOMe two vears ago they
almost disappeared. Great drifts filled the ruins, and
when the snow melted the drawings were found
be smudged beyond recognition’ (Willis Museum
local history files). Warren (op cir) states that the
sketches were of figures and ships.

Moorhouse (1970) cites a series of letters to Loed
Bolton from Mr Wilson, his agent and director of
excavations in his absence. These detail some of the
areas being excavated. Two brick and flint-lined pits
for example, excavated in 1903, were found to con-
tamn “broken croc kery, glass, oyster shells, etc”, and
were back filled in 1907, Colleton Rennie mentions
that the ditch near the postern gate contained lamge
numbers of stone cannon balls, Tt would appear that
the excavation process consisted mainly of rubblke
clearance from the walls and rooms Large quantitxs
of finds were collecred. including architectural frig-
Mments, pottery, iron, glass, weaponry and shot, an
most of th: material Wiis put on show in @ muse
on the site. ‘The ruins were also displayed to vision
" exchange for ‘a small fee', and local archacolog”
cal societies were regular visitors (Trans Newbury
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District Field Club 1889, Proc Hants Field Club
1915).

Unfortunately, no contextual information was
available for these early finds, but it is likely that most
derived from post-Civil War destruction layers and
represent the objects in use in the house in its final
vears. Some of the pottery was discussed by R L
Hobson in a paper read to the Society of Antiquaries
a wvear later (1910%. It includes notes on both the
im-[h'rl'l':d and the local wares, and is illustrated with
photographs of complete vessels in the British
Museum, plus a few fragments of pots from Basing.

Evidence of Lord Bolton’s excavations may have
been revealed in the more recent excavations of the
ditch terminals. The large quantity of finds and
destruction debris from these areas confirms that they
were not cleared in the early dig, and the finds from
the upper levels suggest that some of the 19th cen-
tury spoil was dumped there. However, the bridge in
this locality was uncovered during the Bolton dig, and
Colleton Rennie noted that the ditch around it had
been filled with ‘all kinds of debris, including cinders’
(1876, 462).

The few further details concerning these excava-
tions, which have been gleaned from Lord Bolton's
correspondence, have been adequately reported by
Moorhouse (op ci). The contemporary descriptions
of the work may fall short of modern standards, but
they provide enough insight into the methods used to
show that pre-Tudor levels of the Cirtadel and most
of the New House were left untouched. Lord Bolton’s
main purpose appears to have been to uncover the
plan of house of his ancestor Sir William Paulet, with
the added benefit that he could collect some curiosi-
ties for his museum.

Excavations in the 1960s
The Search for Buned Gold

The archaeological investigations which took place at
Basing House in the 1960s were mainly at the insti-
gation of the then owner, the Hon Christopher Orde-
Powlett. The documentation for these activities is
varied. Some campaigns were reported in archaeo-
logical journals (eg Pike & Combley 1964; Combley,
Notman & Pike 1968; Orde-Powlett 1966; Wilson &
Hurst 1964, 1966; Hurst 1970; Moorhouse 1970,
1971}, and excavations by Graham Miller were writ-
ten up in privately printed booklets (Miller 1964,
Anon 1967), but evidence for some of the work is
available only through articles in the national press.
There are also oblique references to a ‘Basing House
Archaeological Society” which made some finds in
Aupgust 1966, and it is believed that someone from
Reading University excavated at two locations by the
New House (A Turton, pers comm). There was also
the investigation of the foundations of a gateway al
Five Ways Junction, by the Basingstoke Museum in
1964. A definitive plan of archacological work at this
period, based upon that of Moorhouse (1970), is
reproduced in Fig 20,

It is apparent that casual finds from Basing House
were unearthed throughout the first half of the 20th
century, inspiring the curiosity of the resident family
members. In 1962 press reports (Southerm Evening Echo
31.3.1962) described how the Hon Orde-Powlert was to
start excavation work that Spring with the help of the
Aldermaston Archaeological Society. A Basing House
guidebook of ¢1963 (Anon) describes the two-fold aims
to “‘further the interests of archaeology’ and ‘systemat-
ically dig for the ... treasure reputed to have been hid-
den by the 5th Marquis of Winchester in 1645."

A few further insights into the treasure hunting
excavations can be gleaned from contemporary news-
paper cuttings. In The Times 1963 (30.5.1963) 1t is
recorded that the younger son of Lord Bolton had
applied to the Ministry of Works for permission to
dig ‘for gold’. The report also mentions a plan to
begin the excavation in a section of canal bank and
vaults of the house. By August, permission had appar-
ently been granted. The Southern Evening Echo (9
August) printed a picture of two volunteers digging
‘where metal was indicated by a machine’, a site
believed by Orde-Powlett to be that of the chapel
crypt. Three days later the Dady Herald published a
picture of the Orde-Powletts apparently digging
inside the Ciradel (although this may have been sim-
ply posed for the cameras, as no hole is visible).
Although the emphasis is again on buried treasure, it
was noted that cannon and musket balls and some
stained glass were found. Work that vear seems 1o
have been held up by the fact that no qualified archae-
ologists were available to supervise the excavation, as
reported in the Daily Telegraph (19 August). This did
not stop some work from going ahead and another
picture of work in progress was published by the
IMuserared London News (24 August). In the Hampsihire
Magazine for September 1963, Emberton records
that ‘already a gang of men are engaged in digging a
cross trench’ in the area of the New House.

Basing House again made the local and national
press in 1965, Both the Sun and Southern Evening
Echo for April 4th reported that the search for gold
was continuing with the help of Royal Engineers frog-
men who were clearing a well of rubble. The
Basingsioke Reviero of this period noted that four frog-
men had removed nearly 4 tons of masonry bricks
from the well, and quoted the owner as saying that
if the well failed to produce the gold, he intended to
continue the search in other parts of the castle,

In 1966, the Darly Telegraph printed an article,
entitled ‘Digging for Gold® (24 August), in which it
is recorded that finds of Bronze Age, Roman, Saxon
and Norman date as well as pottery, glass and
weapons had been made. Six ‘pieces of gold® were
also found earlier that year. In 1967, according to the
Southern Evening Eche (23 May), divers were back in
the well and had discovered three ‘tunnels’ at its base.
Further excavatons in the New House in 1968
uncovered two Elizabethan coins, and one of Edward
IV, as well as a medieval floor with a possible well at
the centre, ‘found near the site of the old drawbridge’
(Eche, 27 August).
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In 1940, the skeleton of a man repuredly measur-
ing 7ft 3ins was found in the orchard by the Evans
family, tenants of Basing House at that time (A
Turton, pers comm). This find can be equated with
the statement made by Hugh Peters (Adair 1981) that
one of the garrison dead was measured ‘and from his
great toe to his crown was 9 feet in length’. Another
ckeleton was uncovered by Orde-Powlett’s brother in
the orchard prior to 1962 (Southern Evening Eche 3.3.
1062), and notes exist of a skull ‘dug up while exca-
vating for a soakaway' in October 1965 (Basing
House Archive).

Oheside the Ciradel — Aldermaston Archaeolomeal
Soctery Excavarions

More methodical excavations on the southern fringes
of Basing House and a nearby earthwork were car-
ried out by the AWRE Aldermaston Archaeological
Society under their Field Secretary R Combley
between 1962 and 1966 (Pike & Combley 1964;
Combley, Notman & Pike 1968; Wilson & Hurst
1964). As mentioned above, a 1962 trench was cut
through the main outer ditch and bank south of the
Citadel, continuing across the small semi-circular
bastion. The upper layers contained Civil War arte-
facts and rubble, whilst the old ground surface below
the bank consisted of a layer of dark soil containing
finds of mainly Roman and medieval date. The
Roman pottery was weathered and fragmentary but
the date range was 1st to early 5th century. Four coins
found were all 4th century types. Deposits of roofing
tile and flue tle suggested the presence of *a build-
ing in the near vicinity' and towards the end of the
1962 season, evidence also emerged of *Belgic occu-
pation, eatlier than and distinet from that of the
Romano-British period’ (1964, 20).

Medieval activity was represented by two small
fragments of thumbed-rim ware tentatively dated to
the 11th-12th century and a V-shaped ditch cdm
deep, cutting through the dark layer. This feature was
apparently infilled during the construction of the
southern bastion. A thick ashy layer sealing the ditch
contained 17th century and later finds.

In 1963 the Aldermaston Archaeological Society
excavations concentrated on a large rectilinear enclo-
sure to the east of the Citadel. This had been dis-
covered by aerial photography, and the aim of the
excavations was to establish a date for the feature,
Two sections were cut, in the north-east and south-
west sides at the western ends. The bank survived 1o
a height of 0.3m in the north-east section but had
been ploughed out to the south-west, although in this
locality the ditch was over 2m deep. Finds showed
that the enclosure was post-Norman and pre-Civil
War, but any closer dating proved impossible,
although the excavators suggested that the enclosure's
entrance on the south-east side aligned with the gate-
house at Fiveways junction on Crown Lane. The sub-
stantial proportion of Iron Age and Romano-British
finds, including coins, from the dig suggested thar the
carthworks cut earlier occupation layers.

EXCAVATIONS IN THE 1960

28

The Aldermaston group returned in 1964-66 to
continue investigating the area around the southern
bastion. They carried out a magnetometer survey, and
as a result, examined part of a ditch system. An ear-
lier ditch, running north-south, had apparently been
recut in part when a new ditch was dug on an east-
west alignment to link with it. The upper layers of
the later ditch contained residual Iron Age pottery
and the primary silt contained animal bone.

The 1962 trench was enlarged in 196566 and a
series of boxes was laid out to the south, which 1s stll
visible on the ground today. The Civil War bank was
found to be of ‘simple dump construction’® and con-
sisted of chalk rubble and flints. Sealed beneath the
pre-1640s turf line was a layer of burnt flints and a
chalk floor. Four postholes were identified cutting this
layver, but their relatonship with each other was
uncertain, The finds from the floor included 4th cen-
tury coarse wares, Roman tile and brick, animal bone
and bones of two or more human infants. Three 4th
century coins came from the brown soil above the
floor. Beneath the floor was a sherd of samian ware
and another buried turf layer, containing flint flakes.
This in turn sealed two ‘Belgic hut sites’, which con-
sisted of roughly circular depressions with gravel
floors containing Iron Age pottery. A small east-west
ditch, apparently running parallel with the Citadel
ditch, cut the Roman and earlier layers, and its prni-
mary fill contained a “Tudor tle’. It was sealed by
the Civil War earthwork.

The New House Excavations

Published reports exist for a separate series of exca-
vations which were also taking place in the 1960s,
concentrating on the site of the New House. Graham
Miller (a member of the Hampshire Field Club) dug
a trench across the ditch at the south-castern corner
of the bailey to investigate two parallel lines of brick-
work (Miller 1964; Wilson & Hurst 1966). He con-
cluded that these were probably part of a bridge
crossing from the New House to the Citadel bailey,
and that the associated flat-bottomed ditch had cut
an earlier ditch on the same alignment.

The earlier ditch had been cut into chalk subsoil
and was filled with dark clay containing oyster shells
and part of a medieval jug. The brickwork founda-
tions on the west side had been constructed on this
medieval layer, and Miller suggested that these alter-
ations were part of William Paulet’s rebuilding. The
bridge had probably been dismantled after the Civil
War. The primary fill of the later ditch contained a
large gquantity of nails, and two coins (James I and
Charles II), which together with clay pipe evidence
suggested to the excavator that the first layver took 30-
60 years 1o accumulate.

Another section of the eastern bailey ditch was
excavated in 1965 and parts of the north-west range
of the New House were examined in 1967 and 1969
(informadon from Moorhouse 1970). According to a
report in the Sunday Telegraph (9.8.1968) a cellar in
the Mew House was also excavated in 1968, with a
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‘q cavalier’s last smoke’ being

clay pipe containing :
clay pipe e oAb

mearthed. In 1969 Moorhouse excava : .
Lrnierurnﬂ in this area (Hurst 1970). 'l'hl_:'- previously
unknown feature was found to be cut into natural
chalk and lined with brick walls 3—4 fi thick, thr{ um‘rlcr
parts of which had been robbed. Tht_' backfill was
identified as spoil from the canal digging, and cun-.
tained pottery of 11th-18th century date, as w::!! a.a
clay pipes, glass, stone, metalwork and three coins.
The work was to be continued in 1970. It was also
in 1969 that the adjacent section of the Basingstoke
Canal was filled in.

The Postern Gate Excavations

In March 1966 heavy rain led to the collapse of part
of the eastern rampart of the ringwork. It had been
thought that the perimeter of the Citadel consisted of
two parallel lines of brickwork, the area between them
being filled with rubble. When fallen debris had been
cleared, however, an interior wall was revealed run-
ning diagonally berween the two retaining walls.

In the Interim Report on Excavations at Basing
House (Anon 1967, but the booklet is of similar style
that produced by Miller) it is suggested that the brick-
work of this wall formed the construction of the orig-
inal rampart, built between 1530 and 1570. However,
in Orde-Powlett’s report to the CBA (Orde-Powlent
1966}, the wall is described as plaster-faced, and most
likely to be part of a medieval gateway. The line of
the internal wall could be seen continuing as a flint
wall running for 15ft outside the ramparts, nearly to
the bottom of the ditch. Furthermore, the base of a
parallel wall 13ft to the north was traced internally,
projecting into the citadel; it was likely that this was
the northern side of the gateway. Dating evidence
from pottery finds suggested that the entrance had
been filled in between 1600 and 1650, probably
before the Civil War, but the wall blocking the outer
end may have had a strengthening buttress added ar
the outbreak of hostilities,

Other finds from the rubble included pPottery
mal bone and tile, some of the latter decorateqd with
‘13th century hunting scenes’. Several pieces of
carved stonework were also recovered, probably from
door or window mouldings. It also seemed thy, there
was a small room, perhaps the ground floor of a builg.
ing, builr within and surmounting the FAmparts.

s dljj-

Post-excavation work by Moorhouse

The excavations in the Citadel by Lord Bojyy
berween ¢1875 and cl908 were published by Peers
(1909), and some of the pottery was reported on by
Hobson (1910), as mentioned above. The bulk of the
finds, however, had to wait over sixty vears before
they were studied and published in detail by Stephen
Moorhouse and lan Goodall (Moorhouse 197g
1971).

Moorhouse’s report was divided in two for publi-
cation. Part One contains a brief history of the sige
and background to the excavations, and a fifiy-page
report on the ceramics, which provides a basic type
series for the site. The pottery is divided into locs
(fine sandy white wares, “Tudor Green’ type, fine
sandy red wares) and imported wares (Delft, German
stonewares, porcelain, maiolica, and earthenware), g5
well as Delft tiles and horticultural pots. The mater-
ial included in the present report should prove a use-
ful addition to this type series,

Part Two includes the metalwork (domestic and
structural ironwork, military equipment, firebacks,
etc), worked bone, leather, wood, glass (vessel, bot-
tle and window), and clay tobacco pipes. Worked
stone, ceramic building material (other than Delfi
tiles), and environmental evidence are not included,

Unfortunately no contextual information was avai-
able for the finds, but it is likely that most of the
material was deposited after the Civil War destruc-
tion of the site, even if most of it can be dated to the
first half of the 17th century.
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Chapter 4

The Citadel Gatehouse

(INCLUDING BOTH RINGWORK TERMINALS AND THE DITCH)

The Excavations

Excavations in the area of the gatehouse, ringwork
terminals and ditch (Fig 21, Area 1) ook place from
1978 to 1983, directed by BT Schadla-Hall (1978-81)
and K ] Barton (1982-83) for the Hampshire County
Museums Service. Under Schadla-Hall's direction a
ditch section was begun immediately to the west of
the bridge, but was evenrually abandoned because of
the loose nature of the rubble fill. From 1980 to 1983
a Manpower Services Commission scheme, super-
vised by Kerry Wiggins for the HCC Recreation
Department, attempted to clear the east terminal of
the ditch of its post-Civil War infill, but this too was
left unfinished. The limits of excavation are shown
on the plan of the Phase IV garehouse (Fig 22). It
should be noted that to the north of the garehouse
front wall the lowest laver to be uncovered was the
Phase VI cobbles, and the ringwork terminals were
not fully excavated. In the remaining area, the pre-
Phase I levels were reached except where walls were
left im sine.

All features, regardless of phase, are shown in Fig
23, so that their spatial relationships can be appreci-
ated. Detailed descriptions of features and layers and
their chronological relationships can be found in the
section on structural evidence. Feature numbers
which appear in the report in bold appear on the rel-
evant published phase plan or section. Those not so
identified are to be found in the archive. Discussion
of the phasing and function of features can be found
in the interpretation section.

Notes on the Excavaron Methods

The gatchouse is undoubtedly the most important
area of Basing House to be excavated so far. The
opportunity to study gatechouse development in such
detail is rare indeed. It is therefore necessary to point
out some of the problems which have been encoun-
tered during this final analysis so that readers have
the chance to assess the reliability of the evidence for
themselves,

The methods chosen for the excavation of this area
were, with hindsight, not the most efficient nor infor-
mative, As the gatchouse was being excavated partly

for display purposes, the brick walls of the Tudor
phase had to be left i sitn. This in itself hindered
interpretation of the earlier features. One major prob-
lem, however, was the decision to excavate the gate-
house in three sections (east, west and central), so
that public access to the Citadel was not disrupted.
‘This was accomplished in five seasons of 3—4 weeks
durarion, but was not helped by a change of direc-
tors and recording methods in the fourth year.

When excavations began in 1978, the west side of
the gatchouse (GHW') was chosen as a starting point
and partially cleared down to Civil War destruction
layers. The following vear, attention was turned to
the east side of the gatchouse (GHE), where work
continued through the next season. In 1981 the focus
was on the gate passage (GHC), which was com-
pleted down to the Phase Illa chalk roadway by the
end of that season. The change of director took
place in 1982, and work continued in the central
area, taking it down to the narural subsoil. In 1983,
the final season, the west gatehouse was completed,
and parts of both ringwork terminals were also
investigated.

The recording methods chosen by the two direc-
tors were very different and not compatible. The first
regime used context numbers, but frequently the cut
and fill of fearures were not distinguished. and there
is little in the way of description or interpretation. It
has proved impossible to produce a marrix for the site
because the relatonships of layers and features were
not always recorded and few sections were drawn.
Even with the help of the context sheets, it has been
impossible to locate a few of the layers, and some
which have been identified are by no means certain.

The later work was recorded using a davbook.
Reading through this diary has enabled the interpre-
tation of some of the planned fearures and layers, but
many details have been lost. It is clear that much
work, expense and heartache could have been avoided
if a single (although apparently not infallible) system
of contextual numbering had been adopted. The later
system of layer numbers and feature names is not
always consistent, and certainly does not match the
descriptions on the plans and sections from the
1982-3 seasons. Some laver numbers which appar-
ently existed, because finds have been collected from
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THE EXCAVATIONS
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GATEHOUSE

berween 19081 and 1982 was a relatively minor diffi-
culty, once it had been noticed.

A—I[|-|1-.L||.;]] it is obvious that the site analysis has been
made mﬁniml; more difficult than necessary, the
phasing and reconstruction that follow have been pro-
duced with a fair degree of confidence. This is
because the general stratigraphy is reasonably well
recorded, despite the fact that detailed relanonships
of contexts ar¢ by no means certain. It is true that
the medieval fearures have been harder to reconstruct,
but this is largely due to the loss of major areas of
the site under later walls or by later destruction, rather
than the failings of excavation technique. The prob-
lems involving the phasing of the flint-lined pit and
its relationship with the path and |.H.T'__§."L' rectangular
building assigned to Phase II, for example, are not
artributable to the recording methods employed.

Context numbers from the 1978-81 excavations
(1-572) have been used and identified with fearures
and layers seen on the plans and in photographs wher-
ever possible. Those contexts which apparently were
not allocated a number dunng excavation have been
given a number in the 600 series.

The 1982-3 features and layers were more difficult
to assess, as they were not given numbers at the time.
Context numbers were first assigned to features on
plans and sections, and then an attempt was made to
reconcile them with descniptions in the day book.
This seems to have been fairly successful. The 1982
contexts are in the 600 and 700 series; and the 1983
contexts in the 900 series. These are the numbers
used throughout the report.

In the 1978-81 series, 1-180 and 350-572 refer to
the gatchouse, although some numbers refer to the
West Ditch excavation (66, 67, 70, 83-5, 140, 154-6,
161-3, 169). Mumbers 400—416 also refer to the West
Ditch, whilst 451463 refer to the East Ditch. In
1982 the East Ditch and part of the East Ringwork
terminal were assigned the numbers 0501-0531,
although two contexts were part of the gatehouse area
{0511-12). The contemporary excavations in the
Citadel Kitchen area (see Chapter 6) used the con-
text numbers 300-331.

Phasing the Gatehouse

As far as possible, all contexts have been phased by
their stratigraphical relationships. This was difficult
for the 1982-83 excavarions, owing to the problems
outlined above. The site photographs were invaluable
in this process, however, and their use in conjunction
with plans and sections has helped to iron out some
of the discrepancies.

Nevertheless, some of the 1982-83 layer numbers,
particularly at the north end of the site and in the
rampart areas, were difficult to assign to phases. It
was not until the pottery had been dated, that it
became clear that some of these contexts had been
wrongly placed, and a reassessment of the two ring-
work terminal excavations proved necessary,

Although almost every context in the gatehouse
area is now assigned to a chronological phase, it will

STRUCTURAL EVIDENCE BY PHASE 35

be seen from the phase descriptions and the finds
reports that some of the attributions are vague, par-
ticularly post-Phase V. Most of the contexts from this
period on, however, relate to the post-Civil War
destruction of the site and its later beaunfication, and
much of the material present in them is re-deposited
or residual. The preceding features and walls have
been assigned to more concrete phases, and these
form the main evidence for a basic reconstruction of
the site.

Gatehouse = Structural Evidence by Phase
Pre-Phaze | - Pre-Medeval

Mo feamures could be assigned to the period predanng the con-
struction of the first gnichouse, but the lowest layer excavated was
found to contain worked flint of Mesolithic and Bronze Age char-
acter, and coarse pottery of Iron Age, Romano-Bnotish and Saxon
dare, This layer consisted of a dark brown clayey soil which
extended across the whole area excavated. It lay directly on the sub-
soil of orange clay with flints, which in this locality capped the nat-
ural chalk. On the west side, the brown and orange clay were mixed
in places (907), and 1o the north an oval hump of orange clay (939)
lay above the dark brown soil

Contexts:  Dark brown layer 383, 393, 751, T6l, TGS, To6,
QiE, 931, 971
Orange hump, etc 007, 939
Subsodl & Natuaral 388, 634, 635, 636, 032
Finds: Parttery 393 (Med), T61 (RB, Med),
071 (RB-PMed)
CBM 971 (RH, Med).
Stone Tal, 971
Plaster, etc 97l
Cu Alloy 761
Flint 971 (Meso)

Environmental 761, 971

Phase Ia - Early Medigval (13th century)

(Fig 24)
A number of pits and postholes cut the layer above the dark brown
20il in the area of the Phase IV gatehouse passage. This layer was
a rough chalk and flint surface (736) apparently not covering the
whole passageway area. To the east, the dark brown soil was over-
lain by compacted chalk (354, 365, 368, 390, 391), and this was
cut by similar features

Two large square postholes were excavated in both areas, those
to the east (361, 364; Fig 25) being slightly larger (min 1.15
1.20m, 0.7m deep) than those in the central area (730, 731, min
0.7 x 0.7m, 0.4m deep; Fig 26). They all contained chalk and clay
fill with flint packing, and post shadows were visible in 361 (386)
and 364 (385). A nataral gully (721) with sides of chalk and fling,
cut through the gap between the two western holes and continued
north, where it deepened to 0.3m. There was no noticeable silting
in this feature, but at its lowest level it was filled with broken roof
tile mixed with dark brown clay, There may also have been a gully
running between the eastern postholes (363), conmaining & clay, pea
grit and flint fill, but the evidence for this is less subsiantial. There
was, however, a small ioregular feature running east=-west between
the two eastern postholes (372, 373), which conmained tle, brick

and greensand fragments, where it ran under the Phose TV wall.
A number of other pits and'or postholes were also identified
Two large overlapping pits (758, 75%) were found cutting the dark
brown soil at the northern end of the gate passage. Their edges
were buried by spoil from a gully (721 or 746%). Both pits measured
el 0 = 1.5m; 758 contmining a brown sandy soil, 759 containing
chalk, Further to the north another small posthole (747} was appar:
ently cut in half by & later flint walled pit. On the east side, three
cated near the northern end of the Phase TV build-
ing. Two (378, 384) were almost circular, and measured approxi-

features were

mately 0.7m in dismeter and 0.3m deep (no demils of Gl available)




ITADEL GATI HOUSH

CHAPTER 4: THE (

Mana 1a

Prass

| % 4 .l |I I [
| VA I". \ |I 154 N /’La
) i PP
- 2 = "1
2 fs = | Wl :
—_— . =
‘& e
e ! =/
| \ & >
. A 3
| \ ~7 4
" e .I‘. .
[ = ":r;‘l:' F, i |
) b
\ s ; :
¥ ; l -
’ I %

Fig 24 Ciadel ( mmtchouse Phase |

The third (389) win difficult o detect due 1o dsturbance b
wall construction, buat sppeared 1o b ne 1y .

later 159, 3T, 387 ¥, T, TEL. TOK e
Y

lakd on

arad d with large Bavts (392 e chalk blocky in wrenches running slong either i T:
0.50m, 0.24m deep) was fouwnd ap il % ENIMANcE pomagr on & orth-somd . FIS0 sl ConiE
il 1o the can b 7 abprumeet
- args postholes, and 2 vimilar thallow pit ma : and Ereennand and may belong 1o 8 differemn pha & chalk bank
T e been pre L 4 differen 5 ! . -
seril om the west slde (ippe , 000 N MCon below coe o s B i P fe
Wi e (nppoaring on g hatograpdin another (377 4 : T ! ™ { the b [T] walls muay be rels
er e B Ty te——— — , . Wsese features. | e & 1
W el - " ah wnd 1o the & Arge thnts uncovered in other arcas o B -
o larger pit (371, 0.5m wide), of stmilar — he Phase [V % st O} s ALY ek e ek Teakdos £ it
- ¢ i < . L
Gefth-vresl o 8 and T b Phase, by ! b
o = s S A nfused the relsted i
L and Mints, with bocks at the bawe .'rl e gravel, : 1]
b ik at the base (probably related to e el of wnall pebbles (7451, dehineates
ourndations of Phase IV, which cu i oy Y44, T4, ran from the outer O
% Mz T mens Iratures wety excaveted st iy e contre of the two s wh

posthales it the northermn skic,

lowent levels

! Sppcan w have ended 22 Al 2wy

e

ol R e
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Fig 25 Citadel Gatehouse east viewed from above, showing the Phase Ia gatetower postholes 361 and 364
during excavation. Scale Im.

Fig 26 Citadel Garehouse centre viewed from the north-west, showing the Phase Ia garetower postholes
730 and 731 at a late stage in excavation. Scale 2m.
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Contexts: Large Square Postholes  361/386, 364/385, 730, 731,
Flint-lined trenches 359, 367, (380), 38T, 394,
700, 7387, 763,

71, 377, 378, 382, 3584,
3893928, T47, 758, 759,
Td4, 745, T46.

354, 365, 368, 374, 381,
I3, 736, TaO, 762
3634, 472, 373, 721,

360, 370, 764

PitaPostholes

Path and gullics
Layersisurfaces

Grullies, e
Other features

Finds Portery (Med) 361, 364, 371, 372, 373,
314, 378, T46 (LMed), 747
Iron 363, 372, 374.
Cu Alloy Ta6
Environmental

361, 363, 364, 371, a7z,
374, 378

Phase It - Early Medieval 1o Mediepal

(Fig 24)
A lurge, rectangular flint-lined Pt was constructed next to the Phase

Ia path near the lip of the ditch (Fig 27). It was cut into the natural

CHAPTER 4: THE CITADEL GATEHOUSE

Fig 27 The Phase Ib flint-lined
pit viewed from the north, Scale
2m.

chalk at a slightly higher level than the path, and apparently 'J‘-'J’i"'_'
erately avoided it. The pit measured 4.1 x 3.6m extemnally and 2.7
* 2.5m internally, with a depth of ¢3m. The walls and lining wers
of large evenly shaped flints (719, 923).

To the south of the pit, an area of large flins and chalk was
uncovered, which had been deposited as four or more alternatmg
tuyers (767). This deposit had been badly disturbed by later fea-
tures and some of the pits in the immediate area may pre-date ”.
It appeared to underlie the western entrance wall of the Phase IV
gutehouse, but due w later disturbances, its relationship with the
fint-lined pit could not be clarified.

Comntexts: Flint-lined pit 719, 923.
Flint/chalk deposit (748, 749, 752¢), 701

Phase II - Medieval

(Fig 28) i
On the west side of the guteway the walls and footings of a "FLMI”.
P building (734, 7432, 927, 938) were set into the dark brows
soil. This structure measured 6,36 x o4.9m externally and B
3.6m internally. The walls consisted of massive chalk blocks with
flint coursing (Fig 299, and footings of mortared flint. The floor
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Fig 28 Citadel Gatehouse Phase II.

(903} was composed of compacted chalk, overlain by a thin layer
of grey silt and a substantial layer of loose chalk containing roof tile
fragments. The east wall consisted of similar large flints to those of
the Phase | linear features, which it cut, Postholes (906, 928, 0.6m
diameter, grey soil fll) cut exch end wall internally, and may have
cut the layer above the upper chalk fill. To the south of the build-
ing a stop of chalk (933-934) ran along the east side of the Phase
IV room

The Phase 1 gully (721) appears w have been in-filled during
this phase, with layers of grey clay (727, 729) and chalky clay (728),
Its western edge was not well-defined, however, and there seemed

1o be another parallel cut here filled with fling and tle (733), pos-
sibly part of a later resurfacing. "The lower layers of the Phase 111
surface may actually be part of the Phase I1 roadway. This surface
is present on the east side as 129, 362 and 160,

On the eastern side it has been difficult o assign features o
this phase. A cut through the Phase 1 flint feature (367) contained
mortar and clay (376), and a feature to the north of it (357),
consisted of two parallel strips of puddled clay running cast-west
cither side of packed flint, with a greensand ashlar block ar the west
end. Morar (370) was also present alongside 367 and the Phase
b droin head, A small oval aren of clay, a laid surface of end-on
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tiles and fline (355), together with an associared patch of gravel
with a thin area of burning (356) may belong to this phase. These
features are probably later than Phase 1, and may belong 1o
Phase I,

The flint-lined pit was probably in-filled when the Phase [1 build-
mg was constructed. A layer of grey soil containing daub and fint
{769), was located beneath a compact dump of flints (from eastern
wall collapse?). Above this was a brown sandy morr (756} tipped
in from the east (tp layers at 30° angle), containing flints of the
same type as the pit lining

Contexts: Building T34, 7432, 903, 927, 038,
Postholes G0, D28,
Pt ill 756, 760
Gully fll 727, 728, 729,
Other features 353, 336, 357, 370, 376.
Surfaces 129, 164, 362, 933, 034,
Fimds: Pomery (Med-LMed) 129, 160, 376. 755 (PMed),
7649 (RB), 903,
CBM 756 (RB)Y.
Stone T56.
Plaster, etc THG,
Iron 129, 160, 356, 362, 756, 760
Cu Alloy 756
Lead 756
Environmental 129, 160, 362,
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Fig 29 The Phase II chalk building
viewed from the south after removal
of the floor,

Phase IIT - Late Medicval and Early Tudor

(Fig 30)
This phase has been divided into two, representing two apparent
periods of use for the same buildings.

Phase [fla

Two wall footings (144, 147, 0.4-0.5m wide) were found in the
north-cast of the area (Fig 31). They were built of large flings, chalk,
and sandy mortar, and had chalk and mortar foundations contain-
ing some tile and flint (352, 379}, They were bedded in grey ":J""_'
(164, 366) which sealed the Phase 11 surfaces in this area, One wall
(147) runs above a chalk bank (380) which probably belongs ©
Phasc I, and contained re-used dressed limestone, The other (144)
had three holes cut into its cuter edge,

A small length of flint wall (358) abutted wall 144, and a f.m'l-
ment of flint and chalk wall (176} appears to continue this align-
ment. A foundation or robber wench (filled with clay, chalk, hnu:_h
and flints) ran roughly paraliel to the east (133, 174, 0.5m wide?]
The distance between wall footing and trench was HET'F'“*"‘”“!"'"
2.5m. The remains of wall 176 cur the grey clay layer (141}, b
the floor surface, in the southern end at least, appeared to be made
of chalk and flint {135b, and possibly 129) .

On the west side, & wall footing (541, 543) was cut by Phase IV
and later femtures. It was composed of fling, greensand and mos
on o chalk foundation. A fragment of flint cross-wall (900) on 8
chalk foundation (901) was also noted. A small fragment of wral}
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Fig 30 Citadel Gatehouse Phase III

also survived in the southern area (929, 0.48m wide), made of finn
with a string course of tiles

At least two surfaces in the gatchouse passage appear to belong

to this phase. Above the Phase I flint and chalk, was a laver of

loose flint and tle rubble (726, 733, 737, 738, 741} covered by o
thick layer of chalk (542, 739, 740, up o 120mm thick). The chalk
was cut by a number of irregular gullies (609-61 2], a posthole (5697,

two ovil pits 15-18cm deep (56%), and two small flint filled fea-
tures (613, 6143

Contexts East building 133, 144, 147, 174, 176, 352,
158, 370
Wiest building 541, 543, 900, 901, 9240

R R P
Pasagy 542, 726, T35, 737-T41

Metres

Finds:

Features
Surfaces

Potery

CBM

Plaster, etc
Class

Clay Fipe
Iron

Cu Alloy
Environmental

565, 569, 609-614
1297, 135b, 141

135
552
T26

342,

147,

352
542

134,
141,
133,
542,

(Sax-PMed), 141 (LMed),

(LMed}, 542 (LMed-PMed),

(PMed?).

176.

(surface?)
135, 141,
133, 352,
135, 141,

565, 569

352, 542, T26.

542,

176,

353,

541,
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Fig 31 The north end of the east garehouse viewed from the passageway, showing the Phase Illa flint and

: T i T { 1) I - \ ¥ - |
chalk mortared wall footings 144 and 147, The Phase IIIb brick drain 180 is the dark strip running parallel
o wall 144

Meaar I11 Somc features ot the north end of 1he puichouse pascage may
ths phase. A posthole (548 Aankcd

Above the two flint-flled festures (613, 614) in the chalk roadway, 550}, packed with shaped chalk blocks shares the same

wan @ flnt and preensand kerb (535, $58, 0.2-0 %m wile) running Glled with sty clay. las Bisses o tile md had a chall

across the passage of night-angles 1o the Phase T walls. A abort s Sveciiboa Mk

ditancr o the south wan 5 bock b 568) which ran half-way -
c [ ok L | ran ha A tle and brick rubble filled feature (708 which ran at right
duf passage. Both sat directly on the chalk (%42, et and
R o L porth-western wall fragment S41 and
ATT tructed after the format

e large grecraand bl % ot the east end may have formed par

ed by lavers of iy

Il the e nce o the g L This cu cctangular pat (76
2598, 561, 96, Sa4 -

g X Cummt g & lne of four w bl e §) itk -
he passage arca. There was abso 1 wit & thick

moftar fill. Bencath this was another it

I pansage arca. All were cove
layer of orange-yellow Frable mortar with throe karpe

layer (537). Paiwches of constructon or diemalition dek

1 I Dot Clear fror records whether these are Jifteor

ng maewrsr (549 and brck dom (50 oy this chalk

. Bl siones o those in the pit .
\ bnick drain head {158) was comtruce n the mrernal face of . e
i Ccutnng snother grev clay ver [ 16 It was sury
144, ¢ ung at T E oy L o), It was surrounded Contexts: [Druins LMV, 145, 1SR (375
by mortar (375, Y%, Y70 &f £y :!u.-.._!;!'. ] ¢ morth end of - &
the main dran (1830) (See Fig 31}, On the cas m edge of this drain K »
| eriw 534, 556, Y5HY, S66
8 Une of morer cdom wade widh nbel Imprewoms, was obs | Other Features TAR (557 0. TO6, 750, 768
Another brick dram (560) emerged a1 the swuth end of the gats & e i - > o 3
way, cut ch r at raght-angd I wth 180, Ag — :ll.l .... |: |,-: -;1:.1 544
2 fueen ool Bex e IV ¢ bricks covered the o \ i
dram, and there were tr if The foor of the J -
dran was made of O kn arud the foatwre -y
wan three course deep. On iy somrhy-q 1 sside, & packed chalk Frruds Pottery [ Sed PALed 1% 149 (RE). 184, 3
and flint surface (372) had apg oty replaced the chalk rosdway 1 W
Another brack draan (130, 131 el 860 below the M CHM 143 (PMed 02
IV walls. It seems to have cut & surd f compact tile, brick and Brore 5
i tile, by e - 350, 45
pchbdes (141 a't v EPEETY Y ¢ norh-caslern ares (153 Slate 1501 55
Nl 15
il 4. O lavers on the wess nid Master, o 139, 14
mis) vomnting of fne khald loam, da , e Clas :I " &1
X lron 130 143 150, 150, 164, 150
sciled by & pebble sur 5 ¢ 5 2
robably 177). The draine Cu Allow T
Wb chalk {1%0; 1%) snd Leadd ba
ck-lined drsinage gully (143 ran Envirosencrial 199, 164 7
drsim 180, and @ s higdher bevel a sau 561, 563
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Fig 32 Citadel Gatehouse Phase IV.
Phase T - Veh century Tudor)
(Fig 32)

The substantial brick drains built in Phase Ih were apparcntly
filled in during the construction of the Phase IV gatchouse, The hll
of 560 consisted of silty clay (567) and dark humic earth (571,
beneath the Phase IV wall). A sandy loam surface (128), contain-
ing brick and fint, filled 130/131 and covered most of the south-
castern ared, Dirain 130131 was filled with morar where it man
below wall 94102,

Ihe main gatchouse walls were all of brick, generally laid as
English bond. The west gatehouse had a thick outer wall (23, 0.9m

Metres

thick}, a narmow moer wall (8, 0.35-0.5m wide with alcoves on the
mner face) and a thick south wall (9, 0.98m wide). A narrow inter-
nal cross wall (22, 0.45m wide) had chalk and flint footings (27,
9307). The internal rooms were 2.9m wide, and the south room
was 6.5m in length (Fig 33},

The main walls of the east building (100, 94/102, 92) were of
similar dimensions, but the cross wall survived only as footings of
chalk (148, 1.05-1.38m wide), and brick. The north walls of both
sides were missing, but o fragment of chalk block fooring with brick
(151} sunvived to the cast. Small burtresses (57, 115} extending
from the north towers (80, 173) must mark the originul position of
the north walls, The wall footings (510) and foundation trench




509) for wall 8 were shure

r=built of chalk, and extended nortk-
wardi (753, 0.7Tdm wide

to the bridge. A fragment of beick wall

725, 0.7m wade) survived at the north end of this footing. The
corresponding ares to the cast was not exc svated. The footings for
will ¥ opposite number (341020 were bew substanual (137, 142,

350, 555), the foundation trenches being filled with chalk and clay
with Mo The Sourdation trenck for wall 92 (132 contamed chalk,
Mine, brick wnd stone, A deposit of heavy fing nidules (970) at the
north end of wall 23 sy mark the foundations fu thin wall

e north towers were octagonal in shope on round Footings
with ote small radial wall (923 orth-wost tower). The walls =]
0.93m thick, and the diameter of the Towers was 3.9m externally,
LEm. internally The foundation trench was cxlenanve on g
wde (clm wide), but was nog Present (o the south,
was built againsg subsoil and carlier Layers
trench were fill

W CERl
where the tower
e upper lavers of the
tint, tile and brick (92%),
chalk with tle gnd miortar (26
The floor serfeces bek g b this phase are diloul s wden
tify, The most likely lnyvers on the cust side are of chalk and e
V21 86F), or sandy losm (127 M larrer cortasniy ormm (o have
filled the space between the southern walls of Phase [1]
fhernt pendubes i remmed chalk (124 and 14% 144,
of clay, | Ma, in between), whach overlay the

bed with vellow-grey myoryar, §
und the lower lyer was of trodden

The large
with & than layer
large chalk footing 148,
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Fig 33 'The Phase IV west gate-
house viewed from the south

may form part of the foor, extending out over the Phase 111 walk
360). A chalk layer which wan pan of “Layer 17 m 1983 m'”: -
the went gatchouse flox 7, but the posuble presence of 3 cob foor
was also noted . "
The entrance Passage wus 4.2%m wide, but narrowed to 1. 5m
the south gate. It was altered a number of times dunmg this ph
Above the pebble surface of th
dark brown clay (516 18,
ITSF, 533, 544, 545

¢ preceding phase, a mixed layer
brick, mortar, ot and chalk n-h'h"-l
had been deposited. This was cut by at least
one gully (534, 0.2-0,5m wide]. Abowe thn, layers 516, 518 s
mimed with rusted compact chalk (504) and cut by gullies :Lnl'
513, 519, 320, 5293, 602, 2

i [y
6037, 6042, 605), unall posthobes
OAm dismecter, 0.2

m deep; 524, 0.2%m dismeter), and r,-;u:'l
Bular festure containing & grecosand bi wk and rubble (512), and
which overlay the wall footings for wall 947702, This chalk al.'\-lu-tr:
0 have been resurfac ed by a fuirly smocth layer of chalk {507 “.
another layer of rubble in o clay matrix (506), The gullics, “""\
which were v shaped, contained clay sand rubble (526, 527, 52

A large wres of buming (%07, TosH in the northern part of the P‘I]
wage lay above this chalk (with s laver of vellow stic iy clay beneat
i 33 and Blled some of the
ngular areg of
i this

d » e
pulbics cutting it (eg 5290, =n fatedd
charcoal (%05) in the pordy-west arca may be e
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I'wao rectangular postholes cut through the chalk on either side
of the passage way ot the centre of the northern aren (511a, 0.43
« {.6m, 0.22m deep; 511b, 0.4 x 0.65m, 0.35m deep). They were
filled with loose clay and rubble (521, 517). These lavers and fea-
tures have been assigned o the construction period of the "hase
IV garchouse. Above them a mixed layer which included sand, mor-
tar, brick dust, flint; chalk and rubble (396-390, 500, 501, 503}
had been deposited, and was apparently sealed by a layer of loose
soil and broken flint approximately 7.5cm thick (24, 395). The rop
layer of the passige (below the topsoil) consisted of medium and
small cobbles (10°0) which continued into the inner courtyard
within the Citadel (93, 951). There were signs of wear in these
cobbles presumably coused by wheeled wehicles,

Contexts: Phase 111 feature 133/174, 552, 567, 571.
fills, etc

West building BSOS 10519 T03T22/725/753
755, 9, 22/27030, 23970%,
92132, 4/ 1027137/ 142/350
555, 100, 148, 151

57, 60, 115, 173, 922, 925,
026

124/134a/ 145/ 146, 1257, 1278,
128; 166, 350

10/9093951, 24, 175,
305-390, S500-504, 506-507,
S16/518, 531, 532, 533, 544,
545, 6017, 606-608, T05, T207,
505, 508 (527), 511ahb (521,
512, 513, (526),
515(528), 520, 524, 525, 529,
534, 551, 602-605.

Easr building

MNorth towers

Garehouse surfaces

Pazsage surfaces

Passage feamures

Finds: Potery (Med-PMed) B, 9, 125, 128, 137, 146, 166,

350, 360, 395, 306, 307, 308,
500, 501, 507, 516, 518, 519,
521, 533, 544, 545, 926

CBM 125, 395, 396, 501, 518, 926,

Stone 146, 151 (shot), 532,

Slare 03, 125, 146, 397, 308, 501,
502, 506, 507, 516, 518,

Glass 9, 90, 124, 125, 127, 142, 506,
552,

Clay Pipe 395, 501, 532

Flint 517.

Iron 25, 127, 128, 137, 145, 350,
360, 395-398, 500-502, 504,
510, 517, 518, 532, 533, 545,
552, 567,

Cu alioy 127, 166, 350, 533,

Lead 90, 124, 306, 951

Environmental 8, o0, 124, 125, 127, 128, 134a,
137, 146, 151, 166,175, 350,
360, 305, 396, 397, 308, 500,
501, 502, 504, 506, 507, 516,
517, 518, 519, 532, 533, 54,
545, 551, 552, 555, 567, 571

Phase V' — [ 7th century (Cital War?)

(Fig 34
At the north end of the passage a large H-shaped fearre (547, 3.06m
wide, enst side 3.7m long, west side 3.1m long, narrowest point 0.8m
wide) had been cut through the cobbles and eardier bevels to Phase
L The fill (568} contained clay with flints and some chalk, brick and
animal bones. Only a few thin lavers of rubble lay above it. The
southern extensions were alighthy deeper than the northern pair, and
cut through the Phase IV rutted chalk surface (Fig 35)

An extensive layer of buming (118, containing 170) immediately
below the Phase VI wall in the south-cast room may be atribut-

able 1o this phase, It conmained s sherd of painted window glass
decorated with the Paulet motto, as well &s fragments of window
lead, of brick covered in melted glass, and shute, Tt was at least 0.3m
thick in places. Two other features show signs of buming. A long
rectangular fearure (716} at the northern end of the site had a vel-
low fill and charcoal lining, and a small rectangular burnt patch was

STRUCTURAL EVIDENCE BY PHASE

noted we chalk in the northern central area (157, 0.3 = 0. 1m)
Large amounts of rubble covered the site after s destruction,

and it has not been possible 1o assign most of them o a definite
phase, particularly those in the northern part of the site. The con-
text numbers of all except thoze r'\'-'\.'.rwn.'lg.' pdentified as Phase VI or
Late are hsted below for reference

Contexrs:  Features 118170, 157, 547 (568, 716

Fubhle GHW 4, 17, 18, 26, 62-643
Rubhle GHC 105
Rubhle GHE 95, 99, 106, 120, 123, 138,
Rubhle GHM 3246, 48-50, 52-55, 72-82,
BHTSE 90-04, 110, 152, 153, 165,
I67, 540, 559, 616-625, 7107, 717
Finads: Potery i, 17, 18, 35, 39, 41, 44, 53-55,

(Med-PMed) . SeL1 18, 99, 106, 120, 123,

167, 547.
CBM 17, 39¢, 50, 52, 53, 72, 118, 120,
123, 152,
Stone 17, 50, T2
Slarte 46/51, 55, 105, 106, 118, 170
Plaster, etc 17.
Cilass 4, 17, 96/118, 99, 105, 106, 118,

120, 123, 167.
4, 18, 54, 55, 105, 106, 118, 120,
123, 152, 167, 568

Clay Pipe

Flint 17

Iron 4, 17, 18, 54. 55, 99, 105, 118,
120, 123, 138, 167, 540, 547, 559,
568

Cu Alloy a4, 17, 118, 123, 547

Lead 17, 72, 105, 118, 152.

Worked bone 547

Environmental k17, 18, 33, 35-37, 30-41, 44,
46/51, 50, 52-55, 72, T4-76, T8, BO,
G118, 99, 105, 106, 110, 118, 120,
123, 152, 167, 170, 540, 559, 568,

Phase VT

Late I7th—18th contiry

(Fig 34)

The walls of the gatehouse were resurfaced with brick, making them
narrower than the originals, and a brick capping was set directly
onto the chalk crosswall footings of the cast gatchouse (104, 0.35m
wide) with two layers of tile at the base, In some places, deposits
of rubble and morar were left on qen (112, 168, 178, 701).

The towers were given circular bases above the remains of the
Tudor period octagonal walls, Curving brick walls (51, 59, foun-
danion cut 924; 107, 0.4m wide) were bonded to them (and possi-
bly across them, see Peers 1909, Pl 87), and a mortar lump (713
was found where wall 5% aburted wall 60 (Phase IV). The curving
walls enclosed a semi-circular cobbled apron (47, 114) at the north
end of the site (Fig 36). These cobbles lay across the original posi-
tion of the outer gatchouse walls, up to the brick retaining walls
behind the towers, A flight of six steps (757) was constructed at the
entrance, The first five were made up of monared re-used broken
bricks lnid on a clay and mortar base and the lower rows had mor-
tar on their upper surface. The lowest step was of whole bricks laid
on edge. The walls which retained thiese steps were more substan-
tial than those flanking the cobbles,

The north end of the garchouse in this period was marked by
rough, slightly curved, reused brick and rubble reverments (65, 113)
fronting earth banks. That on the west (65) was only one brick
thick, and had no foundation, North of these the arca had been
lowered and levelled, with the addition of brown soil (615), before
the cobble courtyard was laid up to the revetments. Other walls
(68, 172} little more than one or two bricks thick were built between
the towers and the outer walls, forming an edge to the cobbles and
providing suppor for the res

In addition poor quality walls were built across the north rooms of
the gatehouse (5, 25, 101, 103, c0.6m wide), running over the outer
walls from the ramparts and mming at nght angles towards the north
just before reaching the inner walls (on the west side ar least). Similar
walls (7, 0.7m wide; 96, 97, 0.75m wide, at least 0.55m high) ran
across the south rooms of the gatchouse. Two small curving walls (98)

LIMEnts.
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Fig 34  Citadel Gatehouse Phases V-y1.
linked these walls with the inner walls of the gatchouse, thar on the Other features
west being very insubstangin] (not showm on the plan),
Another small lnyer of cobbles (31} was found n the south-west Finds: Potrery (Med-Modern)
room of the gatchouse, bur its re

lationship with the other

cobble CEM
spreads is unclear Slate
: . Plaster, ctc
Contexts: N courtyard features 477114, 3159/924 107, 615, Glass
E':” Clay pipe
Diagonal walls 325, 7, 96/a7. 1014103 Iron
Revetments 63, 68, 113, 172 Cu Alloy
Rubble, etc 71, 112, 168, 178, 70, Lead
T12-715,

Environmenta)

31, 98, 104.

35 97, 113, 114, 615
25, 65/68, 615

103, 107.

103 _

25, 97, 103, 107,

25, 97, 615 ;
25 o7, 103, 113, 615
615

114, 615
35, 97, 103, 107, 113
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547 which cuts the rutted chalk surface
Phase TV,

504

of

Later feaneres

Three features cut the H-shaped intrusion at the nonh end of the
gatchouse passage. A square posthole with an ovoid base (514, 0.74
% 0.72m at wop, 0.65m deep) cut the south-west comner. The fill
consisted of (522) hight brown st and (523) grev-brown silty cloy,
with charcoal and chalk fragments. An imregular pit (546, 0.7 x
0.75m) containing dark brown loam with fragments of brick, flint
and chalk, animal bones and snail shells (554) cut the west side. A
small round posthale (T04, 0,46 = 0,3Tm) cut the nonh-west cor-
ner, and a similar one was found at the north-east corner (T08),
bur it is possible that these are linked with the Phase V' feature

Two other postholes (904, 905, 0.5m diameter, grey fill) cut walls
8 and 900 (ie Phases IV and IIb) in the north room of the west
gatchouse, Their relationship to wall 25 (Phase V1) is uncertain,

A large amount of rubble was found in the east, west and north
areas, probably related w the collapse of the poorly consmucted
Phase V1 walls and later activity ar the sive (14, 16, 20, 58, 61, 91,

136, 149, 171, 051 1/05127770).

Finally, a layer of topsoil and ourf (1,88, 2, 89, 3, 6, 36, 69, 124)
was laid over the garehouse area, directly above the Phase IV cobbles
in the passageway and above the rubble layers elsewhere

Contexts: Features 514 (522, 523), 546 (554), 704,
TO8, 904, 905
Rubble 14, 16, 20, 58, 61, 91, 111, 116
117, 119, 121, 122, 136, 149,
171, 051 170512770,
lopsodl, etc L/88, 2/89, 3, 6, 56, 69, 126, T18.

Finds: Pottery 2, 3, 6, 16, 69, 88, B9, 91,

(PMed-Modern) 1101, 117, 121, 136, 149, 171,
0511, 0512, 770,

CHM 2, 3; 16, 56, B8, 89, 111, 117

Slate 3, 14, 16, 89, 136,

Plasver; etc 554

(3lass 3, 56, 69, 89, 111, 116, 117, 121,
136, 149, 0511, 0512,

Fig 36 The flint cobbled apron 114 on the east side of the gate passage, viewed from the north.
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Clay pipe 2. 3, 6, 16, 58, 69, 89, 111, 117,
121, 136, 0511, 0512,

136

Flint

Iron 2.3 58, 61, 69, 89, 91, 111, 116,
117, 121, 122, 136, 149, 554, 0511,
0512, 770

Lend 140, 0512

Coin TT0.

1,2, 3, 6, 16, 20, 56, 58, o4, 59,
91, 111, 116, 117, 121, 136, 149,
171, 522, 523, 554, D5311.

Environmenial

Ulnphased Thnidenrfied Comtexes

A number of contexts from the 1978 excavation have not been iden-
tified, either because no information was recorded about them, or
the information is not specific enough to locate them on the plans.
They probably relate to the western gatchouse, Phase IV or later
Wall 192 is said to belong to the Phase IV gatehouse and "5 and 25
seem o be built up o it”, It could be the northern half of Wall 23.
WWall 21 is hsted as a “wall and rubble core™, but no further infor-
mation is available. No information is available for BH78 B6-89,
but there are finds from 86, and BH78 90-94 were used. Contexis
11-13 and 15 are listed as “Basement clearance™, which in GHE
apparemily means the upper layers of the two rooms. No informa-
tion was available for 28-30, but there were finds from 29, which
was planned and could be rubble spill from Wall 7, or a fill between
Walls 7, § and 9.

A few contexts from later years have also been difficult 1o assign

CHAPTER 4: THE CITADEL GATEHOUSE

o phases. In 1981, some “wall footings” (562) were found eMtieriing
from under Wall 947102 (Phase IV) and running E-%7, made yp "'i
Jarge fling, chalk and greensand bl n‘k‘- Unfortunately ghis feature 4
not marked on the plans. A group of flints in clay (570) found bk
the pebbie surface 177 may have been packing insered in the 1979
construction of a walkway, since a context label wias found below them
Layers 627-633 and 637 refer 1o the section cut o the eus of the
flint-lined pit, but their relationship o other features is unclear [hey
are all pre-Phase VI, but closer phating is not possible 2

11-13, 15, 19, 21, 28 1]
BHTS 86-89, 562, 570
026--633, 637

Contexts:

Finds: Pottery (LMed-PMed) 11, 12, 15, 29, 86, 637
CEM 11, 12, 86, '
Stone 86
Iron 11; 12, 20, 637
Cu alloy 1.
Glass 15, 29,
Environmenrak 11, 12, 15, 19, 20

Ringwork Terminals - Structural Evidence by Phase

As the two nngwork terminals have a number of fearures in com.
mon, they will be considered together. For the major features on the
west rampart, fefer to the planin Fig 37, and Fig 38 shows the plan
and section of the east rampart. The phases of the features are shown
on the gatehouse area phase plans (Figs 24, 28, 30, 32 & 14

Fig 37 Ringwork Terminal West

Partially Reconstructed Section




Febl FFXEY

SErl

3

RINGWORK TERMINALS

Partizlly Reconstructed Section

MNE Towes

\
N
X // S
% e
HQH..__—
=
m
=
f
N
X
Y
\\
", il
b

STRUCTURAL EVIDENCE BY PHASE

18

- -
L
=
3 3 4
=
=
'_ll
1::] 8
] e
i

49

Parnally reconstructed section and plan.

Ringwork Terminal East -

Fig 38
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se canl sade, cxcavations boehind the
powet cut this chalk (0524
1 iame-

evel of

n oan Cley) b

" a we of the early phisses

the went ningwork excavaton may belong to one of the aarly | 1

[t is 1 chenr whach laver i cur, bt the Gl contained some winkle
el ., oy o < b

shells which were alwo present in layer 954 (Phase 111 3

R— o e wihisch

Ihe east ninework termienal excaveibons rovealed rwoe Feature

ims-
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Fig 39 View of the west rampart room, at an earh

stage of excavation.

Phase IV

In this phase 3 room was built i the back of the west rampa

with i nonth wall (913, 1.0-1.5m thick, composed of brick, flint
tile and bone with a clay core

.

Iming & revermen! against

part. The reom was trapexoidal in shape, and the un
formed the side of 2 deep cellar (Fig 39). This arrangs
rored on the cast side by wall B4

T'wo brick steps (909) wath o wall beside them (%36, 0, %m wide
bed up o

e meorth roown of the wess gatchaouse
Hoor was apperently of laid brick (914, 9167 ofi & chalk surface (911
A complex of flues and chimnevs P15) was bulll into the west end
of the room. An srched fue & the south was blocked by & later ws
(937, Phase V1. 0.75m wide by 0.75m high o the top of the arch
It entered the room heneath & heic k :
level. The fue was then camied within the thickniew o
to another, smalier platform (0.45m above foor kevel. fhic apening
0 M 0.4%m). The thue then .
A trench (941, my lewst 0.8-0,98m wide) was dug an the
of the conr gatehouse outer wall. It cut through the rempart wall
Phase 111, and an earlier foundation trench (974), The fill was
Pacy clay with flints, with mixed chalk, clay, mortar, fint, tie and
brick at kwer wvels. It wan mast -
0.75m wide) was buily
Balehouse 1o hink i b

broken with the remms

datformn (0. 7%m

e auth mio 4 hnck O

¥ cxcavated. A pew wal
ot right angles to the muin outer wall of the
ack into the defensive circuit which had beet
val of part of 950 (Phasc [1la

The wall and floors of Mhase 1Ib on the cist rampart Were
coveredd by brick, tile and mortsr rubble (960, 968), which in e
was covered by deponits of mortar ($57, 956, 947, 05
This appareny lormed the |

o of the rampart in
Lontexm:  Walj Ql0, 919, 0%, G40, 069
E".'-l!'.u-.'-x SN 919 a3

Lavers 05062, 05097, 9] 1, 91490

0% 087 oR. 047, SGH




RINGWORK TERMINALS

STRUCTURAL EVIDENCE BY PHASE

Fig 40 View of the Ringwork Terminal East showing the tips of subsoil 955 (the 0.7m deposits below the

ranging pole) which may represent Civil War period strengthening.

Finds Portery (Med-PMed) 911, 0509

Swone o11.
Iron 0504
Clay pipe 911,

Phase |

Rough chalk block walls were uncovered on both ramparts (917,
935, 943). Piled against 943 on the east side, as scen in section (Fig
40), were tips of re-deposited subsoil (955) consisting of large flints
in orange clay mixed with chalk, This material was not noted to
the west. A dmber slot (942) had been cut into the end of the east
chalk wall, the beam running parallel with the ground, not the slope
of the bank. The layvers to the rear of wall 943 are less casy 10 inter-
pret, but it is likely that two of them, chalk lumps with flint (966)
brown clay and flints (965), were deposited during this phase.

The brick floor of the room on the west rampart was replaced,
possibly during this phase, with a dirty clay floor (952)

Contexts: Walls Q17/935, 945,

Fearures 942,
Layers 0504, 05052, 952, 055, 065,
Shb
Finds: Pottery (LMed-PMed) 952, 955, 965
CEM 055,
Jet 0505
Clay pipe 0532,

Phase V1

Rough brick and rubble walls (918, 962) were constructed across
the earlier ruing. To the west (918, 0.48m wide) up to six courses
survivied in situ, Both walls sat on top of the Phase ¥V chalk walls
A short length of wall in English bond mn at right angles to 918
(919, 0.6m wide, ten courses high). It had foundations of brick and
flint, and & straight joint with wall 913 (Phase IV)

On the southem sides of the rampans, brick-faced rubble rever-
ments (108, 937) rewined the layers above the Phase [ILNTV rooms,
and led down into the garehouse area {gv)

On the north side of the west rampart, a thick layer of rubble
(973) was overlain by re-deposited dirty chalk (972). This arca was
roughly rectangular, the flat top measuring 3 x 3m, with a slope to
the east 3 x 1.5m. The chalk was cut by two parallel slots with
small postholes set into them (920, 921). The slots were 0.45m
wide, the postholes 0.3m across and 0.22m deep.

On the south side of the east rampart section, a hump of chalk
(964) overlying the Phase V bank may belong to this phase,

Contexts: Walls 108, 918, 919, 937, 962
Features @20, 921.
Layers 64, OT2, 973,

Finds: Portery (RB) G64.
Cu Alloy a19.

Lare

The upper lavers of the cast rampart consisted of fine light grey soil
with evidence for individual rurves, containing brick, tile and stone
rubble (953, 0503, 1001}

Contexts:  Rubble 953, 0503, 1001.
Finds: Pottery. (PMed-Modermn) 953, 0503, 1001.
CEM 953, 1041
Gilmss 953, 0503
Clay pipe 953, 0503, 1001
Iron 953, 0503,
Cu Alloy 0503
Lead 953, 0503,

Environmental 0503, 1001,
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Gatehouse - Interpretation
area of the gatehouse revealed

The excavations in the . .
: up to six centuries of

a complex of features spanning _ 45
activity. This ranged in nature from Ltct'_t'm..l. o
;1_{thr:m.-.1iz-;m¢m_. from demolition 1o I.:t{]_dﬁcill-"m.h_’-: and
can be divided into six main phases (Fig 43). Not all
of these phases are equally well represented. The first
three in particular involved considerable cluur':mt"ﬁ or
suffered from the later episodes of dl:.\'-l.I'LJl:tILt'.ll'l _ﬂmt
clearance, Nevertheless, a picture emerges of a Hog-
work castle gateway, well-fortified in the mcdmratl
period, which was transformed at the hands of
William Paulet into one of the finest guwhnu;us of
the late Tudor period. In the mid-17th century it was
called upon to act in a defensive capacity in a most
unexpected manner, and by the late 17th century, fol-
lowing large-scale demolition, it formed the entrance
to ornate gardens. For the past century or so the gare-
way has funnelled the many visitors into and out of
the Citadel,

Pre-Phase [

The dark brown clay noted beneath the gatehouse
fearures was also discovered in the kitchen area and
elsewhere on the site. It must represent a cultivation
soil, and conmained prehistoric, Romano-British,
Saxon and medieval sherds.

Phase I — Timber garetotver and Barbican

This phase has been divided into two, although it is
not entrely clear how the features assigned to them
related to each other, or even to later evidence in
SOME cases,

Phase Ia

The earliest construction on the site appears to have
been a timber gatetower. Four large postholes can be
interpreted as the foundations of a rower aApproxi-
mately 4m square. Why the two eastern POst-pits are
80 much larger and deeper than those to the west is
not clear. It is possible thar the latter were not TECOE-
nised in the initial stages of the EXCAVALION process.
or that they had been eroded by the neighbouring
gully. The gully could be interpreted as an eaves-drip
particularly as there is evidence for a similar t'uatur:;
on the other side. There was no evidence for any wall-
footings, and the position of the west LT

the confines of the building, SUggests lh%::lltli;r_-‘:::,_l:.tn
had an open ground floor with One Or more ,;nc;m:\-j
storeys above. Similar nngwork gatetowers are knn;-.-;n
at Penmaen (Alcock 1966) and Rumney (W shater &
Cherry 1079), : SR

T'he position of the gate also presents a problem

as there is no evidence for gate or door posts. A 1M
ar A o ¥ ¥ " . el ; -

ilar difficulty was encountered by Alcock {op cit) ¢
= -~ - o

Castle Tower, Penmaen, e

although the ggre
T - gatctowe
there was slightly wider. His reconsir o

: uction involye
the use of sole plates on w e

hich to set the door posts

PTER 4: THE CITADEL GATEHOUSE

At Basing, there is evidence for a metalled ry
ning inwards from the ditch to the north sige of
gate LOWET, and this would imply that the m[r&n-:
was a maximum of 1.5m wide. If so, then 4 “-'ﬂrn'.l;:
arrangement to that suggested for Penmgen Gl
have been in use here. 0

The other postholes and pits attriburable 1 i
phase are less easy to interpret. It is possible thy 1
represent some form of timber revetment /

ad myp.

Or palisade
lining an entrance passage up to and beyong
tower, and the larger postholes at the nornh end
the entrance passage may have formed a barhican, e
held another simple gate. The small posthole at the
extreme north of the site, cut by the flint-lined pit,
may represent the beginnings of a timber bridge
ACrOss the di[ch, but as the area to the east of :j.-_;‘.
roadway was not excavated below the Phase VI gob.
bles, it is not known if the feature was mirrored o
this side.

Dreposits of chalk and flint were present on either
side of the gate passage in this phase, and the e
dence suggests that the flints formed the basal layers
of the original ramparts, or a revetment to the ring-
work terminals. It would appear that the timber rever
ments were positioned first, and flint and chalk
dumped behind them. The gully to the east of the
gate tower contained a quantty of broken roof tik
which may represent demolition rubble accumularing
ar the end of this phase.

Sixteen sherds of portery dating to the 13th cen-
tury or earlier, were recovered from Phase Ia con-
texts. Three features (361, 364, 372) produced sherds
of the same green glazed vessel. None of the potten
is worthy of illustration. The only other finds from
Phase Ia were animal bones and a copper alloy frag-
ment,

Phase Ib

2l

One of the most impressive elements of the eatl
entrance complex is the flint-lined pit which lis
between the ditch and the Phase Ia gatetower. The
tomparative isolation of this feature has made its post
tion in the sequence open to question, but the pre-
ferred view is that it represents a major developmen?
during the Phase I occupation. Stratigraphically it &
possible that it belongs with the Phase II building
but the poor alignment berween the two suggests thil
!]_'11:3' are unlikely to have been in use at the same omé
The pit respects the Phase Ia roadway, but if the post
hole cut by the south side of the pit was part of 8
bridge carrying this road, it is difficult to see how I
could have functioned at this stage. .
. |niIi;|”5' the flint-lined pit was in[n:r]'urs:[l_‘d asda “hf“
into which a raised drawbridge would pivot, but mi
absence of any corroborating evidence, the alignme™
and the early date argue against this. A more saU%
ﬁ’“—“‘_‘""ﬁ»‘ explanation is that the pit represents the I0U%
dations of a barbican tow er guarding the entrance
the ringwork. Two stone-lined pits of a similar S
have been found at Launceston Castle, and i€
Preted as tower bases. and evidence of small murs

Fig g3
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towers is known from Restormel, Newcastle and
other sites (Kenyon 1991). At Basing, as at these
other locations, the superstructure was maost likely to
have been half-timbered.

Phase [T = Rectifinear Gatetower

Afier the barbican tower had gone out of use, T-_hf-:
flint-lined pit filled, or was deliberately filled, with
debris. Two distinct layers were recognised; the lower
level consisted of parts of the east and north flint walls,
with large quantities of daub. This daub must repre-
sent the fabric of the superstructure. Found in this
layer were iron nails and other fittings, an iron hinge
strap (Fig 59 No 4), and fragments of pottery, includ-
ing part of a 13/14th century baluster jug (Fig 45 No
6). The upper layer was predominantly mortar and
again represents building rubble. Finds included 14th
century sherds, a Roman tile, an iron crossbow bolt-
head (Fig 59 No 18), a stirrup or spur fragment, and
copper and lead sheets. A sherd of 17th century red
ware was presumably intrusive, from the upper layers
immediately beneath the Phase VI cobbles.

The alignment of the gate passage changed in this
period, swinging slightly to the west. It was probably
resurfaced with flint and chalk, and the Phase I gully
was filled in. The flint and chalk surface to the east
contained pottery of 13/14th century date (Fig 45
No 7).

A rectilinear building with flint and chalk walls was
constructed on the west side of the gateway. No evi-
dence was found for a similar structure to the east, so
it is possible to interpret this building as a simple, if
substantial, wall tower standing to one side of the
entrance passage. [his type of entrance is known at
other sites, one example being the 12th/13th century
gate at Deddington Castle, Oxfordshire (Kenyon ibid).
At Basing, the arrangement echoes the earlier barbi-
can structure on the west of the roadway, but with the
tower drawn into the line of the ringwork circuir.

The floor of the building was of chalk, and had
been resurfaced at some point with a layer of chalk
above a thin lens of dirty silt. The upper layer con-
tained roof tile fragments and a single sherd of Surrey
White Ware (late 13th-early 14th century). It was cut
h}' oW pats which also cut into the north and south
wal.ls of the building. Their purpose is unclear, but
their symmetry suggests a structural purpose, possi-
bly of a temporary nature.

A few features on the east side have been assigned
,“3 this phase, although their interpretation is difficult.
lhose cut through the Phase la reverment may rep-
resent a door or passageway onto the ramparts. An
area of clay overlying edge-set tiles, associated with a
layer of burning may be the remains of g hearth,

Phase IIf — First Gatehouse

The Phase II building presumably had
bered superstructure on s chall a-md flint foorings
which would have been comparatively easy to !‘I.‘i'l'ln:l"‘
A thin layer of grey clay was p!'l_'.‘-l:_'l'i.l ' 7

a half-tim-

across most of

CHAPTER 4: THE CITADEL GATEHOUSE

the site and may represent evidence for a period of
disuse berween Phases II and IIL In the late medieyy
phase a double gatehouse was constructed, and these
buildings appear to have continued in use into the
early Tudor period.

Phase Illa

In this phase the alignment of the approach was again
changed, swinging 25° to the east, compared with the
Phase II building. The most substantial evidence was
on the east side. Parts of the inner wall and cross wal|
footings were uncovered, and a robber trench to the
south-east was in all probability related. This pro-
vided a tangible link with the wall cut into the eas
ringwork terminal. No trace was found of the south
wall of the building, and the area of the north wall
was not excavated.

It is possible that one half of the building, proba-
bly the north, was an additon, perhaps to replace an
earlier structure in the same location. This would
explain the slightly different alignment of the north
and south rooms, and the straight joint between them,
It is also possible that part of the southern room had
been demolished before the brick drains were laid in
Phase b, as one of them runs beneath the line of
the south-western wall.

The west side of this gatehouse survived only in
fragments, but apparently mirrored the arrangements
to the east. Both inner southern walls had tiles laid
over their southern ends. These may represent the
remains of a string course, or they may have been
added to level the ground when the Phase IV foun-
dations were being prepared. The plan of the gate-
house is difficult to assess because of the absence of
its front (north) walls. In the reconstruction (Fig 43)
they have been drawn at right angles to the side walls,
but they may well have been curved or polygonal at
this period.

The gate passage during this period was composed
of thick chalk, laid over loose rubble. A number of
irregular channels cut into this roadway (Fig 33)
They may represent the movement of wheeled traf-
fic into and out of the Citadel, particularly in wet
weather when the chalk must have been soft and slip-
pery, or they may well be natural drainage runnels.
nl'ﬂ'lﬂ'dg': seems to have been a constant problem
throughout the life of the gatehouse, presumably
because of the marked gradient into the site.

The presence of pits and other features cut into the
chalk passageway are not easily explained. The brick
and stone kerbs which run across the centre of the
passageway at right angles to the walls may have been
introduced to stabilise the passage surface when it wis
relaid. The new roadway was again made of chalk,
laid above rubble, but whether it belongs o ]:]““I‘:
ta or ITIb depends on its relationship to the brick
drain, which was not noted. Most of the pottery from
this phase dates to the 15th/16th centuries (eg Fig 9
No 8),
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GATEHOUSE

Phase b

During this phase the late medieval buildings appear
to have been improved by the addition of brick drains
to the east building, a new room on the east rampart,
and a new surface in the entrance passage. This phase
has been interpreted as the first attempt at remodel-
ling the site in the Tudor period, and as such was
E-;.r._ﬂ-_.;]hl].' short-lived.

The drains were cut through the chalk surface of
the passage, and apparently channelled water from
the Citadel o the ditch, although the northern end
was not seen. A drain head located in the north-east
room of the gatchouse joined the main drain, and a
less substantial fearure may have carried run-off from
the passageway into the brick drain. Tile-lined gul-
lies running either side of a pit in the centre of the
passage may also have been connected to this system.
Although bricks were found covering the drain where
it ran below the later walls, it is likely that rimber
planks served this purpose in the gateway, and wood
impressions were found in the mortar in places. A
chalk and fint roadway covered the brick drains,
and presumably formed the Phase IIIb passageway,
although it may represent the beginnings of Phase IV
activity. Pottery from Phase IITb contexts is 15th-16th
century or earlier in date (eg Fig 45 No 9).

Phase IV = Tudor Brick Gatehouse

The major rebuilding took place later in the Tudor
period, and involved another shift of axis. This
ground plan remains almost unchanged to the pre-
sent day, although a few modifications were made
during the Civil War period and following demoli-
tion. Based on the documentary evidence this work
probably ook place berween 1531 and 1561,

The gatehouse was built of brick, in English bond,
to a symmetrical rectangular plan with four octago-
nal corner towers, and two rooms either side of an
entrance passage. The inner walls continued north to
form the approach to the bridge. Examples of this
type of plan are seen at many contemporary country
houses, particularly in the southern and eastern parts
of England. Surviving examples include the second
gatehouse at Hampton Court Palace, the stone
gatehouses at Tirchfield Abbey (Hampshire) and
Cowdray House, Midhurst (West Sussex), and the
extravagant eight-storey brick built gatehouse at
Layer Marney (Essex). None of these seem to have
had rooms as an integral part of their ground-floor
plan, however, and all were constructed as part of a
range of buildings. The more compact arrangement
at Basing is presumably a product of its origins as a
medieval ringwork castle entrance.

Gatehouses such as these were built as a display of

wealth and status rather than for any true defensive
purpose. The Basing version appears to have been far
more substantial than its immediate predecessor
{although an imposing front may have existed here
also), When called into action during the siege; it pre-
sumably played its part in holding the Parliamentarian
forces at bay

INTERPRETATION

37

The appearance of the gatehouse is documented by
the fifth Marquess, who described it as ‘the loftie gare-
house eoith foure Turrers looking northwards' (see p6). It
is also shown in the engraving attributed to Hollar
(Fig 4, the building with octagonal turrets) and the
drawing by Dunstall (Fig 5). From these it can be
suggested that the gatehouse was three or four storeys
high and had large windows on the internal, and
probably also the external, facades. Finds collected
during the 19th century excavations provide further
architectural derails, such as the use of stone for
quoins and tracery, and the presence of decorative
stone roundels similar to the terracotta examples
adorning Hampton Court Palace. Large quantities of
fragmentary worked stone were also recovered dur-
ing the recent excavations.

The brick drains of the previous phase seem to have
gone out of use when the major gatehouse was builr,
as the foundations appear to have cut through them,
and they contain construction debris. At least some
of the walls of the Phase III building were removed
to foundation level before the erection of the new
structure.

The internal arrangement of the corner towers is
not certain, but it seems likely that the southern pair
at least had spiral staircases, leading down into the
cellars which flanked the gatehouse in this phase. In
has been suggested that the nmorthern towers held
garderobes, but no evidence was found for this. The
two blocked apertures at the front of the towers at
ground level were approximately 0.6m wide, and
could possibly have held doors, a feature seen in other
gatechouses of this type.

The absence of a proper drainage system seems 1o
have affected the gate passage surface dunng the con-
struction phase, and a number of gullies formed run-
ning south to north. Two small postholes cutting this
surface were possibly dug to hold scaffolding, but no
others were found. After this stage, the passageway
was again resurfaced with smooth chalk, which was
cut by rectangular postholes on either side, probably
marking the site of a temporary gate, The large area
of burning in the northern end of the passage may
result from the destruction of this gate

The final stage in the life of the passageway was
another resurfacing, this time with medium and small
flint cobbles bedded into lavers of soil and rubble.
The surface conunued inte the Citadel and formed
a large open courtyard in the northern quarter of the
enclosure. The wear on these cobbles SUZECSTS that
the surface was in use by heavy traffic for some time,
and it must belong to the main Tudor phase of the
gatehouse. However, at least two sherds found below
the cobbles {in the bedding material and in the fill of
the west gatchouse inner wall foundation trench) may
be of 17th century date, suggesting that the passage,
or some part of it, could have been relaid at some
point. Later developments removed this surface at the
north end of the passage, and it is not known how
far it extended in that direction. It is likely, however,
thar the cobbled surface would at least have contin
ued across the bridge.
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The remains of the Tudor bridge were ur_m‘wtrrg:i
by the 19th century excavations. It is a brick t;:u;. t
structure aligned on the central passage wuilﬁ.nt t [LI
gatehouse. At the centre of the ditch it turns ah?m y
rowards the north-west, The reason for this is unclear,
but it may relate to the position of the bailey gate-
house to the west.

Ac in Phase III, the majority of pottery recovered
from Phase IV contexts was of 15th-16th century dare
(Fig 45 Nos 12-15}.

Phase V — The Civil War Siege and Destruction
(1643-1650)

A few modifications were apparently made to the
gatchouse after the completion of Phase IV, mostly
on the ramparts and in the gate passage area. These
have been interpreted as attempts to strengthen the
defences before or during the Civil War sieges. Within
the gatehouse itself, only two features could be
assigned to the destruction phase.

A deep and extensive H-shaped feature (Fig 35)
was found cutting the Phase IV cobbles at the north
end of the gate passage. The most likely explanation
for its existence is that it held some form of strength-
ening for the original doors or gates, which was later
removed. Three documentary sources mention that a
gatehouse door was barricaded during the siege, and
although it was not this particular thoroughfare being
described, it is probable that many of the gates would
have been blocked in this way. Whatever the original
purpose of this feature, it is clear that the structure
related to it was removed during or soon after the
siege. The few finds are of medieval and 17th cen-
tury dare (Fig 45 Nos 17 and 18),

An area of bll]‘nil‘ig found in the south-east rOOm
of the gatchouse may also relate to the period of the
S Ok indeed the fall of the House. It contained
various fragments of burnt material which were prob-
:_ihl].' part _uf the fabric of the gatchouse. These
1m_:ludm.{ window glass and lead cames, slate, plaster,
brick, and 16th/17th century pottery,

Phase VI - Garden Phase

After the fall of Basing House in Ocrober 1645 the
n;mm-a_! of building marerial was actively encouraged
by Parliament. This mav not have had an immediate
effect on the fabric of the gatehouse, and the Dunstall
:\ngmvm'g may have been made several years later
am ktjhr: Site was, to all intents and purposes, a quarryj
As discussed earlier Basin e -
S : SINg was granted to Robe
: ert
Wallop in 1650, but restored to the Paulers in 1662
Paradoxically it may have been this reversal of for.
- . 2 3 r_
::jms k'.]n;:'l. had most impact on the gatchouse stryc
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Matras

Fig 44 Citadel Gatehouse north end — Fearures of
Phase Ib and VI including the flint-lined pit and brick
steps,

description of 1754 places the (by then destroyed)
vineyard in the Citadel, but there is no surviving plan
of this work. The suggestion that Capability Brown
(1715-1783) was involved in the scheme, however
or that the First Lord Bolton was responsible for alter
ing the ruins in the later 18th century are discounted
by Peers (1909, 564) and this effectively puts the om*
gins of the garden phase into the late 17th century:

The foundations of the main Tudor gatehouse Were
made part of the garden scheme, notably '-‘-'l'i]? _m"'
addition of a flight of brick steps and low retaini
\FRHS-, and the iﬂ}'illg of an apron of l."li'tbbfﬂ'5 c]ll.:"x"-“:'-
by narrow curved walls (Figs 43 & 44). The octag®
nal tower bases were given a circular capping .
poorly constructed brick walls were built diagond™
across the north and south rooms. _

The walls crossing the northern rooms may 1’“;
formed the beginning of a walkway leading up "L‘r
the cobbled area onto the ramparts, whilst m.‘L
southern counterparts continued across the ‘“Ill'.c-l-l
cellars to the so-called *cricker boundary wall ""'h[','
runs around the Citadel interior. They were rt'l'"i":::]’
when the cellars were empried during the 18t 1 S
Century excavations. The interior ‘cricket bounda™
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RINGWORE. TERMINALS

wall’ has been interpreted as a reverment for a raised
path immediately inside the ringwork.

Steps on the Citadel bank at strategic places sug-
gest that it was used as a vantage point from which
o the view the ruins, or the gardens. The Citadel
area was apparently ‘entirely covered with a grassy
mound, four feet in depth’, which was removed by
the Bolton excavations (Warren 1907), It is likely that
this soil was brought in as part of the landscaping
exercise, as rubble alone would have made cultiva-
tion difficult. If this is the case, then the walls of the
0ld House (with the possible exception of the well)
would not have been visible, and gardens would pre-
sumably have been the focus of attention.

Late

A few features do not fit easily into Phase VI and may
have been cut at @ later date, perhaps during Home
Gruard exercises at the House in the 1940s. An irreg-
ular hole in the west side of the H-shaped feature
may have been present in the top layers in this area,
where it is interpreted as a tree hole, or it may be a
late gatepost. Godwin (1882) wvisited the site, and
mentions the presence of an iron gate in this area.
The pottery from contexts assigned 1o this phase is
all post-medieval and modern.

Ringwork Terminals — Interpretation
Phase I-1I

Apart from a small posthole of uncertain date and
function on the west side of the gate, the most tan-
gible features of these phases are the two flint walls
to the east, one running north-south and the other
east-west. They must represent the ancillary features
which accompanied the Phase Ia gatetower and the
Phase IT gatetower. The excavation of this area sug-
gests that the early rampart was comparatively insub-
stantial

Phase Ila

In this phase, a chalk wall appears to have replaced
the flint wall on the east side of the gateway. Floor
surfaces existed to both front and rear of this wall.

Phase 1ITh

A brick wall with rubble core was built on the east
side, with the earlier flint wall used as footings. As it
was cut by the construction of the Phase IV corner
tower, it is difficult to be certain of its connection
with the gatehouse. It may have formed a small room,
a cormidor from the gatehouse to other parts of the
defences, or merely a small alcove. Substantial quan-
tities of charcoal were trodden into the chalk floors

here, and may represent the use of torches or bra-
ziers for lighting and heating.

The arrangement of buildings on the west side at
this period is unknown. If there was a room or cor-
ridor on this side it would probably have been
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removed during the construction of the Phase IV cor-
ner tower.

Phaze HI-IV

The narrow flint wall on the west rampart is difficult
to interpret, owing to its strange alignment. It may
have been built to help stabilize the rampart, rather
than as a defensive wall in its own right. The layer
of rubble and soil assigned to this phase on the west
rampart contained pottery of 16th century date (Fig
45 MNos 10 and 11).

Phase IV

The most radical changes in this phase were made
on the west rampart, and involved the construction
of a room. The front (north) wall formed a revetment
against the earlier bank or wall. If the rear (south)
wall of the room was formed by the north wall of the
cellar, then the room was trapezoidal in shape as
shown on the plan (Fig 43).

There were two brick-built steps running up from
the north room of the west gatehouse to the thresh-
old of this room. The remains of the floor were also
of brick, at a slightly lower level than the top of the
steps. The bricks did not extend right across the area,
so either they were removed after the destruction of
the house, or there may have been a planked floor

At the west end of the room, were a series of flues
and the remains of a chimney. The system was appar-
ently heated through an arched flue to the south. It
has been suggested that tanks for heating water stood
ahove the two flue openings. The presence of large
quantitiecs of food waste (amimal bones, edible shell-
fish, etc) suggests that they were used for the prepa-
ration of food, but other domestic refuse was also
present, and the layers may represent a general rub-
bish depaosit.

A trench cut through the east rampart in this phase
was most likely a robber trench. It was probably a
continuation of the trench seen in the south room of
the gatchouse. After the wall was removed, a short
length of brick wall was constructed from the gare-
house to the chalk wall on the rampart, to tie it into
the defensive circuit, The brick wall at the front of
the east rampart was demolished at this period, and
it and the adjacent room or corridor was covered with
layers of rubble

Phase V

In this phase chalk block walls were roughly con-
structed on both ramparts, presumably o strengthen
the outer brick walls of the Tudor period. Earth was
dumped in front of the chalk walls, probably at the
same time. There is some documentary evidence for
this, in The Soldiers Report of Sir William Waller’s Fight
{1643, where it is recorded that the house was
‘strongly walled about with earth raised against the
wall, of such a thicknesse, that it is able to dead the
greatest cannon bullet’,
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Phase VI

The rough walls constructed across the garchouse
area in the garden phase were continued onto the
ramparts, possibly as some form of wallkway or revet-
ment, The ramparts were apparently higher than they
had been during Phase V, and the rampart rooms
were probably filled in. This is not surprising when
it is considered how much rubble would have been
present post-Civil War. Narrow brick walls were con-
structed on top of both ramparts, and postholes in
trenches found on the west rampart must represent
a temporary structure erected in this phase.

CHAPTER & THE CITADEL GATEHOUSE

The Ditch = Interpretation

The interpretation of the ditch fill is hampered by i,
fact that excavation in both areas was m‘-’*"mplul- lL|
both localities nearly all of the deposits recorded :.m“
removed consisted either of debris from the ]‘”ht-{'iil-.-lrl
War demolition episode, or spoil from Lord Bolon's
dig. An interesting detail of the latter can be cop.
strued from layers 0515 and 0516, which are similsr
to the pre-Phase 1 soils found in the gatchouse ur:,-;;
They indicate that some of the areas of uxua-.-am.q:
within the Citadel dug down well into the subsoils,

Tt Fabricy

Niearly farry

L] d-'-h!




Chapter 5

The Citadel Gatehouse

(INCLUDING BOTH RINGWORK TERMINALS AND THE DITCH)

The Finds

The finds from this area (Fig 21, Area 1) are
described by material. The gatehouse and ringwork
terminals are considered separately from the ditch
because of the very different nature of these deposits
and the way in which they were formed,

THE POTTERY
GATEHOUSE AND RINGWORK TERMINALS
Introdiction

A roral of just over 6 kg of potery was recovered from the gate-
house and ringwork terminals. The original work on this material
(inchuding most of the danng) was done by Ken Barmon, and the
following report is based on his notes, with additional analysis and
quantification by Sue Anderson and Duncan Brown All the illus-
trated sherds are shown in Fig 45, (Nos 1-39, in bold in the text).
Only the illustrated portery is described in detail, and any further
information should be sought in the site archive.

The Fabrics

Nearly forty fabrics were identificd in the potery assemblage from
the whole gatehouse aren, including the ditch. They have been
divided into eight groups for ease of description. The gatchouse
classification has been used also to describe pottery finds from other

areas of the site.

Group 1 - Romano-Brinich Wares

Few pieces of Roman pottery were recovered, and the fragments
are generally very abraded. Most common is grey ware (RBGYW);
a few sherds of oxidised, colour-coated, gold mica dusted and parch-
ment ware were also found.

Group 2 - Saxon and Early Medieval
These can be divided into organic tempered and flint tempered
WATes.

2.1. Organic tempered coarse ware (OFTCW)
The fabric is soft, with a powdery feel, varving in colour from red-
brown or buff to grey on the margins; the core is generally light
grey to black. The organic temper has left holes 1-3mm in diam-
eter, and there is also a sparse fine-medium sand content. The few
sherds recovered are of cooking pots. Saxon?

2.2. Grass tempered coarse ware (GTCW)

Ihis fabric & hard and rough and a4 uniform dark grey or black
throughour, although the surface may show some degree of oxida-
it

. The inclusions consist of fine sand and cosrse carbonised grass
Vessels appear 10 be hand-made and the forms include bowls and
cooking pots, Saxon?

2.3, Boft gross tempered ware (SGTW)

Only one example of this soft, smooth fabric was identified. It was
black throughout, although the surfaces were slightly brown. The
sand content was more coarse than that of Fabric 2.2, and there
was less grass. The sherd appeared o be from a wheel-made cook-
ing pot with everted rim Saxon?

2.4. Coarse flint tempered ware (CFTW)

This fabric was also represented by a single sherd. [t was light grey
on the internal surface, with grey margins and core, but the surface
was pinkish red. The sherd was soft, with a harsh feel, and the flint
content was approximartely 40-50%, The vessel was a handmade
cooking pot. Early Saxon?

2.5, Flint tempered coarse ware (FTCW)

The majority of early medieval sherds found at Basing House were
of this fabric. The colour is varable and often patchy, ranging from
dark grey to red with all permutations in berween. The matrix is
soft and powdery, and inclusions are coarse fling (c10%), coarse
chalk (¢1%), and occasionally coarse but sparse grog or Grganic
temper, The majority of forms are probably cooking pots, anid rims
may be plain, beaded, everted or T-shaped, sometimes with
impressed decoration; 12th-13th century.

2.6, Chaff and flint tempered ware (OFTW)

Again, this fabric is represented by only one sherd. It differs from
Fabric 2.5 in being handmade and containing greater quantitics of
organic temper than flint. It also contains some coarse chalk and
medium sand. Probably a cooking pot. Prehistoric?

2.7. Grog tempered oxidised ware (GTOW)

A soft-hard fabric with powdery feel, wheel made, black interior
and core, red externally, containing moderate inclusions of soff
medium to coarse grey, white and red grog. Saxon.

Group 3 - Medieval and Late Medieval Wares

3.1. Fine Sandy Buff Ware (FSBEW)

Wheel made; a hard fabric with harsh or rough feel. Abundant fine
sandy inclusions with occasional coarse grog tempering and fine
mica. The surfaces tend to be oxidised and vary from buff 1o brick
red or even dark purple. The core is generally light grey There is
often clear 1o green glaze (sometimes mottled), usually on the upper
half of the vessel, occasionally with white ship beneath the glaee
Decoration includes incised wavy and parallel horizontl lines, cir-
cular stamps in vertical bands, applied strips, and stabbing on han-
dies. Most forms are jugs, some with frilled round-bottomed bases,
and the occasional cooking pot (unglazed smoke blackened shends)
This is probably London-type ware of the 13th—-15th centuries
(Pearce et al 1985),

3.2, High Fired Buff Ware (HFBEW)

Probably a slightly finer and higher fired version of Fabric 3.1.
Sherds are very hard with smooth edges and surfaces. Inclusions
are sparse fine sand and fine mica. Surfaces and marging are brick
red and the core is grey. Occasionally the outer surface s dark
purple grey (possibly fumed or colour-coated?), Genemlly unglazed,
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6.1, Fine hard reduced ware {(FHRY"

This fabric has very hard margins and surfaces bur o soft core, It
has a powdery feel. The margins and surfaces nre dark grey or pur-
ple and the core is dark creamy buff or purple. It containg moder-
ate very fine sand. Splashes of brown and green glaze are present
It seems that at least ong of the sherds was intentionally very hard
and may be profo-stoneware.

6.2, ¥Sieghurg stoneware (SGSW1)
Only ene sherd could be anributed to this area. It was in a very
hard creamy white-grey fabric, and was unglazed

6.3, Cologne/Frechen stonewnre (SGSW2)

Uniform light grey, very hard, smooth fabric: the fabnc colour can
vary, Sometimes the inner surface is coated with a pinky-buff slip,
,..\_.\_.‘-,-,,.15:.;|.|_|3- glazed. External glaze tends o be light metallic brown
or pale buffbrown Some pots have the mottled brown glaze usu-
ally associated with "bellarmines” and a number of masks and badges
from this type of vessel were present Other vessels were mugs and
jugs, sometimes with frilled bases. 16th century onwards

6.4. Raeren/Aachen stoncware (SGSW3)

Generally uniform grey, very hard, smooth or soapy fabric; n one
case it was a uniform salmon pink/orange. Glaze is clear (grey) or
light brown/bronze. Where sherds were unglazed internally, they
would only be assigned to this fabric if the form appeared to be
one associated with this production area. Similar forms to those of
Fabric 6.3 (except for ‘bellarmines’). Late 15th/16th century.

6.5, Westerwald stoneware (3G5W4)

Very hard uniform creamy white fabric with light grey salt glaze
externally, clear glaze intemnally, decorated with cobalt bloe.
1 Tth-20th century

6.6. English stoneware (ESW)

No attempt was made to source this type of vessel, and all
stonewares thought o be of English origin are included. Most are
of uniform white or buff fabric and are glazed in an even light brown
colour externally. Forms include tankards, ‘soda water” bottles, and
large bortles. 18th-20th centuries.

Group 7 - Cream Wares & Porcelain

Although it is recognised that porcelain is not really a pottery type,
it has been included here partly because so few examples were recov-
ered, and partly because it was the model for the later cream earth-
EAWIIres.

7.1, Tin glazed ware (TGW)

A soft, powdery, cream fabric, with no obvious inclusions, Glazed
white inside and out (although this has often been lost in patches),
with painted blue, and sometimes orange and purple decoration.
The most common form is the *drog jar’. 17th century.

7.2. Glazed cream ware (GOW)
Uniform very hard cream fabric with no visible inclusions. Usually

glazed white, somerimes with transfer printed decoration in blue or
black. Mostly cops, some plates. 18ith-20th centuries

7.3, Porcelain (PORC)

T.4. Suaffordshire slip ware (55%W7)

Very hard uniform creamy buff with no obvious mclusions
Decorated externally with white undercoat slip and dark brown
combed tmailed slip under almost glass-like yellow slip which also
occurs on the plain interior. Late 17th-18th century.

Group B - Burmt Forery
This category was utilised when it was not possible to identify a
fabric,

Dhiscuiszion — (Fatehowse portery by phase

Only very small amounss (32g) of Romano-Brtish pottery (Group
1) were recovered, but these were spread over most of the site and
occurred in both early and late contexts. They are presumably resid-
ual in every case,

Group 2 pottery, dated as Saxon/BEarly Medieval bur possibly
incloding a small amount of prehistoric marerial, was common in
almost every phase. A total of 879g was collected. The largest quan-
tities came from Phase Pre-1 layers (313g). Fabrc 2.5 (flint tem-
pered coarse ware) was the most frequently ocourming type i all
periods

*attery dated to the Medieval/Late Medieval period (Group 3)
pccurred in - every phase, although the largest quantity (617
oocurred in Phase I1. It was also common in Phases b and IV,
and in ¥=VI, but in the later was probably re-deposited manerial.
This group was the sccond largest from the gatehouse (1480g)

The commeonest potiery find from the gatchouse was Group 4,
Surrey White Ware (1555g). Again, this occurred in every phase,
but the most noticeable grouping is from Phase 111a to Phase V-V,
During these phases the quantities gradually increase, but there
¥ an obvious decline following the destruction of the House.
Relatively large quantities of residual sherds occur in later contexts.

Red earthenwares (Group 5) do not appear on the site before
Phase b, and then only in very small quantities. They are not
common as Surrey White Wares, except in contexts assigned 1o
Phase V/VI/Late (which contined almost no white ware), where
they dominate all other pottery finds. Some of the 1Tth century
examples may be derived from the same kilns as the white Border
Wares, It is possible that some sherds are from flower pots, which
would expluin their frequency during the later periods.

Stonewares (Group 6) are also very common in Phase V/V1LLate
contexts. A Phase 1 find is presumably intrusive. There are rea-
sonable quantities from Phase Ib to Phase V, but &s most exam-
ples appear to date from the 17th century it is not surprising that
the greatest frequency is in later contexts, The total weight recov-
ered was 990g.

A small quantity (273g) of cream earthenwares (Group 7, inclhad-
ing Dielft, tranafer-printed wares and parcelain) of 17th century and
later date was found in the gatchouse, Although one small sherd of

BASING HOUSE CITADEL GATEHOUSE
Pottery Groups by Phase (Weight in grams)

Prel 1 11 Ila Ik v v V-V1 ViVLLate VI Late Unphased Toral
Group 1 18 0 0 0 15 o o 3 q [} 4 3 52
Group 2 113 82 T2 i 71 30 L al 20 T 120 0 870
Group 3 2 15 617 3 157 187 14 w05 20 7 a4 15 1480
Group 4 21 3 13 65 144 201 221 103 23 135 281 55 1555
Group 5 0 0 0 0 10 73 T4 111 361 ] 309 56 1002
Group 6 ] 4R 0 0 62 56 55 21 304 3 2809 152 Qa0
Group 7 i} o 0 0 0 1 11 i} 162 39 25 35 273
Burm [i] ] o ] o 32 14 137 L] 0 18 o 231
l'oital 354 148 T02 1] 450 580 483 103] RO 199 1183 136 G2
fo Age 5.5% 23% 109% 1.4% TA% 0% 7.5% 16.0% 13.9% 5.1% 18.3% 5.2%
Table 1: Citadel Garehouse - Portery groups by phase by weight
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tin glazed ware was found in a Phase IV context, the main con-

centration of such pottery was from Phase V onwards ]

Unidentifiable burnt pottery was also found in small quantiues
(231g) in Phase IV and later contexts. Most exnmples came from
a single context (118), a burnt area below a Phase VI wall

Pre-Phase I - Phase 1

Only 72 sherds (354g) were recovered from this phase. All were
from the lowest laver (orange clay with flints) excavated in the west
and central gatchouse areas. They range in date from late Roman
through Pagan Saxon and Late Saxon to medieval One buarmnt
sherd from this layer was dated to the 17th century, and is clearly

inrusive.

1. BHS2 GHC/M (761} *Cooking pot rim with impressed decora-
ton running diagonally across the top surface, Fabric 2.5. Medieval.
2. BHE2 GHC/4 (761) ?Cooking pot rim, Fabric 2.5. Medieval.
3. BHE3 GHW B2 L4 [6] (971) Rim (and six other sherds) with
slight fingertip impressions, Fabric 2.1, Saxon.

Phase T

Sixteen sherds (148g) were recovered from eight Phase I contexts,
dating from the 11th-14th centuries, but predominantly 12th-13th.
The majority were from coarse unglazed pots (Fabric 2.5) and an
unglazed jug (Fabric 3.1}, but there were also three sherds from an
olive green glazed jug or tripod pitcher (Fabric 3.3), one from a
green glazed vessel with red-brown slip decoration (Fabric 3.4), and
one of green glazed white ware (Fabric 4.2) with applied decora-
tion, There was also a stoneware base (Fabrc 6.47), which was
almost certainly intrusive, bur has been incloded here. An interest-
ing aspect of this group was that the three sherds from the green
glazed vessel were from different feamures: rwo from the eastern post-
holes (361, 364), and one from a feature between the two post-
haobes (372/3), If these finds do represent a mripod pitcher, this would
date it to the 12th or carly 13th centuries,

4. BH82 GHC +L1 [8] (=746} Gully fill German salt-glazed
stoneware frilled mug base in a light salmon pinkiorange fabric,
glazed light grey 1o orange-brown externally. Probably Racren-type
15th century. Intrusive

Phase II

Only s contexts belonging to this phase contined pottery (75
sherds, T02g). All the sherds are of Medieval or Lare Medieval date.
Fabric 3.1 is the most common type (B7%), although most of the
sherds belong to only two vessels, both green glazed jugs. Other
fabrics from Group 3 (Fabrics 3.3, 3.4) are also present in small
amounts, as are Surrey White Wares (4.2 and 4.3a). Fabric 2.5 is
alsa present (10%).

5. BHAO 129 Rim fragment of unglazed jar, Fabric 2.5. Medieval.
6. BHBZ +L1 [28] (Flint-lined pit grey layer = 769) Part of a pear-
shaped jug, Fabric 3.1, Dull indeterminate iron-green glaze, deco-
rated with horizontal grooves. Handle square section with a
longitudinal groove. Pierced with stick end jabs, in the West Sussex
ware tradition, or possibly London-type Ware. Late medieval.

7. BHEQ 160 Partially reconstructed jug (lower half) in Fabric 3.1,
covered outside with a white slip and subsequently decorated with
a double ring stamp. Glazed over with a clear glaze containing cop-
per chips, Probably London-type Ware, Medieval,

Phawe IT-11T

Only one context (141) belonging to this phase contained sherds,
most of which were green glazed Surrey Whire Ware (Fabrics 4.1a
and 4.2). There was also a sherd in Fabric 3.1. Most of the group
has been dared to the late 15th cenmury,

Phase Illa

Contexts assigned to this phase contained pottery dating from
the 13th to 16th centuries. Most were from the chalk ENIrance
passage or the layers directly above it, and therefore date the use
of this surface (15th/161th cenmury). One context represents 1}-,,..
footings of the gatehouse walls, and Suggests 4 construction date in
the late 14th/15th century, Again, most of the sherds are green
glazed Surrey White Ware (Fabrics 4. 1a, 4.32 and 4.3k dating from
1:1-: 13th to 15th centuries, and there was also one sherd of Fabric
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§. BHSD 352 Three sherds from a “Tudor Green” iron glazed e,
Fabric 4.1a. 15th century.

Phase ITTh

Eight contexts contained 66 sherds (426g). These includeg
Romano-British grey wares (3.5%), Saxon/early medicval COdre
wares (Fabrics 2.3 and 2.5, 9%), and Post-Medieval red wany
(Fabrics 5.2 and 5.4, 2.3%). The majocity of sherds (37%) were of
medieval or late medieval dare (Fabrics 3.1-3.3; 3.5), or Surpey
White Ware Fabrics 4.1a-b and 4.3a (34%). There were also 3 foy
picces of Cologne/Frechen and RaerenvAachen stoneware.

9. BHB1 557 Base of stoneware tankard, brown glazed all over, grey
fabric. Raeren/Aachen? 15th/l6th century

Phase II-IV

Sherds of late medieval to 16th century date. One context {from
the west rampart building) tentatively assigned to this phase con-
mained almost equal quantities of Fabrics 3.1 and 3.3, and a small
amount of Cistercian-type ware (Fabric 5.5). The toral sherd weigh
was Blg.

10. BH&3 RBW/3 [3] (9547) The base of & small cup or jug. Dark
red earthenware with dark grey core (Fabric 3.17) covered inside
and splashed outside with olive green glaze. The vessel was cut from
the wheel with a wire using a sawing motion. A ‘step’ on the inside
of the vessel s a feature seen on pots made in Surrey in the 16k
century.

11. BH83 RBW/3 [3] & [7] (954%) Cup in Cistercian-type Ware.
A very fine earthenware of dark red colour with an all over metal-
lic brown glaze filled with an iron rich compound. Decorated exter-
nally under the glare with a white slip dot. Small ovoid section
handle. Lare 16th century.

Phase IV

Twenty-seven contexts contained pottery (580g), dating from the
late 13th vo the #17th cenmury. A few sherds (29%) were of lawe
medieval or eardier date, but the majority were white {40%) and
red wares (13%) and salt-glazed stonewares (11%) of the 15th-17th
cenfuries. There was one sherd of tin glazed ware

12. BHT8 9 Rim of small jar in medium sandy red ware (Fabric
5.2) with olive green glaze. 16th/17th cenrury,

13. BHE] 398 Coarse cooking pot rim, Fabric 2.5, 13th/14th cen-
ury.

14. BHE1 501/516 Rim from a large unglazed storage jar. Fabnc
4.3b, Late medieval.

15. BHE3 TERS (=968) Rim of large *storage jar in sandy buff fab-
ric with dark grey core. Late Medieval,

Fhase V

Although this phase includes the siege period and the demoliticn
of Basing House, it is represented by only 46 sherds (483g). The
majority of these are dated to the 16th century and very fow
stonewares are present. A number of Saxon and medieval sherds
suggest infilling of the gatchouse area with soil from elsewhere in
or around the Citadel.

16, BH79 123 Plain rin glazed earthenware base. #17th cenfury
17. BHB2 +L1 Fi [4] & [5] (=547%) Coarse black flint tempered
rim, Fabric 2.5. Medieval.

18. BHE2 +L1 F1 [6] (=5477) Coarse rim of bowl in patchy ox-
dised Fabric 2.5. Medieval.

Phase V-FI

This phase, like Phase V, includes clearance debris following the
destruction of the gatehouse, and has a similar assemblage o e
top layers of the ditch, Five contexts contained 153 sherds (10 ”i.':."_
rangng from Romano-British to 17th century. The majority o
sherds were | Tth century Surrey White 'l.'.i'_n.:_-;_.

19. BHTB 17 Bifid rim, unglazed. Fabric 4.3b. 15th/16th cenrury
20. BH83 GHW1 [8] (=177} Handmade rim in buff fabrc, flin
tempered, Fabric 2.5, Saxon?

21. BHB3 GHW1 (8] (=172) Collared rim jug with rilled neck (o5
sibly extending further than illustrated), splashed with light olive
green glaze. Fabric 3.5, Pale London-type ware? 12th e
tury. Also present in Contexts 8 and 902 (handle)
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22, BHA3 GHW1 [20] (=177) Everted rim in Fabric 3.3, unglazed
Medieval :

23. BHS0 96/118 Rim and handle fragment of black glazed red it
{barnt) #ug. Glaze internally and externally, Fabric 5.57 16th/] Tth

cenfury.

Fhase VT

Only seven contexts contained pottery, a total of 18 sherds (199g).
All were garden features, including the cobbled entrance surface
and some of the diagonal walls. The majority of sherds were of
Surrey White Ware, bur there were also a few pieces of Saxon and
medieval pot, Red Ware, Delfi, Stoneware, and there was one frag-
ment of 19th century porcelain wilet piping

24. BHS2 +L1 [11] (=615) (brown soil layer S of 1690 garden wall)
Dish/'bowl rim in light creamy buff fabric with pink core, unglazed.
Fabric 4.3b2 1450-1550, Cf Moorhouse Mo 115.

Phase ViVTiLate

The contexts assigned to this phase were difficult to place more
precisely. They should therefore be seen as post-dating the Ciwil
War destruction and sometimes also the garden phase. Six contexts
contained 106 sherds (899g), the majority of which were 17th-18th
century in date. Most (86 sherds) came from context 167, which
was at the north-cast edge of the 1979 excavation (possibly an upper
luyer of the ditch?), although they represent a maximum of 20 pors.
Twa sherds were Romano-British and 20 were medieval. The
remainder were 17th-19th century and included local red wares,
Surrey white wares, German stonewares, Delft and transfer-printed
wares,

25. BH78 72 Jug rim, Fabric 3.1, vellow-omnge glaze externally,
13th/14th century.

26. BH78 72 Red earthenware base fragment, Fabric 5.1, dark
brown glaze both surfaces, well wom. 18th century.

27. BH7% 167 Red earthenware Hjug rim, Fabric 5.1, metallic brown
glaze both surfaces (although the inrerior & not completely cov-
ered). 16th'lTth century.

28, BH79 167, Red earthenware jar rim (42 sherds present), Fabric
3.1, brown-green partial internal glaze. 16th/17th century.

29. BH79 167 Cologne/Frechen stoneware Hug, brown glazed, grey
fabric, red-brown unglazed internally. 16th/I7th century.

30. BHT79 167 *Raeren stoncware rim, glized brown with some clear
patches, grey fabric, brown with clear glaze internally, 16th/17th
CEnTury,

31. BHT? 167 One-third of & polychrome Delft “drug jar" (recon-
structed from 13 sherds) with orange, purple and blue decoration
on a white background, creamy-buff glaze internally, 17th century,

Phase Lare

113 sherds were recovered from 19 contexts. They range from
Roman to 19th/20th cenmury and probably represent post-garden
activity including Lord Bolton's excavations, canal work and clear-
ance of earlier layvers. The majonty of sherds were 17th century or
later, but with an increased proportion of 18th-20th CenTury wares,
Glazed red earthenwares are the most common type, but Surrey
whire wares and stonewares are also OGN, i

32. BH78 2 Rim of motled brown glazed tankard, Fabric 4.1a7
18th century

33. BHTS 69 Sherd of Fabric 5.1 with all over dark brown glaze
fmll decorated with wavy four-tooth combing, A similar vesse] is
illustrated by Moorhouse (No 175}, and another was found in
ditch {Context BHEWA1 458, no illustrated). Probably
Surrey. Lare 16th/early 17th century. )
34. BHT9 &9 Fragment of *Raeren/Aachen jug handle und body
brown glazed, grev fabric, brown unglazed internally, 16th |:1.-:-|1|.1.r1..'r
35. BHT9 91 Rim of Susrey white ware vessel, Fabric 4. with
internal yellow glaze. 17th century )

the
from Ash,

Unplrased
Most of the contexts which could not be phased were not recorded
tither on context sheets or on plans/sections, Apant from m-.
contexts on the cast and west ringwork terminals, all are likely ["1.
be post-Civil War. Most of the 36 sherds were of 17th cenfury :l-ah:
but a few were carller and one was 18ih Century, I
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36. BH78 11 Small lid fragment, reduced Fabric 5.1, darg S
external glaze, 16th century.

37. BH78 12 Small pipkin or jar rim with internal light green G
and splashes of glaze externally. Fabric 4.1a, 16th/17th cenyey,
38. BH74 15 Rim of Fabric 5.1, red-brown internal glaze, 17 I.f-_ir_l-l
century

39, BH78 15 Bellarmine neck, CologneFrechen, grey fiabric, Fighy
brown interior, mottled brown glaze extemally with face Mt
{Holmes type VII). 17th century.

THE DITCH

BASING HOUSE CITADEL DITCH
Pottery Group Totals (Weight in grams)

West Dirch East Ditch Toral
Group 1 0 28 28
Group 2 A0 735 815
Group 3 174 09 483
Group 4 415 TO90 7505
Group 5 1835 11471 13306
Giroup 6 1686 4545 6231
Group 7 342 2653 2095
Bumt 528 3873 03
Toml S060 0T 06 5766

Table 2: Citadel Ditch — Pottery Eroups.

Trrroducrion

The excavations in the west ditch yiclded 333 sherds (5060g) and
those in the east 1433 (30706g). The upper lavers in both locali-
ties contained medieval to modern pottery, but the material in the
lower ditch fill was of 17th century or eardier date. These laven
have been interpreted as post-siege destruction layers, whilst those
above were probably deposited during the landscaping of the site
and the 19th century excavations. A large number of sherds deserve
illustration (Figs 46-48 Nos 40-129), and add to the assemblage
published by Moorhouse (1970).

In both areas of the ditch the most common pottery was of Group
5 (Red Wares), followed by Group 6 (Stonewares) in the west ditch
and Group 4 (White Wares) in the east. Only small amounss of
medieval and earlier pottery were found. Forms, where identified,
include large quantities of pipkins, platters, cups, stoneware bottles,
dishes, ‘drug jars’ and jugs. There are also chafing dishes, candle-
sticks, lids and water pipes. Many showed signs of fire damage, and
the majority were broken before deposition.

The large number of sherds represents & much smaller number
of vessels. It was possible 1o identify pieces of the same vessel from
a4 number of contexts, including the gatechouse excavations. This B
not surprising, as rubbish from the Old House would have been
carried through the gatehouse to be dumped in the ditches. It i
even poasible that some sherds may be fragments from vessels exci-
vated by Lord Bolon, one example being the porcelain vase or ewer
(Moorhouse 1970, Mo 294),

The Fabrics

Ihe majority of fabrics were the same as those found in the gate-
house, but there were some additional types, namely 2.7, 3.7, 3.8,
6.5 and 7.4 (zee listing above),

Wert Diirch
(Fig 46 Nos 40-51)

Group 3 - Medieval/Law Medieval Wares
:I-ﬂ. BH79 161 Pegged foor from a grey fabric (3.3) tripod bowl of
Mg green glazed with dark Blorches. 13th century.

Group 4 - White Wares

41. BH81 409 Rim of lid-seated ?pipkin in sandy pink fbric (4.3b]
with creamy core, parrial green glaze r:}d[l:l:tl:l!t}': 15th century

42. BHE1 406, Costrel neck in fine creamy fbric (4.1a), green giaze
on one side only. Late 16th/17th Sy
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Fig 46 Basing House Citadel. Pottery. Nos 40-51 from the Ditch (West); Nos 52-79 Portery from the
Ditch (East), Coarse Medieval and Surrey White Wares, Scale 1:4.
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Group § - Red Wares : Mot
43—44. BHBO 402 Two reduced red ware jar nms, Fabric 5.1,
possibly bumt, with green-brown internal glaze. 17th century.

45, BHBO 402 Jar rim, Fabric 5.1, with partial red-brown glaze
externally. #17Tith century.

Group 6 — Stoneteares

46. BH80 163 Fragment of rosette, similar to one illustrated by
Moorhouse (Wo 2807, bumt. 17th century

47. BHEO 402 Oval medallion showing the Arms of Amsterdam (cf
Moorhouse No 283), light grey stoneware, brown mottled glaze
externally, grey internal surface. 17th century.

48, BHRO 402 Part of face (Holmes type I1I7) from a bottle neck
in very light grey (almost white) fabric with light pink external sur-
face and brown mottled glaze externally, Early 17th century.

Group 7 = Cream Wares

49. BHE0 402 Rim of blue and whire rankard, Fabric 7.1. 17th cen-
tury?

50. BH78 70 Base of blue and white “ointment pot™, Fabrnic 7.1.
17th century,

51. BHBO 402 Base of blue and whirte “drug jar™, Fabric 7.1. 1Tth
cenrury, Bumi,

East Drich

(Figs 46 Nos 52-79, 47 Nos 80-104 and 48 Nos 105-129)

Group 2 - Saxon and Early Medicval
51. BHSO/8]1 458 Coarse sandy light grey-buff fabrc (2.5) om.
Medieval

Group 4 - Winite Wares
53. BH8E] 460 Rim of #ar with applied strip decoration and
green glize on both surfaces, Fabric 4.107. MedievallLate
Medieval.

54. BH82 461 Rim of small pipkin, light grey Fabric 4.1a, internal
olive green glaze. #17th cenmary. Bumt

55. BHS2 461 Rim of medium pipkin, Fabric 4.1a, internal lighn
olive green glize with splashes externally. ?17th century. Smoke
blackened externally, and possibly also Burmnt

56. BH83 0501 Rim of pipkin or jar, Fabric 4.3b, line of vellow
glaze externally. #17th century. ;

57. BHB2 461 Knob from a chafing dish {another similar was pre-
sent from the same vessel) with edges to a hole directly below it
(apparently star-shaped?), Fabric 4.1a, bright green glaze, 17th
century.

58, BHS3 0530 Lower pan of candlestick in Fabric 4.1a, probably
green glazed on the upper half. ?17th century. Burnt,

59. BHE2 461 Part of a small hand lamp in Fabric 4.1a, probably
green glazed. 17th century, Bumi,

60. BHENMWE] 456 Burmt rim from jar or jugs glazed externally. 217th
century. Probably white ware,

61. BHBO/8] 460 Burnt jar, fine, #green glaze internally. #17th cen-
tury. Probably white ware.

62. BHBO/31 460 Bumnt square section rim with internal green glaze,
#17th century. Probably white ware

63. BHBO/B1 460 Flared rim of small jar or *pipkin with internal
fgreen glaze in Fabric 4.1, #17th century. Burnt

64. BHBO/81 460 Bumnt rim fragment of small jar or cup with inter-
nal glaze. ?17th century, Probably white ware

65, BHRO'E1 460 PCup, Fabric 4.1a. gluzed bright green internally
and olive green with brown blotches externally. ?1Tth century,

66. BHE2 461 ?Cup,
century. Burme,

67. BHE2 461 Jug rim, Fabric 4. 18, with
nally. ?17th cenmry

68. BHE2 461 Lid fragment,
blackened. #17th century
6%, BHEZ 461 Lid fragment, Fabric 4.1n, unglazed, smoke black-
ened especially on the inner surface. 217th CEnIury.

T i!i-[El'l'H]. 460 *Dishilid, Fabric 4.1a, with internal light green
glaze extending over tim to incised line and on base, 717th century
71. BHBOVEL 460 *Dish/id, Fabric 4 La, with internal gluze? umuk._.-
blackened. #17th century. *Burnt :

Fabric 4.1a, with internal green glaze, ?1Tih
olive green glize exter

Fabric 4.1a, unglazed, partly smoke-
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72. BHRO/R1 460 Dish rim, Fabric 4.1a, with bright green plas
internally and yellow glaze externally. #17th century,

73. BHE2 0514 Platter, Fabric 4.1a, with internal olive greeq plize
and external clear glaze with green patches. *17th century, 2By,
This context contained at least three other platter rims,

74, BHA3 0530 Platter rim, Fabric 4.1a, with partial vellow gl
intemally. ?17th century.

75, BHAZ 461 Urinal, Fabric 4.1a, with dense dark brown - o
on both surfaces. ?17th/18th century.

76. BH82 461 Large ?pipkin, Fabric 4.3b, internal Breen-orangs
glaze. ?17th century.

77. BHAO/E] 1001 Cup nm, Fabnc 4.1a, vellow glaze internally
#17th century, :
78. BHS0O/E1 1001 Dish/bowl rim, Fabric 4.1a, vellow glaze inger.
nally. ?17th century.

79. BHBO/EL 1001 Plain bowl, Fabric 4.1a, with yellow glaze inger.
nally. Mot dated.

Group 5 — Red Wares

80. BHA2 462 Pipkin, reduced Fabric 5.1, intermal brown ghaze and
external brown glaze in lid seating. ?17th century, Burn:

81. BHBZ 461 Pipkin, Fabric 5.1, reduced external surface, parmis)
red brown glaze internally. #17th century

81. BHAZ 461 Pipkin, Fabric 5.1, with reduced outer surfice, fnter-
nal brown glaze with splashes externally. #17th century

83. BHAZ 0502 Pipkin, Fabric 5.1, with dark green-brown internal
glaze. #17th century. Burmnt,

B4, BHAZ2 461 Rim, Fabric 5.1, reduced externally, red-brown glaze
internally. ?17th century.

§5. BHE2 461 Rim, Fabric 5.1, reduced surfaces, glazed internally
#17th century. Bumt.

86. BHS2 461 Rim, Fabric 5.1, partially reduced externally, brown
glaze internally extending to top half of rim externally. #17th cen-
fury.

87. BHA2 461 Carverto rim in Fabric 5.1 with decayed glaze inter-
nally. ?17th century. A fragment of the same rfim was present in
Gatehouse Phase IV conrext 532,

8. BHA2 461 Jar rim, Fabric 5.1, with dark grey reduced surfices
and internal brown glaze on rim and lid scating. #17th cenmery.
£3. BHB2 0502 Jar rim, Fabric 5.1, partial red glaze externally with
splashes on lid seating and internally. 717th century.

M. BHB2 461 Cup, Fabric 5.1, with shiny reduced outer surfice
and red brown glaze internally, ?17th century,

91. BHB0/B1 458 Small lid'dish, reduced Fabric 5.1, unglazed.
?1Tth century.

92. BHA2 461 As 91,

93, BHB2 461 Jug rim, Fabric 5.1, with partial metallic hrown glize
externally and brown glaze intemally. ?17th century.

94. BHB0/S1 458 Jug rim, Fabric 5.1, with partial metallic brown
glaze internally, 717th century.

95. BH&2 461 l)i'\.h-huwjl Fahbric 5.1 with dark grey core, GI.‘I.’.I’.":}-
on both surfaces, metallic brown externally and olive green inter-
nally. #17th century,

96, BHRO/R1 452 Large dish, Fabric 5.1, with internal red glaze
#17th century,

97. BHB0/81 453 ?Planter with handle (“Fish dish™), Fabric 5.1,
intemnal red glaze with splashes externally. *17th century.

98. BHE(/S1 454 Bowl, Fabric 5.1, glazed dark hrown all over
except on the base, #18th century.

99. BHA2 461 Large Pgarden pot with two stubby handles and 3
small hole at the angle of the base, Fabric 5.2, partially glazed inter-
nally on the base. Not dated.

100, BHA2 461 Rim and kneb from ._-h_;iﬁ"g dish in Fabric 5.1, with
mtermal brown glaze. ?Late 16th century, A similar example was
published by Moorhouse (No 1543,

101. BHE2 46] Dark grev fabric dish with dark purple surfaces
unglazed, smoke blackened externally. Possiblv burnt Fabric 5.1
*Medieval, ) )

‘Metropolitan® Sliproares

102, BHB2 461 Handled cup/bowl, Fabric 5.1, with wavy line dec
omton around the rim and decoration on the handle and inee-
nally, covered with red brown glaze. Early 17th cenmury
Moorhouse No 184, ’

103. BHS2 461 Pedestal base in Fabric 5.1 with continuous dece-
raton and covered in red brown glaze, except on the base, THE
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Fig 47 Basing House Citadel. Pottery. Nos 80-104 from the Ditch (East),
Scale 1:4.

Red Wares and Slip Wares,




CHAFTER 5: THE CITADEL GATEHOUSI

e

129

G-
i ‘ zITY )

126

Fig 48 Basing House Citadel. Porterv. Nos 105 120

from the Ditch (East), Stonewnres, Bellarmines, Tin
Glazed Earthenwares and Porcelain, Scale 1:4

hole in the base, which & not central, must have been formed belore and impressed stamp  decoranion n
I I

clear. The pot may be & waster Farks Moorhowse o

& DUt iy purposs B wn

u =0, basc). Frechen. Hardy | 7th century
17th cenury. Hami
104, BHH2 12 Large bowl, Fabric 5.1, with

\ mternal strapen of

Group 7 - Creaom W

in. red brown i ed internall wrtinl glas Wl - 117 ‘ 1 7 1
u_;: |:!I| win glazed internally and partial gla irgg externally. #) Teh 116. BHE2 461 White glazed plain “drug jar” in Fabne 7.1 1
CETITAry cEntury

Group &  Sinerman 117. BHE2 0402 White glazed plain #howl i Fabnc 7.1, 17th oo

. ey
105 BHEO8] 458 Westerwald g with clear glaze all over and dec. i
- ¥ A6l " . . s of Blue o what
orsted with cobalt blue on the rilfled ares, and leaflike applicd dex .!1I\-T.‘l BHEZ 461 Base, rim and fragments of blue an
oralon below the handle. German. 7 Hrh CERTWry LFUg Jmnc in Fabric 7.1 t

" . . s far”
106, BHE2 0%02 Light prey s neware fragment with bull mner - 124. BHE2 0502 Hane fragment of blue and white “drug i
* i B 7 Tih
face and red brown glaze externally, decorsted with maoulded Pabric 7.1. 1 fh century —
racoms. Cologne Frechen. 71 Tth contary 125, BHE2Z 461 Fragment of podychrome (hlue, white and omng
“drug jar” in pinkish Fabric 7.1. 17th ce
Fallarmng 126. BH52 03032 Fragment of polychrom white and orunge

107=10%. RHE? 48] Fragmenis of bellarmine |

face [(Holmes rype V7 I1Tth cenmary
110. BHE2? (%02 Cirey

adge, rosetie and drug jar™ in ks Fabrc 7.1, 17th century

slisneware with clear

Blare and nfreguent C-bumsre e elam
- on o brows, etk B bader i i w 3 ¥ gt bl
I e t brown, with Borsl badge (of Moorhouse No 2613 1 Tih 27. BHRZ 46| Fine whiss porcelain base shend wih pagee
CCnIury decoruneg Itth cermury
=IL v wErerkey ¥ h exte " q = ¥ 3 ree .
111. BHEZ 0%1% Grey stoncwar wWith external brosn, Blaze, frag I8, BHAZ 442 Fine white porcelain sbvend wich applacd ters
ment of badge (of Muoorhouse No 285 174k

11 Cerifury

TElhor i

12=-11% BHA2 04502 Two ETTY slOoncware
badge fragments (1173 pink ' By

114. BHE2Z 0502 Grey fabms Honcware with dark brown marthed 139, BHEZ 4462 Fragment of fine whiie pomcelain with P 4
Rlare, lace mask (Hale s tvpe VI 3§ reghish, | 4050 4 1 { I h ¥

115, BHE2 481 Grey fabri

andle'spout and painted in dark and ligh
ewer (of Moorhouse No 204), [6ch-1Tth conos

brown glared heraldic

from a vase oF
ce). |Tth cen

—— L : e o
vendng and blue decormtion, possibly from the s

Paunic
similar vessel 1o |28

Woneware with mottled brown Rluge

loth- 1 Tth century
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e
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Fig 49 Basing House Citadel. Ceramic Building Material. MNos 1-9 from the Gatehouse, Phase 4 — Late,

Scale 1:4,

CERAMIC BUILDING MATERIAL

GATEHOUSE AND RINGWORK TERMINALS
(Fig 49 Nos 1-9)

Imtroduceion

Large quantities of tile and brick were found in both the gatchouse
and ditch excavations. In general, the excavation policy was to cal-
lect & sample of the brick/tile fragments from each context which
contained them. In pracrice this means that edge pieces and pierced
roof tiles form & major part of the collection, and contexts which
contained plain tile fragments are not well represented. All deco-
rated floor and wall tile fragments were kept.

Pre-Phase [V

Little ceramic building material comes from early contexis. A few
f"f"r:hll.'d fragments were found below the floor of the Phase 11 build-
ing (Phase Pre-1), some of which may be Roman, and in the flint-
lined pit (Phase 11}, Two fragments of red tile were found in the
chalk passage of Phase I1la and two groups of tiles were kept from
the TITb layer in the west gatchouse (all roof and floor tiles, some

glazed, of varying fabnc and date, and inchuding Roman tegulae).
A fragment of blee vitrified brick was found in one of the drainage
gullies thought to belong to Phase HIb, and the MIb-1V layer on
the west rampart contained a curved roof tile. Finally, the founda-
rion trench for the north-west tower (IV) contained & roof tile frag-
ment with the impression of a dog’s paw.

This limited haul suggests that the site was cleared berween cach
phase of building on the gatehouse site, and rubble was removed
for use elsewhere. Altermatively, the earlier buildings (I-1I) may have
been constructed prncipally of tmber and daub (large quantitics
of diub were found in the fill of the Phase 11 flint-lined pit) and
the phase 111 gatehouse may have been primarily of stone. The ear-
liest use of roofing tile on this site is likely o date to Phase I or
possibly TTL. The first use of brick in Hampshire is thought to be
at Bishop's Waltham Palace, dating 1o 1490,

Phase IV

Maost brick/tile from this phase came from the gatchouse passage,
in the lavers beneath the cobbles. Three fragments of plain glazed
{green and brown} floor tile and a complete vitrified brick were
kept, Most of the relevant contexts contained broken or crushed
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brick and tile, resulting from demolition of the previous structure,
and construction of the brick garchouse, Similar deposits were
probably present beneath the foors of the garchouse rooms hl.llf.lt
has been difficult to sssign contexts in these areas to Phase IV as
there was no obvious floor surface on either side. A comer "ﬂﬂ'_
ment of a vitrified brick was found in the east gatchouse, and a roof
tile fragment came from the Phase IV layer on the east rampart.

1. BHR1 501 Large brick (¢220 x 115 x 60mm) in reduced dark
purple fabric, slightly twisted before firing, and possibly discarded
a5 a waster. Vitrificaion had occurred on one header and one
stretcher surface, and there were some traces of morar. Stnanons
across one surface probably ocourred during the removal of excess
clay from the mould. A number of fragments of similar bricks were
recovered from contexts dating to Phase [Tb onwards, but it is likely
that they were used in the Phase IV gatchouse o form diapering
or ':'-thl:t‘.rt-:tl!cmx in the brickwork. A brick in a similar twisted state
wis found in the cast ditch. Virrified bricks are still in sit in the
curtain wall of the Walled Garden

Phase V'

The material retained from Phase V contexts consisted of a frag-
ment of grey roof tile, a fragment of glazed Aoor tile, four fragments
of blue glazed/burnt brick, a red half brick with a large dog paw
pring, and two fragments of a Delft polychrome tle. Most contexts
assigned to this phase contained building rubble, usually consisting
of brick, tle and chalk.

2. BHT9 120 (spoil heap) Two fragments of a polychrome tile with
a geometric design. The glaze is smoke blackened. The vellow and
green painted squares run over the blue lines. The fabric was sandy,
and light pinky buff in colour. A similar example is shown in
Moothouse (1971, Tile No 7), where it is dated to the first half of
the 17th century,

Phase V-FT
Five pierced fragments of red roof tile were retained from one con-
text, and 16 fragments of roof tle (some glazed) from another.

Phase VIVIiLate

Most of the tile kept from these contexts was flat red roof tile, with
u few pieces of curved roof tile gnd glazed floor tle. One fragment of
Dreifi, minus glaze, was found, and a fragment of shapedimoulded red
tile was also kept. Some fragments were burmnt or smoke blackened.

3. BHT8 50v52 Small shaped/moulded red tile fragment.

Phase V7

A small fragment of vitrified brick and a curved roof tile with mor-
tar were kept from one of the roughly built garden phase walls on
the wesr side. A polychrome tile fragment was recovered from the
rubble wall at the north end of the west gatchouse, A concave val-
ley tile, a convex ridge tile and a glazed tile were found in the brown
soil south of the curved garden wall,

4. BH82 +L.1 (5. of 1690 Wall) (=615) Part of trapezoid concave
valley tile in red fabric with monar on underside.

5. BHA3 GHW W13 {(=65/68) A fragment of Drelft polychrome tile
with very blurred design, apparently similar 1o that published in
Moorhouse (Tile No 2). Later 16th century

Phase Lute

Contexts of this phase also contained mostly flat red roof tile, pluin
glized floor and roof tile and purple fabric vitrified bricks, as well
us some grey fabric tiles. Other finds included another shaped tile
two moulded bricks, fragments of polychrome tiles and two fray :
menis of Medieval encaustic tile. Much of this material was in the
topsoil or in collapse from the FAMpans,

6. BH78 3 Fragment of (fsemi-} circulnr red tile.
7. BHT9 117 Comer fragment of a
and green} with fewr-de-lys design.
8. BH79 111 Fragment of lozenge-shy
brick

9. BHA3 TER1 (=953 (Removing Turf) Moulded by
red fabric with mortar on upper and Jower surfaces,

polychrome tile (biye, orange
aped deep red fabric miulded
rick in light

Lrnphased

These contexms contined similar material to the loger phases, and
i,

CHAPTER 5: THE CITADEL GATEHOUSE

most is probably post-I'hase V. The finds included Iﬁrgt Bk
glazed foor tile, in particular half of a large square 1,
long) and most of a riangular nle (1 98mm two sides, half 1
hnﬁ-; 30mm thick. There were also fragments of ETeY roof
rified brick, and red roof tle.

(204 T
Huare),
tile, v

THE DITCH

(Fig 50 MNos 10-27)

Large quantities of this material were recovered from the twg
excavations. The majority of picces were plain glazed floor tile;,
mostly green, but a few were clear glazed, with or without 4 whir
slip beneath. Roof tile, glazed, unglazed and burm:, formed the
second largest component. Some of this was flat, but there Were
also ridge, valley and pantile fragments. Some of the pantiles '-wr;
glazed decp brown. A few brick fragments were kept, bur only jf
they were decorated in some way (vitrified, moulded or !'l-'ll'lh:.d_
The remainder of the collection consisted of decorared Delft and
encaustic tile fragments. Most of the patterns on the Delft frag.
ments were illustrated by Moorhowse, (19713, but if the pattem was
mcomplete they have been illustrated here 1o allow the whole pat-
tern 10 be reconstructed. All but three of the encaustic tle frag.
ments were of the same design {and possibly the same stamp) 2
the one illustrated from the west ditch. Two other designs were reg-
resented by three tiles found in the east ditch,

ditch

Wesr Dirch

10. BH8O 402 Part of a grey ridge tile with tooth-like eminences
Red fabric, reduced (or bumni) surface.

11. BH79 163 Fragment of Delft tile, pink buff fabric. bige and
white decoration. Design as Moorhouse Tile Nao 4.

12. BHBO0 402 As 11, but creamy white fabric. Another similar frag-
ment was present, bur was smoke damaged.

13. BHE1 408 Medieval encaustic tile with floral geometric design,
glazed vellow, A similar design was found at St Cross, Hampshire
(Greenfield 1893),

East Ditch

14. BHEZ 0502 Fragment of unglazed red pantile

15=16. BH&2 0502 Two fshaped red tile fragments,

17. BH83 0530 Fragment of rubbed red brick, circular design, with
central pit for compass point,

18. BHEWB1 458 Fragment of tile with blue and white design. Not
tlustrated by Moorhouse, but probably part of his Tile 6

19. BH82 461 Smoke damaged tile of similar design to 18, creamy
white fabric, blue and white decaration, At least four other frag-
ments of similar design were present in this context, plus five smoke
damaged fragments,

20. BH82 462 Another fragment of a tile with the same design 15
18 and 19 above. Fragments of two other similar tiles were also
present.

21. BH82 462 Polychrome tile with geometric design, light red
fabric. As Moorhouse Tile |,

22, BHB2 462 Polychrome tile with blurred partern caused by heat
damage. As Moorhouse Tile 2, Two other fragments of the same
Iype were also present.

23. BHB3 0530 (upper fragment) and BHS2 462 (lower fragments)

Three fragments of the same tile from different contexts, Partly
smoke blackened,

24. BHB2 461 (upper fragment) and BHE3 0530 (lower fragment).
Two fragments of the same tile found in different contexts in the
cast ditch. Parr of a tile with similar design 1o 23 above. Polychrome:
smoke blackened

25. BHB2 461 Parr of a thick encaustic tile with flewr-de-lys desien
o red-purple fabric with large inclusions, A similar tile was found
at Chertsey Abbey (Poulton 1988, 57) and is recorded by Eame
(1980 No 2650), Dated 1290-1300, :

16, BHA3 0527 Part of a thick encaustic tile in dark red fabnc Wi
Plain fleur-de-lyy design, and scooped keys in the base. The same
design was illustrated by Plarr and Coleman-Smith (1975 Vol 2, Ne
L437) from a site in Southampton, dated to the 13th century. Jr 8
also. present in Winchester Cathedral and a number of other abber
wnd churches in Hampshire (Knapp 1054), and was found in excr

vanons at Sr, George's Street, Winchester (Cunliffe 1964, 158 9

27 BHBO/S1 1001 Fragment of Delft tile.

=i
f.sr
=
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CERAMIC BUILDING MATERIAL 13

1_"'ig 50 Basing House Citadel. Ceramic Building Material. Nos
irom the Ditch (East), Scale 1:4.

10-13 from the Ditch (West); Nos 14-27
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Fig 51 Basing House Citadel. Stone Buildin

g Material, Nos 1-4 from the Gatehouse: Nos 5-8 from the \
Ditch (West), Scale 1:4 '

STONE BUILDING \'1""IR1"-I in the external decoration of Nomsach Palace, built in 15354
L LA = g ) Howasd (087 sd its presence ai Baing suggests & similar
GATEHOUSE AND RINGWORK TERMINALS  we 5 — . e
Fig 51 Nom 1-4 Much of the stone from Busina comislsrad of sasuldingi for mu h % By
Il 1k loned windows and door jamba, as well as sshiar blocks, = .I
1 Bl the cicy JuUOInE Lo 1,.”“,5__.”“.“: the brickwork in the Tudd ["f“"'l A Jew
ragments bl b

Large guannies of buiking wine were

i i recovered fro
vatwons &t Bosmg House, Much of &

W stored at the site, and swais

taliar snabnis. Only the stone from thé

e coenl wurk o sesal remuains of plaster on one of more surfaon T
- Wl work was s alar o : bie Trass U I
i . SO0 T r il prsoat of | smcnits storod at the mm
- i reper. The wtone rubble from the site included chalk i : _|| ¥ be early, but most I the fragments stored a | :"-h.
J wiry iy by - & i . o = R e
fine, limestone, calcite and slate probably relare Paulets Tud »

|
Mo bty it the chalk snd fint ere of kocal Tign and helong Phase V- 177 Erl”-“'..
o the earliesr pliases of building. The slare ; -

m of the type some

Lrrrees ering i the Lie = " " L. BHEY GHW] 17) Small fragment with leal desgm. L8 | "
L g o the | vemaculer srchitectuse of 2 ; Fam "

§ ! ' toloured fine-grained vous antsdlabors th fecks of & I
parts mire. Peces ocour i contexts of Phase [V aned hsner b : Eramned calcereow mrscaions: 51 T “ﬁ'
and ntexts i the eant dinch. Mo MENCWTI MUty e

fragmeniy wiesy wrmall

;'n..’.l
% | h [
v Y Two were pierced. All were Fhase Vi :
thicker than the modern variers S

¥. Slale wis

v an JO00mm) end worn, g

used, along with s " 3 e
R I 2. BHTR 50 Small piece of worked stone with keying scratcho
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STONE BUILDING MATERIAL

i i

Plaster. Probably part of a window frame. *Local® malmstone; a
'\-i.l|x':lrc-‘-l-l-‘.- sandstone (the East Hampshire version of the Upper
Crreensand),

e : :
3. BH78 72 Curved fragment with foliate decoration, possibly part
of a statuc? Same stone as No 1.

Unphased

4. BHB2 + (/%) Part of o carved panel perhaps (rom a coat of

arms. Light pink surface. Fine-grained sandy imestone.

Fig 52 Basing House Citadel. Stone Building Marerial. Nos 9-15 from the Ditch (East), Scale 1:4.

THE DITCH
(Figs 51 Nos 5-8 and 52 Nos 9-15)

Worked stone from the ditch included mouldings for window mul
lions and door jambs; ashlar blocks and decorative pieces. A few
picces of slate and calcite were also collected

Wese Dirch

5. BH80 402 Fragment of fine-grained sandy limestone with white-
washed plaster on two faces and graffiti on one. The style of writ-
ing is 16th cenmury or earlier,
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6. BHS0 402 Small picce of pink malmstone with curvilinear or
foliste relief decoration,

7. BHE0 408 Part of a moulded window mullion with graffii or
mason's mark on one surface. Same stone as No 5.

8. BHS0 408 Fragment of pale buff ashlared block with hatches for
mortar or plaster keying, Same stone as No 5,

Easr Dicch

9, BHRO/B1 M2 Broken moulded stone with graffiti on one surface.
Same stone 85 No 5. |
10. BHS(VE]1 M2 Fragment of stone moulding, Same stone as No 5.
11. BHS2 462 Part of a decorated irregular polygonal column. Same
stone as MNo 5

12. BH82 462 Carved stone with feather decoration, probably a
wing or taill of a bird. Stone unidentified.

13. BH82 462 Rough eroded stone mask in the form of a lion or
grotesque. Stone unidenrified

14. BHB2 0502 Fragment of carved stone, possibly part of a heraldic
design. Same stone as Mo 5.

15. BHE3 0523 Fragment of hand, arm and leg from a male statue.
The sleeve and leg were originally painted red, and the stripes on
the sleeve were gold. Late 16th century, Same stone as Mo 5.

GLASS

GATEHOUSE AND RINGWORK TERMINALS
(Fig 53 MNos 1-10)

The earfiest phase to produce glass finds was Phase b, A fragment
of green glass wbe (diameter 3mm externally, 2mm internally), a
curved fragment, and wo fragments of window glass in poor condi-
tion were recovered. Six Phase IV contexts contained window glass.
Most of these fragments were badly oxidised, but at least one showed
signs of buming (from Wall 9), and one was green. One fragment of
bottle glass was found, but no vessel glass was recovered.

Bottle glass first appears in quantity in Phase ¥ contexts. Eight
fragments, all in poor condition, were recovered. Most of these were
probably from green wine bottles, but one fragment was apparently
dark blue. One vessel fragment was also recovered. The majority
of glass dssigned to Phase V was of the window variery. Conrext
118 (a large area of burning in the south-east room of the gare-
house) contained 08 fragments, most showing signs of heat or
smoke damage. They varied from colourless through green o brown
(possibly a result of decay or bumning), with one hlue fragmieny. Four

CHAPTER 5: THE CITADEL GATEHOUSE

sherds were printed, two with the Paulet badge (llustrared), Ofe wih
Jertering (illsstrated), with one indeterminate, Nine other Winiclir id.:."
fragments were recovered from two other Phase V conpexps,.

A few contexts which appear o ]"ll*i-.[-ljuh: Phase V, by Pre-hat
the “Late’ phase, conmained mainly window glass, some of g, 'I-I
was bumt. Two wvessel sherds and a few boutle fragmens | "r'
also found. Window glass also occurs in Lare COntexts, ;-\,,,.,:._
glass s the more common find. Most of the larter . j"rlh'h];.:_-
be dated to the period 16801715, or later. Four vesgel fragmess
were recovered from Late contexts, two colourless and pyg

Hreen

Veszel Glass

Phase V=-FT

1. BH78 17 SF 33 Small circular foor or om fragment in fight green
gliss.

Late

2. BHA3 TERI1 [10] (=953) Rolled over rim fragment in clear gl
possibly from a shallow dish similar to that illustrated in Moorhose
(Glass 18). 1600-16507

Bortle Glass

Phase VIVIiLate

3. BH80 167 Base of green wine bottle. Lare 17th century?

4. BHB0 167 Fragmentary base of green bonle with pontil mark
Similar to Moorhouse Mo 62,

Lare

5. BHT8 56 SF 171 Green wine bortle base. Similar 1o Moorhouse
Ma 39, Early 18th century?

6. BHT8 60 5F 238 Fragment of wine bottle neck with SITing fing
Probably late 17th century

Windowe Crlass

Phase V

7-8. BHT9 118 Two fragments of painted window ghass decorated
with the Pauler badge (a key suspended from a cord tied in & circle
As Moorhouse No 75,

9. BH80 118 Fragment of window glass apparently showing letter-
ing, and coloured vellow berween the parallel lines. A smaller frag-
ment is shown in Moorhouse (Mo 871,

Late
10. BHB2 0511 Par of a diamond shaped quarry.

L

Fig 53 Basing House Citadel. Glass. No
7-10 Window glass, Scale 1:2. All from

5 1-2 Vessel glass, Scale 1:2
the Gatehouse.

s Nos 3-6 Bortle glass, Scale 1:4; NOS

s
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Fig 55 Basing House Citadel. Glass. Nos 19-30 Bottle glass, Scale 1:4; Nos 40-43 Window glass, Scale
1:2. All from the Ditch.
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THE DITCH
(Figs 54 Mos 11-18 and 55 Mos 19-43)

The most interesting pieces of gliss from the site were recovered
from the ditch contexts, showing the types of vessels and window

glass in use from the 16th century onwards. The vast majonty of

finds were bortle bases and necks, although a few body sherds
were also collected. The bottles mnge from lave 17th to mid 3‘:‘""
century date, but most can probably be assigned to the period
1660-1720, Those illustrated from contexts 402 (west ditch) and
461 (east ditch) are representative, The later types are not llustrated,
bt they included machine moulded ginger beer bottles (one with
lettering: ...E PATENT DAN RYLANDS BARNSLEY SOLE
MAKER /]...... BASINGSTOKE) and modern brown beer bottles.

A large quantity of window glass was also recovered from i_:u‘.ll:h
terminals of the ditch. Some of this was modern, but most frag-
ments were of dismond-shaped guarries in green glass, and some
of these showed zigns of fire damage. A few fragments were painted
and those which were not blurred are illustrated.

Very little vessel glass was found mn this locality, That which
could be identified is illustrated.

Fessel Cilass

11. BHBO 402 Fragment of wine glass stem in colourless glass, badly
crizzled (possibly due to too much potash?).

12. BHEWVE] 460 Two fragments of rim in green glass.

13. BH82 0501 Pushed-in base, very pale green, possibly from a
flask or decanter,

14. BHB2 0502 Pushed-in base, green, similar to Moorhouse Mo
23, but not decorated

15. BHEZ 0501 Mould blown lion mask stem fragment. Similar to
Muoorhouse Mo 2. Early 17th century? Similar stems are illustrated
by Tait (1979 and dated to the second half of the 16th CEntury,,
but the bowl forms of these are apparently different from the Basing
cxamples

16. BHE2 0502 Fragment of crystal wine glass bowl with merese,
possibly from a lion mask glass.

17. BHE3 0519 Merese and fragment of base of a wine glass.

18, BHB2 0502 Wine glass stem, apparently hollow, with inverted
baluster and mereses. 17th century?

Borle Glass

19. BHT78 66/67 SF 105 Fragment of wine boule neck with siring
ring. Late 17th century.

ZIJ-.Z_’r.. BHB0 402. Four wine bottle necks, all green, showing slight
VANALIONS 10 types present on the site. c1680-1700

24. BHEO 401 Wine bottle base, green.

25. BHEO 402 Small green bortle base, round.

26-29. BHE0 402 Four examples of the main borte base Lypes pre-
sent on the site. Late 17th/Barly 18th century,

30. BHA2 461 The most complete bottle base fragment from the
site. Similar to Moorhouse No 37, c1690-1710.

31-32. BHBO 402 Smaller bottle necks, Similar to Moorhouse Wo 44
33. BHB0 402 Small square bortle base, green, .
34-38. BHEWVE] 460 Varations in smalles bottle necks, green, All
except No 36 were represented by ar least two examples, :

—

Fig 56 Basing House Citadel. cl

2y pipes. Nos 1-§ from the Gap

CHAPTER 5: THE CITADEL GATEHOUSE

39. BHA2 461 Square base fragment with pontil scar, Breen, Thy
other similar bases of different sizes were also present -

Wiirndore Cilazs

40, BHB2 461 Painted glass showing lettering (77,5
yellow between the paralle] lines.

41. BHA2 0502 Fragment of painted letter (A7) in Gothic 1.
42. BHS2 0514 Unidentified letter fragment,

43. BH82 0514 Painted fragment with foliare decoration gng
coloured yellow between the parallel lines (partly smoke damiigsd

s COl0niped

eTing

CLAY PIPES

GATEHOUSE AND RINGWORK TERMINALS
(Fig 56 Nos 1-8)

Clay pipes occur in the gatchouse area from Phase [la onwards
Only a single stem comes from this early phase, however, from the
surface of the roadway. Three more were found in the rubble below
the Phase IV roadway, and a plain bowl (Fig 56 No 1) came froen
the Phaze IV laver on the west rampart, The majority of finds (132
stem pieces and 19 bowls) are from Phase V and later oot e

Most dateable fragments from the Gatehouse ares can be assigned
to the second half of the 17th century and therefors plm-d:n..: the
destruction of the house, They may have been brought to the site b
locals using it as a quarry, A few pieces, however, belong to the early
part of the century, and some fragments show signs of exernal bom-
ing, perhaps inflicted ar the mzing of Basing. Later pieces may dats
from the use of the site as a garden, or from the building of the canal.
The majority of 17th and early 18th century pieces are of London or
London and South Eastern styles. The only evidence for a pipe Fom
further aficld & a stem fragment of the 19th century stamped with the
miker's name and origin, “W. SOUTHORN & Co. BROSE] EYE",
a Shropshire firm which flounished from 1802—31

Phase IV
1. BH&81 RBW?2 (=911 London stvle, c1660-80,

Phase 1T

2. BHS2 +L1 (=615) London and South Eastern style, 1690-1700
3. BHS2 +L1 (=615) London and South Eastern style, 1670-1700
4. BHS2 +L1 (=615) London and South Eastern style, 1680-90

Lae

5. BHA3 TER1 (=953) London style, ¢1640-60

6. BHE3 TER! (=953) Maker's mark on heel fragment THO
MA[S]! HV[NT] of Marlborough, 1667-96. One of his earlier
examples (Atkinson 1971).

7. BHB2 0511 Small rosette on both sides of the spur, unidentified
maker's mark, eardy 18th century.

8. BHE2 0511 Decorated bowl with Pmaker’s mark, 19th century,

THE DITCH.
(Figs 57 Nos 949 and 58 Nos S0-68)

A total of 185 stem fragments and 17 bowls came from the west
ditch, and the cast ditch yielded 595 stems and 110 bowls. Some

%
0

chouse, Scale 1:2,
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Fig 57 Basing House Citadel. Clay pipe 1 the Ditch, plain bowls with no maker’s
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Fig 58 Basing House Citadel, Clay pipes. Nos 50-68 from the Ditch, maker’s marks and decorated pipes, i e
17th-19th centuries, Scale 1:2, .~
‘e, whic
Y ogm
of the most common bewl types, most of which are represented by 42. BHB2 461 1660-80, P [V ix
more than one example, are illustrated {Fig 57}, and as with the 43. BHE2 0514 1660-80 iy may
Gatchouse the majority are of London or Londen and South 44. BHBO/BL 1001 1660-80 Very worn with use. =l o
Eastern styles. The earliest example dates from 1580 1600, and 45, BHB0 402 c168%0-90. Very common type in the ditch bratmm wh
there are a few of early 17th century type, but the majority post- 46, BHBO/B] 453 London and South Bastern siyle, ¢1690-1700 i it e
date the Civil War. 47. BH80/E1 458 London and South Eastern sivle, 1700-50. 1 bodi
A number of the pipes have maker's marks (Fig 58), Some of 48, BHRO/81 452 {720 UL S bl
these have not been identified, but some were already known from 49. BHEO/'B1 453 1720-60 "'f"h
the site (see Atkinson, in Moorhouse 19713 The most common  50. BHB0/E1 1001 “PC", unidentified maker's mark. 1600-1650, G oy
makers represented are Thomas and Edward Dod, Richard Sayer,  51. BH82 461 Leaf, unidentified maker’s mark. London stie, il
and ‘IR", Thomas Dod may have been based in Boldre, in the New 163040, H&h
Forest, and marriage licences for him are dated 1695 and 1723, 52. BHB2 461 “FT™ in heart, unidentified maker's mark. Probably g of
Edward Dod is thought to have been working slightly later and may Winchester, ¢1630 40, Wh“
have been his son. Richard Sayer was married in Winchester in 53. BHBZ 461 Gauntlet. West Country stvle, ¢1 600-1700. Gauntlet “'h'ﬂl
1696, but may have worked in East Woodhay, north Hampshire, family of Amesbury, or Jocal copy. iy
AR’ s not positively identified, but may be John Rowte of  54.BHB0/81 458 “IR", London style, 1660-80. Possibly John Peirte con
Southampron, dated 1666, Rowte, Southampton, : EF""“Q
9. BHBO/81 1001 1580-1600. 55. BH80 402 THO/HUNT. Stem fragment. Thomas Lot Sl gy,
10-11. BHA3 0519 1600-1640 Marlborough, probably a late example (see also Mo 6). c167 0171 '__ h{’!q
12, BHEO/EL 1001 1600-1640, 56. BHBO/81 458 RICH/ARD.S/AYER. East Woodhay’, :ﬂmuﬁ
13. BHBO81 1001 16001650, e1680-1720. % dor
14. BHB2 0514 1600-1640. 57. BHS0/81 453 THO/MASDOD. Boldre, 1690-1720 h‘lhh
15. BHBO 402 1620-407 58-59, BRHEWSB1 454 Two more Thomas Dod examples. m“ﬂ'ﬂﬁ
16. BHS0 402 London style, 1640-603 o0 BH79 163 EDWARD/DOD. ¢1710-30. : o % g
17-18. BHB0 404 London styles, 1640-60. 61. BH79 163 “TP", cither side of spur, Unidentified maker i““‘h
19. BHB1 409 London style, 1640-60 London and South Eastern style, £1720-40. ﬁ‘#‘w
20. BHBO/E1 458 London style, 1640-60 62. BHSVB1 458 KNIGHT, presumably W, Knight of Basing C% ™
21. BHB0/81 460 London style, 1640-60, <1720-60. att oy, Haty
22-34. BHB2 461 London styles, 1640-60 63. BH80/81 452 I0/BA..., unidentified maker, stem only. Lat %i&m
35. BH83 0527 London style, 1640-60. I Tihvearly 18th century? :'h'
36. BHBRORL 1001 London stvle, 1640 P 64. BH&0/81 452 “SIRH", unidentificd maker. -"‘a
37. BHB2 0514 London style, 1640-60, 65. BHE2 461 Decorated, 10th century H%
38. BHBO 402 Londen style? 66. BHB3 0501 Decorared fragment, 10th century Fh%l:
39. BHAO 402 London style, ¢l 660-80. 67. BHBO/B] 452 Mouthpiece, |‘t'lﬁ:||
40. BHRO/81 458 London style, 1660-80, 68. BHR0/81 454 Mouthpiece, h“ by
41. BHB2 461 London style, 1660-80 By
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METALWORK
GATEHOUSE AND RINGWORK TERMINALS

(Figs 5% MNos 1-21 and 60 MNos 22-39)

Few metal items came from the early phases in the Gatchouse area.
A copper alloy sirip was found the lowest levels of the passage-
way (Pre Phase I), and a small copper alloy tag end was found in
% ];haw Ia gully beside the path. Five iron nails came from Phase
Ia contexts, The fill of the flint-lined pit contmined a number of
fragments which may date to Phase Il These included a large
iron hinge steap (precise location unknown), and from the brown
laver in the pit an iron crosshow bolt, a fragment of stimup or
spur, @ piece of copper alloy sheet, and a pierced and folded
lead sheet. In the primary fill of the pit (the grey layer) were found
iron strips {one a hinge strap), and two types of nails, Twelve nails
were found in other Phase II contexts, and 16 from Phase I1-111
COMTEXTS.

Finds from the foorings for the Phase [11a chalk roadway included
nails and other fragments (and one piece of slag), and in the
chalk itself a fragment of copper alloy buckle, A copper alloy tag
end was found in one of the wall trenches for the Phase III gare-
house, and a number of others were recovered from a contempo-
rary wall footing

The majority of finds are from Phase IlIb or later contexts, The
Javers in the Phase [1Ib west gatehouse contained twenty fragments
of iron, including a bone handled knife, a door handle, padiock,
nails and a hinge strap, as well as two copper alloy pins and a folded
lead sheet with iron accrerions (similar to that found in the fMint-
lined pit). The rubble around the kerbs across the passageway con-
mined a horseshoe, three lead window cames, and two cur lead
waste strips, The brick drain in the south room of the cast gate-
house contained two lead musket balls. The small drain in the north
room contained a copper alloy tag end, and a fragment of a pin
also came from the east gatehouse. A wotal of 47 nails came from
various Phase IIIb contexts in the gatchouse, A large number of
iron nails were recovered from the west rampart, in Phase [ITh-TV
contexts, which also contained copper alloy objects including 5 pins
and 32 tag ends,

Phase IV contexts contained few non-ferrous metal objects. The
bedding material for the cobbled surface contained two window
cames and one small lead strip. The chalk layer above the chalk
foundation which divided the east gatchouse contained three lead
and one stone musket balls. Copper alloy tag ends were recovered
from a bedding trench for the Phase [V gatchouse, a chalk layer in
the east building and a pre-cobble surface in the passageway. Three
pins came from the layer above the north-cast Phase IIb drain
Iron finds consisted largely of nails (79) but there were also two
knife blades, an ox shoe and a piece of iron sheet. A few iron nails
and other fragments were found on the east rampart

The fill of the large H-shaped feature, which was probably
deposited in Phase V, contained a horseshoe fragment and a small
copper alloy tag end {perhaps related to the one found in the Phase
12 gully, which was cut by this feature). The bumnt area in the east
gatchouse contained a picce of melted window came, a bumt lead
Sinp, some tag ends and 7 pins with globular heads. A piece aof
fired lead shot was found sbove or embedded in the gatehouse cob-
bles. Ome nail, four window cames and two lead strips were recov-
ered from rubble in the passageway which may have been deposited
in the destruction phase, or following the early excavations. Rubble
deposits in the east gatechouse contained a large globular headed
pin and two fragments of World War 11 shrapnel, a piece of which
was also found in a Phase VI context. On the west side, a rubble
deposit contained & small hemispherical stud, Varous Phase V con-
texts contained 131 nails and o large staple.

Contexts assigned to the later phases contained debris which
probably related to the destruction of the house. Metal finds
ncluded iron knives, large numbers of nails, staples, spurs and
horseshoes, copper alloy buttons, pins and buckles, and lead mus-
;:"-'1 h“'“i_~ window cames and strips, and a piece of slag. Two unusual
lead objects included a six-pointed star or Aower similar to those
used to decorate the walls a1 Clarendon Palace, Wiltshire (Steanc

1984), and « long tapered plumb weight pierced at the wide end
"_n"l‘-"-l‘\ of more recent origin included two wrought iron spikes,
fragments of barbed wire, and World War 11 shrapnel

Iron

Much of the iron was in very poor condition, badly corroded or
fragmentary, and many pieces were not identifiable as objects, It
was not possible to X-ray the pieces, so drawings are in outline only
and include corrosion products,

Knives

Fragments of seven knives were found in the gatehouse area. Three
of these are illustrated, and three are missing, the other being a
handle with a fragment of bone amached (BHE3 GHW1 SF 46)
Mone has the cylindrical bone handles illustrated by Moorhouse

Phase I1Ib

1. BHB3 GHW2 (=902) 5F 48 Knife with bone handle, The handle
(but not the blade) is similar to one illustrated by Cowgill et al
(1987 No 128), dated late 14th century.

Phase V'

2. BH383 GHW1 (=17) 5F 31 Knife with handle fragment

3. BHE3 GHW'L {=17) SF 45 Fragment of bone handle with knife
tang sandwiched inside. Similar to Mo 259 in Cowgill er af (1987),
except that the handle of that one is wooden, dated earlv-mid 15th
Cenury.

Dwor Furnitnne

The door fumiture from the gatchouse area consisted of hinge
straps, & handle and a possible padlock. All those identified are illus-
trated. A number of nails, particularly those with large heads, may
be derived from doors.

Phase IT?

4. BH&2 +L1 {Grey layer SLP =769) SF 20 Hinge strap? 2mm
thick, 22mm wide, pierced ar c45mm intervals.,

5. BH82 +L1 (Section E. of SLP)} Two long pierced strips {one not
Mustrated), one with a nail (¢90mm long) sull in it hole, and 16+
natls of a similar type (one illustrared). Some of the nails have
slightly smaller heads. This is probably one very large hinge strap,
since the curved part is not pierced. There were some parches of
red on the grey surface (which may be a non-ferrous plating), and
this also appeared on some of the nails.

6. BHA2 +1.1 (Grey layer SLP =769) SF 20 Hinge? A fragment of
burnt wood was adhering to the inside of one arm. This may be
part of INo 4,

Piraze ITTH

7. BH&3 GHW?2 (=902) 5F 48 Padlock? There is no evidence for
the “shackle” being hinged, or for a key hole.

8. BHE3 GHW2 (=902} SF 48 Hinge strap’

9, BHE3 GHW2 (=902} SF 48 Dwoor handle?

Hurse Furmiture

Five horseshoes were identified from the gatehouse: one from the
grey clay laver post-dating Phase 1 in the east gatchouse, one from
the rubble associated with the Phase ITIb kerbs in the gate passage,
one in the bedding for the Phase IV cobbles, one (illustrated) in
the H-shaped feature, and one in the upper layers of the west gate-
house. Three fragmentary stirrups/spurs were alzo recovered, two
of which are illustrated. The other came from the brown layer in
the flint-lined pit.

Phase ¥V
10. BH&2 +L1 Fl1 (=547) SF 10 Half a horseshoe, only one hole
visible

Phase V=F1
11, BH&3 GHW1 (=17) Part of a spur?

Lare
12, BHS2 411 (=770) 8F 3 Fragment of spur or stitrup?
Srrectural Metatwork

Maost of the fragments of iron from this area were |mi]e-t many of
which were to0 corroded for identification. Those illustrated
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Fig 59 Basing House Citadel, Metalwork. Nos 1-21 Iron from the Gatehouse, Scale 1:4.

probably represent the most common types, bur a larger selection
15 llustrated from the ditch

Phase II
13-14. BHB2 +L1 (Grey layer SLP, =768) 5F20 Two nails with
square shafts and large square heads, At least 16 of this Iype were
present in this context,

15. BHB2Z +L1 (Grey layer SLP, =769 SF20 Small nail with pec-
vangular shaft and small head. At least 11 of o
and wers generally less corroded than the othe
different metal composition

hese were present,
T 80T, SUggesting a

Phase IT1h
16. BHA3 GHW2 (=002) SF 48 Large nail with flat square head,
Another similar but longer and without o head was also found, The

same type is illustrated by Moorhouse (Mo 110, and identified as
a door smad

17. BHR3 GHW2 (=002) SF

48 Long iron spike with circular
section,

Military Equipmens

Only one pre-World War 11 iron object from the gatehouse could
definitely be assigned 1o this category

Phase II

18. BHB2 +L1 {Brown layer SLP, =7%6) Small crossbow balr heads

Miscellaneous

. whabda® 1T

Apart from the objects illustrated, fragments of a “buckle I-I-Ip-
rf - d (74

various flar pieces of iron (533, 902), an unidentified Frool (770)

and various modern jtems were also found.

Phase [1fh .
19. BHR3 GHWI (=17) 5F 33 Small ring (1 1mm diamerer).
20. BHE83 GHWI (=17) SF 46 Riveted SITIp.

Lare
21. BH83 TERI (=953) SF 30 Unidentified object. Possibly par
of & gun or padiock.

Copper Alloy

Most of these items relate to dress. The most common finds I‘:I“T
tag ends, pins, buckles. and hemispherical mounts. Finds not . u::-
trated include g strip with rectangular section (761); a 5"'"-'# I_T'::
ment (954), lace ends (141, 133, 352, 130, 533, 350, 118, i
247), pins (351, 123, 127, 902), mounts (4, 17) and a small piece
of twisted wire (0503) prossibly from a bracelet

Phaze I] ol
22. BH82 +L1 (Brown layer SLP, =756) SF 17 Gut sheet, prod
bly the back of g buckle plate

Fgfl Ba
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Phase [Tla
3. BHE2Z GHC] (=542} SF 6 Buckle fragment.

Phase [IIh-IV

24-26. BH&3 RBW? (=954) 5F 39 Two pins with globular heads
and one with a double ringed head (see also No 28],

27. BHE3 RBW3 (=954) SF 39 Small hook of twisted wire

28. BH&3Y RBW3 (=954 5F 44 Pin with double ringed head.

19. BH&3 RBW3 (=954) SF 44 Lace end with small rivet. 32 of

these lace ends were found on the west rampart in this context.
Similar examples were found in & number of contexts ranging from
Phase Ia to Phase V-¥1 {sce Mo 30 below),

Phase V=117

30. BH83 GHW1 (=17) SF 47 Lace end (another similar was alsa
found in this context).

31. BHE3 GHW1 (=17} 5F 36 Large hemisphencal mount. These
objects may be studs, pin heads, or horse brasses.

Phase VI

31-33, BHB2 +L1 {Brown laver 5 of curved garden wall, =615
SF 7 & 10 Two hemispherical mounts, one pierced. See No 31.
3. BHE3 TWR+ (at foot of wall 919) SF 35 Belt hasp. Similar to
No 1356 in Biddle (1990), dated late 14th-early 15th century.

Lase
35. BHB2 +L1 (=770) SF 4 Double oval frame of buckle

Umphased

36. BHTY9 “Albert’s” (Unstratified) #Swivel from horse hamess

Lead

_'.'-h"'- mapority of lead artefacts were pieces of window cames and
tead sheet, and musket balls, One piece of came i illustrated, the
others being of the same ype (561, 306, 105, 149, 953, 968, 0503),
ncluding one which had melted {118). Some of the cut lead strips
ok also have been parts of windows (561, 396, 557, 105, 118,
152, 615, 053), Twn folded lead sheets were found, one with an
from mceretion (902), and one pierced in three places (756), prob-

33

TL Y b

26 27 29
30

7l

34 35

38 =i
39

Fig 60 Basing House Citadel. Metalwork. Nos 22-36 Copper Alloy, Nos 37-39 Lead, from the Gatehouse,

ably originally used as roofing marerial. The musket balls varied in
size from 10mm (72), through 13mm (124, 130}, 15mm (above
951, 953), l6mm (124, 1307, 17 and 18mm (0512), v 20mm
(124). One piece of crumpled lead appeared o be a fired musker
ball (90).

Phase IITE

37. BH&1 561 Window came with H-section. The quarry would be
e2mm thick, Similar fragments were found in contexts dating to
Phase TV and laver.

Phase V-VT

318, BHE2 +L.1 (under cobbles, =114%) Six-pointed star or flower,
possibly used as decoration, No evidence for pin or fastening attach-
ments which might sopgest it was a badge. Similar (8-pointed)
objects were found at Clarendon Palace, Wiltshire, where they were
interpreted as part of a design commissioned by Henry Il for one
of his chambers (Steane, 1984)

39, BHA3 GHW1 (=17} SF 25 Plumb weight

THE DITCH

(Figs 61 Mos 40-63 and 62 Nos 64-67)

Iron

The iron finds from the west ditch consisted of 45 nails, 6 frag-
ments, 11 staples, | wire, 1 washer 26mm in diameter, a curved
staple, a sheet fragment and one penknife.

The finds from the east ditch were more mteresting, and included
a padlock and hasp {(454), three cannonball fragments (460, 462,
0522}, spurs (461}, buckles (461, 0502}, knives (461, 0502}, and
a sickle fragment (0502). Large quantities of nails and other iron-

mongery were collected

Emrows
40, BH79 155 Fragment of fron blade berween two copper
alloy strips, with fragments of shell artached. Probably a penknife,

smodermn.
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Fig 61 Basing House Citadel. Metalwork. Nos 40-63 Iron from the Ditch, Scale 1:4.

41. BHBZ 461 Part of knife blade, bolster and Hng.
41. BH82 0502 Knife blade and sguare-section bolster,
43. BHA2 0502 Part of knife blade, possibly modern.

Tools

44, BHEZ 0502 Part of a sickle?
Door Frorminere

Parts of locks were found (461) too fragmentary for illustration.
45. BHA0 454 Padlock and hasp,

Horse Furmiture

Une modemn-stvle horseshoe was found (461), a5 well a5 a
horseshoe (illustrated) which may have been an amuler.
were alto found,

46, BHR3 0501 Small horseshoe.

47-49. BHE2 461 Fragments of three rowel spurs. No 49 iz simj-
far to Moorhouse’s Mo 83, dated 1o the late 16tk century. Mo 47
is comparable with a spur found in Winchester (Cunliffe 1964, Fig
53 No 4), dated to the carly 14th cenfury.

small
Three spurs

Structural Metakwork

Large numbers of nails were Collected, some of which are illus-
trated. There were also staples, a washer, hooks, and stakes, One
of the nails (05307 was sll embedded in plasterfstone. The nails
illustrated, together with those from the gatehouse area, represent
most of the types found in recent excavations.

50. BH79 140 Long nail with square facetted head,

51. BHT9 140 Two long nails with rour
one not illustrated was slightly longer)
51, BH79 140 Wide flar noil with square head

53, BHT9 140 Three small nails with oval facetted heads. A simi-
lar one was also found in context 156,

wded pyramidal heacds {the

54. BH79 140 Three small nails with square shafts and flar hexag-
onal heads.

55, BHT9 156 Thick nail with square facetted head

56. BH82 461 Wide flat nail with rectangular head,

57. BHE3 0501 Rectangular wedge-shaped nail with square .hu.:.l
38. BHS2 0507 Short nail with square facetted head, similar to
Moorhouse's Mos 04-95,

59. BH83 0523 Tapering nail with large square head

60. BHT9 140 Small curved staple with round section. .
61. BHB2 0515 Small stake or hook, similar to Moorhouse's Nos
116-117

Mulicary Equipmens
Fragments of three cannonballs were found (ot illustrated).
Mizcellaneons

Apart from the Mustrated items, various pieces of wire (140, 5021,
# curved ?handle with round section, sheers, and a moderm meat
skewer (all 0302) were also found

62. BHT9 140 A small button with an iron back, copper alloy odg-
ing and glass centre, Possibly modern. :
63. BH82 461 Square buckle. Two others were also found. JT‘II‘I
type of buckle may form part of horse tack, as a large number Il‘il
them were found in the stables arca of the New House, R
0 1990. The fact thar there are three in the east ditch, ‘_“"J ."N_'.]
clsewhere, may suggest that ar least some of the marerial foun
there was derived from the New House

Copper Allay

Very few copper alloy items were found in the ditch, Two hu:["‘lf-"‘
(140) were probably of late date (onc was brass). A Jarge pin :.-
skewer (452) with a heavy spherical head apparently L.‘_.m‘l-mnf.-"l" A
0 be of bruss, but its purpose and date are unknown: £

it may aks
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modem double-ended clock key also came from this context. A pos-
sible curtain ring (0502} was also found, Two other items are illus-
trated _ . . .

&4, BHE2 462 Part of a cast buckle with curvilinear decoration
Similar 0 Moorhouse No 170

5. BHS2 461 ?Swivel with pendant, from horse harness?

Lead

The majority of lead artefacts from the ditch were window strips
(461, 462, 0501, 0502, 0530), but there were also sheet fragments
(0502, 05227, musket balls (9mm [40; 17mm 461 & 463; 18mm
461}, fired shot (0502), melted fragments (461, 0501, 0502, 0530},
and ‘ingate sprues’ (462, 0502) One piece may have been a frag-
ment of slag (0502). This, together with the meled pieces, the
ingate sprucs and the cut sheets, is clear evidence for the produc-
tion of musket balls on site using roofing lead. This is mentioned
in a contemporary newspaper, Mercurius Aulicus, for November
16eh 1643 (Adair 1981, 28}, which states that “the ladies and gen-
tlewomen [were] as eamnest as any in melting lead 1o set forward
the work', Other documentary sources describe the stripping of any
remaining lead from the House in the plunder which followed the
siege

66. BHR2 461 “Ingate sprue”, probably the waste from the wop of
a small muskest ball mould.

67. BHB2 0519 Rectangular piece of lead pierced in two places.
Possibly a fishing line weight.

COINS AND TOEKENS

GATEHOUSE, RINGWORK TERMINALS AND
DITCH

Only eleven coins or tokens were recovered from the gatchouss and
ditch area. Those which can be identified are all of 16th century
or later date. Coing were identified from Grueber {1899) and jet-
1ons with the aid of Bamard (1916]

Coins

It was possible 1w identify only three of the coins. One, from the
upper layers of the west ditch (BH79 140), was a George III penny.
The second was an Elizabeth silver sixpence dated 1568 in poor con-
dition (BHEO 402). The only gold coin from the sxcovations came
from the primary fill of the east ditch (BHS81 460}, and was identi-
fied as a Charles I unite, in fair condition. It was issoed in 163041

Jettons

The earliest jerton from the site was from o Phase I1-111 context
(BH79 141). This has been identified as the trimmed centre pan
of an Anglo-Gallic jetton, 11-12mm in diameter. The obverse was
very wom but may have been a fleur-de-lys, whilst the reverse
showed a long cross cotting an inner circle cantoned by groups of
theee pellets (similar to Bamard, Anglo-Gallic jerton Mo 45).
Probably 14th century or carlicr

Five jettons were identified as Muremberg Rechenpfenmige, These
were as follows:

L. BHBZ +L1 (7707 Diameter 25mm. Obverse: three crowns and
three s around o rose, GLICK:KVMPT:VON:GOL. Reverse:

Fig 62 Basing House Citadel. Metalwork. Nos 64-65 Copper Alloy, Nos 66-67 Lead, from the Ditch,

EBewchsapfel in trilobe; HANS rosette SCHVLTES NOR. As
Barnard Pl 33, No 82. Maker dated wo £1550-T4, but could be
later,

2. BHB2 0514 As 1, corroded and bent.

3. BHE2 0527 As 1, bent and ?cut {picce missing).

4. BHB0 163 Diameter 22-23mm. Obverse: theee crowns and three
fys around a rose, WOLF LAVFER IN NVREMBERG RECH.
Reverse:  Reichsapfel in  trilobe; rosctte GOTTESSEGEN.
MACHT.REICH roseme, 16th-early 17th cenmry.

5. BHT9 120 Mot cleaned, but probably as 4. 21mm diamerer.

There was also a small wom copper alloy disc, probably the mid-
dle portton of a Muremberg jerton (¢l 6mm diameter). It had been
trimmed down, perhaps to be passed of as a coin or for some other
purpose.

Three of these jemons were recovered from the ditch (2-4), one
was in a Phase V context (5), and one was from a Late context (1).
The cut-down oken was from the east ditch.

MISCELLANEOUS SMALL FINDS

GATEHOUSE, RINGWORE TERMINALS AND
DITCH
(Fig 63 Nos 1-5)

Stone

Very few stone objects were found. Two small round stones (one
22mm in diamerter) may have been used as shot, Both came from
the south room of the cast gatehouse, one from chalk above the
cross wall footing (124, Phase IV}, the other the brick drain (130,
Phase 11Tk}, Both were found in sssociation with lead shot.

Pre-Phase 1
1. BHE2 L4(5) (=761) Fragment of quem stone. Dark coloured
medium-grained sandstone. Unknown source,

Phase IV

2. BH79 146 Fragment of whetstone. Same stone as Mo 1
3. BH79 146 Fragment of millstone. Deposits of mortar on iis upper
surface, Dhark coloured fine-grained vesicular basalr

Phase V
4, BHS2 0505 Half an oval jet bead.

Worked Bone or Antler

Omnlv three bone objects were found. Two of these, 2 fragment -.‘I'n\.:l:ll'i
-:.-I-.L'.W and o small 7pin head (458), came from the ditch. The third,
a croashow nut, was found in the H-shaped feature n the u'.m:hmm-
pissage (547). Three iron knives had bone handles (see RON)

Phase V . . :
5. BH&2 +L1 F1 (=54T7) SF 5 Antler crosshow nut. Very similar
to an example lustrated in Biddle (1990) by A G Credland, who

explains the use in detail.

Miscellaneous

f burnt material and slag were collected, Two small

A few preces & i
: 5 <t garchouse (971) may be

pieces from the lowest levels of the we
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Fig 63 Basing House Citadel Miscellancous Small Finds.. Nos |

Antler, from the Gatechouse and Ditch. Scale 1:2.

burnt brick. Two pleces of slag were found in the east diteh (0500 U

and fowr wadent 1 b

i fragmenty abwy came from that mres
which has wlentified

(502}, Other burnt mate

LT cTaimbe b

| )

sildng matenial. glass) ha cen bncluded

m the
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ANIMAL BONE

| flake with 2 notches {opposite, darsal left and right), minimal
retouch, densely patinated. Neolithic/BA

1 piercer (secondary flake} with moderate dorsal distal retouch
forming the (blunted) point. Neolithic {or BAZ),

| denticulare with 4 points, notched abrupt retouch on venrral
fght, densely patinated flake. Neolithic’BA.

|_.|-|5,i.\_f..\|i1]!| with obliquely blunted point, abrupt retouch proxi-
mal to medial left, proximal and distal breaks, densely patinared,
yruncated by post-depositionnl break. Later Mesolithic.

3 hladelers (all broken), light edge damage, heavily patinated.

7 blades (6 broken, 4 densely patinated, 2 moderate, 1 light), 1
rypically Nealithic? :

| possi early gun flint, broken, crude, !}uml

2 smull non-bulbar chunks, 1 densely patinated.

| bumt unclassifiable feore fragment

| heavily patinated ?natural

Phase TV
BHA1L 517
Retouched secondary flake

Phase V7
BHE3 GHW L1 {17}
1 broken secondary. fake
1 blade with dorsal scars, proximal break, distal hinge termination.

Lae
BHTY 136

1 scraper

Unphased — West Disch
BH31 407
| tertiary flake with hinge fracture.

SHELL

GATEHOUSE, RINGWOREK TERMINALS AND
DITCH

The majority of finds in this category were ovsters (Ostrea eadulis),
339 coming from the gatehouse, and 37 from the west rampart.
They were collected from contexts of all phases from Pre-I to Late,
although over 80% (272 shells) were from Phase IV and larer con-
texts. As there are no figures available for the 1982-3 excavations,
however, during which some of the earlier contexts and layers
were investigated, these statistics cannot be regarded as conclusive.
The only other shells from the gatehouse aren were also of edible
shellfish, & mussel and winkle from Phase 1ITb, and a cockle from
Phase

Large quantities of shell were recovered from context 954 on the
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west rampart (Phase IIb-IV), a context which also contained quite
large amounts of animal bone and 16th century pottery. If this food
waste is related o the use of the fluss uncovered in the west ram-
part building, then it seems likely that the area was used for food
preparation. The shells included over 25 kg of cdible winkles
(Liorina littorea), two pairs of edible cockle shells (Cardium
edule), 5 mussels (Modiolus modiolus) and 8 common snails (Helix
aspera), a2 well as the ovsters mentioned above

The only other shells collected were 21 oysters from the west
ditch, a whelk (Buccinum undarum) from the east ditch, and a
quantity of ovsters from the kitchen area;

ANIMAL BONE

GATEHOUSE, RINGWORK TERMINALS AND
DITCH

Reasonable quantities of animal bone were recovered from the gane-
house, ditch and kitchen in 197983 (18 boxes), but only fnds
from securely dated contexts were submitted to Adrenne Powell of
the Centre for Human Ecology & Environment, Southampton for
anilysis. An exception was made for finds from the Kitchen range
(see Chaprer 6],

A total of 1725 fragments came from the gatchouse, Although a
proportion of the bone was in excellent condition, the bulk was in
avernge to poor condition. Owverall, only 24% of the sample was
identifiable, a relatively low proportion for a Medieval and Post-
Medieval assemblage

Of the bones that could be categorised, a high proporion were
of cattle and sheep. In Phases 1-11, pig was also present, as well as
red or fallow deer (Cervus elaphus/Dama dama), rabbit and bird
The Tudor to Civil War lavers (Phases 11 to V) contained the most
banes. Canle and sheep were again the main domestic animals iden-
tified, with lower numbers of pig, and small amounts of horse bone,
Roe deer (Capreolus capreolus), red/fallow deer, small rodent,
domestic fowl and other bird, frog/toad (Rana/Bufo) and fish were
nlso represented. Rabbit (Orycrolagus cuniculus) was particularly
numerous in Phase V levels, bur the good condition of the rabbit
bones, both in the gatchouse and the kiichen, suggested that they
were intrusive. In Phase VI layers, there was little bone, the iden-
tifiable matenial consisting mainly of sheep, pig, rabbit and domes-
tic fowl.

Bumnt bone was present in three gatehouse conrexts, and gnawed
bone was common. Some ageing information was available from
the sample, and evidence of burchery was frequent, mostly in the
form of chop marks. However, the small size of the identifiable
sample precluded further analysis.

Archives: A1979.10B; A1983.13







Chapter 6

The Citadel Kitchen Area

The Excavations and Finds

Fig 64
remove =T kb -
; Ld~_h1:[ the Tudor drain remains in situ. The angled layers of the ringwork bank can be seen in 24
cross-section. | |

I'he Excavations

1[}“‘ "XEH"'H_ﬂ”n in the Kitchen Area (Fig 21, Area 2)
Lfi%rf::;: ’{'-'"1 ]‘?’Iﬂﬁ. The name derives from the con-
e ) r'-}\ ens unq p;'u.b'ﬁlht:: bu};:;hnu-.aus. built
5 € rngw m'!r. in this vicinity, and it was antici-

E;;:L‘fﬂ:::mﬂ:’.ﬂ}' finds might reflect this function. In
ke I:.. m‘vd'-il.‘-'}"lurtutnlt}' was 1r.nkcn to examine the
Civil "2';"::1-" .“ 1111!‘3' wall [G}.‘itL‘ if it rnprcsu‘_ntr.'d a post-
o dl:u:rmi?:-nﬂ:“ ph.:n.'u (Phase "'.’I.ju_ Also it was hoped
Bk e - . e original dimensions of the ringwork
» Its date of construction, and the way in which

The Citadel Kitchen Area viewed from the north-east. A 3m length of boundary wall has been

the Tudor buildings had been inserted into it
Context numbers 300-33 1 were allocated to this area.
The archive consists only of a basic plan and section,
however, and a good photographic record. As the
context sheets for this area are missing, it has not
been possible to divide the results into detailed
phases.

A 3m length of the ‘boundary wall’ was examined
and removed. Immediately beside the wall was a
brick-built drain of Tudor date (303). The wall itself
was composed of broken brick, and sloped towards
the ringwork at an angle of 157 from the vertical. The
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‘Cricket Boundary Wall

Fig 65 Basing House Citadel Kitchen Area 1980. Diagrammatic section showing the relationship of the
medieval ringwork bank (325, 327) to the underlying brown clay (330) and the later features.

face on the ringwork side was rough and unfinished,
These factors suggest that the area berween the ring-
work and the boundary wall was originally filled 1o
support a raised walkway. The wall stood on a flint
cobbled surface, which in turn lay across the stubs of
Tudor walls, and presumably represents another
phase in post-Civil War activity.

Beneath the cobbles was a layer of redeposited
chalk (329). No dateable finds were recovered from
this material, although two post-holes cut through it
may tentatively be interpreted as scaffolding posts for
Tudor wall construction. Beneath this chalk the core
of the original ringwork bank was visible (Figs 64 &
65). In this area dark brown clay (330) exists nearly
2m below present ground level, and the bank was
composed of numerous lavers of clean and dirty chalk
incorporating thin lenses of dark clay and flint (325,
327). It extended approximately 4m towards the cen-
tre of the Citadel, and had been cut back to the ver-
tical for the insertion of the Tudor brick walls. The
chalk removed in this operation had apparently been
spread across the interior of the site (328), sealing
earlier foundations. The base of a flint wall-footing
s0 buried was noted disappearing beneath the wall of
the Tudor Greatr Hall.

A narrow section (1.5m wide) excavated into the
bank failed to produce any dateable material, bug
three sherds of coarse medieval pottery were recov-
ered from the old ground surface,

The Finds

Pottery
(Fig 66 Nos 1-2)

Few sherds were recovered from the arcit. As with the gatehouse,
medieval and later medieval pottery was found at all levels OFf the

Fig 66 Basing House Citadel. Portery. Nos 1-2
from the Kitchen area, Scale 1:4.

other sherds, however, only three were red ware (17th/18th century
types), all from one context {305). The remainder were all from
stoneware bottles or nags of Cologne/Frechen varieties. Two of these
are illustrated in Fig 66.

1. BHBO 300 Rim of a ?Frechen stonewars jug, light brown salt
glaze externally, reduced surface, pink internal surface with some
small ill-sorted iron inclusions. 16th century.

2. BHEO 300 Rim of a Cologne jug, glazed clear with small I""'-'-'"”f
of brown, with a stamped rose decoration, grey-buff fabric and
intermnal grey glaze, 16th Ceniury.

Animal Bone

Many of the contexts contained animal bone, All the Kitchen Ares
bone was examined by Adrienne Powell of the Centre for Human
Ecology & Environment, Southampton. Although the layers had not
been phased, it was felt that the bone in an srea associated with
food production could be of significance,

In all, 521 fragments of bone were assessed. Only B was ""'f
very good state of Preservation, while 23% was so fragmentary
to be hardly identifiable. Just over 40% of the sample could be
sorted by species, Some 56% of the identifinble domestic mamm
bones were of cattle, followed by sheep (32%), pig and horse. 1 |'-'L;’_"
was, however, o high propertion of rabbit bones in the :‘-'"-“r'“ .
ncluding 81 bones from two parvial skeletons. The condition of
these bones when compared with others from the same conlest
(300} indicates thar they were intrusive, and rthe rabhit populatod
at Basing House toduy 18 considerable

Some bumnt and butchered bone was present in the sample, bt
no further annlysis was carried out because of the poor qualify oF
the overall assemblage, Owster shell was also present.
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(ther Finds

! 1abs of limestone, presumably roof tiles, were found
: Rt J 5 .
s k?:b-l1 ey context (321). Fragments of white plaster with white-
i ] 1 L« L1 - ;
2 I:c \nr surfiice were found in context 315 and heat damaged
waih On OnE SWERHCE e
flints were retained from context 33(
1

Conclusions

Historical sources show that the kitchen belonging
% ‘Dl'i House was in use between 1530 and 1645
o Ol

a1

(phases III o V of the Gatehouse chronology). The
finds from the 1980 excavarion are consistent with
the interpretation of the adjacent area, with its prob-
able bakehouses and ovens, as the kitchen, Stoneware
bottles are the most abundant pottery finds, and
quantities of animal bone and other food debris were
also recovered. Whether the whitewashed plaster
walls and limestone tiled roof are contemporary is not
clear.







Chapter 7

The Citadel Bank

The Excavations and Finds

Wall Foundations

Fig 67

The Excavations

{;{_ ﬁ;fﬂ_;ﬂfldﬁhp occurred over an 8m length on
offered !h'f ¢ of the ringwork (Fig 21, Area 3). This
e Tank Lt:tEtTPUTlur11l}' to determine how much of
enciects: hu:\r“ngcf! to the pre-Tudor (medieval)
War ﬂﬂg%nuurinmlfthj if any, was the result of Civil
Civil War gard 5:-"1 _-'ﬂd hl}_\‘-'_ much the product of post-
Sut for Lhi ening activity. A 2m wide section was
area (Fig ﬁ?rjllrljr;::ﬂu 11.1 the east end of the affected
revealed m-'id:n.-;n fJ}"’-“'ﬂl of the turf and topsoil (1)
medieva]. Tu(lurl_- UL three main I[."L‘l'lUdh of activity:
of minor phase 3T post-Civil War, with a number
ses also evident.

Citadel Bank Excavation 1988 — General Plan,

Interpretation

Medieval

In this area the ringwork bank appears to have been
built in two phases. Initially it was raised to a height
of 5m above the current internal ground surface, and
was composed of fine grained chalk (4) and red brown
clay with flints (5). A thin cccupation soil (3} then
developed on the level summit of this bank.
Subsequently the bank was increased in heighr by a
further 1.2m, the material again being fine-grained
chalk (2). Finds were limited to a fragment of combed
flue tle and a samian sherd, bath from layer 2. The
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Fig 68 Citadel Bank Excavation 1988 — West facing section.

Fig 69 Citadel Bank Excavation 1988 — East facing section




THE EXCAVATIONS AND FINDS

Fig 70 View of the Citadel Bank section from the
east. The old ground surface 1s visible just below the
midpoint of the ranging pole; the adjacent voids are
rabbit burrows.

source of these items is presumably the Roman site
just to the south, examined by Combley et al (1968),
but there was a general absence of finds of later peri-
ods. By analogy with the evidence from the Citadel
Gatehouse and the Postern Gate the main body of
the ringwork bank (4) must be medieval in date. It
also seems likely that the bank heightening (2) is a
medieval rather a Civil War addition as it was totally
devoid of any brick or tile fragments (Fig 70).

Tudor

A “11}531"-’6 brick wall (6) was built on the inside of
the ringwork bank. It ranges from 0.8m 1o 1.2m in
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width and stll stands to a hei
it has lost at least 0.8m of irs upper levels. The plas-
tered inner face is also much obscured by 19th cen-
tury walls and buttresses. The wall had been built up
against the medieval bank. On the east facing section
(Fig 69) it was flush with the surviving rampart, but
on ,.d“. opposite side of the cut (Fig 68) it diverged
sufficiently for layers of deliberate infill (7, 8 and 9)
1o have been necessary, Within this material, trodden
surfaces (eg 7a) could be discerned. The wall clearly
belongs to William Paulet’s 16th century renovation
of the Citadel.

ght of 2.3m, although

Civil War and Later

The brick wall 6 suffered substantial robbing of its
upper courses. In the area of the west facing section
(Fig 68) the robber trench could stll be discerned
and contained a deposit of clay with brick, chalk and
mortar (11). Above this a more variegated layer of
red clay with brick, flint and chalk content (10) rep-
resents the final capping of the bank. A roughly con-
structed brick and stone wall footing (13) was inserted
high on the inner face of the bank, and weak brick
walls (14 and 15) were built on the outer face. It is
possible that these features were added during the
siege, but more likely that they result from post-Civil
War landscaping in the late 17th century or later. One
definite landscaping activity evident in the east fac-
ing section (Fig 69) was the demolition of wall &, and
the dumping of a mixed deposit of red clay and rubble
(12) which created a more gentle profile to the bank
in this locality.

The Finds

The only finds were a piece of combed fluc tile, and a sherd of
samian, both of Roman date and both from layer 2. This fine-
grained well consolidated chalk is likely o have been excavated from
the area of the external ditch and it was in thiz locality that Combley
et al (ibid) found the remains of late Iron Age and Roman occu-
pation. The absence of brick debris or Tudor finds in the bank
make-up (layers 4, 3, 2) would appear 10 be conclusive evidence
for a pre-Tudor construction date for the ringwork bank.

Archive: A1988.41







Chapter 8

The Citadel Postern Gate

The Excavations and Finds

The Excavations

The existence of a postern gate on the eastern side
of the Citadel has been long suspected. In March
1066 heavy rain caused a landslip in this location and
subsequent investigation (see Chapter 3 p30) revealed
walls of stone and brick, flanking an apparent
entrance through the ringwork. As the work was lim-
ited in extent, the full sequence and significance of
the gate was not established. Further slippage encour-
aged more work in 1983, bur it was not untl 1991
that a concerted attempt was made to reveal the defin-
itive picture (Fig 21, Area 4).

The objects of the 1991 excavation were 1o remove
fallen material, create vertical sections to the north
and east; and examine the sequence by excavating
down to the surface of the gate passage (Figs 71-73).
The work involved the removal of several layers of
loose infill from the passageway itself (9 and 14) and
several lavers of consolidated matenial (4) which rep-
resented the deliberate narrowing of the gate in the
Tudor or Stuart period,

In contrast with the Citadel gatehouse, there was
no surviving metalled surface in the passageway.
Reference to the walls indicated where the original
surface would have been, however, and beyond this
4 cT0ss section revealed a brick-built drainage chan-
nel (5) and a shallow silt-filled gully (8). It also
resulted in the unexpected discovery of a male human
skull, found inverted in the gully silts (Fig 74). The
significance of this find is discussed below.

Interpretation

Six F'h_a:se*.: of construction and modification were
recognised, as follows:

Medieal

In the medieval period the south side of the gate was
fepresented by a substantial wall of mortared flint
l“-.“h malmstone quoins (1). It was at least 5m in
;:TI.RTJ“ an‘j‘]_gif“ ]'H height, although this may have
_‘I_*'-ﬂ modified in Tudor times (see below). To the
;::_}__.;1:::3” section was excavated behind the flint

+ and the bank material here (15) was

almost pure chalk, identical to that noted in the 1988
rampart cut to the south (see p93),

Tudor

During the major refurbishment of the Citadel the
postern was narrowed, and its passageway length-
ened. This was achieved by the construction of a sub-
stantial brick wall to the north (2), and the addition
of a brick wall (3) to the south. The north wall had
been subsequently slighted, but it was clear that it
revetted a bank of mortar, broken tile, brick and chalk
{4). This apparently filled much of what must have
been a substantial Medieval gateway in this area. The
brick-built drain (5) led out almost centrally through
the new gate passage (Fig 75).

The south wall survives to a height of 3.6m and
has a ‘beam slot’ 0.4m in depth at a height of 2.5m
from the ground, which continues in the brick cap-
ping on top of the medieval wall. A stair tower (6),
now represented only by its foundations, may have
been part of this complex,

Later Tudor

The inner opening to the Tudor gate was originally
splayed, but it was modified and narrowed and I!.lmL'd
into a doorway, rather than a gate by the addition a_:uf
stub walls (7a and 7b). The date of this alteration is
not clear, but it may be linked to the construction of
the New House.

Crodd War

As noted above, no convincing road or floor 5urfz_tc'_c
survived in the gateway, One linear feature was visi-
ble, however, the small gully (8) where the skull was
found.

Post Gl War

Some time after the assault on Basing _Hﬂusc in 1645,
the Tudor brick wall on the north side nf_ the gate
was partly demolished, and the passageway filled w.:Lh
brick rubble (9). Soon afterwards insubstantial brick
walls (10, 11 and 13) were constructed m_a]lnwl :}w
complete in-filling of this area (14). This acuvity
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Fig 71  Citadel Postern Gate Excavation 1991 — Plan
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Fig 73

rate of tooth wear. The state of attrition of the teeth of this indi-
vidual suggests that he was aged between 18 and 25 ar death
However, his third molars are present, and the basi-occipital surure
is fully fused, both of which suggest he was ar least 21 years old,

The length, breadth: and height of the skull could not be M-
sured, but the general appearance suggests a round-headed (brachy-
cephalic) individual. There is o trend vowards brachycephaly in
European populations after the Saxon period. The facial messure-
ments suggest that he had a broad face but & narrow nose. The
absence of post-cranial evidence means that the height of the indi-
vidual could not be estimated.

A number of non-metric or genctic anomalies were seen in the
skull and atlas (first cervical vertebra), There was a left parietal fora-
men, at least one lambdoid wormian bone, bilateral post-condylar
canals and a precondylar tubercle, and more unusually, a parietal
notch bone was present on the right. The atlas superior facet was
double on the right, and there was an atlas bridge also on the right,
Theae traits would be useful in a large group for suggesting family
relationships

Only the maxillary teeth could be studied, all of which Were pre-
sent except both first and the left second incisors which had been
lost post-monem. Cariows lesions had affected four teeth out of the
13 remaining. All appeared 1o have started ar the tooth neck, where

they were quite small on the right second incisor imesinl surface)

Citadel Postern Gate Excavation 1991 - East section.

and the left second molar (buccal surface). The lesions on the ;.-:ghl
second and third molars were much larger, covering 25% of the
crown of the former and 40% of the crown of the latter, The pulp
cavity of the third molar was open, and an abscess wis startog &
develop around the root of this tooth. Slight calculus was seen o
all the teeth, although it was heavier in the right molar regon. ”“1
might be the result of favouring the lefi tecth, when the pun o9
the right side became too grear, The high prevalence of dental "'"f:f‘
in this individual, particularly as he is thought to have been q‘l'_lll':
young, is suggestive of the increased carbohydrate cOnSUMEREE
seen in post-medieval populations. :
Two conditions associated with iron deficiency anemia u.'-."n:‘ﬂ .
on the skull. There appeared o be cribra orbitalia (porotc "FLI
Brothwell 1981) of the right orbit, although the area was brotc
and it was difficult 1o be certain. Signs of healed porotic h‘.«'F“rI' :
tosis (slight thickening, pitting and striation of the lel-f:iﬂ:‘ 'hl.ll
erally along the sagittal suture} were also present. In "JJ“IN:T
small wart-like growth (4 x 7mm), probably a bengn l.1.‘\-[v:\1ﬂl.u.| 42
present on the left side of the frontal bone below the remporal 8¢
It is unlikely 1o have affected the individual in any way.
The most dramatic pathological lesion was a 40mm long S
ning diagonally from c8mm to the left of the bregma on the ‘;_-1:
nal suture across to the right parietal. A slight crack was alsd P the
on the endocranial surface, although the cut did not penerelt

en

Ut e
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Fig 74 Postern Gate Excavations viewed from the
west showing the human skull as found in the shallow
gully next to the brick-built drain.

Fig 75 View from the intenor showing the
successive narrowing of the west end of the Postern
Gate passage.

Fig 76 Skull from the Citadel Postern Gate. The

sword wound is clearly visible.
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Fig 77 Carved stone head from the Citadel Postern
Giate; probably the emperor Marcus Aurelius

skull, The wound was unhealed, burt it is unlikely to have been the
cause of death. Such a cur might kill an individual after a few days
if it induced a brain haemorrhage, but lack of evidence for healing
or any inflammation shows that this did not happen here. Indeed,
a likely scenario, given the circumstances of the find, would be thar
the man was knocked out by a blow to the top of his head, and
whilst disabled he was decapitated. As the mandible, hyoid bone,
and other cervical vertebrae, all of which might be expected to show
cuts in a case of decapitation, are missing, it 15 not possible to show
exactly how the head was severed.

Summary

The skull of a youth or man in early middle-age was
examined and found to have a number of genetic
anomalies. It also displayed a high prevalence of den-
tal disease, and pathological lesions consistent with
iron deficiency anemia. The most dramatic lesion was
an unhealed sword cut to the crown and this, together
with the evidence for decapitation, suggests that the
individual concerned mert a violent death.

Fig 78 Carved stone head from the Citadel Postern
Gate; possibly the Carthaginian general Hannibal.

The Sceulpred Heads
(Figs 77 and 78)

These fine pieces of 16th century craftsmanship are stylistically
comparable to the head of Hadnan found on the site at the :"-“'-
of the century. One probably portrays the emperor Marcus Aurehius.
and the other may depict the Carthaginian general Hannibal i
references do survive 1o the gquality of work being executed ot Basmg
in the mid-16th century, and one of these is noted by Hubbuck
{1998). He draws attention to an extract from an account book fof
building work done at Basing in October 1569, Among the '.I.;I':!-"-
listed is that of Humfrey Lovell, the Queens Master masof, #1°
may have been |]1'|.'-|'|]'L'cd.1.'|."|!|1 the -.iL'r-Jng of earlier work at Basimg,
and was known 1o have recommended Robert Smitheon, anollt
well known designer, for works at Longleat, This link may F'n' 5 3
nificant in that the French mason-carver Allen Maynard was nowm
to have worked at Longleat, and may well have i
Basing's stonework up to ¢1565

conl ributed
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Chapter 9

The Walled Garden

The Excavations and Finds

The Excavations

The area now known as the Walled Garden is essen-
ually a large rectangular terrace ¢150m x50m,
bounded to the north-west by the course of the
Basingstoke Canal (Fig 21, Area 5). The curtain walls
to the north-west and south-west appear to be origi-
nal, or on the onginal line, as do two towers which
housed dovecotes, at the western angle and to the north
{see Chapter 2). In the 1980s the surface of the Walled
Garden was gently undulating, and had been subject

1o a number of known disturbances, ranging from use
as vegetable allotments from the 1940s, to the instal-
lation of a swimming pool in the 1960s.

Excavations were carried out in 1982-83 and
1987-88 (Fig 79). The two principal objectives were
to examine the area for evidence of the onginal lay-
out or structures, eg walls, paths, fountain bases and
bedding trenches, and to examine features down to
subsoil level (or an agreed depth) so that a period
garden could be created without the destruction of
unrecorded archaeological evidence.

Thatched Tower

Fig 70 Walled Garden Excavations
1982 & 1987-88 showing the approx-
on of trenches, areas exci-

imate positi
T \lls.

vated and the location of the wi
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Fig 80 Walled Garden View of the 1988 excavation
of the wall foundations. The corner dovecote is in the
background.

1982-83
Six trnal trenches were excavated by machine at the
northern end of the site by the YTS team in 1982.
In all the trenches the chalk subsoil was approxi-
mately 0.5m below the surface. Four of the trenches
contained lengths of brick wall foundation and there
was some evidence for a ditch. These features were
left in sit and the trenches have now been backfilled.
In December 1983 a narrow machine trench was
cut across the garden from the gate in the orchard
wall to the vicinity of the north dovecote for the instal-
lation of power lines. More fragments of wall were
uncovered, forming a right angle, but their reladon-
ship with the walls seen in the previous year was not
fully established.

198788

In 1987 attention focused on the southern end of the
garden, an area ¢40m x 40m. A full section across the
terrace was excavated by hand, as well as an exten-
sion to the south-west. Brick wall foundations were
revealed on three sides of the terrace. In the trial sec-
ton a number of gullies and pits were encountered
but they did not suggest a coherent garden plan, and
some were of considerable depth. Between the cur-
tain wall and the nearest terrace wall a massive chalk
bank was revealed.

CHAFTER 9: THE WALI ED GARDEN

In the summer of 1988 the wall foundations were
fully exposed along three sides of a 30m square (Fig
§0). They survived on the north-west and south-eas
sides as 4 or 5 brick courses. On the south-west side
the wall had been almost totally removed, but a rob-
ber-trench backfilled with broken brick and mortar
could be discerned. The arca within the walls wag
stripped and levelled by machine but no more
features were seen in what, depth-wise, was a com-
paratively limited exercise.

Further landscaping work in 1989 during the con-
struction of garden paths adjacent to the exhibition
building (modern Basing House) in the south-east
corner of the garden, unearthed the foundations of a
wall and a worn brick surface, together with a thin
layer of destruction debris.

Interpretation

The work in 1987-88 allows a sequence of three
phases of activity to be proposed:

Phase 1

The curtain wall was constructed, and the terrace cre-
ated by the removal of chalk from the uphill (south-
east) side. Much of this material was employed to
make substantial banks against the curtain wall, and
to the south-west. The bank against the curtain wall
was compacted by the passage of numerous carts, and
the resultant wheel ruts were clearly visible running
parallel to the wall. They presumably represent the
passage of many loads of building marerial employed
in the construction of the towers (dovecotes) and
upper reaches of the wall. The south-west wall was
constructed in a footings trench cut into the summit
of the south-west bank.

Phase 2
With curtain wall construction apparently complete,
the compacted surface of the north-west bank was
covered by a dump of orange clay containing flints
and tile fragments. This material spilled down the
slope of the chalk bank to a point at which a mortar
base (0.8m wide) had been laid to take a brick “'3_]]
footing. The footing survives to a height of 0.5m (0
courses). It is matched to the south-east by a similar
wall set against the foot of the chalk scarp, at the
same absolute level. Four courses of this wall remain
TR

These two walls are parallel, but lie on a E'Eigh‘l_?
different axis to the main curtain wall, There is V-
dence for a contemporary footing to the south. At the
west corner the wall survived as seven courses, capped
with bricks set on edge. The walls were apparently
only a single brick thick (9 inches), but half bricks
were often mortared behind this skin, sometimes OVt
a considerable distance.

Phase 3 3
When the demolition of the inner walls took place 1t
was a thorough operation, and was accompanied .h}'
dumping of clay soils containing chalk and nle, which

T
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JASING HOUSE WALLED GARDEN s
j’.:yse.ihhf sequence and dating of actvities
15305 i) Scarping, quarrying, dumping (medieval sherds, tile and Beich).

ii) Construction of curtain walls, towers, chalk banks (tile and brick).

iii)  Construction of ‘inner walls’, ?horizontal levels attained, ‘sunken garden’ created.
164245 iv) Civil War siege. Walls and towers breached for musket T
16508 vl Inner brick walls demolished and removed to foundation level.
17008 vi) Garden soil imported, path(s) made.

vii)  Central path shown on plan of 1750-60 (revisions 1790s) but not archaeologically

detectable. The first path evident from excavation is of early 19th century date.

1800-1940s  viii) Vegetable garden well worked, subsidiary paths and plots created. Known from
aerial photographs (Fig 8) and surface indications. (Pottery, glass, metal, animal

bone, etc.)

Fahlc 3. Walled Garden — Possible sequence and dadng of activities.

resulted in @ saucer-like profile for the inner area.
Subsequently, garden paths composed of chalk,
roughly metalled with flint, brick, dle and potsherds
were laid, dividing the area into small rectangular
plots.

In the absence of closely dated artefacts, a possi-
ble chronology for the Walled Garden 1s presented in
Table 3.

The Finds
(Fig 81 Nos 1-22)

A great variety of finds came from the area of the kitchen ganden,
meluding pottery {particularly transfer printed and domestic glazed
wares), glass, clay pipe, metalwork and animal bone. All relate 1o
the distribution of household rubbish in the “vegetable garden’ arca.
Casunl losses included coins of Victoria and Elizabeth 11, a cricket
ball and roys. One deliberate burial was that of a dog, bur the shal-
low nature of the grave suggests a 20th cenmury date. Earlier mate-
nal included brick and tile, and sherds of medieval and Roman
date. One lead musket ball was recovered from the garden soil.

Pottery

A few small sherds (346g) were uncovered in the 1982-3 excava-
tions, A number of these were of Saxon or Medieval date, mostly
fepresenting unglazed cooking pots in sandy and flint tempered fab-
B A few picces of green glazed Surrey white ware were found,
ehuding one sherd of a green-brown glazed decorated jug in a
course sandy white fabric (illustrated), The rest of the assemblage
conssted of Post-Medieval red wares, many of which may repre-
“:Im Barden pots, and 19th-20th century transfer printed wares. Mo
Hemewire was collected. The relatively small amount of later pot-
;Ealﬂl\ﬁ:} E‘Tmlug‘: may be a result of the retention and dis-
The mmum‘ﬂl}"“mll'-_'n_a.l Ih-i time, which was not l'cc*:lj'd.i.‘d.

slightly grearer q;:l:"-_"-tu*”ff-h'd from the 1987-8 cxcavation was
Thec: e Uhrm:.-l b ﬂ-jl ot consisted |~r a similar range of wares.
Rt printed war '-1. F!.f'-'-llk‘l' F?rﬂ.;w-nmn of 19th-20th century trans-
the lube] "‘..-'|c|-|:: rﬁﬂ_\,j.rﬁln'ﬂ.'lm {one glazed 1_'.;-|nhc|:|w:u:¢' jar bore
5 b contained : h '.’.mkﬂ!-'_ from the upper levels. These lay-
Again, some s ui_‘ﬂ"\d'";“".“'- Surrey white ware and red wares.
dem yse A will s e E'-“I-IF type I:I!li.l}'. have been mtended for gar-
ber or thick-walleg t'”";h fragments of modern plant pots, a mfm-
found, some with mul"" PI'-IH- with intermnal redbrown glaze were
face (rom the S “f‘.LE:' or :ﬂump-:d decoration on the oufter sur-
Similar wize gng fons vitke-up). A rim sherd from a large bowl of

to some of the red ware examples may be

derived from Verwood, Domset, One interesting find from Layer 02
was o small stoneware ointment pot with khaki glaze, and the
inscription “S. Green 2 Union Place Lambeths’ in blue transfer
print. Much of the pottery from the lower lavers was of Early 1o
Late Medieval dare, ; :

A small number of finds was made during the landscaping of the
walled garden i 1990; one is illustrated (No 12).

Owerall, the greatest proportion of pottery by weight consisted
of red wares, the majority of which were large bowls or dishes.
However, stonewares and cream wares were also very commen, and
probably outnumber the red wares if the number of vessels which
they represent is taken into account.

For descriptions of the fabrics refer to the pottery report for the
gatchouse and ringwork terminals (see phl).

BASING HOUSE WALLED GARDEN
Pottery Group Totals (Weights in grams)

Morth South Total
Group 1 0 0 0
CGiroup 2 20 58 138
Group 3 78 58 136
Group 4 14 147 163
Group 5 155 1510 1665
Group 6 0 3 731
Group 7 17 770 76
Verwood 0 40 40
Tonal 346 3323 3660

Tahle 4: Walled Garden - Pottery groups.

1. BH82 WGO01 Jar rim in Fabric 3.3 Mudit}'nl?

2. BHE2 WG02 Rim in Fabric 2.7 Medieval? '

3. BHS2 W01 Large red ware bowl with internal red (clear) ghaze,

2 i : 7 . " P wdieval.

sesibly intended for garden use. Post-Medieval fommali

E" BHE2 WG02 Sherd in Fabric 4.3a, decorated with incised lines
— a g - Heer ]'j

and ghized brown/green. Late Medieva "

5. BHAT WG02 Small pot in Fabric 4.3a with patches of green

glaze externally, rather coarse and possibly smoke hldc-k'-;j”ﬂ-l.gju.:

6. BHET WiG02 Surrey white ware jar rim with internal ye ﬂ?l. “,

Fabric 4.1b. The glaze was bumt in one small area l.?:h :;L:“l::Jih

7. BHA7T WG02 Black glazed stoncwire lid, moulded? 19th/Z

cenmury?
s Tobilc 5 lazed. A similar rm
% BHAT WG04 Rim sherd in Fabric 3.1, ung J*:ﬂ e o

sherd, although slightly more everted, was found

VIO, e
9. BHAT WG02 Stoneware ointment pot in light huJT}fal-rm

, 1 4 e 1 TUry?
khaki glaze and inscoption in blue glaze. 19th centun
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Fig 81 Basing House Walled Garden. Pottery, Ceramic Building Material, Stone, Glass and Clay pipes.
MNos 1-6 and 9-14, Scale 1:4; Moz 7-8 and 15-22, Scale 1:2.

10-11. BHB7 WG Path make-up Fragments of two red ware pots
with internal red/brown glaze and stamped/rollered patterns exter-
nally. Probably garden omaments.

12. BH90 WG White ware rim sherd with impressed decoration
17th century?

Stone and Cernmic Building Material

Although large quantities of brick and tile were uncovered during
the walled garden excavations, very little was kepr. The 1982
collection congists of rwo red rubbed'moulded bricks, probably of
Tudor date. Most of the ceramic building material recovered in
1987 was flar red and grey roof ule, plus a few bnck fragments
Two tile fragments had deposits of melted glass adhering to their
surface, and can probably be dated 1o the pre-Civil war period

Omne fragment of very sandy, light buff coloured plain plaster or
rendering was found in the wp layer.

Four small fragments of slate were found in the two upper layers.
The use of slate at Basing House has already been noted 1 con-
nection with finds from the gatehouse and ditch excavanons

Cme small block of stone with deposits of mortar was f““"‘?' and
another fragment of shaped stone had apparently been ysed as @
whetstone. A small piece of calcite was also found

13. BH82 WG Middie E-W Trench Moulded red brick. Tudor? 5
14. BH87 WG01 Small shaped stone, possibly a whetstone. BU
coloured medivm-grained sandstone.

Glass

Most of the gliss from Walled Garden contexts was window of
bottle glass. The window ghiss dated from the Tuder period ! i
quarries and two blue fragments) 10 modem times (fgreenhouse e
glass). Most of the bortle fragments were of 19th century of lver date

F B R e
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upbber cork labelled "Cournge & Lo. Lud. Alon Copper all were muink 0l i luded | gy
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; e 1 e .
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Clay Pipes
b E enian were from the upper two
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: I-‘.I. . b e I“I“TL i e Zo '1.1.:x,_-_-_-..|--_¢| I el oo wlare Pencais, ihree Plastc “Lepn®
= '."'- bricks and a cricket hall

; e, LS00 1650
A teagmment of bowl, London tyy |
£ Wi Fragme i

= bl fragme London snd Sowt Environmenital

i

. 5 f decorated bowh. 19h centums T'wo owster abells were rece vered from Laver 02 in 1987, A few
; : : fragments of butchered bone were abun ¢ llectad fronm

this layer snd the o ange bank. b T e
I VL e 0 e dstarosed i of alley
Meralwerk by analyses doe 1 he disturbed natare the Walled Garden
" vh - } epaosits
salwirk rom the upper two layemn of the site. The CPOs
i\ etalns

¥ re ron nadk, homeshoes, and staples, aa well
s of fmals WY 1 -

ng and a prece of wlag

s AL982.8; AISRT. 21

ne Feaw [ragmens, an ¥

#
b4







Chapter 10

The New House

The Excavations and Finds

The New House (Fig 21, Area 6) has seen compar-
atively lirtle controlled excavation in recent years, and
has considerable potential for future work. This
section therefore reports in interim fashion only on
the discoveries of 1990, which can be considered
gs the first chapter in a new phase of work at the
site, rather than the last elements of an existng
project.

The area of the New House has suffered modifi-
cation and disturbance on a number of occasions.
The first was probably in the early 17th century, when
the family had over-reached themselves financially in
entertaining Ehizabeth I; dehiberate dismantling of
parts of the House appear to have followed. The next
episode was the destruction caused by the Civil War
siege, and the fall of Basing, when the major attack
was launched from this quarter, Following this, the
deliberate robbing of building materials was probably
most acute at this nearest point to the village, and
then the construction of the Basingstoke Canal drove
a sinuous trench right through the heart of the ruined
complex. In more recent times the area has been dis-
wrbed by the extensive but shallow excavations of
1875 to 1908, and the deep and untidy work of the
late 19605,

The full extent of the disturbance to this part of
the Nt'rn' House has only become plain with the
festoration of Park Hill Cortage, and the acquisition
by Hampshire County Council of a further strip of
lmd_adja“m to the in-filled canal. It now seem
“eriain that the cottage was built directly onto the
forthernmost corner of the New House, which
:;il:ﬂsl the north-west range ¢75m in length, and a

'l range appears to be represented by a sub-

Stanm , . ; :
P tal wall running just to the south-west of the line
of the canal,

The Exc avations

The 1990 ¢
and Augugy
mngi:_
Wide
pu
19

Xcavation was a three week season in July
on the surviving parts of the north-west
ﬁn.am“ of 25 x 15m was opened, with a 2.5m
WT;dEE;:.bau'}k being left for access and r::t'-:rcnu:l
67 and ],_.fés‘:" -n'_'“ !‘-'?il_‘lls-' back-filled 1rr:-m:_hez-. of

9 were identified and emptied. One of

these had laid bare the remains of the north-west wall,
the other had revealed the mouth of a drain in the
south-west wall. The emptying of the backfilled turn
of the century trenches allowed much of the outline
plan to be HPPI‘ECjHIEd. Work then centred on the
removal of the substantial layered deposit of brick
rubble, broken tile and ashy soil from the interior of
the building. The adjacent bank to the west, and the
area to the north were also examined.

The excavations showed that the north-west range
of the New House had been terraced into the natural
slope thereby creating a substantial undercroft (Fig
83). The inner wall — with its stair towers — was deeply
founded into the namral chalk, but the outer wall
merely stood on the subsoil surface. This may
account for its almost total disappearance. In one
area, however, it stood on the line of a ditch of
medieval date, and in this softer material a tile course
survived n siu.

There was no evidence for an entrance from the
north side, but more than half of the range was
destroyed during canal construction, and the door-
way presumably lay in this area. The building had a
solid chalk floor throughout, Wear patterns against
both inner and outer walls suggested that this had
always been so, and that no made or laid floor had
been removed. In this surface a number of features
could be seen which gave some clue as to the
function. _ .

The largest of these was a central drain, yh:;h ran
the length of the building before disappearing into 4
brick arched tunnel. To the south east of thc_ drain
was a series of substantial post holes. On the fmdcnlc':
of four surviving examples, these could be paired with
wall sockers 1m above floor level. This arrangement
suggested some form of stalling or manger, ﬂ_ndhllt"“
probability is that the building funcrioned as a sta i.s\.
The surviving area could have accommodated some
16 or 17 horses. The location of a stable, close to

Jarr yate, 15 approprate.
(h':.;:;iﬁ:r{-:i'njdctsﬂs uIF construction are wnrr.?l)’ of
note. The westernmost corner, shown as having a
il . Peers (1909, Plate BT7)
south-westerly projection by Peers ( ! hich
has no such feature. In addition, the lesser wall, ?leis
does run away to the north-west, could be trace




CHAPTER 10: THE NEW HOUSE

0 8 4 ——_=1

e 4

110

Limits of Excavation

i A

g 1967 trench l'r
CARRRARARARSARARAS ARAN

MORTH-WEST
RANGE \

postholes

SOUTH-WEST
RANGE

Fig 82 New Housc Excavations 1990; plan of the north-west range.

Fig 83 General view of the New House ¢ i
i s¢ excavanions from the north-east. s = + the stable ck was
terraced into the slope. S Aising bow) e kiR

ihl‘a:;:l:h-:iz.mrk. It appears to delineate the bailey ditch.  post-Civil War demolition exercise, which went so far
t = }I’t'”; ¢s of mortar surviving on the semi-circular  as to strip out the brick ]i.m'm_..s;:d flooring of the
pases of the st owers indicate that above 2
these quuc:u:c:";.r::;:'TEI::::::::;:L?HI;T above ground  central drain, This results in limited evidence for te
§ : Lo an. constructi it actically
The overall i 551 « grai . ction and demolition phases, and pracucai
ekt mpression o be gained from the exca-  none at all for the presumed i d of occupation =
vation, however, is one of an extremely thorough 1560 to 1645 o
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Chapter 11

Conclusions

Despite the various difficulties cpcuunt::n:d during
the excavation and post-excavation processes the
archaeological investigations reported here represent
a considerable step forward in our .unr_furstandlrng _““F{
appreciation of the histur}-f of Basing House. This is
particularly true of the Citadel, or Old H"“.J“‘ but
the work in other areas has also reaped considerable

rewards.

The Citadel

The excavation of the Citadel Gatehouse has allowed
the identification of six main periods of activity, rang-
ing from defensive ringwork to romanticised ruin.
Whilst this basic sequence is not in doubt, a key fac-
tor throughout has been the paucity of finds which
makes absolute dating difficult, particularly for the
earlier periods.

One of the most taxing questions concerns the inj-
tial date of construction of the Basing House ring-
work defences. Our preferred view is that Basing
House superseded the as vet unexplored and undated
carthwork at Oliver’s Battery, as the principal defen-
sive site in the locality. Oliver’s Battery is located near
the Roman road crossing of the River Loddon,
whereas Basing House provided a better defended site
on higher ground. It is probably not insignificant that
this later location was also adjacent to the site of a
Roman villa,

This sequence would allow Oliver’s Bartery to rep-
resent a Conquest period motte and bailey castle con-
structed by Hugh de Port, and Basing to be an
oproved and updated residence built by his son
[h::“g;huzeﬂmﬂﬁmn John. A date in the first half of
tence of Ih'l“”{gﬂ““‘lk:‘ il SEJTy wa e etk
admittedly Enignmf[ﬂf‘t c;tu:rnuld rnal_:u- sense of the
date, to the ‘old ca tLl -l:r¢ Lnlvan?f: - Imd_l?rh i
byt cvi:icnc;‘ e ath ‘axfng (p _4]. Further cor-
dates for the cnnstrucf'an ‘!: mu“d g loopted
(1136), Old Saryme ::‘;?};ﬁ 3%‘1:: ringworks at Mcrch.}n
tence by 1141) \ ) and Ashley (in exis-
“_(Eini"‘]m?:a;':'l‘ﬂhﬂd the medieval defensive circuit
lin anﬁ_te‘i from rebuilding and remodel-

% and suffered from he vicissitudes of neglee

ecay, Rl‘fumisah]e i 1IJ €5 of neglect and
on gf the outer gatet[::-'l;xrj e e consteuc

er and

: inner gatehouse
the western side of the gatehouse on

dpproach to the main gate,

and the heightening of the ringwork. The absolute
dating of these events is not possible, but they span
the late 12th to late 15th centuries. The Postern Gare
appears to have been in existence throughout this
period.

In the 16th century a new lease of life was given
to the site by the ambitious plans of William Paulet,
The transformation appears to have involved two
phases of Citadel Gate construction, with the first
Tudor period Passageway possibly acting as a tem-
porary entrance while the grand design was being
hatched. By the second half of the century the
approach to the Old House would have involved
crossing the brick-built bridge, passing through the
impressive gatehouse with its octagonal corner tow-
ers, and emerging into the fan-shaped courtyard.
With the advent of the Civil War and in particular
the siege, a number of defensive works were put in
place. In the area of the main gate chalk block walls
and dumps of clay with flints were added 1o the outer
face of the rampart, and it is presumably this sort of
preparation which was credited with being able to
withstand cannon shot in "The Soldier's Report’ (p
6). An even more desperare measure is suggested by
the ‘H’-shaped feature in the gate passage. This must
represent the barricading of the gate itself, bur
whether this was a permanent feature of the siege, or
4 response to the final assault, cannot be ascertained.

By contrast the Postern Gate, although reduced in
width, appears to have provided a means of access to
the Citadel throughout the siege. If this was the case
it is easy to imagine it being a key defensive point in
the final attack, and the discovery of the human skull
in this location is a grisly reminder of what took place
here. Other evidence of the razing of Basing is to be
found in the burnt layer present in the Citadel gate-
way. .

The amount of time taken over the dcmu#!ir!ﬂf'l of
Basing House remains a matter for conjecture. The
small but significant engraving by Dunstall (Fig 5)
clearly shows the damage inflicted by the attack of
October 1645. The date of the artist’s '“"'5Iir is not
known, although the print was published in 1653.
What is depicted by Dunstall is the burnt-out shell
of the house, before large-scale robbing and quarry-
ing took place.

'gl'h:: ncixt identifiable episode is the fashioning _‘"fﬂ
landscaped approach to an enclosed garden or vine-
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vard. Close dating is again difficult, but the observa-
tions of Celia Fiennes in the 1690s are probably the
most relevant here (p 9). By this time the gatehouse,
and indeed the buildings within the Citadel, had been
levelled, and soil imported to make the garden grow,
Some difficulty remains in deciding whether or not
all the insubstantial walls and buttresses around the
inner face of the rampart were created at this ume,
but the majority clearly were. The excavations which
took place between 1875 and 1908 resulted in the
removal of all the garden soil from the Citadel, as
well as considerable quantities of brick and stone rub-
ble, as cellars and other subterranean features were
cleared. One surprising revelation was that much of
this spoil appears to have been dumped into the main
ditch terminals, even though a corresponding part of
the exercise was the excavation of the adjacent bridge.

The Walled Garden

It is clear that there was a major planned feature in
the area of the Walled Garden by the mid 16th cen-
tury, installed as part of William Paulet’s refurbish-
ment and landscaping of Basing House, A horizontal
terrace was created, enclosed by low brick walls, but
there is no evidence for what went on there. It was
probably not a formal garden, however, because of
the absence of identifiable fearures such as beds and
paths. Possible uses for the terrace might involve a

CHAPTER 11: CONCLUSIONS

tilt-yard, for gentle jousting, or as a bowling green.
The interval towers in the Curtain Wall would have
served as ideal vantage points. Their transformation
into dovecotes came later, at an unknown date, bur
certainly post-Civil War, and therefore presumably
after the restoration of the site to the Paulet fami]y:

The New House

The work on the north-west range of the New House
demonstrated just how thorough the robbing of the
fabric had been in some areas. Despite this, the essen-
tial plan and function of the building, a substantial
stable housed in the undercroft, could be ascertained,
and this bodes well for the future investigation of
other poorly preserved parts of the site.

Finally, it is to be hoped that the ten seasons of
archaeological excavation reported on here will serve
a dual role for Basing House. On the one hand they
may be seen to draw a line under the extensive, intru-
sive and sometimes erratic investigations of the 19th
and 20th centuries, whilst on the other they demon-
strate beyond any shadow of a doubt the guality of
the surviving evidence and the enormous potential of
the site. The opportunity to redefine a forward plan
and project design for Basing House to fully realise
this remarkable potential, is one that should not be
missed.
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The fate of Basing House in October 1645, during the English Civil War, is well known.
What was once the 'greatest of any subjects house in England, yea larger than of the Kings
Palaces” was sacked and looted by Oliver Cromwell, at the end of a three-year siege. [t was
thoroughly demolished soon afterwards. Today the area of the house, a grassy ruin
extending to some 18 acres (7.3 ha), is looked afier by Hampshire County Council as one of
its heritage sites, together with other features of the estate such as the Great Barn. '

Archaeological excavation has taken place at Basing since the late 19th century, and much
of this work has been published in outline form. The areas investigated have in the main
been back-filled. This report describes the excavations by Hampshire County Council
Museums Service, between 1978 and 1991, together with brief summaries of the previous
work, and of the surviving elements of this once substantial estate.

Front cover: Basing House, aerial view 1994,
Rear cover: Citadel gatehouse under excavation in 1982, viewed from the north.



