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ERRATA 

Pagexi 
Acknowledgements: The sentence which reads: 'David Hinton, who took 
responsibility for the supervision of the 1979 ei<cavations in the absence of a unit 
director' should be deleted. 

Page 160 
Romsey Abbey Excavations 1979: The sentence which reads 'The excavation 
director was David Hinton' should be deleted. 

lt must be stre1Jsed that David Hinton had no responsibility for the 1979 excavations at 
Romsey Abbey. 
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Frontispiece: Large Saxon rood on west wall of south cransept of Romsey Abbey. 
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Summary 

The existence of the smaU late Saxon stone Abbey 
church preceding the present Norman and later 
Abbey has been known since the mrn of the 
century when evidence for its apsidal east end was 
uncovered. The excavations since 1973, although 
on a small scale, have revealed evidence for more 
than one phase of activity pre-dating the st0ne 
Saxon church. Evidence for three phases (Phases 
3-5) of occupation dated middle to late Saxon, 
uncovered within the west end of the nave of the 
present church and on the north side, is 
considered. The evidence includes postholes, 
hardstandings and food waste in the form of animal 
bone. The report on the animal bone is published. 

Succeeding these phases were two 
chronologically distinct groups of graves, both 
pre-daring the late Saxon Abbey church. The 
earliest group (Phase 6) is aligned NW- SE and 
located on the north side of the Abbey. It may be 
contemporary with the bead of hair found in 1839 
and displayed in the Abbey today. Graves of the 
second group (Phase 7) are aligned E-W and were 
found on the north side of the Abbey and in a 
cemetery some 60m south of the present church. 
It is suggested that these graves were probably 
contemporary with the two distinct and 
substantial chalk footings found sealed beneath 
the south nave aisle waU, and the possibility that 
these footings may be evidence for the earliest 

attested Abbey church of early tenth-century date. 
The human skeletal material from the graves is 
discussed. 

Knowledge of the late Saxon stone church 
(Phase 8) has been increased with investigation of 
its north and south transepts and the discovery of 
contemporary graves aligned E-W. Phase 8 graves 
have been found to the north and south of the 
p.resent nave and in the cemetery to the south, 
and they include three charcoal burials. 

The excavations have also illuminated the 
structural development of the Norman and later 
Abbey (Phases 9-16) . Most notably the site of the 
d.ouble eastern chapels was investigated. Two 
phases of chapel are identified: a pair of Norman 
chapels (Phase 10- 12) succeeded by a mid­
thirteenth-cencury chapel (Phase 15). The plan of 
the early fifteenth-century parish aisle (Phase 16) 
added to the north side of the nave was also 
recovered during the excavation work, together 
with some evidence for the original north porch 
(Phase 14) which was larger than the present 
twentieth-century porch. 

Only limited excavation of the claustral 
buildings was undertaken, but the available 
evidence for the cloisters and the domestic ranges 
is considered. Finally, the evidence for the 
destruction associated with the Dissolution is 
discussed. 





Chapter 1 

Introduction 

The Themes and Aims of 
the Report 
Themes 

(i) The earlier occupation of the Abbey site, 
including the late Saxon abbey. The 
evidence, as will be shown, is limited, but the 
potential of the site can be demonstrated, 
and further avenues of research suggested. 

(ii) T he structural development of the 
Norman chutch. 

(iii) The evidence for the Abbey precinct and the 
claustral buildings of the medieval nunnery. 

(iv) Finally an attempt is made to link together 
the limited hjstorical data and the 
archaeological evidence. 

Aims 

The primary aim of this report is to make available 
the archaeological evidence from the various 
excavations on Romsey Abbey and its medieval 
precinct, and the analyses of the extant archives. 
Although there are limitations to the Abbey 
excavations and archives they do nonetheless provide 
information relevant to these fout themes. It has been 
thought necessary to publish as fully as possible the 
relevant evid.ence to allow future re-interpretation. 
However, because of the limited nature of some of 
the archives as they now stand, it has not been 
thought worthwhile to publish all of the excavations 
in full detail. So far as is possible the more reliable 
and relevant evidence bas been published fully, while 
the less important, less rel.iable evidence bas beeo 
sutnmarised together with a oote oo any problems. 

The Excavations and the 
Nature of the Paper and 
Drawn Archives and Post­
Excavation Procedures 
The majority of the excavations on the Abbey 
published in this volume were carried out in the 
1970s. The archives for the 1970s excavations, ,vith 

tbe single exception of the 1974 excavation, are 
lacking certain key elements. The nature of the 
individual archives, and their contents, are 
Sutnmarised briefly in an appendix to this monograph. 
An oudine of the post-excavation procedutes adopted 
to wring from the rec-0rds as much information as 
possible is also briefly described in the same place. For 
fuller descripti-Ons of the archives and post-excavation 
procedures the reader is clirecred to the archive repons 
for the excavations on the Abbey. 

The Abbey Excavations an d their archives 
(Figs I and 2) 

In ,•iew of the variable nature and quality of the 
archives from the excavations in the 1970s, it is 
essential that the limitations of the extant archives 
are spelt out at the start of this report, if readers 
are to be able to assess tbe evidence, and the 
interpretation offered, for themselves. 

The absence of complete context and 
stratigraphic information is the major shortcoming of 
the archives for the earlier excavations. Where the 
wrinen records exjst there is often a complete lack of 
correlation with the drawn archive. The result is that 
the links that once existed between the individual 
contexts and their finds, and their relationships with 
o-ther stratigraphic units, which the excavations set 
o ut to establish, are lost. This of course means that 
stratigraphic analysis was not possible with the site 
archives as they survived, and that finds could not be 
integrated int-0 the stratigraphic sequence even if that 
could be established. The information available for 
stratigraphic relationships was not always sufficient 
for analytical purposes. 

Table I: Tl,e E."CC-aWtt"ons publi.Jhed, or nored itt 1his volrm1e. 

Year Name & Location 
(and Accession Number) 

(i) Main Abbey Excavations 

1973 (A 1991.25) 
I 974 (A 1991.25) 

1975 (A 199 1.25) 

1977 (A 1991 .25) 

RA 73: East end Chapels 
RA 74: West end of nave of 
present Abbey 
RA 75: North side of present 
Abbey nave 
RA 77: South side of present 
Abbey nave 
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Ye:ir 

1979 (A 1991.25) 

1988 (A 1988.7) 
1991 (A 1991.18) 

N 3me & Lo~rion 
(:;ind Acce:ssion Number) 

RA 79: South side of pccsent 
Abbey nov,, 
North side of present Abbey 
South side of present Abbey nave 

(ii) Exc1:1vntion.s within the Precioct 

1980 (A 1980.83) Nos 13-IS, The Abbey 
1987 (A 1986.31) New Romsey Vicarage 
1988 (A 1988.9) Midland Banis, No I 0, Tbc 

Mar~c-l Place 
1989 (A I 989.14) United Reformed Church Manse 

(ii) Obsef\•ations within I.he Precinc:1 

1981 (-} 
1984 (A 1984.21) 

1988 (A 1988.6) 

No 17, The Abbey 
Abbey Gateway (pipe <reach) -
wall in front of Abb~y gateway 
New Vicaragt driveway :ind 
AbbeyG=o 

Note: 1990 (A 1990.4) Nos 21-23 The Abbey will be 
published in the next Romsey monograph (Scort 11 al.J 
forthcoming). 

1>ost-cxcavation .Procedure 

To enable the stratigraphy to be analysed, it was 
necessary that the sites should be broken down into 
their component stratigraphic units aod that the 
relationships between those units should be recorded 
in some detail. The records as they stood could 1101 

be used in this way, bc!cause many of rhe comexts 
,~re n9t n1m1l>ere<I on plans, It was nec=ry ro re­
n..:ord the site in a stratigraphically meaningful way. 

The prime requisite was 10 be able 10 establish 
without too much doubt the stratigraphic 
relationships between contC>.'tS. In theory, given an 
adequately re<:orded and reasonably complete set of 
plans and section dra,vings ,vith conte~t descriptions, 

Ta.bl6 2: FtmJs Mau:n04 a11d 1/Jeir publica1ion Jtan,s 

Commcm 

it should be pQSsible to allocate new An:hive Cont 
Numbering, to determine strarlgmphic relatioashj ""' 
and rhcn to proceed 10 stratigraphic analys~ Th.is t:;; 
been attempted wirh rhe 1973, 1975, 1977 and 1979 e., cavations on Romsey Abbey.• 

Each excavation ,vas individually analysed after lhe 
alloc~cion of arc:hi~c co~texl ~umbcts and the 
estabbshmem of strangraphic rclanonships. A 'Hanis 
Maaix' was prepGred and rhe phasing establish«! for 
each excavation. An attempt to produce an o~raU 
maaix ,vas abandoned, because the result would ha,~ 
been roo complex for claricy, particularly for the 
earliest phases of occupation where the evidence is 
fragmentary. I nstead, a broad phasing has been 
adopted for the Abbey excavations as a whole and is 
summarised below.> Only tw0 sites, 1974 and 1988 
were readily linked together, and a combined malri~ 
and phasing was prepared for rhese sites. 

The nature of the material archive 

The main categories of finds are in Table 2. 

The limited surviving contextual information hss 
already been noted above. This meant that much of 
the material recovered in excavation was effectiveJy 
uns1J'3tified. Them is also a comparative paucicy of 
finds, particularly from medieval contexts. In pan this 
is a result of the smaU scale of much of the fieldwork. 
The limited quantity of finds has been highlighted by 
the much mote numerous and better quality data 
from recent excavations both on the Abbey site and 
in lhc town. This is particularly marked in the case of 
the pottery groups. Environmental data is also 
limited: there a.re no soil samples from the earlier 
excavations, and only some limited quantities or 
animal bone. More recent excavations have produc,d 
limited environmental data. The one exception is the 
group of animal booc from rhe 1988 excavations.' 

Flnd material 

Poner~• 
archive ttPort (Russel 1990); ponery ftom A 1988.7 included in Rets t( 
al forthcoming 

Medieval Roor rile 

Architectural and sculptural stone 

P~intcd window glass 

Animal bone 

Hum.an bQne 
(including material from r\ 1989 _ 14) 

Bronze casring debris 

Roruan brick and tile 

Post•McdicvaJ brkk and 1ile 

report pp 121- 144 below 

report pp I 6+-111 below 

asses.$menc-rcpon (Summerfield and Kerr, I 990)J reprinted below P 115 

archive .reports {Bourdillon 1988a and 1988b); report on bone iron~ A 
1988. 7 in Scou et al fonhcoming 

archh·c rcp,orlS (Osborne 1988 and 1991) and report pp 145- 156 below 

nrchive report (Budd 1988) and report p J l 9 below 
archive onl:y 

archive only 

StrUCI 
the R1 

StrUCllll' 

'fbt[lll!ll 

d,<dtcisi 
,ttlctal n 
1dum• is 
t:aras~f 

"" dC\., 
!Ul1UIW)' 
published 
ck21s~itl 
and bcgi 
bacl:p,,w 
key cvid, 
dis.wioi 
pl,ai, or 
on til of 
,q,uu.l 
alhhc l'\i 
pbast. H, 
it1 aimt,' 

Full t> 
1bbey c, 
Pttlimina 
monogri, 

Tbes 
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THE SITE AND ITS SETTINO 5 

Structure and Content of 
the Report 
Content 

The proposals drawn up for English Heritage 
envisaged the publication of a summary report of the 
Abbey excavations rather than full reports on each of 
the individual excavations and a full finds report only 
on the decorated medieval tloortiles. Although many 
of the tiles are unstmtified, they nonetheless form a 
body of evidence worthy of extended analysis, and are 
particularly linked with the Abbey. Od1er categories of 
finds were to be dealt with only briefly, or only be 
dealt with in a general overview of the finds from the 
Abbey e.xcavatioos. The reasons for this approach -
limited survival of the site archives and the 
comparative paucity of finds- have been noted above. 

Structure 

The main change to the original proposal bas been 
the decision to include the report on the human 
skeletal material. The main text of the following 
volume is constructed in such a way as to give, so 
far as is possible, a phase by phase description of 
the development of the Abbey, based oo a 
summary of the archive reports, with key evidence 
published in more detail. Each part of the report 
deals with a stage in the development of the site 
and begins with a section ou tlining briefly th; 
background and any problems, then presents the 
key evidence in detail, and concludes with a 
d iscussion section which gives an overview of the 
phase or structure under conside.ration, drawing 
on all of the available evidence from the archive 
reports. The Evidence section attempts to present 
all the evidence central to the interpretation of the 
~ha~e. How successful the volume is in achieving 
11s auns, 1s for the reader to decide. 

Full excavation reporrs for each of the main 
abbey excavations have been produced as a 
preliminary to the preparation of the text of this 
monograph. These will remain in archive.• 

The Site and its Setting 

Topography and Geology (Fig 3) 

Th'; n"":-e Romsey contains the elemem •~.or •­
eye , which can mean an island proper, but also a 
place pardy surrounded by water, or higher ground in 
a fen, in other words in a wet, or marshy, location 
(Cameron 1988, 167). This well suits Romsey's 
pos1uon on a terrace of Valley Gravel overlooking the 
alluvial flood plain of the River Tut. Toe limit of the 
gravel terrace is marked approximately by the 50ft 
( 17m) contour, and Romsey Abbey is siruated on the 

very edge of the terrace, on the west side of the 
historic core of the town of Romsey. T he wall 
marking the western boundary of the medieval 
precinct of the Abbey ran along the edge of the 
terrace, and lay no more than 30m west of the Abbey. 

The Urban Setting 

A number of s treams flow through the town and 
influence its layout. The main stream is the 
Fishlake, which divides off from the Test at 
G~eatbridge, 1.75km north of the Abbey. The 
F isblake itSelf splitS into two branches 250m north 
of the abbey. The western branch was the main 
stream of the Fishlake, and lay just 10 the east of 
the Abbey and marked the eastern edge of the 
medieval Abbey precinct. The eastern arm, known 
as the Holbrook, served as the boundary between 
the parishes of Ramsey Infra and Romsey Extra, 
and later formed the Borough boundary. The 
stre~m was crossed by the Hundred Bridge, 
prev,ously known as Brade, or Broad, Bridge. The 
Abbess controlled Romsey infra pontem de 
Bradebrigge (Calendar of Charcer Rolls 
1257- 1300, 102; see also Scott et al forthcoming). 

Today the Fishlake, which once delineated the 
east side of the Abbey precinct, flows through a 
culvert beneath Church Street, and excavations on 
the eastern frontage of the street just north of the 
Abbey in 1989 suggest that the Fishlake's medieval 
course probably followed a similar line (Newman 
forthcoming). The stream's course continues along 
the western side of the Marker Place and is hidden 
by buildings. It continues to the south-west comer 
of the Market Place. At this point it now flows 
under the road in front of the Abbey gareway. Just 
south of the gateway part of the stream was 
diverted to flow wesr into the !eat serving the 
Abbey Mill. Now known as Abbey Water, this 
stream probably marked the south side of the 
precinct. The medieval course of the original 
stream continued south from the point where 
Abbey \Vater was diverted and flowed behind the 
properties on the west side of Bell Street. The 
pdvies of the houses in Bell Street were positioned 
over ir, and for this reason this section of the stream 
lacer became known as the 'Shitlake'. The stream 
was almost parallel to Bell Street and its course 
1ended towards the south-west. Excavations in Bell 
Screet and at the junction of Bell Street with 
Middlebridge Street have revealed that this stream 
has followed several different courses over the 
ce.nturics, unti1 it was culvcrred io the nineceenth 
cc·ntury. The stream appears to have continued 
parallel to, and to the north of, Middlebridge 
Street, before rejoining the main Test scream. 

The Market Place lies 10 the south-east of the 
Abbey and outside what was probably the main garc 
to the Abbey. lt is lqcated between the Fishlake and 
th,e Holbrook, and therefore outSide the medieval 
Abbey precinct, but it was within the secu lar 
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jurisdiction of the Abbess. A number of streets lead 
away from the Market Place and ic can be argued 
that these are of late Saxon origin if indeed they are 
not older (Scott ec al forthcoming). To the south i.s 
Bcll Street, leading on to Middlebridge Street and 
the route to the south-west and the New Forest. 
Banning Street, which heads in a south-east 
direction and originally ran from the bottom of Bell 
Street may have been the early route to 
Southampton. Running east from the Market Place 
is T he Hundred which leads via the Winchester 
Road eastwards to Winchester, and via Palmerston 
Street southwards to Southampton. The Hundred 
lay beyond the Holbrook in Romsey Extra. On the 
north side of che Market Place is Church Street 
leading through the Horsefair to Cberville Street 
and on to Stockbridge and Andover. 

Phasing and Summary of 
Excavations 

Phase I P it (undated) sealed beneath the 
earliest soil horizon 
The pit (2023) found in 1974 wilhin the Nave 
comained no dating cviden«. 

Phase 2 Earliest soil hor izon 

P hase 3 

P hase4 

Phase S 

The truncated soil horizon found in the 1974 
and 1988 excavations contained a litt1c dating 
C\'idtnCC'. 

Features cutting, or sealing, the 
earliest soil horizon 
TilC reacures included the chalk stTUcturc found to 
the- north of the Abbey in 1988~ and the mortar 
s-urfaces (hard standings) found in 1974 in1idt- tht­
wcst end of the nave. Possibly contemporary arc 
the $Oil hori:r.ons \\'lth animal bone (comextS I 28 
and 129) on the Midl;md Brull< •i1e. 

Upper soil horizon 

Found in t 974 and I 988, this horiion, which 
probably reprcscncs rc--use and re-working o( the 
earlier, Phase 2 soil, contained quantities of food 
waste in the form of animal bone, but no pottery. 

Timber structure and clay floor 
"Inc strucrore was found qn I.he north side of 
the Abbey in 1988, and was aligned 
wsw ... ENE. ;\ grave was found in the 1975 
excavations which may possibly b<: as:soc::ialcd 
wilh thls suucture. 

P hase 6 Graves aligned NW-SE 
These. gra\'cs pn"-dnte the Suon Abbey (Phase 8). 

Ph.ase 7 Chalk structures and graves 
aligned E-W 
Th--o chalk stnicrurts locatf:d on the south s-idc of 
the present Abbey, in 1979 and 1991, and gnwes 
which pn"-date the late S.u.:on Abbey (Phase 8). 
These were probably part of an earlier 
ecclesiastical establishment. The graves were 
found both on the north side of the present 
Abbey in 1975 and on the south edge of the 
pr«inc:t in J 989. 

P hase 8 Late Saxon Abbey and associated 
E-Wgraves 

Ph.ase 9 

Evidence for the late Saxon Abbey came 
primarily from the 19751 1977 and I 979 
o:c.ava.tions, respectively north and south of the 
present na\'c. 

Construction of Norman choir and 
crossing 
a) Prcparati01\ of t.hc ground, which indudtd 

£illing in the 'dry ditch" found immediately 
cast of choir 

b) ConstrUction of the footings of the choir and 
crossing 

c) Connruction of the choit and crossing~ 
except the west wall of the crossing. 

Pb.ase 10 Demolition of the late Saxon Abbey 
There was only very limited stratigraphic 
c\'ldcncc unCO\'Cred in excavation for this pb.;l.sc. 

Pb.ase 11 Completion of the crossing and 
construction of the first stage in 
the nave footings and 
superstructure. 
.-i) Completion of the West \Vall of the crossi11g 
b) Construction of the footings for north and 

south w3Jls and nc,rth and south arcades. The 
footing$ in Bays 1 and 2 {and possibly 3 and 
4) on the south $idc, and in Bays I and 2 on 
the north side appear to h:we been completed 
at this stage. laying out of parrial footings for 
remainder of nave except for Say 7 oo 1hc 
south side. 

c) Cbnsttuctic.'11\ of lhe south nave wall in Bays I 
and 2 up to triforium l~·d. 

d) Construction of fir,1 column of nonh and 
south arcades. 

P hase 12 Mid-twelfth-century work (later 
'Nor m.an•) 
a) Cons-trucrion of Bays l ro ?4 on the north 

side_, nnd of 83y 3 and part of Bay 4 on the 
south side, up to triforium level 

b) Construction of columns 2, 3 and 4 of south 
arc-ade, and or 2 and 3 of northern arcade. 

P hase 13 Late twelfth-century work 
('Transitional' Style) 
n} Complcli<m of footings of north nave wall 

and northern an."ttde. 
b) Conso-vccion of column -1 of northern arcade. 
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Fig 4 The Development of I.he Norman and beer Abbey. 

c} Connrucrfon or the- cleres1or}' for the first 
four ban of the na\.-e~ 

d) Roofing or the fim fo\lr bays o( the nave. 
ft is probable that a1 I.his time o icn-en wall of 
sorne dtnrip1ion blocked the tnd or a.he 
tXUl/ll 08\'C. 

Phase 14 Completion of the nave in the early 
thirteenth century ('Eady Gothic' 
or 'Early English' style) and 
Construction of the cloisters and 
west domestic range 

a) CornpJetion of the footing,-or the south nave 
araadc, and conitruttion of tl).e foocings of 
Ba)' 7 or the .nt,·e sou1h wall, and or the w~t 
domcs1ic ra~c. 

b) Completion of the finat tht1."C bays of the 
l\!-.Vt. 

c) Cozmrucrion of ll,e w«t domestic ~ and 
of the cloisters. 

Phase IS Reconstruction of the Lady Chapel 
in the mid-thirteenth century 
('Early Decorated' or 'Geometric' 
style) 

The Lady Chapel ,vas unco,•crcd in 1hc !97~ 
excava1ions. (The crigi.nal chapel, ?r p:.ur,:c 
cbnpcl$, \\·at built after the corairucuon ~( f 
Choir (Phase Q)~ and before the complc,u:n ~. 
the fi.rst (our bays of the nave in ·Tral)sit on.a 
seyle (PhBSc J J). 
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Phase 16 Construction of the additional 
parish aisle on the north side 

Evidence (or the footings of the parish aisle 
constructed i.o the early fifteenth century wa$ 
recovered from the 1975 and 1988 cxcavatio.ns 
01'l the norUl side of the Abbey. 

Phase 17 The Dissolution and immediate 
Post-Dissolution. 
Including t.hc demolition of the cloisters and 
claustral buildiogs, the Lady Chapel, and the 
nonhe.rn parish aisle. 

Radiocarbon D ates 
Phase 3 Rad iocarbon assay on the animal bone 

from soil horizons 128 and 122, 
Midland Bank site (A I 988.9) 

OxA - 2313 The. r.1diocacbon determination for pig bone from 
A 1988.9 Context 128 gave a radiocarbon age of 
1215 :t 80 SP, which calibnites to the foU0\ving 
dace ra.ngC"t.: 
one sigma (68% confidence) - Cal AD 69()-890 
h\/'O sigma (9S% confidence) - Ca1 AO 665-970 

OxA - 2314 Tbc radiocarbon determination for cattle ribs 
from A 1988.9 Comext 122 gave a rndiocarbon 
age of 1355 ± 80 BP, which calibrates co chc 
folJowing date ranges: 
one ,igma (68% conlidence) - Cal AD 610-770 
two sigma (95% confidence) - Cal AD 545-875 
The calibrations are after ,,an der Plict, J and 
Mook, w J 1989. 

Phase 4 Radiocarbon assay on the animal bone 
from soil horizon 6030 (A I 988. 7) 

OxA - 2319 The radiocarbon determination for a cattle bone 
from A. 1988. 7 Context (6030) gave a 
radiocarbon age of l 125 i 80 BP. which 
calibrates to the following date ranges: 
one sigma (68% confidence)- C.I AO 810-990 
two sigma (95% confidence) - Cal AD 690- 1030 
The calibt.1tion is after van dcr Plict> J aod Mook., 
WJ 1989. 

P hase 7 Radiocacbon assays of charcoal samples 
taken from grave associated with the 
strucrures with chalk footings. 

HAR - 3 765 The radiocarbon determination for charcoal from 
RA I 979 S 119 Context (= RA 75 B [6]) go,·e a 
radiocarbon age of 1 170 ± 70 BP, which 
calibrates 10 the follo:,.ving date ranges': 

one sigma (68% confidence) - Cal AO 775-960 
tw0sigma (95% confidence)-Cal AD 680-1010 
The calibration is after Stuh--cr, M and Pearson, 
GW 1986. 

Phase 8 Radiocarbon assays of charcoal samples 
caken from graves associated with the 
late Saxon Abbey. 

HAR- 2527Thc radiocarbon determination for charcoal 
(identified as oak) from RA 1975 Conrcxt (3120) 
(= RA 75 C8 I ) gave a racliocatbon age of 1050 
+ 70 BP, which calibrota to the following da1e 
ranges5: 

one sigma (68% confideoce)- Cal AD 895-1025 
iwo •igm• (95% confidence) - Cal AD 830-1155 

HAR - 3760 The radiocarbon determination for charcoal from 
RA 1979 Context 5127 (= RA 75 E [5)) go,,c a 
radiocarbon age of I l 00 t 70 BP, which 
calibrates ro the (Q11owing date ntnges: 

Notes 

one sigma (68% confi<lcnce) -Cal AO 885-1010 
two sigma (95% confidence) - Cal AD 780-1030 
The calibrations are after Sruiver, M and 
Pemon, G W 1986. 

A more detailed discuss-ion of the :.l.l'(;hive comcxt numbers 
will be found in the respective site archives, 

2 Correlation between the phasing for individu-al sites and 
phasing for the Abbey as whole will be found i.n t.he 
Introduction of each Archi,..e ReporL 

3 There are two groups of poncry of significance from the 
Abbey cxca\'8tions. These are being published not in this 
monograph. but in arricles oo aspecrs of Romsey•s 
archaeology. ln particular, one large g.roup ~cavated in 
1988 (Contexts 6006, 6010 & 6012) will be publish«! as 
pan of a i;tudy of the Jatc medieval and ead)' post .. medieval 
pouery from Romsey (Rees et al (onhcomi.ng). The other 
m:.Jteri~I is Saxon pbtttt}; Ah6 fioM I 988 (Coatexts 
6112- 6118) which is being published in an article on 'The 
Evidence for the later Iron Agc1 Romano-British and Saxon 
occupation of Romsey' (Scon et al rorthcomina). This 
article will also include a review of the evidence of groups 
of M.iddle Saxon animal bone from the Abbey - again from 
lhe 1988 excavations (esp. Contc.'Ct 6030) - and other sites 
in Romscy, Sec pp 104-IJ9 below for a general comment 
on the finds from the Abbey excavations. 

4 TheK arc SC\'C0 archive rtpons, which art listed at the end 
of this volume in the bibliography. Copies of the rt'poru 
will be available on request from Teu Valley Archaeoloaical 
Trost. 

S The primary arcbive for this determination is equivocal. 
There arc two alternative results, and no original 
certificrnc. The ahctnat:ivc rcsuh bas been published in 
JordooaaJ. 1994, 145: 1000± 70BP 
ooe sigma: ea! AD 980-1150 
two sigma: cal AD 8~1 J 80. 
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Chapter 2 

Phases Pre-Dating the Late Saxon 
Abbey (Phases 1-7) 

Introduction 
The earliest phases of occupation of the site, those 
that pre-date the later Saxon Abbey, are marked 
by fragmentary traces of structures and buildings. 
It is therefore difficult to provide a coherent 
overview of their plans without summarising the 
evidence in some detail. It is also d ifficult to make 
chronological links between the various pieces of 
evide nce from the different excavations. The 
evidence falls naturally into two groups, for 
structures and occupation on one band, and for 
burials on the other. T he two groups appear to be 
broadly of different dates, but this impression may 
be false alld due to the fact that the evidence is 
limited and derives from different excavations. 

The majority of graves were excavated on the 
north side of the Abbey in 1975, but one grave 
was fou nd on the south side in the 1979 
excavations. In addition a small cemetery was 
excavated in 1989 some 60m co the south of the 
south transept of the Abbey. Most of the 
structures and related features are assigned to 
Phases 1- 5, while the majority of the graves have 
been assigned to Phases 6 and 7 and are 
considered below (pp 21- 35). 

Phases 1-5: The Early 
Structures and Soil 
Horizons 
The evidence for early structures and soil 
horizons 
Evidence for structures comes from four exeav3tions - 1974J 
1979, I 988 and l 991 - and i$ mainly conccnlrnted at the west 
end. to tJte north and the south of the abbey. The evidence 
from olhtr exca\lations consists simply of tlH~ observ:arion of 
rcm.nants of the Saxon and Norman soil horizon(s), 1n l 979 
and 1991 two subs1anti;il chalk sn·ucturC$ were discovered, 
The~ are .1ssigncd to Phase 7 and will be c:onsidcl'(:d in the 
next s«:"lion. The other structures arc placed in earlier phoses 
and arc contidered in the first section oflhe rtpOrt. 

t 98,8 Soakaway Excavation (Fig.-. S & J 2). 1.wo soiJ horiioos 
were found. Theri: was very little to disclnguish the two layers 
eithC'r by texture or colour, and it i$ probable that the la1cr 
horizon represents a reworking of the earlier one. A number of 
features cut the tower soil (60·56), but were scaled by the upper 
horizon (context 6030), Furrhermorc, the upper soil horiwn 
conta.incd a conc:entrarion of animal bone, \Vhich was aJmost 
total.l.y absent from the tower horizon. The lower horizon has 
been a$5igotd to Phase 2. dlc upper horizon to Phase 4. 

Of the structural features cuttlog layer (6056) the most 
intere.sting was a uench or hollow lined with clay and packed 
with chalk (context 6093). A block of stone W$$ set in the 
chalk. The stone ·was burnt and the clay partly burnt, probably 
as .;1 result of the burning or dcmolilion debris from the 
$tTUcture. Also in this phase were a number qf posthOIC$, one 
of lhem (context 6054) originally apparently \'Cry large. h is 
likely that the features represent m ore than one phase of 
acliYicy, 

These features were sealed b>• the second soil hori.zon 
(conte.itlS 6030:::6082=6085}. Within this soiJ \V3S .'I chick Jay-er 
of red gnvcl {contexts 6031 =6084)~ which may have betn a 
floor. The grovel was found both in the soakawoy and 11.t the 
ba.~c of the north wall of the n~vc 7m to t.hc south. 

Although there js no pottery from layer (6030)_, it did 
pr<>ducc a quantity or food waste in the form of animal bones. 
Th.is animal bone differed m)m the matC'ria.l found in a soil 
hodzon (A 1988.9: contex'l 128) in the.Midland Bank trench. 
Nb ceramics we.re found but the wide range of species 
repre$Cnted. in the latter conte.xt suggested a much richer d.iet 
than that represented in the assemblage from lhe north of the 
Ab.bcy (Context 6030). The material is comparable from waste 
material from Middle Saxon Hamwjc, and the d:iring is 
confirmed by a radiocarbon d~te for a cattle bone from the 
la)'C:r. The rndioc;irbon date (OxA - 2319) of a sample from 
layer 6030 calibrates to a date mngc or Cal AD 810- 990 
(l $igma). 1 

The second soil horizon WH cur by two large posthoJes 
(context$ 603'1 & 6049) and partly scaled b)' a red day layer 
(6029) (Fig 12). The c:la}' l3)'Cr was alsq found b)' tltc north 
nave wall near 10 tht present porch (context 60 l 7). Jn the 
soakaw0;y the cl~• was scaled by a thick charcool la.)·et (6028); 
by the porch it retained tract'S of a charcoal layer which must 
ha•re been la,rg:ely s-c.rapcd away. 

1974 Trench Gl (f'ig 6) in the north-wC$t corner of th.e 
Abbe)'. Four layers malting up tw0 i;oil horizons were found 
approximucly Im below the present Abbey Ooor. 11-te upper 
hori7.on (come-xts 2105 & 2106) was a black soil containing a 
qu;antit)' of anim:iJ bone, and is probably l'O be C'(luatcd with 
19:88 contexts 2082> 203S, and 2030, :md 3S$igocd 1·0 Phase 4. 
lt was cut by the foundation trench (2104), for the lowest 
footings (2103) of the Abbey nonh wall> and was sc:a.lc-d by the 
mortar and gra\rcl hayeN (contexu 2098 & 2099). Context 
2 1 05 is between O. 95m and Im below the modc,rn noor 
surface. 
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(b) 1974 hncn f _, A B 
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~ 
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., •2071 
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(C) 1974 hncn r,t, -.. 2063 
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Fig 7 RA 1974: Tttnchcs F (sccuon) and FA (plan). Sec Figs 25 & 29 for •cction locauons. 

hoDCM (i.lkd •nh mortar (2076i}. which wa, ~ • turfa« 
Tbtt mch,t wrw co C\,nfum that 2071 •fl • Suon« :r,.;omun 
au<acc 1bt- at,tcm NfC or• mm.ar &a.- Y.--aJo lbout 2.m from 
cite .... ,...., olchc Abbe) 

• , .,. ~ach I-A (F .. 6 & 7) on lht nonh ~ o( lhc .oulh, 
arndc Ah,h...,up the mtCrJ)f'C'UUOft of ~h FA ~ be-en 
,t,1hd1 -. d>lrt<UJ1 than_,. ol the ochtt 1974 umdk>. 
lht old p,,und wrfau- wu ont of tM m0tt ctrtam (r:acuru 
l'<C<><Jcd 

T'hc ca.rhtu buncd sod (206·0 •u 0 q1m bclnw thc 
rnodrm Roor, atld .... C\ll b). foundauon •klt Pkkcd W'll.h 
duilk (C'OlntU-t 20o3), Only 1 0.◄Sm x 0.2m 1«tion c,( the 
tou1h-wn1 c,itntt o( the 11nKtuu (he 7c) ..-u n~•ntN 
M't on I.be chalk .. ..._. 1 lunnt,on,r bJotk There may h•tt been 
• mortar noc.., (2062) to the nnrth ot ch.K chalk.~ anolhtr 
poh11'1~ solf la)tt ClOOI) 1C1J1na \!w floor Tbc ~ ... 
unccru1n. h mar be th~t thi, s1ruct\l~ ,...,. contcrnroraf') 
'Kt1h lM cb,-, char.; •~ «one "truc1u.te" found in I q11s. bu1 
thrrt '"' dnrty no dll'C\;t link. llftCC' dwy ~ - lc:att 20m lplf1 

and ffi<R ... , no Irk~ "' •nr IU'U(:IUtt an lhC' lnlcM'ft\ma 
tten1.h«.' C\lmn1 •11 of thC'1e fuunn ..-u • l11u PrT• 
~otm .n duc:h (COnlCIU 2060) 

1'1• Tr<0<h A (F 6) to die - ol dw - orud, TI,, 
f)f'Ob1bk ". hon~ (104') •"It C'Ut by lhC' fr~und1htlft trnh,b 
(2041) for the io,..., fOC>llna, (2040), end"~' I 2m b<I°"• Ill< 
111'\"C Boor le -- ~tly ICalcJ bfflcu.11 1 mard ll1'a ~ 
ft\,(lof1U, bndc. and flint (rontcin 2?12). •hlch wu alto cut bJ 
the rou.nctauon tmxh 

l.ay'C'r 2.ZU DU)' be &nt«prctrd •• > JcCDO!at:,,e dc-pcw-c 
dtn-.'Cd from the-~ (,,( nrlK."t tlroctUM. Boch It and 1k 
roundttion 1~nch 1ppc1r 10 hne hcC'n ,e1kd by • furthtr 
mortar bi.tt (C'Ontt:Jit lOU . .-ha,,.:b a•u.ut ~ k<Wffll)ac~ 
dounc con,,rvc·ti,on of the upptr fooof\p (con1u1 ?ll I 
~ wu <'nty one wd hor,1.on idcnnr~. No earl )· ilJUC1Urt 
0<........,..,i ""'- ...,.,,.,n,i 

19U TN":neh I! (P1• 8) by the 10u1h-wn1 dt'IOr, Only one 111.J 
ho,.,.-,n -W-.1i Jot,1eJ ~ r,ttu.mN burk'J .oil (2021) • 11 
~ 1.l1m anJ I l1m ~ \11(' daau,n., and DOC cm ► 
lhC' Abbe) foouno, II ...,--a, t.ttl~ by a moMar layer (ron10:1 
20Ul) •tu...h lfl1)Vffld) ran undtt the fo«&np (conltXI :?OU). 
1'lwrt .,. • martc,I J,p in 1n,!ilftd lcwl T1w IDtUlcJ ..t-.. 
wh" h folln'ottcd, th111 1.hp, may hhC' bcc:n a )'lrd t1Jrf1tt c-r 
herJ,,~ 
~ dw moru, laTU re ~- lllf P""~ f, .-. ~ 
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((OftlOft 201q, 20111., 2017. •nd probabf)' 2010). thn,u&h 
whld\ t.h,t ~C (•'!WkbtlOO tff'rl<b (Ct•nlC:XI :013) 'frM CUI fbc­
C'IIQnlot ~ ~ lt111tn (cnnlab 1019, 2018., 2017 
& 201&), qw1c plain1t,fy, a, dttaobl1•'ft inTlt a»oca.tcd -.,eh 
(he: dtarlntt c,/ «arbtt Nlilda.np from tbt t,IIC' 

(contuli 1074 • 1075) "'H rich 1n charcoal, •ttd JXi'\sibJ 
anduJcd watfC: dcnwJ from tht W\m Sl'IN'h:q ._ 10 the ..;. 
r,( tht Abbey' p-ccnct • ~vidcncc for m,n ,mc-ltma dtbrn ...,

11 founJ 1ft tht ur.uJ1 lttneb c-Jtea\,tc-d behind tht \tid.lanJ 8-, 
h«...,_J, 

Sc-ak4 bnlu1h thC' bunc-4 WHI •·u a rn. N po,thole, 
(t.oruat• 2022 & 202 U, whk;h produ,ed no rtnc!s. t,,u-1 from its 
t ~ p...u:i,,oo could bit ol Roman or nrbtt date. 

\lidland- (A 11188 9) <F,a 11), ilh<,w 30m tott,, -
tc)lllh•ttt "' the Ahbq • •maD trcodt behind die \i.adbnd 
Dank (Frg 2) wu ncav11N in lq88. Thi$ lr~ncb Pmdgqd 
.-idcn<,o<,.__t..,.d<brio r, ....... 122 -.t,,ac,.,. 
hon1on (contc.x-1 118) 1.ontam1ng no <er-amin but • ru:b 
HSC"mblagc t•f antmal ~nt. Like tht 1uc.mbl•ac from tbc­
ueauuon 10 die 9':orth of chc, Abbq- (con,01 60)o1 di. 
animal bone WH food .,.._,c, 1nd WH comparable w1th 
ma1crttl Crom Maddie SuC\n Hamw,c. h difftred from th. 
m..atenal fr\)m north of lh~ Ahbc-,- in the. n.n~ ol 1.P'COc:'< 

~nlffl. h tttm, •• if the rul,b1.w:I bc-1,~a d1,r,()Std of 10 tbf 
--of th< Abbq• - ... rid, and ........ do<c. ""­
....... , ..... ,,_ .... aonh o(d,c llllbc,," '"""' - ""'°' 
lhcm1II 

1974 Arca J ( 1•11 8) td the- .. ,um of lhc-Abbcy. f•\'lldc:o(,f (c.w 
n110 tUS'(:rim~ .... ~ hontoos WU lou1td. TM •h1h tly 
u.-.i.fu,cd cv»Jr-ncc- ,ugnt• • situauon C('tfflp.anbk to 1h11 
(,,und in ·rrt:nch G (wt abovt Mt 00) Sdltd bc:nit11.h • m,;,nar 
lewl bdo.llllPQl to dw &ooroltkdl-.tcn (((IO.tO:t 2121) was 
• dnk brown dar 1-011 (212 1) whH.:h con1a1nc-d pon,,y of 
th.l.rtttnth-<tnu.1r, dat,. Be:k,w dm Lua mf'W<"f'IJ toil •u a 
Inc ci.t ,oil (2125) ,mt, 'fin< m1t dwlt I._ r,....J .,,o 
lcwr h> quoit 1he 111, notebook. ·n.ts rod s«J,tJ • furth.c:r 
lli'f'U dttc:nbcJ 11 a cn,'C'f kwl with I dark IOlJ (212:6), •hKh 
ar,,ar, 6-om tJw SJIC' tteord• lo M\,r bttn I.OSm t,d,tM> Ute 
d111um fhe tor, of 1k ~n day layer (cootcn 2124) was 
0 tlm bcl,,... me datum ·nie duk fi.nc Jllt•'•founan wtl 
(cflftU'Xt 112,, • ooc dtart,- dc-li:on1C'd on tbt sate dtn·"'l:'J, 
bu1 ,ecm, to have been 1th>u, 0 9m b,tl-,• d11um. h ts 
rn,bobk thol inw2120 II dw Phat, 2 _-1..,,.,. 2125 
the PhlM .f sod No Cl.rt) SU\kt\U'l"S or mirulkd ,-wfl<'O •·c-rc 
found. 

Arns Kand KX. T1w ~nee-, aflMUlh Ins dt:1r, sugars 
that the ptt-.N(lmgn tud (con1au 214-1 a.nJ 21,1) was 11 a 
compan.~k- dtrtb furd,u wuds hm the Abbey. No nrlr 
tlructw"CI Ot rnct.Utd \UtflC('t \l'C'ff found 

lt7f Soau .. ,,. ( F11 9) ~ toab-.,.ys J11 apprv.x:im11dy 
12m touth oflM oavc o(thc abbey in the opc:n dQiaca-pnh. 

1- D ttflcoc:tcd 1n dx --~ •1thin the U'fflChcs. Tht 
upp,e-r l.a)ns o( both lrmdkt wett 1U of Ilic po11~mtdkval 
date. "'r'M own fHtW'f 'A-.S • ..ti.uow tatt •·est ditch. •hklt 
•• k'CbOocd 1ft acb tra,c:b - rt .. fflumtd that It •'ti tbt 
tame-ditch 

.___., B. i.nu:ncdaldy below &he l.tc filk ""'Cff "'" la)Tn 
(rontall '007 & ,oo,, mat1n1 up a buriod ... 1 n .. ,,,;1 
hon2oo itakd I t.baJ1ow ditch (COOICXU $001, , ... 0, 5180 & 
51)9: Tho dada CUI "1w - 10 b, 8ft ...tiff la)ff OT 
fnturc (COOtitXlt 1138 & '181). 

,,.. datin&..-&om thct< -·- .. >UTbmit«t, TI>c 
upptr •od hon.oo (S007) hu prochtttd predomm1ndy 
med,en.l cootin1 pou, b\,t alto some Lav..ntoct aftd 1\aJor 
Grttn wa.ru.. 1'bc- W.---c-r hoNOn (coa.101 SOOS) produc«t 
- ffi>qN)Ci Ind ~ ond i-n,oct and cvty v.......,,. 
wun. Thty 1ft later mcd~ llkfflblalff,, and tJ'l)tCl1 o( a 
---~. ,,,.,._...., __ o< _ _ 
may dcm,, from dw fill o< chc ducb (-t<lll 5140 • 1'006) 
buc the- •n.nbuuon 1.1 by no n,uns cert11n This coniu.~ 
p,roducc-d one- 1,btfd udl of La,-c-tttod:. \'c-N'ood •nd 
Scntdi~--.tt 

Soou__,, D. Th" 111c- la)crt •ere d-,ec-11, ove:, the dnch 
.OllntCJCb 5167 & ,166). ~ wu no mane toll boruon 
1l't ditch l?Pn~d to CUI I ~lb R111( wall (contnts 
,.60 • '16) • '169). and•~ pn (c:ontat, ,161 ,162 
& St6,). So d1t111.1 "'<le-nee can be •»•s:ncd 1o 1~ cart 
~Y<I"- 1 

lt73 U"C"a~don (l;tp 10 Ind )8). No art, t-trUC1\artt ~ 
located in the 1911 CJCIVlbOns IC d'IC ffll md of lhc Abbey 
bae •dry·~• Ceootcxr, 1070 • 1076 • 1078)..., t"C'\"f&kd, 
whl!Ch hlKf bttn filJN poor lO the COftStnN:1,on o( the Normar: 
Eas«m Chapek, tho1 • probably In - I 0, 11 0< 12 (dw 
... - «fflllr)') Th, d,t<t, ........ dried and 
rcmi11n, of a ura:m •htc:h had r'lowul north 10 .:m PM~= 
eut md of \ht P'ftffll Abbey lllt'. The dncd up dndi ~ 
"Nil) to lll'w-c been rtto1nu1bte •hc-n wo-rlt bea•n on th.-

orman Abbey. .. 
11w tOll Cconttt1• 10761)(4) • 1078 A(7)) at the boc.tC!ffl of 

tha d11cb •nd ~ltd bmt1th the Root o( ~ udy Chap,tl 

1""' radkKubon CUIN ..... - pmd.....S (Q< tJ>< '-, 
wnh.1.n the 1'1tJl&nd Rank ~•f- One- umrac- from c.on""1m 
122 (OJtA 2314) S-'"'<' caHbrucd da1c ranar, of Cal AO 
010-770 (I •-•• •od C'.al AO 545 S7S '2 .._, n.. 
W'.COC'ld tamrk- (OxA - 2)1 l) p\-e cahhnited date nngcs of 
Cal Al)~ 'l90 (I .,_) and Cal AD <>65-970 12 -).• 

Discussion of Phases pre-dating the 
Late Saxon Abbey (Phases 1- S) 

Phase I 

A small pn (context 2022) m 1974 Trench E. It 
contained no darmg ~dcncc. 

Phase2 

The earl.i<ir sotl horizon seen most clearly in tbe 
1988 cxc1va11on (con1cx1 6056) and in 1974 
Trench G (contexts 2107 & 2108) and Area J 
(context 2126). ln all of these casn there was 
evtdence for a la1cr soil horizon, or a reworking of 
the eariler sou. 1974 Trench FA may aho ha,'< 
had 1wo soil horizons (contexts 2064 & 2061), 
The single sod honzons located in the other 1974 
trenches probably reprcscnr either Phase 2 or ,I, 

Phase 3 

It can t,., suggested tentan,'tly that the following 
were contemporary, or near contemporary, and 
belong 10 Phase 3: chalk feature (6093), and 
associated postholcs (con1exl$ 6037, 6039, 6045, 
6050, 6052 & 6054) found ID 1983 (F',g 12); ~ 
chalk structure (conrex, 2063) in 1974 Trench 
FA, and possibly the mewled surfaces found 111 

1974 Trenches F (context 2076) and E (contc~• 
2020), 

A Strueture based on the possible chalk foo11n1 
(con1ext 6093) located in the 1988 soakaway 
~uld ba,·e extended south of the tttnch. Its silt 
•s unknown, bur no r:race was round in the crcnch 
along the north na,,. wall, nor ,mmcdlatcly '"'" of 

i., 'I I 

.. 

.... 
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Fig 11 A 1988.9, The Midland Bank: Schematic 
Section showing layers with concentrations of 
animal bone and iron smelting debris. 

the porch. It can have been no more than 3m 
( I Oft) north to south. 

The I 974 chalk structure (concext 2063) 
formed the south-west corner of a possible 
building. The structure wouJd have lain to the 
north and east of the trench. The extent of tbe 
building is not known, but it can be argued with 
some confidence that it had been no more than 
3.7m, or approximately 12ft wide on its 
norrh- south axis, since no trace of the chalk 
footing, or any related structure was located in 
Trench F. The east-west extent of the building is 
more difficult to estimate, but it may be assumed 
that it could be longer on this axis, which would 
produce a srructure of an acceptable size for a 
dQmestic building, or a chapel, forming part of a 
larger complex. 

The mortar surface found in Trench F would 
have been outside, and to the north-west, of the 

building. It may be part of either a hard-standing 
extending westward, or a path leading to the 
north. 

Any evidence between Trenches FA and A has 
been destroyed by the pier of the Norman south 
arcade. No mortar surface or structural evidence 
was. recovered from Trench A, which suggests that 
the area to the south-west of the building was not 
surfaced. Trench E, which lay some way to the 
south-east, did contain a hard mortared laye.r. 
Again, if contemporary, this may represent a yard 
or path 10 the east or south-east of the building. 
No trace of a mortar surface was found 10 the 
south of Trench E in Area J, as bas been noted 
above. Both of the trenches in the south aisle, 
Trenches A and E, produced layers interpreted as 
demolition deposits, possibly derived from the 
clearance of the pre-Norman building found in 
Tre:nch FA. 

The evidence of the mortar layers suggests that 
such surfaces as were located were intermittent, 
and represent paths and small yards rather than 
extensive areas of hard-standing. 

In summary, there seem to have been two 
buildings with chalk footings at the west end of 
the present Abbey. Both were probably small in 
size. Associated with them may have been a 
number of paths, or small yards, and hard­
standings. They may have been part of a religious 
or domestic complex. There was no direct dating 
evidence for these deposits and features. 

h is possible that the earlier conte,m with 
animal bone (layers 128 and 129) at the M.idland 
Sank site were contemporary ,vith this phase. The 
radiocarbon dates were earlier than those from the 
soil horizon found in 1988 (context 6030) which 
has been assigned to the subsequent phase. 

Ph ase 4 
The re-worked soil horizon found in 1 988 ( context 
60.30) and in 1974 Trench G (contexts 2 105 & 
2 106) and Area J (context 2 125) is assigned to 
Phase 4. There is also a possible re-worked horizon 
in 1974 Trench FA (context 2061). The 
radiocarbon date of bone from 6030 and the 
comparative material for the animal bone both 
point 10 a Middle or later Sirxon date. The bone 
may be residual, but its quantity and the fact that it 
was not abraded suggest that this was not the case. 
The soil horizon (context 128), which was found in 
the Midland Bank trench, and which contained 
animal bone, was probably earlier in date and may 
be contemporary ,vith Abbey Phase 3. 

Phase 5 

Post-dating the Phase 4 soil horizon in the 1988 
soakaway were a pair of postholes (contexts 6034 
& 6049) and a clay Ooor (6029). The postholes 
are substantial, suggesting that they formed part 
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of a large structure, and this is borne out by the 
cxtcot o( the clay Boor, which was found ,n the 
drain trench adjacent to the present porch. This 
JI\U • mm1mum of 7.4m for the north-north­
wcst to south•south•cast dimension for the 
Sl1Ueture. It IS lu:tl)• that the buildmg WI$ ahgncd 
on this axis, m which case the postholcs formed 
part of ns norrhcrn end. The rwo recorded 
pos1holes were rcc1angular, and their l•rger crou­
'«tional measurements "-me aligned on the same 
nx,s as thn1 SUl!l!OS!Cd for the budding us.elf. 

Aligned at a ngh1 angle to this north-north-~u1 
sou1h-sou1h-cost axis was a grO\-c (3150) (Fig 

15) cxca, .. 1<d m 1975 under the foundations of 
the p•nsh church 11sle (con1ex1s JISJ = 3261). 
This wu one of three &ra,·cs locared in a soakaw.iy 
cxca,-.,ed 10 the north of the m11n trench m 1975 
The other two gra,-.:s probably dare 10 Phase.- 7. 
Thctt IS no m11ignphic or daring rndonc,, 10 hnk 
rhe grave wuh •ny parricular phaso. h lay 
unmcdta1ely under a cl\llk fooung, which was 1.a,d 
down •• the bcginnina of the fifteenth century for 
the add,uonaJ north aisle of the parish church. 
Th,s fooung will hove dcsrroyed any potenual 
<1t1t1grarluc relationsh,P'. 1bc only reason to hnk 
grave 3150 w11h the Phase 5 srrucrure is its 
alignment Ahhoi,gh human •kclotons were found 
m the gra,,es m the 1975 <Ookoway, 11 is not now 

posStble 10 •!locate the ex1an1 skclttons to 
particular graves wuh any degree o( confidence 
(see below pp 24, 35) . 

It would be tempting to assign the lai-ers which 
produced 1roo smelting waste m 1he Midland 
Bank 1rcnch to this phase but the evidence is •-et)' 
shght. The other possible Pia~ S feature w•• the 
ditch (context 2060) 197<1 in Trench FA Th11 
duch, or trench, was ahgncd on • casMoulh-<a>< 
10 weu-nor1h-we51 axis. It wu filled (context 
20S9) with mortar, 5tone, earth and clay. 

It is not possible 10 date securely oither the 
cutung, or the filhog of the ditch, beyond S.)111S 
that II was probably cut after the building with 
chalk foonna W2S dc.-mollShed, and lilkd '" bcfort 
the footings o( the present Abbey were laid out. 
The nature o( the ftll su,aests that th" d11ch "'2j 

filled m u part of a building proces.. 

Un phased Contexts 

Cer11m of !he ""'"" features cannot be closely 
phased. The dry 'duch' excavated ,n 1'173 cannoc 
be assigned to a specific phase. but i( was 
Probably filled ,n dunng Phases 9 10 I I, pn<>r to 
the construction or the fint, Norman, Lady 
Ch•pcl m Phaic 10, 11 or 12. The charcoal-nd> 
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soil which lined the 'ditch', and which was also 
found sealed under the Lady Chapel floors, was 
pre-Norman in origin. 

The features and Structures located in the two 
soakaways excavated in 1979 to the south of the 
Abbey (Fig 9) also cannot be closely phased. The 
fill of the east-west ditch produced very limited 
dating evidence, which suggested that it was filled in 
the lacer medieval period. It is possible that it may 
have been opened much earlier, a.nd that it may 
ha,.., been connected with the use of the site prior to 
the erection of the Norman Abbey. TI1e features cut 
by the ditch cannot be any more closely dated. 

Phases 6 & 7: Structures and 
Burials immediately pre­
dating the late Saxon Abbey 
The Limitations of the Evidence 

There were several graves, which pre-date the late 
Saxon Abbey, and which have been assigned to 
either Phase 6 or 7. The largest group was found 
during the I 975 excavations on the north side of 
the Abbey. On the south side of the Abbey, a 
possible Phase 7 burial was found in 1979, and a 
possible Phase 7 grave in 199 I. It is more probable 
that the latter is contemporary with the late Saxon 
Abbey and belongs to Phase 8. ln addition to these 
burials close to the Abbey, a cemetery, which 
contained some Phase 7 burials, was excavated in 
1989 some 60m south of the present church. 

The burials found in 1975 are the key co an 
understanding of the sequence of graves on the 
Abbey site. Interpretation is difficult, because the 
precise number of graves found cannot be 
ascertained. In part lb.is is because many of those 
which can be identified from the site archive were 
badly disturbed by later activicy, and the cucs for 
some graves were not identified. 

There are also some possible graves for which 
the evidence is extremely slight. These arc graves 
3154, 3155, 3157 and 3 159 (Fig 21). If these 
doubtful graves are included it can be suggested 
there were as many as twency graves pre-dating 
the late Saxon Abbey from the 1975 excavations 
(see Table 3 below). Excluding the doubtful 
examples there are as few as sixteen graves 
assignable to Phases 6 and 7. 6 The doubtful 
graves have been included on the phase plans 
(Figs 2 I and 24), but otherwise have not been 
included on site plans or reported on because of a 
lack of information. 

Possibly contemporary with the east- west graves 
assigned to Phase 7 were two chalk s tructures 
found on the south side of the present Abbey in 
1979 and 199 I. There is no direct stratigraphic link 
between the 1979 and 1991 chalk structures on 

one hand and the graves excavated in 1975 on the 
other. The 1979 chalk feature ( contexcs 5062 = 
5058) pre-dated the late Saxon Abbey, but it also 
cut a so.ii hori7.on (5055) which may be the san,e 
one as that (context 5107) which sealed a probable 
Phase 7 grave (context 5119). 

Evidence for the Phase 6 Burials on a 
north-west-south-east alignment 

19·75 Excavations (Figs 13 & 14), ·lberc is cvidcocc certainly 
for three, and perhaps for five, burials on a oorlh•wesL-south­
cast al!ignmcnt.1 Of the three graves tb~t tan be idcntifiM with 
confidence. tw0 liy to the north of the north transept or the 
late Saxon Abbey, near to its nonb-Y.'CSl corner. One of these 
(con1e1n 3257) lay almost immcdl.atcly above the other 
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Fig 13 RA 1975: Pinn of Phase 6-8 burials west 
of the Saxon north transept (see Fig 15 for key), 
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Plate I. RA I 975: Grave 3257 (Phase 6). See Fig 
I 4 for location. (Photograph Kevin 
StubbsffVAT) 

(context (3259). Grave: 3257 was cut b)' lhe f"oundarion trench 
for the Saxon Abbey. Skeletal material from the upper burfoJ 
(3257) was in very J)OOr condition and was identified a.-. being 
froan an adult. Only ooc long bone was idcntifiM from grave 
3259.s Neither grave had any rthnionship with burials on other 
aligtunenui. 

The third gra\'C (3 127} lay to the west of 1hc Saxon north 
transepL. hs relationships wilh graves of other oricnta.cio1\S are 
critical for the interpretation of the sequence of groups of 
g-ra .. -es. The very disturbed narurc of the remains of a number 
of grave$ at the nonh~west comer of the Saxon transept made 
it difficult to identify clc.trly both the limits of individual graves 
and their relationships. The ke)• relationship is tha1 between 
the gra,·e 3127 of the group under discussion and grave 3129, 
which was apparently aligned east.....,·csr. Both gra\·es pre-date 
the Snxon north cransept. The record is not unambiguous~ but 
it seems likely that gra,.·e 3127 was cut by 3 129. That is the 
interpretation adopted in this reJ)Ort. Fol.lowing on from that it 
has been assurncd that all or the cast-WC$t graves were later in 
date than all of the northwcst➔oulhc.ast burials. aod they have 
been phased accordingly. It is unfortunate that it is not 
possible to be more certain about this relatioosbip, beatusc it 
is critic-a.I for the intcrpreunion of the sequence of gtavcs 
excavated in 1975. The skeleton in grave 3127 was identified 
-1s an adult ?fema1e.9 

~fhe 1839 Discover y (Fig 21 }. In 1839, a, Jcad coffin was 
uncovered near 1hc west end of the south nave aisle of the 
present Abbey during: che digging of a grave. One 
comcm1>0rary rtport of the discovery describes how the men 
digging the grave had excavated to a depth of four to fi\'e feet. 
The burial t.hat was discqvered was orientated 
nonhv.'CSl-soutl\cast. The leod ooffin i-s described a!I 

formed of sheet lead. about ¼ or .an inch thick; il is made 
from chree pieces:, which are overlnpped and welded 
1ogcther without so1dcring. The lid was formed in like 
manner, and pu1 on like the lid of a pasteboard box, but 
secured by iron nail!! to an inner coffin, or lining of oak. 
The lengt.h of the coffin is five feet.; and hs heighr 15 ine. 
The head is somewhat wider than the foor; the former 
measuring 18 inc. and tht latter 13 inc. It weighed from I½ 
to 2 cwt . 

Plate 2. RA I 975: Grave 3259 (Phase 6) . See 
Fig 14 for location. (Photograph Kevin 
SrulbbsrfVAT) 

The coffin contained a split oak log U$cd as a pillow, al'ld 
resting on the pillow a complete head of hair with the sc::;ilp 
attached. The hait was long and plaited inro a single pigtaiJ. 
The only other ·trace of the human body which ha-s perished 
upon it, i$ a slight black i.ncrusunion'.1° 

Moo: informaclon l$ contained in the account b;• one of the 
men inVOl\-'ed in making the discovery. The account ofJ Major. 
the sext.on, is wonh quoting in extcnso: 

(M.r Jtnvey, the churchwarden] gave me ordc,rs to make the 
grave 13 foot deep. wtt began the work with the pick.ax and 
sho,'-i!'ll witch is the proper Tools For excavation. wee fouJ\d 
t.he(yJ would not do for the Foundation was sotlid concrete 5 
feet deep. wee then applied other rools witch was MaUet & 
c:hi:sscll we made. Holes in the ooncrcu.-: with it thrusted I.he 
nose- of a crow B11r in :md raised it be levcredge. wee 3 of us 
continm.-d this work for Z days I /2 and then wee came on the 
gr:ave.l 18 in in the g.ra\•ell wee came on a Led coffin, I 
acquaimed the Vicar or the dis-co,•ery. at P'irs1 he declined 
having it removed as he supposed thare would be the 
remains of Bot1es of whom w3s Berried. t was to fin_d if lhare 
was .any bones in it. if so it was not to be removed. J cried b)' 
ma.Icing a hole on the Top I Thrusted my hand to the he.:i.d 
of the coffin t'o Find the scull. I found no bont1 but a scalp 
of Feameal h.1i.re as Bright as any Living Ladies hairc I c,.-er 
seen. tha.re was J Finger Bone. it bec:1mc dust immeadiately 
tbe ;,iire came to it. The collin was mad(e) or ,·crry curius 
workmanship the Sides was welted togeather the Top shut 
on the same QS a Bandbox thare "'-as a o:ll:::e pillow & oake 
shell the haire was preserved by the Tann.i11g Proses in chc 
Oak ... thare is 5 Peet of concrete go w(h)erc you may in the 
oldc-r part of the abby Md you must go 8 Feet From the 
walls bef<>r you Leave it That is the reason tharc is ool a 
seu..1-emem in the Saxon or Norman par1 of the Bilding. 

Thjs is a Trew History of the ha.ire and th. coffin J Major 
Oct 5 183911 

The le.-.d coffin w~s clearly found at a depth of at least Sft 
( I.Sm). The hard 'concrete• described by MajQr may have 
been pan of the north tr1UlStpt of the lace S.axon Abbey, but 
the location of the discovery is not known \Yich sufficiem 
pr«i.sioo. lt w.is found in {he first bay of the south nave aisle. 
bot thie plan published b)' JGN l$ not acC\lratc in dc1ail. TI1{$ 
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td th Cffllf'C o! the \\'diem pl:an sh0\\'1 che coffin l)'\ng t0\'1I. 5 e . he Saxoo 
l'l•lf of lhe ba:y, lr is possible that u wu pa.rtl)' under ~ f the 
too.tin and pan.Jy under the rnonared lhnt (ound:mon ,c, 
south $:f icr an:ade of the Norman Abbey. The Rev Cooke 
Yarbo:Oush (190,, 227) thought ~:11c it w~s pare or tl~: 
(ound.adons of an e11irher wall, but his plan _is nawe;h.! 

6 robabk lbo.t tht' buriaJ w:,.s eontempOrary w1lh the 
:ra\'b found in 19751 and th•t it prc-d:1ted the late Saxon 
Abbey, 

Evidence for Phas e 7 Burials on an 
east-west alignment 

1975 Exca,,adons (Pigs 13, 14 & i S) There is i:viden« ~or 
thirteen pouibJe 0I' probable grave, or~entated on ! , ~net 
eut- \VCSI alignment, and a \"Cf')' unceri,1n g;rave possibl) on 
the same tligmuent, on the north side of the Abbey, u Of the 
thfrteen graves recorded in the she archive. clevc? p~ably 
belong to Phase 7. There is i:n.sufficitnl strangraphtc eVJckncc 
for eeru1.inty about the othc.r rwo gra\'C$ (conte¥ts 3 151 & 
3152), 

One. burial (3137) (Fig 13), \VIS located to the west or the 
Saxon l')Orl.b tt1nsep1 in 1be angle betv.'Cen it and the Norm:11n 
nave. Jt \\'aS cut both by the found:11ri()!l tttnch (conie,n 3204 :;-
32-18) of th< Sa.i.;o,n Abbey, and b)' the cut (or lhe later charcoal 
burial ('.3 120). 11,e refatio1'1$hips ate de:1.r> There ...,ii$ very little 
skelec.aJ material surviving tn the gravc.11 

A group of four gm-es wit$ JO(t:tcd at the north-west corner 
ohhe S:ucon u:ansep.t (Fig 13). AJI wcrcditturi>ed. Gra\'C 3 129 
has already been noccd, Tht- small quamity of $kcltt.1I n~.tetlal 
it contained has b«:n idc:nii.fied as bting from a young aduh, 
aged 17-25 years, or unknown sex. Gr3vtS 3135, :313; and 
3131 can be identifit-d With some confidence. The cuts for 
gra\"cs 3135 ru,d 3131 were recognised, bul no cut w·as l~tcd 
or rc«,rded for 3 133. The urlkst of these &n''CS ""11S 3135. 
The d:elcton tn this gra\-C :11pp('arS to ha\'e ~n displaced in 
ret111ion to the pl'C$1,11ncd cut (J'l'ig 13). This. miay h:w~ bcM the 
resuh of lo.1cr acti\fity, in partkuJar the cunill& of grave 3133. 
Although no an fo. lhc latter w,s identified 9r [(C0nkd, lhc 
skehm1I remains from this burial we~c among tb.e best 
preserved and thtir position in tt'larion to the cut of ar1vc 
3135 m;1dc clear the stratigraphic rclJtionship. They were in 
their turn cut by gru~ 3131. The fill a,nd tkel~ton or lhis gra,~ 
\\'ere l#gcly destroyed by the cutting of the roundarion trench 
(context 3104 = 3204) for the late Saxon Abbey. All tht 
skeletal material from these 8ffi\U was apparently mo.lc. Grave 
3135 contained an adult ?male :a,a:ed b<twcen 25-33 yiears, 
gra\,e 3113 an ndult mak, agt not determined, and grave 3 131 
!ln adult m:a!c aged 35--45 ycars.H 

Then: were 2 forl.btt thrtt, or four, grave$ (contexts .>251• 
3)01, 3303 & 3305) along the north face of I.he Saxon tra~$Cpt 
(I-lg_ 14), "fhe rtM)H wes(c1Jy grove (3251) h~d a \\~JI defined 
cut, but !Ppearcd 10 ha\'t" be-en badly distul'b«t durin• the 
cons:trucuon of the Swcon Abbe1•, $im:c thetc wa.s no sur\'iving 
skeleton. One pi«e of right femur shaft was identified." Thcrt 
was human bone in the buried soil horizon immediotcly 
adjnccnt to the g;raw Wt, some or the bone bdng s«:n im the 
s.ide of We cxca\llltion lttl,ch, 

The gra\•(:$ (3J0S, 3303 & 3301) to the e:m weft' txid.ly 
d1"urbcd, and cannot ~ de.fined with 101al confidence. Pa.n of 
the eul of l""\-c 330$ \VU clearly dcfinoo., but less Wan a rnctrc 
of the SiQ~th edge touJd be traced. Although 1h<' .stnrlgraphic 
rcJarion.shtp bel\\'ttn )305 and 330 l w~s 1()$t, it is ltUly that 
3305 was e.arlicr in date than 330 I, unless i1 \\'ilJ a very short 
grave. A linte t ktle1al material, fiv,m an 3dult, was tte()\~tt:d 
from gra\'C' 33Q5-. ii, poor condition. The sex of the s>:,cl~ton 
could not be dc:1ennincd. Gnwc 330 I ap~ared from I.he site 
plan1 10 contain the «>mplcte ?right s.idc o( an ildull skeleton 
but no skeleutl mnu:rial ctn be identified con5dendy with th~ 
&rove. Tb( rest o( the 11kdc1on was 1pJ»1rcndy lost when the 
foundalion utnch (oootc:xt 3204 ~ 3248) for the S:axon n,0rth 
ttantcpt ,,.,.,, dug.1• 

Overlying the wcs1crn end of a.rave 3J0S wa, parr of a 

s:keh:ton identified as being (rnm a third gra,.~ (:)303). No tut 
was defined, -and it is VCt'Y J)O$Siblc: tho.1 1hi.s skeleton Wb 
displaced from a grave which cannat now bt ldc:ntificd, N() 
skcleui.l material baS; been idcmifkd as deriving frotn thii 

J>O$$ibll.- burial. 
To the c:uc q( 1hc: Saxon tran,c:pt, two further- possible 

gn,.'C:$ ha~ bc:c:n identified. Grave: 3208 Ill the nonh•c:ut 
corner of the Saxon tr:an.sep1 it known onl>• from a "«ion 
drawing (Fig 22) and wa$ very l11rg<'ly dcs1roycd by tht 
foorings of the Norman north tran\Cj)t (3263). To lhc: oonb 
was gra\'e 33 J 7, whjch wis a.Im on totally ~m<wtd by a later 
mcdicr,:;11 gr.wt (comext 3396)." Skeletal ttmain$ seem 1)C)f to 
have b(en ttCO\'Crt.-d from these: two gm·c:s. 

Finally thcr<' were two graves (coniexts 3151 & 3152) ffia 
IS) located izi chc soak3W3)' north of 1hc maio c:xea\•ation, 
11'ey wt-re tide by side> and ~ l«I bcne:nh later _gta\·cs and 
t<>psoil. They cannot be closely dated, and may not ~!(mg 10 
lhis ph.ase. Skelet<>nll, or paru of skdetoos, v.~tt rcco\'C~, btlt 
eann<>t now b( a,signed to particular gr.wes. •• 

1979 l!xcavations (Fig 16). Two charcoal burfals ($he c»dcs 
RA 79 BS rind RA 1, E6), both aligned ea$t-wen, were 
id~ruifi~d from this exeav:nlon. RadioC'tlrbon s:unple$ wcu 
t:iken from bolh graves. ·"'·o groves- arc clea,ty shown on lhc 
site plans but not lalx-lled; the archh•e contexts number$ ... 
51 l9 and 5127 • w1:re assigned at the p0$t•cxcaviuon !ltagc. It 
is no1 nG\\' po,sible to identify y,,rith certainty whkh sktlcton 
and radi<>earbon date sh<>u1d be assigned to wh.ich ~ 1 but 
po,s:ible identifications can be suggested. It is .suggC$ted that 
RA 79 E5 should be idcmified y,•ith (5127) and RA 79 E6 with 
c, 11 9). to The radiocarbon tl.$$3)'$ ~\"e the (ollowing resulG: 

The r:tdiocarbon determination for charcoal from Context E 
(6) (; 51 19) (HAR - 3765) 8'1'"' caJibra1cd da" rona,, of Cal 
AD 775-960 ( I ,;sn,.) aod Cal AO 680-10 10 (2 sigma), The 
determination from C<>nttXt E (5) (= 5127) (HAft - }760) 
ga,-c d:ne ranges of Cal AD 88S- IOI0 ( J sia;ma) tnd CaJ AO 
780-103-0 (2 ,igma)."' 

The two &;rJl\·es arc a$,signe.d to different phtses on 
stratigraphic grounds. Grave 5J 19 c.an be a"igned to Ph:11t 1. 
It llif close m the south na\'e walJ just south of gnll\ -C (512_7). 
SJl9 \~ sealed by l) clay laytr (5107). Grave .5 127 cut this 
cJ•v la}~r and is assigntd co Phase 8. 

There was .1 skeleton in the grave 5119. Th.e skeleton 'ilt'H 
recowred (or anal)'1iis. Unfommi:attl)' the upper wrtion o( the 
body, including the head and ,houldtr$, was destroyed b)' the 
cut (or a later vault. There was also dinrcoal in I.he gta\'C' and 11 
sample was taken for daliug. The interment was identified as a 
ehru<:oaJ burii\J by the exCU\'Utbrs, but there i$ some doubt 
aboul this ider'lti6tat:ion. The onl)' plan (Pig 16) shOWi the 
fuJly e~Cit\·:ued fe:mu-c and it may thC'rcfore be: mit.leadin, $it1ct 
the charcoal may h::we bttn rt:ITtO\"td. TI,e plan su"cs,s lhat 
tlie cbarco:1J was quite sparse and found mJioly on the north 
$Kie of the gnive. 1( the grl\'C did not co.main a ch.:a:rroal burial1 
th is r:iise-.s a potential problem, fo r it is possible lhllt the 
cho.rcoal ma)' hive been residual, and thtttforc not 
ec>ntemporary with lhe interment. Such 11 possfbilit)' nlitt 
doubts on the \·alue. of tht charcoal for radiocarbon dtuin:g. 
Both of the skeletons rccovcrcd in 1979 have been idc:ntifitd o~ 
adult ?fcm~cs. 

1989 United Reformed Cbu.rc:.h Excavations (ff&$ 17 ,nd 
18) In 1989, a badly disturbe<l cemctet)' was in\'esrigated in a 
tmall cxc:a\'arion some 60m sou1,h of the south transept of~ 
abbey, in the gr-ow,ds qf lht Abbe:)' Uni1ed R.t:fonned Clu.1.rch 
Manse. 

It is elc1r from the quantity of d istu.rbed hum:m bo~e ltld 
from the series of later cuts that many of the graves ui the 
c:eme1ery had been destroyed lifter it tta&td to be used. The 
dise,urbtd bones had 11'.1 many initnnct$ bttn rc•buricd. Long 
bones bundled 10g:elher., ~d groups of sku.lJ$ were found in the 
more ttceot $Oils. The succ-~h~ digging cpi$0dcs ,hat ""t" 
evidenced by the stra.tigraph)' canno, rcadil)· be explained, 

As. n n:suh <>f the dhturba,nce of the cemetery only• ~cw 
iravts wei:~ found whh intact inhur:nadons.'' Up co mor 
P0SSibh: ~ were w1covtred. olthough only six (contexts 20. 
24, 42, 43, 46 & 58) weft" e.xca\'ntc,d ~nd dcfmed. Thv other 
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Plate 3. RA I 979: Grave 5 119 (Phase 7). See 
Fig 16 for location. (Photograph l<evin 
Stubbs/TVAT} 

graves \\'CJ'C only partly revealed, and not cxca,·atcd (oomcxts 60 
& 62). ·n,e ninth grave (56) ""-as not clcotly dcfin.cd. The buri:lls 
were ma.inly concentrated at the north end of the c>Ccavarion 
trench (fig l 1). T here"~ Qnc poorly preserved grave (ooncext 
43) at the south edge of the cemetery. 1t would seem that the 
gr.wcs in the ttntre of the ,itc wt.re con1plclcly destroyed. It is 
here that there is evidence f<>r deep cuts (Fig 18), 

From the fact that I.be <xca,>attd gra,·es cut one anolhcri and 
from the different depths to which the grave$ ,vc.rc excavated, it 
is clear that the cemetery was in use over a long period. It is 
possible to recognise at lcaSL two phases of graves. Toe earliest 
graves have been a.ss.igncd to Phase 7. and the later ones co 
Phase 8. The latter, which included a charcoal burial, will ~ 
discussed in lhc relevant 5«tion. 

There arc three graVC"S th.3t can be assig.i.\ed t0 Phase 7 with 
confidence. These are: graves 20, .58 and 60. Grave 60 was 
uncxcavaled, but tut by .i larer grave (context 42). Gn'livc 58 
contained the skeleton of an old mnn, and bones from at least 
three: other individuals (context 27). Grave 20 contained only 
fragmcnt'S of bone. Two other g.ra"C$» which taMOt be sccurtl}' 
phased, 1nll)' belong to this group, They are grave 62, which 
was uncxcavatcd, and grave 43. The lancr contained only 
b3dl)' mixed bone (CQntext 37). ·l1tis g:rave was cut by the: edge 
of the mm stream (oontc~ 3 1) that ran along the south side of 
the site. This wus- almost ccnainly the original edge of the 
Abbey mill Je.i.t, today known as Abbey Water, and which now 
lies some I 0m further to chc south. 

The Evidence for the Phase 7 
Ram med Chalk Structures 

The l979 Excavation (Figs 16, 19 & '34). The StrUCtUtt lay 
on the 1outh s-ide of tht- pre:st:nt Abbe)' and was 4,3m (14ft 
lin} long, and hs surviving depth wa.s between 0.65 and 0. 7 m. 
h consisted of tammed chalk with cOW'$CS of Oint. Although 
later activity had obsc-UJcd inuch of its southern edge, as well 
as its northern extent. it seems probable that the SlfUCturc was 
oo an east- wt.":St alignmenc. 

There was a row of shaUow scoops (contexts 5087? =- S094, 
509'2. S0~6 & 5102? z 5125) cut intl) (he tQP surface of the 

Plate 4. RA 1979: Grave 5127 (Phase 8) . See 
Fig 16 for location. (Photograph Kevin 
SrubbsfTVAT} 

ch.-ilk (Fig 19). They we~ part.I)' covcN:d by the Norman 
footing$ or the na\'e. It is protxibl~ but not cett.ain1 that these 
feacures were contemporary with lhe chalk a.od thal they may 
be the remains of postholes lhat supported a timber SUllCNrt. 

10,e foundation crench for the chalk StrUctUrc (conlC:Xt 506'2 
" SOSS) wu cut through the Saxon/Norman soil horizon 
(com,ext 5055 = 5063 = 5082 = 5122 =?5078). The •truCtUre 
was cut by the foundations for the soulh transept of the later 
Saxon Abbey (contcXIS 5061 = 5054), 

To the ,vest, at a distance of 7 .6m (2.4ft 11 in), and on the 
same al.ignmt.nt was the chalk struccurc1 discussed below, 
found in 1991. 

T he 1991 Excavation (Figs 20 & "34), Overlying the 
Saxon/Norman buried soil (conte-xt.s 7014, 7057, 7076, 710) 
& 7 131) was a patchy gr3.vel laycr (contexts 7075, 7100, 
7130), and cut through the gmvc.l wns lhe roundation trench 
{7069) for :.t (earurt of rammed chalk and 0inc (contexts 70SS 
; 7083 & 7087). The chalk had been tipped into the 
foundation trench aod rammed down, ,vith CQurscs. of flint 
nodu:lcs, The o,.·er.iJJ length of the chalk s.tructure w3s 4.45m, 
or :1pproxim:1td)' J 4ft 7in, ca$t to west, a.nd it.s s.urviving depth 
was between 0.5 and 0.6 m. h s north- south exttnt ls unknown 
because the cloi-stcr bench and the foundations c,f the Nonnan 
Abbey obscured iL Its southern edge is, however, clear, 
although <:onfustd by the cutting of later graycs (oontexts 
7023, 7030 & 7089). Grave 7089, in particular, cut away 
mucli of the southcm edge or the chalk. This edge of the 
strucrutt was probabl)' or.ig:inatly more or less n rai~ht, except 
where it appca_rs to have rcspee1ed a l11q;e rectangufa.r JX»th0k 
or small pit (7080) at itl! iQulh-wcst<:.ro corner (Fig 20). 

h is probable either that the postholc was 111ready i.n use 
when the chalk structure was mode, or that it was pla.nnt-d, a.i\d 
th:n the posthok and the rammed chalk were in contemporar)' 
use, although it is tw cenain hO\v lh-c)' related structu.nl.lls, if 
at al l. The fill of the posrhole produced pl35tcr and opu$ 
signinum,u which must have be.longed lO a previous structure. 
Similir tn:ueriil has been found in other t -XC3\'3dons at 
Rumsey Abbey and hai been int«prttcd is being deriV<Xi from 
the structure of the late Saxon Abbey. This ma)' not be rhc 
case here-. h is more probable that the: mnteria1 is t,f Roman 
d:ne·; much of Lhe brick, rile and stone used in the Sixon 
Abbey was re-used Roman ma1erial. 
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Discussion and Dating23 

Middle to Late Saxon Graves (Phases 
6 and 7) 
The north•west-south•east aligned graves are 
dated earlier than the east- west graves on the 
basis of the relationship between graves 3127 and 
3129, and they are assigned to Phases 6 and 7 
respectively, Both phases of burials pre-dated the 
late Saxon Abbey, and were cut into the Saxon 
soil horizon (contexts 3 I 66, 3206, 3238, 3239 & 
3294). 

This soil must be an horizon either 
contemporary with, or later than, the soil horizon 

(6030) found in the J 988 soakaway. Layer 6030 
bas been assigned to Phase 4, and the timber 
structures cuning it have been assigned to Phase 
5, T hese structures were orientated on a 
distinctive alignment, and it has already been 
argued that a Phase 5 burial (context 3150) can 
be identified on the basis of its similar west-south­
west- east•nOr th•east alignment. It should be 
noted, however, that there is no reason 
s tratigraphically why the Phase 5 structures 
should not be assigned to a later phase. It is the 
orientation of the structures, and their probable 
association with a similarly aligned grave, which 
sugg:est an earlier rather than • later date. Features 
and -srructures from Phase 7 onwards appear to be 
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Fig 20 A 199 I . 18: Plan of chalk structure (7055) and ·partial elevation showing 7055 in section. 

aligned on a strict east- west orientation. 
Nonetheless, it is possible chat the north• 
west- south-east aligned graves, assigned here to 
Phase 6, were earlier in date than the single grave 
and timber structure of Phase S. The phasing 
could be reversed, and the laner could be assigned 
co Phase 6, and the northwest- southcasc graves to 
Phase 5. The stratigraphic evidence such as it is 
would bear either interpretation. The phasing of 
the ease-west graves of Phase 7 is not affected, 
whichever interpretation is preferred. 

The daring of Phases 6 and 7 is more 
problematic. The only direct dating evidence is a 
radiocarbon date for grave 51 I 9 which may belong 
to Phase 7. The sample of charcoal from this grave 
gave a date range of Cal AD 775- 960 (I sigma) or 
Cal AD 680- 1010 (2 sigma) (HAR - 3765). 

The radiocarbon assay on animal bone from the 
Phase 4 soil horizon (context 6030) in the I 988 
soakaway trench has given calibrated date ranges 
of Cal AD 810- 990 (one sigma), or Cal AD 
690- 1030 (two sigma) (OxA 2319) (see above p 9 
for full citation). Although the date is for the 
animal bone ra1her than the soil horizon, the 
quantity and preservation of animal bone does 
s,uggest that the bone was oot residual. The 
similarity in the ranges of dates from the 
radiocarbon samples from the charcoal burial of 
Phase 7 and the earlier soil bori7.on is a problem. 

lt is possible, but unlikely, that the soil horizon 
and grave were contemporary. Given the fact that 
the contexts are on opposite sides of the present 
abbey, and the difficulties of interpreting the 
stratigraphy of small trenches, as well as tbe 



(:HAl'1clt 2 ~ES PRl'-OATING nu; U.Th SAXON ABBl!Y 

® ~ 

-I -

"'-S.. RlllSeSeYen 

~:=:=: I ... s...,.-, 

~ -•-.-. -- --
0 

10m 

Fig 21 Plan , howrng Phases I> and 7 graves. 

re"' 
i,.,•< 

(Qi 

tit ., 
r,Ji• 

"""' 191' 

I< 
""'J .. 
,51 

J,,.1l< 

ill 11,, m, 
ec,,111> 
ii ISJO, 
Puc 6, 
l!ld OUlll 

IT:!c: I 
from 

it:11 

n, 
lr., 
llld 

5'ls~J ~, 
1'td, 
lllr 19 
lSOlsi 
!, 
.,.,~ 1111 ~-



DISCUSSION AND DATING 

statistical problems of single radiocarbon dates, i1 is 
perhaps best to no1e the problem and not 10 
attemp1 to explain it. It should be noted that animal 
bone as a group from 6030 bears a strong 
resemblance to animal bone from Middle Saxon 
Hamwic O Bourdilloo pers comm; Bourdillon, in 
Scott forthcoming; see also Bourdilloo and Coy 
1979) and this would suggest that the 11'\le date for 
the soil horizon (6030) lies earlier rather than later 
in the possible range given by radiocarbon assay. 

An end dare for Phase 7 is provided by the 
radiocarbon date for the charcoal buria ls 
interpreted as belonging 10 Phase 8. One of these 
graves (context 5127 = 5124) acrually curs the 
1979 chalk struc1ure. Although a radiocarbon 
sample can be assigned 10 grave 5127, this cannot 
be done with complete confidence as bas been 
noted above. The radiocarbon date assigned to 
this buria.l gives calibrated date ranges of Cal AD 
885-1010 (1 sigma) and Cal AD 780-1030 (2 
s igma) (HAR 3760) (for full citation and 
discussion of the evidence seep 9 and p 41). The 
radiocarbon dare for the charcoal burial excavated 
in 1975 (context 3120) gives similar date ranges: 
Cal AD 895-1025 ( I sigma) and Cal AD 
830-1155(2 sigma) (HAR- 2527). 

Phases 6 and 7 can be securely dated, lherefore, 
in the middle to late Saxon periods, but it is 
difficult to be more precise. Toe lead coffin found 
in 1839, which, it has been argued, belongs to 
Phase 6, cannot itself be closely dated. Lead coffins 
and ossuaries ue known from Roman Britain 
(Toller 1977, 1- 11), but they are also recorded 
from medieval contexts, as with an example from 
Chelmsford (VCH Essex, Vol 3, 66). Where 
Romano-British lead coffins are associated with a 
wooden coffin, !he lead coffin is in almost all cases 
inside the wooden one. Toller notes two examples 
from Pound bury ,vith wooden liners {Toller 1977, 
Appendix 1: 1 :37 & 38). It is more likely that the 
Romscy coffin is of later, that is Saxon dace. 

Phase 7 Chalk Structures 
It is oot possible to be absolutely certain !hat !he 
two chalk structures are contemporary, but it is 
suggested by the fact that they are so s imilar in 
size and make up, and on the same alignment. It 
bas been assumed in this report that they were 
contemporary. 

There is no direc1 stratigraphic link between the 
1979 and 1991 chalk structures on !he one hand 
and the graves excavated in 1975 on the other. 
However, the 1979 chalk feature (context 5062 = 
5058) was cut by the footings ( context 5061 = 
5054) of the late Saxon Abbey, and clearly 
predated it, as do the Phase 6 and 7 graves. But 
!he 1979 chalk structure also cut a soil horizon 
(5055) which may be the same horizon (context 
5107) as chat which sealed a probable Phase 7 
grave (5119). If this were the case, and the 
evidence is far from clear, it would raise questions 

about the phasing !hat could not at present be 
answered. In view of the uncertainty about the 
evidence for !his relationship, it bas been assumed 
that !he chalk structures were contemporary with 
Phase 7 graves. On stratigraphic grounds alone 
the structures could equally be contemporary with 
the Phase 6 graves, bur the distinctive alignment 
of the Phase 6 graves is against this possibility. 

It is more d ifficult to determine the form and 
purpose of !he chalk structures, given !he limited 
information !hat we have. The series of hollows or 
scoops in the top surface of the 1979 structure 
may have been the ves1iges of a timber 
superstructure, as bas been suggested. The 1991 
chalk structure lacks these pirs, but it may have 
been cut dowo more than the I 979 structure 
during later building work on the site. The 1991 
structure was lowered both 10 make way for the 
cloister floor and the stone cloister bench. The 
1979 structure was )owe.red to allow the cloister 
floor to be laid, but it was not cut right up co the 
nave wall, because there was no stone bench at 
that point (see below p 63). It is possible that 
there were pits in !he top of the 1991 structure, 
b:ut that these were destroyed when it was levelled 
to make way for the Abbey and cloisters. 

If it is accepted that the chalk structures and 
Phase 7 graves were indeed contemporary, it 
would be a reasonable assumption that they 
represented some form of ecclesiastical usage of 
the site. Evidence for !he precise layout or form is 
inadequate. It is possible that the two chalk 
strucrures were either parts of two separate small 
single cell chapels in an ease-west aligned series, 
or were parts of a single church or chapel with 
portici and transepts. The evidence is sufficient 10 

establish the presence of such a structure, or 
structures, bu1 001 !heir form or layout. 

It is probable !hat !he late Saxon Abbey was a 
direct replacement for the chalk scructure(s), and 
that there was no break in occupation or burial 
practice. The only change between Phase 7 and 
Phase 8 graves is, possibly, the introduction of 
c'harcoal burials. This introduction, however, may 
be only an aspect of !he dating and phasing of the 
site, and therefore may be more apparent than 
real. The evidence of the United Reformed 
Church excavation suggested the possibility of 
continuity from Phase 7 lhrough Phase 8 and later 
in !he use of the cemetery located on that site. 

The obvious comparanda for the chalk 
structure(s) are the chalk foundations found in 
excavations at Winchester. One of these, originally 
dated to the late tenth century, was a chalk 
strucrure with side apses linkiog two earlier 
buildings and forming part of the Old Minster 
(Biddle 1969, 3 16- 7 & pls LXIIIb-LXVlb; Biddle 
l 970, 3 I 7- 21, at 318). Two oval Structures in 
chalk were also found at olher sites. One of lhese 
was on the Cathedral Car Park site and was dated 
to the late tenth or early eleventh century (Biddle 
and Qufrk 1964, 161, fig 3 & pi Vll1b). An almost 
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identical building found under Wolvesey Palace 
was given n similar date (Biddle 1 %5, 2_58 & fig 
6). At Romsey, in view of the rclat1onsh1p of the 
cha.lk structures ,vith the larer Saxon Abbey, and 
I.he radiocarbon dates from the cbarcQal burials, It 
is likely that they we.re earlier than the comparable 
fearures at \Vinchcstcr. 

Table J: Grm.w. pre-dati,(l or e<>m~mporary tvit'1 tl,~ /ms 
Saxon Abbey a,rd c.xCQflald in 1975 011 1ht.1 nor1h ride of 
Rqm,cy Abo(,•. 

Contc.xt 
(c:m only) 

AJig:nmem Evidence from dr;1\Vn 
archh1e. (and comm~nts) 

Burials pre-dating the Lute Saxon Abbeyt 
Phase 6 

3127 
3154· 
3155· 
3257 = 3116 
3259 = 3 115 

possibly Pltau 6 

NW- SE 
N\V-SE 

NW-SE 
NW- S£ 

plan 
ph:,.sc plon only 
phase plan only 
plan & section 
plan & secti<m 

3 I 50 WSW-ENE plan (possibly Phase 5) 

2 Burials prc-dat,i.ng the Late Saxon Abbey, 
Phase 7 

3129 
3131 
3133 
3135 
3137 
3157· 
3208 =?.3 156' 

3251 =3114 
3301 = 3117 
3303 = 3118 
3305=31 19 
'.3317 =?3158· 

possibly Pho,, 7 
3151 

3152 

E- W 
ll-W 
E- W 
E-W 
E-W 
E-W 
E- W 

E-\V 
E- \V 
E- W 
B-W 
E- W 

E-W 

E-W 

plan 
plo:o 
plan 
plan 
p lan & sea-ion 
phase plan only 
section [(3156) appears 
on pb;ist plan, and is 
probably ro be identified 
with (3208)] 
plan & section 
plan 
plan 
plan 
pl•n ((31 S8) app .. rs on 
phase plan and is 
probably to be identi 6ed 
with (33 I 7), or possibly 
(3274)} 

plan & section (possibly 
Phase 8) 
plan & section (possibly 
Phase 8) 

3 Burials contemporary with the Late Saxon 
Abbey, Phase 8 

3120 

3 124 
)159' 

E-W 

E-W 
E-W 

plan & seotion (cbarooal 
buria]) 
plan & section ($tone cist) 
phase plan only 
(charcoal burial) 

Note: 11' Appears on a phase plan prepared for 
publ}c:uion under the supervision of KS but nc;>t in -site 
archive. 

Notes 
I for _full ciltti~n sec p 9 abM-c. The an~mlll bone from 60}0 

is daSCU$Sed ID Scott et nl.? forthc:OmJn~. A full ~P<lrl un 
th~ Abbey tnim:11 bone will be found i.n 1hc sitt 11.rch!Ye· 
J.Bc,u.rdillon, •Animal Bcmcs froin lhue iittt -at Rortllej 
Abbey' (Ancicnl Monuments Luborat()ry, dr;ft ~,). 

2 The lcuer code$ u:std here for the 197'1 trcnchct af1: thaw: 
wscd in the site rttords •nd given on site. 

3 Somexka of'lbe problcim of lhi:,- t'JCaw:uJoo may t)c:: J)Crtffltd 

wheo ii is rea!i$cd that the J)Offi<>l'I o( the lrcnch in ~ 
W1" no tnOK' than 0.ibn X 0.7m in extent. "rhc dr.hll'fflg CD Fig. 
6 w11s prepared ftom the she drawing nnd skictch in the .si:

1
, 

n~clx>olc. The @I (Context 2059) of ditch 2060 :lppttrcntty 
<»ntafncd tw0 sherds of La\-crsuxk. How1:\X'T tlk.'$C" sflctdi 
joined shc:rds &oi'n a po$l•Dissolurion COOll."Xt (Context '2138) 
ouu.ide the sourh•wcst d()Qrway. ·ne.rc it no si3n or 
dim1rbancc i.n context 2059, so the conctu.stOn must be lhat 
I.he pottery h3S ~ rn.b<ed in JX)St~QIVllPQn prooes:sing. 

-1 The evidenct: for I.be Middle to Late Saxon irQ,os.mctung 
QCdvity Is to be publi$l.,td in G st-parnti: article (Scott et Ill 
forthcoming). 11lc otVidcn« for the date and nature of the 
occupation, including diseussiun of the animal bone 
recc)vcred from Romsc:y sites, 11nd tnon: inforrruidon about 
the lrQn smelting technology will be publilhcd in 1hc, 
a.rtidc. funher details of tt)c irons:mching ain be found in J 
G McDonncU, 1988. 

5 For full c:ilation see Jm:roducdon p 9. 
6 There may be a few as fourteen burials. Details of the 

gta\'C$ aTc a:i\-en in Table 3 below. 
7 The- two possible &l'O:vt$ (Contexts 3154 & 3155) oftlu~ 

(troup arc marked on ii pba$.i: plan pret»;rcd for KS, Mc! 
n.ow in the rtseardt archive (Archh·e Sheet 16), but tbett & 
n:(c.rcncc to neither burial in the extant site -archi,,e, and 
therefore we mnst re-main sccpti~J about their exii1cocc. 
They were. idcndfied as lying within the Saxon nouh 
U'a..OkPt, and have! b«n Lncluded on the gr&\1" phase plaa 
(fie 2 1) for lhe sake or completeness.. 

8 It is clear from s.ite plans ~md photographs that lM number 
of bones prcscrw:d in g_r:aves 3257 and 32S9 was grt01er 
dan.n is app:ircnt from the bone report, h is probable !hat 
tl1ctt' were mort! bones rccow:ttd from both grfn'H, and 
thar tithcr rhey ho.we been loSt, or else recorded b)' a 
different $)'5lcm, and now unidentoifi:ablc. There arc a 
number or groups of bones lhat cannot be identified wilJI 
cxctvatcd $raves or context$ (Osbomet 1988). The hwnan 
bone from idc-nti6<d gnn'(S :ind other selccted contexi, ~ 
published in this monograph (pp 145--156). 

9 o.borne, 1988, p J 5; RA75 (f), (h) & (j) = 3127 
I 0 1·he description is eivcn in a lettC"r by J.G.Nfichots?J 

published in Tht Gtml,man's JWQg<r.:in~ Vol XIV, Par1 2, 
August 1840, pp J38- 4 l. Thctt is a pl:in showing the 
location of the burial and an engraving Qf the lt1d ooffin 
and h't:ad of b.ai.r. The oak lining did not survive lxuusc it 
was cut up and made into SOU\'lt0ir CrOSS6 and sold off co 
visitors. The lead coffin was ori&in111ly prtsc.rvtd in 1he 
Abbey •within an incl0:1,urc formed b~· iton riiling in the 
apsis (sic) or the south aile (sic) of r.hfs very curious 
Norm:in churc;h'. N[kbols) goes on to sa)' that 'lhett I 
hope it wiU ,nfely rcm~in'. Jt has long since been lOSli in 
wh:at Circu.instanccs we- do not know. 

l I Major's dcseription i'5 taken from a norebook held in the 
Vicarose, Ro mscy. A transcript or this notebooJc..., and • 
Photocopy of I.he origino.l notc1 ore held by TVAT. 1flff'C' 
trc photocopies in the She Archive. The original spelling 
a.n(I punctu:n.ion ha,;,c been retained. 

12 The uncertain gnwc is comext )I S7. which Is m:ut:cd OJI a 
phasc plan pri.-pnr«t for KS (Archi\'C Shttt 16) (sec 1ibk 
3). ·fhr, g.nwe appein to be otherwise unrecorded in the 
extant si1c, arc.hi\'e, but has been included o,~ the gtu\'C 

phase plo.n {Fig 21) for t.hc, $a);e of CQmplerene!ts. . 
13 The &foe plan indic;1tcs thtlt Ill lcast a $kull sun•h"Cd LO 

Gra~ 3137, bu1 no human mnterioJ <;an now be idct11i6cd 
witb, lhis 3,rave. 

14 The n:fcrenon co the Human bone rcpon (Osborne. 1988) 
arc as follo\'1$: 
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Gravdl29 - pp.14-5: RA75 (e) 
Gru,·e313 1- p,13: RA75 (a)&(g) 
Grave 3133 - p.13: RA75 (b) 
Grn,-. 3135- p.14: RA7S (c) 

IS Reference: Osborne 1988, p.9: Rl\75 (65) = 01'8\'C 3251. 
16 h is poss.ible that one of the unide:ntified groups of bone 

from the excavation (Osborne J 988, p.12: RA 75 8 l , 82 or 
84) may be from gn:tve 330 I. The grave appears to have 
contained the whole of one foot. Group 82 contains 
predominantly right side bones and .1 number of foot 
bones. On this basis this is the group most likely to be 
identified with grave.'.' 3301. Neither or the other groups 
concainJ anything resembling a complete foot, although 
Group RA 75 134 included one foot phahmx. For bones 
from grove 3305: Osborne 1988, p 9: RA7S (75). 

17 Grave 3208 is probably the same as a grave 3156 oo Swbb's 
phase plans (Archi\'e Sheet 16) (see Table 3), Similarly gra.,'t" 
3317 may be the same fe-.:uurc as cont~t 3158 on I.he: $0.mC 
phase plan. The other slight possibility is ll'uu 31SS should 
be equated with come.x1 3275, rnt.hcr than 3317. 

18 Osborne 1988, pp 1 S- 7. The reports on I.he skeletons from 
the 1975 soakaway c~m be found in the bone report (below 
p I 51 ). There are three- groups of bone from the soakaway. 
The ficst group is described as from so::ilulway Pit I., and is 
ptobabl)• co be identified with gntvt: 31 SO. The other two 
groups arc both from soakawa>• Pit 2 and are distiguisbcd 
as Bag I and Bag 2. Bag I can possibly be idl!ncified with 

g:11l\'C 3J 52, and Bag "2 with grave .3 J 5 l. but lhert is no 
proof. Bag I represen1s 111 least 2. individuals. Neither 
group provides much information as ro the age or sex of the 
individua15 concerned. 

19 RA79 E (6) hot rib bones and the plan of grnvc ( 51 19) 
.lppcars to sb0\v ribs. No rib bQnes arc lfated for E (5)i. 
Refettnce: Osborne 1988, pp 17-S: RA79 E5 & RA79 E6; 
s.cc also pp 152-3 below. 

20 See lntroduclion (pp 9) for full citaiion. 
21 A pttliminary scan of 1he h\unan bone from the site was 

carried out by An.n Stirland. Based upon her assc$Smem, 
Lhe bcuer groups and complc,e skeletons were sent to 
Chrisdoe O11borne for full study. Her archive repOrl 
(Osborne t 991) can be found in the $itc archive and form, 
the basis of the published rcPort (pp 153--156 below). The 
human skeletal material not selected for fuU analyis was 
measured ;md couJlted by O3vid \V/heatJcy, and then re .. 
buried, Whcatley•s catalogue :ab:o forms par'l of the site 
archive. 

22 The bulk find,s record does not reeord &uch mateyial from 
context 7080. Information f-rom the cxca,•ator:. 

23 A selection of samples was taken for radiocarbon .assay 
from the human skeletal material found in the 1975 gra,·es. 
Unfortunately, since submission the sample• have gone 
astray with the rc:.uh that no radiocarbon det~nninarions 
have been established. Restrictions on time and resources 
have preduded sending more samples for assay. 
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Chapter 3 

The Late Saxon Abbey and 
Contemporary Graves (Phase 8) 

Historical Evidence 

The limited historical sources for Saxon Romsey 
indicate that the nunnery at Romsey was founded by 
Edward the Elder (AD 901- 924). Florence of 
Worcester wrote that in 967 'Edgar the Pacific, King 
of England, placed nuns io the monastery at Romsey 
founded by his grandfather, Edward the Elder'. 
Florence was writing in the early twelfth cenrury, but 
used earlier sources. Traditionally the founding by 
Edward has been dated to AD 907, and it is likely that 
the foundation dates to the early part of Edward's 
reign, to the years of relative peace before 909. In the 
years following he was occupied wich fighting the 
Danes and enlarging the bounds of Wessex. 

The refoundation as a Benedictine house by 
Edgar is confirmed by a charter of 968 which 
granted Edington io Wiltshire to the Abbey (Sawyer 
1968, No 765) . There is a funher charter, the 
authenticity of which is questioned, which 
confirmed Romsey's privileges. This is dated co 970 
or, later (Sawyer 1968, No 812). In addition to these 
charters there is the will of Aelfgifu, which dates 
sometime between 966 and 975, in which Romsey 
is bequeathed Whaddon in Buckinghamshire. 

There is also a story that the Danes raided 
Romsey at the end of the tentb century or at the 
beginning of the eleventh, and that the Abbess 
Elwina took the Abbey's relics and led the nuns to 
safety in Winchester. The date of this event, if it 
did indeed take place, presumably coincides with 
that of Danish raiding attested by the Anglo­
Saxon Chronicle in the late tenth century and 
early eleventh century (Liveing I 906, 26- 7; 
Collier 1990, 47- 8). It has been suggested that 
these raids provide the background to a rebuilding 
of the Abbey (Collier 1990, 51). 

The refounding of the nunnery in about 970 did 
not necessarily involve rebuilding, and rebuilding 
itself could very well have occurred without any 
associated charter. However, the additional lands 
acquired in the latter part of the tenth century, 
together ,vith the fact that the reigJ) of Edgar saw an 
extension of and major reforms in the monastic way 

of life, under the leadership of Dunstan, Ethelwold 
and Oswald, suggest that it is most likely that the 
late Saxon Abbey of Phase 8, which is discussed in 
this part of the report, was built around 970. 

The chalk foundations of Phase 6 may be those of 
the nunnery founded by Edgar's grandfather. This is 
speculation, and the available evidence will not 
confirm this annbution. The archaeological evidence, 
however does provide important information, for it 
indicates that there was occupation of the site before 
Edward the Elder founded bis nunnery. 

There is a growing body of opinion that Romsey 
was the site of an early minster (Hase I 988, 46). 
This would provide one explanation for the early 
occupation and burials (Phases 3, S & 6) . Hase 
goes further to suggest that the monastery which 
Boniface entered to complete his education was at 
Romsey rather than Nursling. He also suggests that 
the name Nursling (Nhutsc,elle) applied to the 
whole area on the eastern bank of the lower Test. 
There is no evidence to confirm this view, but there 
is to date an almost complete lack of evidence for 
Saxon occupation in the centre of Nursling around 
the parish church. 

The historical sources make clear that close links 
existed between Romsey and the Royal House of 
Wessex (VCH Hampshire, Vol 2, 126-27). The 
nunnery was a royal foundation, royal princesses 
were educated at Romsey, and some even served as 
its Abbesses. Aethel0aeda, daughter of Edward the 
Elder was at Romsey, possibly as Abbess. Her 
sisters were married to Ono the Great and Charles 
the Simple, King of the West Franks (Collier 1990, 
46- 7). The .Europe-wide connections of the 
nWlnery, through its royal patrons, should not be 
overlooked. Later, in the late eleventh century 
Ma·tilda (Eadgyth) and Mary the daughters of 
Margaret and Malcolm, King of Scotland were at 
Romsey to be educated. Margaret's sister Christina 
was. a nun at the Abbey. Margaret and Christina 
wer,e the daughters of Edmund Ironside, and the 
sisters of Edward Athcling. Matilda herself was to 
marry Henry I. Heney granted seven charters to 
the Abbey. These included granting the privileges 
of holding fairs and markets (Liveing 1906, 44--5). 
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Previous Discoveries 
Pares of the eastern apse, the north and s.outh 
transepts and the nave of the late Saxon _Abbey 
were revealed 10wards the eod of J 900 dunng rhe 
r<)-Oooring oftbe choir and crossing of !he prcsen, 
Abbey (Cooke Yarborough 1905; Peers 1901),1 A 
plan of the strucrural elements discovered :1nd a 
section of the wall of the survivjng apse were 
published by Cooke Yarborough ( J 905, Plan 
facing 227). The cross•section showed Iha• the 
apse wall was about 1.46m (4f1 9i~) wide. The 
ex1an1 remains were 1.34m high. Cooke 
Yarborough made an attempt to rec.onsn:uc t ~e 
Iayou1 or !he Saxon Abbey. His drawing differs in 
imponam details from the plan published by 
Peers (1901, PI XLI) and based on 1he same 
findings. Peers subsequently published _a full 
description of the Abbey SU'UCt;urc m nn arucl~ m 
!he Victoria County His1ory (VCH Hampshire, 
Vol 4, 460-1i7). In !his article he discusses and 
dates rhe apse found under the Norman crossing 
10 !he late eleventh century. Cooke Yarborough's 
plan suggested !hat in addition 10 !he choir apse, 
the church had small transeplS to the norlh and 
the south_, and a n.ave with north and south a·isles. 
The north and south transepts were small, 
ex1ending only as far as the norrh and sourh walls 
of rhe Norman Abbey, and being no wider lhan a 
single bay or the later nave walls. Peers' plan 
reconstructed Saxon transepts that were die width 
of the first two bays of the Norman nave, but 
again they cx1ended no furlher than the Norman 
nave walls. Both or these reconstructions were 
based on an erroneous~ although understandable_, 
interpretation of the structural bisrnry of the 
Norman Abbey. The lower parts or 1he firs,, and 
second, bay of the soulh nave wall were rhought to 
be surviving Saxon masonry_, rather lhan Norman~ 
as they a.re now known t0 be. Discoveries in 1975, 
I 977 and l 979 have revealed a more accuit'atc, 
allhough still incompleie, plan or the la1e Saxon 
Abbey. This confirms 1hs1 1he plan published by 
Peers was more accurate than Cooke 
Yarborough's. 

The Structural Evidence 
from the Modern 
Excavations 

The Structural Evidence for the 
Transepts 

The basic strucrure or 1he walls or !he transepis of 
!he late Saxon Abbey, as revealed in !lie 1975 and 
l 977 excavations, is srraigbtforward. The two 
Sax.on transepts differ very little in their positions 

in rela1ion to 1he Norman Abbey. The north 
cransepl extends beiween 2m and 2.5m ou, from 
the north wall, and chc sourh transept extend:s 
bc1ween 2m and 2.3m out from !he south wall 
Although apparen!ly built direc!ly over <he Sa,o~ 
Abbey, the Norman Abbey is not quire 
symmetrically positioned in relation to iu 
predecessor. 

The Saxon North Transept: The 19?5 ExcavatioQS CF"18$ 
M & 22), The (ootin"' (COnlCltl$ ')20S. 3203 & 3202, l24i, 
3250 & 3253) of the north transcp-t were about 0.8m dc:cp, 
This is the dcp1h r~cordcd from the: bouom of lhc lowcn 
ashlar c..-out'$c (comcxt '3 199) to the b<>uom of the founcbOOQ 
lttneh. At the bottom of the foundfltion t-rc:nch (contCX't 310.J 
a 3204) wts 11 lhin layer of loose )'Cllow mottar (context$ 3N? 
; 3205). Along fhc north fr.toe of the lmn$CPI, there we.re llargc 
stone blocks (context )203) pl;lC('(I on lrus mor~r (sec be-low 
pp I 04--0, and Fig <t3). These \.Vct'C packed around with 1oo$c 
mortar ind mm noduh:5 (contexts 3253 :;; 1202). No large 
blocktl nppcar to have bccs'I used on the west side, and there 
were probnbly none on the U$t side. \V~rc no large s1~ 
had been used 1hc trench was packed wi1h Rint!i and monar. It 
would s«m tbnt this flint and mortar base filled mOR or the 
r()undation ucnch. h is c:letlr t.lu&l the large blocks had btcn rt· 
used because they were \l/(Jritcd 3.11d shaped. One was a ll!Jic 
mortar fol' mbcing plaster and mom1r. Th( probabithy is tha1 
they \\-c:rc taken from a large Roman s-tonc st.ru<::turc and <::omt 
from outside Romse)'• along with other building matcri11J1. 
This is d;~u,,c,ll,c:low (pp •11 -2, 104-6). 

Tl)e vr.ins of lhe Saxon Abbe)• nbo,·c ground f«~l consisted 
Q( a mortared flint en~ wlr.h an aiihlar f4dng, probably b<Mb 
inside and ouL Very little or tl1e ashlnr racing: sur ... hu, bu1 h 
5Ccmi. that I.he stone used ts fine Quan- limestone. The mortar 
in the wall core (contexts 3200 = 3249) was wry h•rd tnd 
grey with some pink mixed in. The few in situ ashl:ar blocks 
{comcxt 3199) at the cast sick or the nonh-tis.t comer of the 
tnn$CJ)t, where they buuic:d the lat·cr Norman rootings, appar 
to h:wt been secured \vith a pink mortar (conien 3210) CFi.s 
22b). h seem, lhat the: pink oolour wa1 gi,'Cll 10 th.: mortu b)' 
mixing in crushed Roml'ln. brick and tile. 

The width o( tl1e~ walls WH not readily determined. Tht 
recQtds of 1he 1975 exc.ava1ion of the interior of the Saxon 
transept have oot survived in full, and there is some ambiguit)• 
i.n those that do survive. from the surviving mfonnacion h 1s 

clear that the waits were ..-it leist I.Sm thick. 11li.s fits with U'.e 
mdenct from the l 900 diSC:O\'eries. 

There is some evidence that the flq<1r inside the minstp1 
consisted of a mortar layer 0.1 Sm thick, and some JlightJ)' 
amblguou, evidence that underlying the mortar chert was o 
$Ub$ta.ntial mortar and flint raft (contexts 3240-3242 = 3"2'68) 
(Figs 22 and 27a), 'The 1-otrer, which b perhaps 0.3m dttp, 
may be continuous with the lower pan o( the wo.U footin,s, 
,!though not reaching l('I the same dcpth.1 Howe\·cr, 1hc 
evidtnc:c k sliaht.. 

·rtic 0\-"trall 1hicknds of I.he Door 3,nd appn.ttnt ra(1 S(rmJ to 
bo.vc been tibout 0.45m. Tht mortar or the 0oor i-sd~'bcdin 
ont instance i:i.s ),'ClJow 'with $()me pink mortar included, [plm] 
Rim and chalt chips'. 1n another dnwiog the: l":)ft is descnbtd 
a• 'interlocking flin u~ with pink monar, ~1c\ bi.'tleath a Ooorof 
'pink mortar and pl:aster debrlS'. h i!I most prob,~lc 1h11 the 
mortar'UsCd. i.n finishing 1he st-ructun: oftl,e S::ixon /\bbc)', that 
is for 13),'in.g 1he 8$.hl~ blocks and Lhc floor, was predocmnandy 
pin~' The internal floor level seems to ha\'C been about lfns 
(7 .5cm) abQ~ the le\'t'J of the ba:SC of lh~ first ash~r course, 
ohhoug~ 1he lack of prcds.: le\'els and survey informa1i<tn 
atnernlly mean,; that the figurc ts not ni.-cus.uril)' :KX:U12tc. 

The, Saxon South Transept: The 1977 .E~cavntions (fiJJ 
16, 23, 31 o and U). 11te southe,m c()rntt nf the transcs>t had 
betn destroyc-d by lhc digging or a vault foundation (40Sl), 
bu1 this had rc\'Cllcd sccrioni thrbugb both 1hc late SttXO" 
(ContCJ(hi 40Q), 4096 = -1102 & 1108) and Normlln $0Ulb 
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Fig 22 RA 1975: Sections of footing of Saxon north 0'1loscpt. See Fig 14 for location of sections. 
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Fig 23 RA 1977: Section of footing (4093 and 4096) of Saxon south transept. See Fig 36 for location 
of sections. 

traMl..."l)t footwgs {contCXlS 4078,.,4082 & Jll07) (Fig 23). The 
Saxon founda,ion trench wa$ cvt down almQs.t 10 the 
underlying natural gravel. A very thin and inrcnnittcm layer of 
black soil (4097) was r«ortkd under the footini, Then- wu a 
further wedge of s.amc black dark soi] (4098) betw«.n the 
Saxon and Nonnan footings. The original depth of"thesOOI c:m 
be judged by lhc position of a .surviving ashlar block from lhe 
racing of the Saxon south ltllnscpt, and b)' the depth or dw 
Snxon footing (context 4096 = 4 102) itself, The ashJar bloc~ 
was approximately 0. 75m above the natural gra\·el

1 
and the 

d~pth or the Sn"on rooting proper wa$ between 0. 7m and 
0.7.Sm. h is ~a.,sonablc to tMumc th.11 the fooi:iog (4096.) was 
largi;.ly, if not tnlirel)•. below around level, and tha1 the ashlar 
facings bc~n at about s.-rou.nd IC'\~l. 

Context (4-096) is not dC$cribed in the site record. but it is 
distingui$hcd from the core or the wall (context 4093) abo~. 
·11ic loner ts d~bcd as 'broktn Oinr incorporated lnt() very 
hard mor-1or', It would seem lh11 the conurucrion of the 
foo1inss was very similar to that ustd in the nonll Saxon 
transept descn'bcd a.~. 

The Saxon foun<hnion appears 10 bllVC sutvi,(Cd to a greater 
height ;ust outside the Abbes,-•~ doorwty, because it l:1tcr 
formed pan Qf the base fot the $!Cps down from 1he doorway 
to the cloisten. E.ls.ewhtrt the footings were rcduccd 10 allow 
the construction Q( the clois1er walk. 

Appart,mly built again.tt 1M south faot or the ~1 v.-as a 
footlng m11de up of pale yellow mortar binding lorgc Rint 
frtl$J'l'lmts and comainin, (rushed brick (context 4 03) (Fig. 16). 
It ls c~r t.hat this section of footing, wluch WM cue :it ia south 
c:nd b)• a ,-a.uh ttench (COntq.t 4138: 4073), W~$ added to lb(: 
existing Saxon transept. '?nett 1$ a nr:iigtu joi.n1 bc-twcen the 
footings CF'!i 31 a). 1l,t foocin, pn-$,Utnably svpporccd a wn!L. It i$ 
not possible to Mow the. purpose of th!J additional lcnph of 
footing and wall, hue it ai.n be surml.$(.-d th.at they mut t h1Wt 
formed some pan of the clnustral ~ildings or lhc Saxon abb,cy. 

The Saxon South Transep t: Tht 1979 E-xcavadom (Fig 
16) The excavations in 1979 wcrt: an extt'nsion of the ,..ork 
lx-gun ln 1977 and added vcr)· littl-c ro the i.otormadon llbout 

the t trucrurc o( lh,c south transept They did ~al, bQY,'t'i'tr, 
that I.he O\-Cn'lll size and form of the south cro.n:$,tpt (oonttxtS 
5054 -;:; 5061) WII$ vcr)' similar to the: one- on I.he north sJdc or 
the Abbey. 

h l\'t, the l 979 ~xcav8tion~ which first rt\·caltd tlu 
existence of one of 1hc earlier c.halli: structures (see abo\•c 
p 27). ' Ille 1979 chalk $(t\.1Cl\lJ'C was cut by 1hc foodnp or lhr 
late.r Saxon crn,nsept, and partl)' fill,cd the exca\'ntcd area "iWl't 
the U'GJUc.pt. The mnainder of the area wu occupit-d by an 
earlier SC>il horizon. The excavated :Lre,>, within lhe cnaru.cp1 was 
odmittcdJy ''">' narrow, but it is rea,on:ibly clear lhat ch«c 'A'11:S 
no C\'idence tor a film raft under the Saxon flool,". This musi 
cast doubt on the apparent evidence from the north tran:sepL 

Graves Contemporary with the Sa,,:on 
Abbey (Fig 24) 

The l97S Excavations: ( f~igs U and 14) From tbt 191S 
excavations, there arc only two. or p0$$ibly thr«. gr.l\-CS th1t 
may ha\'C bti.-n contemporary with the Sax()n Abbc..-y.4 The two 
certain ara\'I."$ \\~ both in the ~ogle betwec:n the west face of 
the Saxon nor-eh tnnsepc a,nd the Normo.n no«h wall. Thr 
ca.rlicr ont was a charcoal burial (3120}, which cu1 • Phas.c 1 
gra,·c (3 l37) :md waS, cut by the liner gra,-c, a burial in a stonr 
cis1 () 124), On!y the eastern 0.5Sm oft11<: eh~1 burial was 
within the c~cav:1rio1i trt.nci').,. and the grnvc fUrvi,•cd to .J depth 
of no mote than 0,25m, The limited amount ofhunitn skeletal 
11Jatcriul wat a ll from adult&.' There fs a titdiocarbon :usay 
(H,<\R-2S 17) for chiare,oal from grave 3 120, whi(h gj,;•cs 
calibrau:d d:ite ranscs of Cal AD 89S-t025 (I ~a) and Cal 
AD 830-115$ (2 fitp:1;1.a} ($e<: ubove p 9 for full ci1atiQn ind 
PP 42,.,,J for diSCU$$ion of this gnvc}. 

The scc:ond grave assigned to Phuc l:J is lhe ~1~~ buriaJ 
(contcx:t 3124) which cut g~ve 3120. [t is ta pos$1blbt)' th.at 
this gra\."e wa, contcmpo~ry with the Norm1an Abbty 111nd 
should be llflsigncd 10 11 later Phase. A_g_ain only 0.6m of the 
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Fig 24 Plan showing Phase 8 graves. 

cast .end of the grave lay in the excavated area. Parts of four of 
the s.toncs fo rming tbc sidC<S of the grave seem to have been 
located. togcthet \\'lth a single stone forming lhc cut end of 
the gra\'e. The stones were set on \heir cd_ges, and enclosed an 
extended inburnadon. The stond: in the section were at le.an 
0.3m lugh, but it appears from the site tecord that the grave 
miy not ha\'e ~en full_y excavated. Jt was cut down to a level 
below 1hc bono,n of the charco.il burfaJ. Only the lower leg 
bones and the foot bones were fou.nd.• A:ppattntly no bone$ 
wcs:c kept from this gra,•c. 

The 1979 Excavation&: (Fig 16) One charcoo.1 burial 
(comcxt Sl27 = 5124;: 5109) was excavated 10 the west of 
tl1c south transept, in the angle with the Norman nave. The 
gnavc appt:ars. to baY1: cut tht- rllmmed chalk structure dated 
to Phase 7, and was irsclf cut by the Norm.on na\'e f09ting:S 
(S 120). Uld brick vnuh foundati01\ t-rcnch (' I l'3). There was 
• $ke1eton in the aravc. rind charco.al from tl\c grave wos 
takeo for radiocatbon asny. The human rcm=iins which 
possibly ea.me from this grave were those of an adult ?female 
{i;ee above p 24 for discussion). The tadiocarbon assay 
(HAR-3760) gives calibrucd d111c ranges of Cal AD 

885-1010 ( l sigma) •nd Cal AO 780-10)0 (2 sigma) (.,, 
abo ... -e p 9 for full citation). 

The 1991 Excavotloo.s: (Fig 20} One burial (oontcxt 7089) 
oricnL'llttd cast-west was found in the 1991 excavations, but 
not cxcawtcd. lt may belong to Phaic 8. lt post-d:ncd lhc 
chalk $trucrure (contex1 7055) and was scaled below the 
doiSlcr. noor (context 7060 = 7074), 

The 1989 United Reformed Church S,xcavations: (Figs 17 
and J 8) 11:tc- Phase 7 graves from the site have been dctailtd 
above, and the cemcu~ry briefly dc$cribcd. There were three 
graves that wc,re definitely dated to Ph:ase 8 (comcxrs 42, 46 
and 56), another (24) probably dated to Phase 8_, or later., and 
tw0 burials (contexts- 43 and 62) which perhaps dat'e to Phase 
7 or Phase 8. The 1:incr have been described under Phase 7. 

Grave 42. was a charcoal burial, and presumab1)' 
co.ntemponiry with the other charcoal burials, from the site. 
The skeleton (concext 40) WH that of an adult male. 1t is 
unusual to find a charcoal burial so far from a church. Grave 
46 contained the skeleton (comcxt 28) of a middle aged male, 
and the bone$ of at least thn:c olher individual.s. Utdc of gr.we 
56 was preserved and there were apparently no bones in the 
grl:\IC. Grave 24 apparently 001\taincd .1: skeleton, but no cnacc 
of it can br found in the m:iterial a.rchivt':,1 

Discussion 
Re-used Building Materials 

Ther.e is some circumstantial evidence that the 
builders of the Saxon Abbey made deliberate use 
of Roman building materials in their work. The 
large stones found in the north transept footings 
have been noted, as has been the use of crushed 
brick 10 produce pink colouring for mortar. In 
1988 a cut (context 6083) whicb was filled with 
Roman brick and rile, was found at the extreme 
west end of the trench under the north nave wall 
of the present Abbey. Although the stratigraphic 
relationships can be interpreted in more than one 
way, it is possible that this material was left over 
from the construction of the Saxon Abbey, and 
had been deliberately buried. There is little or no 
evidence for the Norman builders making use of 
Roman materials. 

There is also no evidence to date for substantial 
Roman stone or brick structures in Romsey. 
Excavations which have been undertaken widely 
in tl1e centre of Romsey since the early 1970s have 
produced for the most part only small quantities 
of residual Romano-British pottery. Only in the 
area to the south of the medieval monastic 
precinct has any evidence for occupation and 
structures been found. The main evidence comes 
from the excavations and observations in Narrow 
Lane in 1979 and 191:l 1. The individual trenches 
were limited in their extent, bur were distributed 
over a quite extensive are.a. The Structural 
evidence was unequivocal. h consisted of 
posl!holes, ditches and small pits. There was no 
evidence for any substantia l stone or brick 
structure) nor evidence that such a structure, or 
structures, had been demolished and removed . 
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The site had been occupied by • S?>all rural 
sculcmem. The evidence of the animal bone 
wou1d support lhis view.* . .• 

Toe Jikclibood is that the stone, brick and ule 
was brought in from outside Romsey. Some o~ the 
more monumental scone may have been de~aved 
from a Roman stone bridge. The most. l,kely 
sources are the crossing points at Horscbndgc, i(j 
miles north of Romscy, or Nursling ro the so~tln. 
Stone of good quality derived from a stand,n.g 
structure could have been transported from 
out$.ide the town.> in much the same w~y as stone 
derived from quarrying. There is no suitable local 
quarry for high quality building stone. There were 
three kinds of scone amongst the large re-used 
blocks: fine grained oolitic limcsconeJ greensand, 
and Jimestooe. The oolitic limestone possibly 
originated in oorch \'v'ihshire, the Greensand on 
the Hampshire/Sussex border, and the limestone 
in the Isle of Wight, possibly from Bcmbridge. 
The conclusion must be thal there was 
considerable re-use of Roman materials in the lat,e 
Saxon Abbey, and that it is likely that this reflects 
a policy of deLiberately exploiting and salvaging 
Romano-British building materials. 

The Saxon Precinct 
The 1989 excavations on the United Reformed 
Church site produced evidence for the original 
north edge of the leat serving the Abbey Mill, a 
stream today known as Abbey Water. Its 
relationship to the Saxon burials of Phases 7 and 
8 was not established, but the teat's position in 
relation to the cemetery as a \vhole suggests that it 
may have been created during the late Saxon 
period, and that it may have been contcmporar_y 
with the late Saxon Abbey. \Vhether or not thi·s 
was the case there is evidence, albeit slight, that 
the area of the later medieval monastic precinct 
was beginning co assume ics lmer form before the 
building of the late Saxon Abbey. 

The United Reformed Church site produced 
no trace of the iron smelting debris so common on 
sites LO the south of the Abbey. The excava1ions in 
Narrow Lane, and behi.nd No 4, Marker Place 
CCreatures' Pet shop), and observations in the 
Town Hall carpark produced evidence for iron 
smelting, in 1he form of a thick layer of charcoal, 
burnt clay and iron Slag (Scon ei al forihcoming). 
A similar deposit was fouod in the Midland Ban6s 
excavation. That such slag and other debris was 
absem from the United Reformed Church site 
implies lhat this sit.: was reserved for some othem­
use, at a date before the late Saxon Abbey was 
built, and probably before the construcrion of the 
pqssible chapcls with chalk footings identified in 
Phase 7. 

It is possible that the Uniied Reformed Church 

site WtlS reserved for some special use as early as 
Phase 4. Central is the date assigned to the iron 
smelting. The iron-smelting deposit from the 
Midland 8aok is tenwlively equated with Abbcv 
Phase 4 on tbe basis of tbe relationship betwee~ 
tbe iron-smelling debris (context I 22) and the 
underlying layer (context 128) with animal bone. 
Toe Jauer was possibly earlier in date than the soil 
horizon with animal booe (6030), which was 
found to the north of the Abbey, and which is 
assigned to Phase 4. Although none of the 
excavated burials from A 1989.14 has been dated 
earlier than Pbaso 7, there is a slight possibiliry 
that the site was alre.ady being used as cemccery ln 
Phase 4. 

Even if this argument is not accepted, it is dear 
that there is no evidence that iron smelting was 
undertaken at the United Reformed Church site, 
and therefore that as early as Abbey Phase 7 1he 
site was set aside, as was the site of the Abbey 
church. 

There seems., therefore, 10 have been some form 
of landholding based upon the Abbey and land to 
its south from an comparatively early date. A, wha1 
date the firsc monastic or ecclesfastical 
establishment was created is difficult to derermine 
with certaintv, bu1 it can be identified perhaps with 
the strUctures - possibly chapels - of Phase 6. 

Dating Evidence 
The demolition of the Phase 8 Saxon Abbey can 
be dated 10 the early 12th century when 
construction of its Norman successor had be-gun. 
The foundation daie of the strucrure is more of• 
problem. The limited historical evidence for 1hc 
early Abbey has been considered above (p 37), 
and it was sugges1ed that a likely context for lhe 
rebuilding of the Abbey church was the re­
founding in the reign of Edgar. 

However, the problems of linking historic.al 
events and archaeological features are fraught. 
The only independem da1ing for Phase 8 is 
provided by the radiocarbon samples taken from 
the charcoal burials which are thought to be 
contemporary with the. Saxon church. The 
calibrated date ranges for the sample from 
charcoal grave 3 J 20 excavated in I 975 (HAR 
2527) are Cal AD 895- 1025 ( J sigma) and Cal 
AO 830- 1155 (2 sigma). As indica1cd above 
(pp 24, 41), the sample from the 1979 charcoal 
burial (context 5127) cannot now be securely 
idenrified, but the sample (HAR - 3760) now 
assigned 10 the grave gives ranges of Cal AD 
885-1010 (I sigma) and Cal AD 780- 1030 (2 
sigma). There are rwo potential problems with these 
dates: firstly, it is no, possible to know al which singe 
in the life of the Saxon Abbey the burials were 
interred, and, secondly, the radiocarbon s,amples 
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were taken from charcoal from within the graves, 
and it is possible that the dates provided by the 
assa}'S may be too old. However, it must be noted 
that [he n,diocarbon dates for Phase 8 fit very well 
with the dates from a grave (context 51 I 9) 
thought to belong to the earlier Phase 7 (above pp 
29- 33), and would fi t with a foundation date of c 
970 AD for the late Saxon Abbey. It cannot be 
put more strongly than thar. 

Notes 
There. arc also accounts of Lhc 1900 discoveric1 in lhe 
ArchattJlogi,ol Jo11rnal Vol. 58 (1901), 99- 103, and the 
Prou~di1tg1 of 1/rt Society of Amiqflories of London XVJII 
(1901), 246-50. The latter rcpQn was subrrutted by \VI JC 
Mocns,. F S A., who visited lhe Abbey to view the 
disCO\'Crits. 

2 Thert lS no unambiguous drawing of a section across the 
interior of the Sa.xon north rransept in the 1975 site 
archi,:e. The best drawing (Fig 22a) is based on a 
comJ)O$ite section drawing which is confusing. h shov,·s a 
section across the Saxon north t:nlnsep1 wall eod a section 
of the foundations of the Norm-10 north wall. Projected 
0010 it is 11nother drawiog, which apparendy shows a 
section through lhc Saxon floor. It is unclear precis.ely 
when~ the two section drawings separate, and the 
composite drawing may be mislcadiog. A version of this 
saroe drawing prepared under the excavator's supervision 

docs not show any Saxon 0oor or make up layer. 
Furthermore it should be noted that the.re iJ no hint or a 
floor level on the section across the chc,ir apse published by 
Coo~e-Yarborough (1905, pl•n facingp 227). 

3 The colour slides in the site W'l.ivc cle~rly show that the 
Oint raft under the proposed Saxon flo9r was 
predominantly pink. h wa!I 1ealcd beneath the later 
Norman footings, and there is a clear colour difference 
bciwecn the suggested Saxon footings -and the Norman 
mortared flint rubble. 

4 A charcoal burial (Context 3159) i.s shown on a phase plan 
prepared for KS (Archlve Sheet 16) (see Table 3). 
Apparently it was loc3tcd in the trench linking the J 975 
soak.away with the main 1975 excavation tttnch and lay 
about 3.Sm 10 4m due north of charcoal burial 3120. 
There il no other record of the burial. h is included on the 
grave phase plan for the 5akc of c(>mpleu:.ness. 

5 References: Osborne 1988, p II: RA 75 ( 120) = 3120; pp 
10 & II: RA 75 (81) & (88) =? 3120. Sec 1-(uman bone 
report p I SO below. 

6 n,erc is no original plan of grave 3124 in the site archi\'C', 
but a plan for publi<:'#rion prepared for the excavator shows 
the more of the stone edging and the leg bones.. KS has 
confirmed vetb.:illy that there was orig-in.ally a plan of the 
grave, aod therefore it must be 3ssumed that the plan has 
been lost from the at:ehive. No human bone that can be 
positi\·c.ly assigned to this grave has survived. 

7 Sec Chapler 2 note 21 above. 
8 The evidence for the Romano-British settlement in Romscy 

is discussed in Scou et aJ forthcoming, This article wi.11 
include publication of the excavation$ in Narrow Lane. 





Chapter 4 

Construction of the Norman and Later 
Abbey (Phases 9-14) 

Phase 9: Construction of the 
Norman Choir and Crossing 
Historical Evidence 

The beginning of work on the Norman Abbey is 
conventionally dated to c AD l 120. There is no 
concrete historica l evidence for this date as 
Liveing notes (1906, 49-50). In l 105, and again 
in l l l O or l 114, Henry I visited Romsey. His 
queen was Matilda, daughter of St Margare1 of 
Scotland, who had been educated with her sister 
at Romsey. Matilda died in 11 18. It bas been 
argued that Romsey might have been rebuil1 in 
memory of Henry's wife (Luce 1948, 18- 19). 
However, since the King was just starting to build 
the Cistercian Monastery of Reading in l 120, it 
might seem unlikely that he embarked on another 
major building project a1 this rime. 

In the Vietoria County History (VCH Hampshire, 
Vol 2, 126) it was suggested that !he building work 
was started a lirtle later in !he rime of Abbess Mary ( c 
1160) and that Henry de Blois, Bishop of Winchester 
(1129-71), was responsible. Mary was the daughter 
of King S1ephen and the neice of Bishop Henry de 
Blois. Again there is no direet evidence 10 link Henry 
de Blois with the building work. The style of 
arcbiteeture found in the choir and crossing certainly 
would 6t ao early LWelftb-cencury da1e, and tba1 is the 
da1e a=>pted here. 

The Evidence for the Footings of the Choir 
and Crossing 
1973: T h e Rctro00Cho ir Footings The nructurc- of rhe 
footings at the e-ast end of the choir was partly rcvea.lcd in 
excavatiotts in 1973 on t.hc. site of the easu:rn chapels. The 
footing-s of the ~uo-choir wall consisted of g.r:11-'t'l and small 
flints with monar, intcrs.pcr-scd with bands of larger flints. 
(conta1' 1028, 1036, 1040 & 1093). The width and d,pth of 
the foodng.is wert not explored, It i1 not c,ertain whether the 
footings were buih as one operation or in stage$, but 1be 
probabi!ity is that they were buih i.n a single operation. 1.wo 
interesting tcatutt:S need to be noted here. all.hough they will 
be discussed further in Chapter 6 when the first eastern 
chapel$ •re considered. Firs:d>•, the footings of the east end 
chapels were built scpanncly from those of the retro-choir. 

S<-condl>•, the rctro~choir footings are continuous across the 
east e.nd of lhe abbey, with no apparent breaks for openings 
giving access between the ,reU'()o-(hoir and chapels. 

l97S: The North Traoscpt Footings (Fig 22b) The footing 
for the west wall of the nonh tnu:iscpt consis.ted of gravel with 
some $Oil (contexts 3212- 3218) packed imo a trench (32l9)., 
and capped by mortared .flint (321 l). The gravel lower footin.g:· 
"•hjch filled the foundation trench was up to 0.7,m deep. The 
top of the gni.vcl footing is more or less on a level with the 
lower edge of the bottom adUar course of the Saxon Abbey 
and wouJd seem to give an indication of the level of the 
original Saxon and Norman ground surCace. 

The mortar and Hint capping to the footings $Urvived to a 
depth of 0.25m in from of the west wall of the north transept. 
There is a difference in level of about 0.25m between the 
t:xtdtlt top of the capping as recorded in the section across the 
u-ao.scpt footings a_nd the bottom of the original lo,,vc.r ashhn 
c-ourSe of the north nave wall. 1 Originally the mortared flint 
cap must ha,•e extended up to the lower ashlar course and 
m<Mllffil obout 0.5m thick. 

1lle full ,,;idrh of the footing cannot be determined since no 
e.xcavatioo took place within the tramept. Outside:, the footing 
extend$ between t.2m and 1.4m from the (ace of the north 
transept wall. This corresponds with lhc width of the rcsJ>(>nd 
or half buttreSS in I.he angle between the transept and the na\'c. 
It is likely that I.he fitst phase of footings did not extend west of 
this corntr. 

1977: The South Tnnsept Footinp (Fig 23) The footing, 
of the NotmaJ\ south m.nsept wc.tc r-evcalcd in section in the 
face of a !ouodation r;rc,r1,cb for a later burial vault (4053). The 
foundation trcnc:h (context 4082) for the transept was filled 
with layers of yellow~ brown and coarse pale brown ;ravel, 
oltemariag with bands of 0int nodules (context 4081), and 
capped by a lay« or ~llow gravel (context 4107). The exposed 
footings under the west wall of the transept (contexts 4039 = 
4068 & 4040 = 402 t) arc coursed flint, variously descn'bed as 
bonded with g:ra\·el and ~·ellow day; and gnwcl or dull bl'QW'n 
diy. The upper part o( the footing was composed mainly of 
fllni (contexts 4078, 4079 & 4080) 1tnd lapped 01-•er the 
sun,iving Saxon foundations. As on the north s.ide, the 
Norman foocing was bard against the surviving: Saxon 
lfound11tions, and .-igain as on the north side the only extant 
Saxon ashlir was ,vedgcd in by the Norrnan footings. 

Discussion and Date of the West 
Walls and Footings of the Transepts 

The only clue to the relative dating of the south 
transept footings is provided by their relationship with 
the Saxon south transept footings and ashlar. No, 
only the faet that the Norman footings are built right 
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up ag)linst the Sa.,on footings, but also the fact that • 
Saxon ashlar sw'VWCS where the Norman and! Saxon 
work meet, suggests that the Sax?n Abbey was still 
standing when the Norman fooungs were buJlt. A 
similar situ.•tion is found on the nonh side. The only 
sur,..iving ashlar blocks of the Saxon north transept 
are those against the north r:rnnscpc fooling, at the 
very point where they would be least ne<:e.ssib)e for 
demolition onee the Norman r:rnnscpt fooungs were 
in place. Trus sllggests that the superstructure of lhe 
Sa.,on abbey was inrncc when the Norman footings 
were laid down. lt is most probable that lhe late 
Saxon Abbey was not demolished uncil the choir and 
ar least part of the crossing of its Norman successor 
was in a suitable condition to be used for services. 

The ashlar of tbe Norman choir and much of 
t.he transep(s consists predominantly of Quarr 
stone from the Isle of Wight, but the ashlar of lbe 
west wall of both the north and south transeptS 
contains large amouncs of poorer quality 
Bembridgc scone, also from Wight. Th.is change i.n 
lhe source of building Stone may not be significant, 
but it seems likely that it reOects a break in the 
building programme, and that the west walls of the 
crossing were built some ti:rnc after the choir and 
the rest of the crossing. It i.s probable that during 
the break the Saxon Abbey was demolished, and 
the footings of the nave carried over the 
demolished Saxon rransept. ''£1te inclusion in the 
west wall of the Norman south transept of a large 
rood cross cut in fi11e grained oolitic limestone (Fig 
47) (pp 106- 111 below), and almost certain ly 
derived from the from the Saxon Abbey, supports 
this contention_, since it is most Ukely to have been 
salvage,;! during demolition. 

Phases 10-14: The 
Construction of the Nave 
The interpretation of the archaeological deposits 
excavated ,vithin the Nave in 1974 arc central to 
understanding the constructional history of the 
nave of Romsey Abbey. For this reason the J 974 

evidence is fully discussed in the following s«ti 
before brief consideration of the evidence fr on, 
other excavations. The 1974 excavuions f"' 
within the final two bays of the Nave bays wh· ahy 

d •thru > IC were complete in e t rtcenth century. 

1974: The Construction of the 
Footings of the West End of the 
Norman Abbey Church (Fig 25) 

It will be argued that the footings of <he wesr end 
of the Abbey were constructed in at leasr two 
sepa~re op~rn~ions and that make-up layers were 
deposited w,dun the church ,o build up the Ooo, 
level a, various stages, both during the building of 
the footings, and after the completion of ,he 
superstructure of the west end. 

Various sections of the foo,ings of the Abbey 
church were exposed and recorded during the 1974 
excavations. In each excavated section the upper 
footings 3L leas( were buiJt of mortared., coursed 
flints, and there is some, admittedly slight, evidenc.e 
that the lower portions of the footings were trench• 
built.• The footings oflhe north \Vllll were recorded 
in Trench G (Fig 25), and those of the south wall 
in Trenches D and E (Fig 25). In Trenches FB, FA 
and A <he footings, or piers, supporting the 
columns of rhe nave arcades were recorded. 
Sections of the footings of the west wall of the 
Abbey church were uncovered in Trenches G, FB, 
FA and A, but in no case was the profile, or any 
usable detail, of the footings recorded, and 
therefore it is not possible ro draw conclusions 
about th.e structure of tl1e west wall footings. 

Evidence for the Footings of the North and 
South Walls - 1974 Excavations (Table 4) 
Initially, 1t lca54 it is neces»ry to compare Like with like and lo 
tre:n the footings or lhc north and soul.h waJJs of lhc Abbey 
stp3.ra1c.ly from tht footin~ of t:hc piet1. tn Trench D, a ls.tt 
bnck ~uJt both destroyed the l:wcrs adjacent to I.he lo"'<cr par1 
or the footing 3nd prcvc:med fur~er investigation of chc fooc~ 
itself, 1n Trcnc.he5 G and E the full ~tent of the footinJ:$ was 
expos«( aod recorded, The overi:all depth and (orm or the­
footings in the two trt-nche:s were- eomp;anbU:, aod the litni1~ 

Tab/, 4: Comparison of Deprhs of Food rrkd · · 
l(gS r«o m the Tr~ncl,es axcatxuM in llta lf"f--tt end of rhe Nom,att Churdr i11 1974. 

Trench Depth of Footings 

Uppe:r Lower 
G 0.6Sm O.S2ni 

+0.l5m 
E 0.6m 0.4m D 0.5m [0.3+m) FB 1.6m 0.25m FA 0.84m [0.6S+m) A 0.82m 0.4m 

TotaJ 

= 1.32m 

= I.Orn 
= (O.S+mj 
= 1.85m 

= f l .49+m) 
= 1.22m 

Location of the 
Footing within the 
Abbey Church 

North \'(ra.lJ 

South Wall 
South Woll• 
south side, N◊rth Arcade 
north side, Soulh Arcade 
south side, South Arcade 
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T h O ,uq-nttJ lh•t the: 1t1fnrmaUi\n obltlncd fn,m ttth, T h fl 
(, •"JOP ~ ~ noc ''ffl' Jdftttnt from t,h...r m rcnc 

lt7,t Tn:nd11 G I hp 6b & 2'> llw~ff°',.!i,~1~ 
aM'uurtd I J?m 1a dtfoch o,,:,rala lh 
,.1, 0 '2m J«,p. .,w tht \IIN)ft' one (2101) 0.0jm ~ ~ 

an lddlt~wu.l k'(O•>n ot '"''W>& 0 11m ~5 ~ k •~ ~ 
•• ,. CF .. oh) Tbt ur,,n- ''"'lllll "•' ltl m o' • l ' ,... ,. • h (21 ., \li'n CU fJ~ ol the fi...,."C'f one,_ Tht found.t1ion lfffk Neh 
tht'U!Jgb the p,c,-S,,on.an ~ (conlnts 210, & ZION,• 
• •• ao • :&n-rl .;,h tht h"f' or lM kMu ,~ ~.:: thc 
fo,.1ndat,nn trmcb •ai • dun p-M-C-J ►prcad (1099), "' --·~ 
tN:tf ~ by• than SJ)tt.aJ or morur md •'-• JncnbtJ "' 
tti,r 11u nc.•ttbook M ·c:ocucnK"bon c.kbm' (rornn.t ::.?098:J, h 
litffl\t ~ 10 argw chat the' latUT &.)U ..... Jc,poturd 
dunna the- corum,.:oon or c.1tbft 1k uN"(r iooc&nAlJ or the 
•~tuttolthtch\U\'.h 

l"M m-tiU 1.1,:tn (con,ou, 2096 & 2097), ..,h,ch k•ltd 
C\'lntnt :?Mit, .-crt ptkd up ap.1n11. anJ problbty Oftf, lh<­
urs,tt footanp (a-.nlc:xt 2101~ maJuna IC cta,- lhac c.hc bttn 
•'f'tt comrk'1.N bdc-rc-~ floor k-\TI 1n,._t, &he: church • •• 
ra1~ 1'1ww rwu ~ 1aycn ~ no p:,cta,. m, .. 
c""k:ntt, but c01'UC"(I ZOM. wruch takd both 2090. IOd chir. 
coor -•r tht f('IC)UQp. contain«I Q\&&nhbcs vf mtd1t'\'l.l J"Oltn')'. 

At, a poup lhn C'OUIJ be "'1:rd 10 cJw earl)· ch&rtttnth cmtun 
C(lf'IIIOO. 2091 ~an lo be' ttw fill o( • wn. ... fcan.dT cue. lntO 
tM l"'f' o4 l•>'tt :OOCt. Th, da1c ...,f the p.>tttrJ u con1amf'd 
sua,nt:t 1hat tht cue •as m.adt • htn tht •·ttt tnd o( lht: 
Abbey ...,._ compktN 1n the catty chwcttnlh CCMIIJ• --1 eh.I 
11 1,mC"d 10 clur tbt '"P of 1ht roounst. to allow. tht 
CMitJ'vc·u<in of tht Abbt)-•4 /\rt lddmonal JC\-d ('If fooetnp 
(2100)1 .t.w,u1 0 1,m dnp, •a• bu.Ut on tup of the main 
rooc:an, (C'Onco:1 2101) to lt\'tl ur lht r~Uom mar to the 
C'fffllOnoltht•a.D 

197• ,.,_h 6(1" .. S & 2S) Th<f-m<t>uml l md«p 
O\Tf'al1, ~ up of a Jo.tt r~ (Q)rltO:t ?012) •hxh wa, 
O • .fm d«p. aoJ an uppa- oat (coorcxt 2011) •bic:h •• 0(1e 
dtC'p. ~ off1et be~ the UPrtf anJ l,o,,,cr fOiL>nn;p • .11 

onty 0.1$m •'idt 1lic tap ortht !t-undattun t.ttnch (oon1c-x1 
201 l) comadcd •·uh lh~ fc-'"tJ or thC' oft"tc-t. and "'H cue 
lhrou1h (our layer. (conrt-,ih lOI~ to ZOI~), •h1ch •~ 
W(TJ"fftcd a1 dcmolthoO ~lt t:km,:d from W Jlt'ellan, of 
thC' '"' pnor 10 COl'UlN<Uan (l( thC' ftN' Sorman dn1n.h 
1"htsc- l,.)ff1 owrbud a PR'-Soon-an l'll(lrtaf •urfke ( con1n1 
20!0) 1wc: tooi\-c rP I◄ 10). lklo'III thn ,urfact "'" an ~rl>· 
ptt-?\"onnm IOll (ronrat 2021 ). 

Conco:1 2019 .a tht bonom of the k\l~ of dcnioboc:c, 
dqioa,t, cnntalncd aprttaahlc qu.anbtJft of chalk. •'h.1<:h may 
h,s\,t «at from the- p-c-.S{!lffflan budd1nc v.nb chalk to.~ 
Jna1N an TN:nch FA (tee: abow p l t). h ahc, rn,d1k."C'd a 
,herd or u.rlr tnt'dicnl conkro1, The upi,um011 of the: 
~" (coniat 2010) conta•ntd k\,:ral ft.bad, of~ 
pone~ 1ndud1n• b«h 'Sct1tthwarc• •"4 U\cr,codr. w,tt 
1'hc lhrrd o( • l.a\'tnt~lt JUI datei nn u,t~ th.a.n lht' '«OcMI 
qlol&ntt of tht' lhln""t.h ecncury. Th.l, m.1it,1 ,u~1 a "Cry 
neat bnk tin--un the arc~ anJ hatorical n&.Jmcc, 
vr.-"hKh 11,,""IJ ,uqnt 1h11 I.be (oundwnn tn-nd, •--as a.n, and 
1hc feiounl" lluth, -.hen the, -.·«1 S'nd of 1he Abbe) Wh 
complcced an the m1J-1h1nS'cn1h ct:ntury. Ho.c~c ... 11 •• 
poai'hlf that l.t,n 2016 (~ a lffl\~ll'W} su.r(a«~ and cha1 
tht: pon~ ,·a, tra:m.rkJ in dt.uu11 the' co1htrut1t0n of 1hc 
•-at cnJ 1upcn1runu,c It l)'Vfl a ~ """ ~ rather 
1han a •n••""'' ,-., f'"'• for the conttru\'.llo-n 4,f th<­
fOW'IICbuom. 11 md~n tNl the rawrc ortbt fl.cMllf' IC\d l•f tht 
•'tSI mJ an tbt Wl\lth ~ o/ ctw churc.h •-as dd•,'Cd 11n11I c.b,c 
c,1mple11°n or 1he •urcr,.1ru,h1re ,n the- C'nly 1b1rcttnt.h 
Ciffltuty. ·rhit contra,,, ..,,th the 'j;11ua1mn ObKn'NI on the 
Mnh Md< olw ilbbt)·., Tm,,.-t, G, "'-w 1n1;Jq _,,,. 
10 Al"~ prtt~ the COftlp,lctk,n o( the 'l1Pl"lf'UCt\lrc No 
rot•N'Y •• ra:•"'"C"rcd rn-wn ~ 201, and 201~ 

Abt"'C thcw "rns. ln..t tt,a,JU\t the (u\.U'\icbnon crmcti. ·-. 
llfflN of in-fill Ind> (<,~'UCXtl 2006 Iv 201,,. T'bcw t,ya,.. 
like tho.C: ,n I reach (J, ftr~ piled a1t•m•1 lht c:ornplecC'd 
~lOUnp Tbq, •rrc:ar. ~'n'tT. co bt In, hook\lJffle'Ou-, and 
u m111u M arsuC:d lb.at Ibey •c~ dumped an a pac,,r~ 

f;._.dban., f1llba ll Ml at G CIIXfilt "'ft. ln nr.- O' Ilk- .._,, :t 
11(. tb1ntcnlh·t.CftlUry ~herd.,, l•y~r 2016, I nd J>Olll'ry of 
t,1,1n,ila,- djCC' to tt'llfl lCXI 2008, iJ I\ rr-ob,N(': tJ'w dMit dco--
.. c:tt a..J ~ ia a cc•mpanr,""l'V 1holf't pc:ood--..,. 

anc-r \ht U'lllSU'\khOn ()( lhe SUflC'ntruccun- lt I~ ~ rnd -
dw n.rty 1.tu.rtetmh «n1ury. 1lM:lr lack or uru/ormuy ~ 
dw aMurc ol lh< ow,naJ baas dump,d \ '-, ~ ... i.,., 
con,aint"J building mllenah •nd ah1•c1atcd dcbm h,r 
u ampk-, tootc.Jn 201, consJSttd nr lla1e, •nd 11\·er 2014 of 
..-ur and «bcn C-onto.t 2009 ._ • ll'!'U ot 11\ad ~ 
and a.nh. and b)tt 200ft • ma: of mon., and lffl'd . 

tt7.a TNnch O 'fhis U'C1 b -• C'Ut m the- ma. ~ '-, 
c1ftk na...~. lM urPff pan oftb,, Jooonc•:ppnt11o~btcn 
itJ~tJ)· tc-., dcc-p 1han an l'rcnth ll, althou&h the di:ffcraitc i. 
"'~ mott than O IOm. H•~ lhr \IPP'ff footial •Tracli D 
"' ~• bkk almO\t O. 1m from the- cd,-c: of thC' Iowa- -.e ta 
lrroc:b H, 1uM 2m lo 1he t•~1, H noetd thcwt lht Ucp bt"'°t't:11 
cJw t.lP'PO" and luv.u foocmo -.., • mC'R 0 .lSm .._ b •­
..,IJn', k""ff foodnc •hKh • OQ.I of~ Tbc-<dct et "ac 
urr« foohns, 1n bolh trtnche, " cleatl)' on 1hc same J1t1c

1 lfflmC'cbArcly bc:k>v. lM f."1111.1 ol tbc AN,ey .. ,uth • U 

1974 Arca J (hff 8 & 26b) Fur1htr cv1dcnct fcir 1b( 
c<WhtN('Uon and da.n.na of thctc (~ \tlo•ff ~ ~, 

ft4..~-ao,.wn •••• iilacd) to dw ""~ f/1 Ck abticy, ._. 
l«tk.ns at."l"OIIS 1h< (oounl' 'Weft ~ed W'llhin Ind 1d~etn1 
tC' lhC' sou1h-"C:u doorway. One ,ec1100 ran 1hrou.p 1k 
doonr8') -.,J •• a OJl'Ull\U.UIOD ol dw 1Cct11X1 d. 'l"l'Cktl E. 
1 he foo11na ~ .. , no1 fully C',:pn,td. The ucuon ,h<,v,1 a 
ilepi,td foo1101 , the lower p1u of "·hl(h ,u, HI IA 1 
folmdanonlrllldl (C>OCUftt2122 'llw~<P .. d>c-•c 
• h,cl,<T ln-.1 wn lh• one in Tlfflch E. On di< nonh l>d, 1hr 
«1tf1tt ... , 0.6m bdow, bu1 00 tht klUth ,ick H ~ .. , O.nly O 4Sr1 
bdo,,,dw~,pold>c-

1'lt,c- t«ond K\.bOft •• im.mic-J1atel) V."C'lt o/ thc door hi 
26b). Here the foo1tn1 wu much wider, 1nd CXlendtd a 
llanhn- O.Ha, -lh. wid> dx mull lboo, •• - .­
rttl,.rdc-d 1n Tffl't('f\ D and Arn J •at lppro:.amatdy ! i• 
Th11 cornr1rn 10 • melhuttmcn1 o( I 7m bt1wttn Tm'ldi 6 
on,j Atta) , 

~ ncl\1tot •uqttftd lhat thtt nrn••hlc fQ(Ollftl n, 
nC'CNM.ry 10 1-upp(.',M tht- mJX,nd or eJCr,an.-o,n that markcJ tht 
diritiun bctWttn batt,. &aYk o( the bm,1N tttcet ,,! dw 
~-.uon. n • nioc pottabk: 10 ,.,- thl1 me,. .. ~~ 
•&1-ui H ~•C\,:-r, C:Vldentt fN.un lht txCl\'IUon , on lhe nonll 
J.id< ,n 19•· -" Iha< dx cob- ol dw ""-"' 
the= rc,rondt or capaa.•1~, •H no, on the ,ail,c of dw 
enla11ement Ul\CO\'C'rcd in 1cn,1 h 11ecm1 r,rob,bk th11 the 
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ml'nff (../ the= Abbc-y •~ buiil1 as one • .-tw-n 1M •"C91 aid 
r.hc Ahbty wa, t.M'lrltcC'd in 1M earty thlrtctnth «mu,,· ibc 
west ran1e •r~•n t> ha~ kffl b1o11h at tboul t.bc uo,t -
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50 CON~~ucnoN OP THE NOR,\.IAN ANO lATl!R ABBEY CHAl"TER 4: , 0 • ~ 

Evidence for the Footings of the Nor.eh and 
South Walls - 1975 and 1991 ExcavatiDns 

b th the north and south ,i<tl!') of ,he f= ::~~=:«Jonso,:t' C\'idencc for the devcJopment (I~ 1hc-
r th nave The c....Sdcnce rrom the 1975 excavauon! 

nrucrurc o c • , ecr 1y below "The t 977 
on the north side is discuSM:.d ,mm . i atc • nl Jimit<"d 
and 1979 ti<c:warions on the 5ou1h &Jdc 1u,W1ded o y . 
Wormntion. in luge part bec':au,e 1hc survival of '!1c cloister 
bench iand ihc :assqciatcd inor1ar and pJ1~1er f~ang of th~ 

d ~ • _ h•d ob$cured llOY poienn.o.l C\•1dence. T h1; expose JOOllOev . d d'$CQSSC'd 
Jg91 t'iCC'awrionswcrcmorcinformuuvc:u, arc .l.l • • 

J!il7S E:cctwa.t.lons: The Footin.as of Bays I and, 2 of the 
Nn~ North wall (Fig 27a) The footings («:1DlC'lCI$ J l~ = 
3188) of the rir$11wo bays-oflhc nave north wall wctt built on 
iop or the dcmoll.sht<I re.m:'l.iiu of 1hc $3x:on n?rth trao~pt 
(c.'<>fll(X{S 3Z0) ; 12.50 & 3200 ::: 324_9), If the 1111ttprcU1oon 
of ~he Ooor within the Saxon abbey l$ correct, then the 
No.rman footings wtrt oJso built O\'tr the Sn.xon floor levtl.s 
(romcx1s 3240-~24-2.J- The- l~ner ~ons:isl. of 'pink mo~r ~ 
platter debris' wnh 'mtcrlod.ing 6mt'$, pmk morta~, ttc. ,:i,e 
Nor-m:1.n foe>tingw (cc,nrc:xt 3HIO = 3188) contist of Olnt 
nodules b.,id in courses aud bound with ycl16"1 monar. There 
is a clcar dinlncti<>n b<:twctn lt)'CT 3268 (= 3240--3242) nnd 
la)'t'r 3180 (:=: 3 188). 11'1c Noro\an footings. as dc:fi.ncd he~, 
appear to h3\.-'C b«n of ont- build in the first two bays. Tha.: 1s 

a break in rhc: footinp immcdfately under half bultJUS 2/3 
(COl'UCXl 3267)~ 

The foo1Jngs (contex1 3266) U) the \1.-eiil of the: ha!{_ bunrcss 
213 were:: later in d:ire. They were no1 fully explor~ m 1975, 
but cnau5h of them wa, rt\lellled to show 1hat they M-crc of a 
differmt oonsvuetfon t'rom the earlier foorinp (contt:xt 3180). 
lbe Dint was less prorninc::n1 fn their make up 2nd docs not 
appear 10 be as n:gu.larly laid, 

1991 ExtAvatiotl.$: The l1ootlngs o(thc South Wall of the. 
Nn~ {l~ 34 and 35) The mortared Oint footings fal Bs1s S 
and 6 (conte,us 7065, 7125~ o.nd 7137), and in Ba)'s 4 & , 
(('c)nmns 714 1-7142, 7145• 7166 & 717•1) of the: Norman and 
Later Abbey ""'n: ~ in the 1991 cxca\'!ltions. They could 
1101 be investigated in detail, mail)Jy bc:nusc the cloiHcr 
benches wete built i.n front of them. At the foot of Bay S mu<.il 
of the cloister bench ho.d been de-sttO)'Cd b)' :1. la.tc-r gr:ivc 
(comc~c 7039) and as a rcs·ult th.e makeup or the foo(ing 
(7065) wa.s e:xposed. Here the proftJc ap~rs to ha\'C been 
more or less straight with no stcppin3, but the evidence is 
probably no1 n-lliablc, bce:luse it is not 1)()$.siblc to know how 
much of tht- footing was dcs-tro)'Cd when the bench was 
rcmo,•cd, Although the relationship be1wecn the footings in 
B:ays 6 and S and the footing-s In Ba.ys 4 and 5 was not 
tttablishc:d, it 111 prob3ble th.at the former arc liner fn, date or 
cons:tructfon, for ~asons wh.ich wiU be discussed bC'lw~. 
. Wl\t«. the dois1c:r benc:h did not obscure cbe (ootlnp, 
1n\ut1gataon WI$ made difficuJt bc<:ause the c-xposed portiooi; 
w<tt ffiocd wilh mortarund pl3$ttt finhhes(c:omcxrs 71 17, 7118, 
71.34, 7146 & 7169). As a CODseQucnce, o.ny p<>ssibfe ch:t.nges in 
I.he footing:s, ~lJJting from bttaks in constnictfon, will have bt.-co 
obscu~. 'l'l!c footings bid down in &)'S 4 and S i~nned 
~<" earlier rammed chalk features (Context (7055) already 
dik:Us:S«l (ab<n'I: pp 27, 33--4}. No o.ue.mpt .s«ms to ha\'e bctn 
nude to dig out the chalk, llhhou;gh i1 w3:1 ~~'ttd, Ptt$urnnbly 10 :iocom~tt the clo'is11:r floor. Clearly 1l was felt chat I.be chalk 
was solid ~ to form ~ of the footings of lhc:: OC\-1.' Abbey. 

. Bcfo~c conndcr~ng tht dadng evidence rllrt.bet, and 
dlSc~u•nlf the poS$1blc oonstruc1ional his~ory M thi: Abbe)' 
foo~n~. n would be as well co look at the evidence ror t.he 
rooongt of the north and south atc::KIC$. 

The Evidence for the Footings of the North 
and South Arcades (Table 4) 

11).e so1,11h side or the nQrthem :1.rcadc was im'esiig,ut-d · 
Trench P'B, while tht: .southern arcade was c:xplor•d !" 'l'kr,C'hcs PA llOd A, in 

1974 Tr~och FB (Figs 6a & 2S; Plate $) ·l'hc i 
uncoven..-d in lttnch FB had two distinctive fcaturn_ ~n,.. 
the~• \\<t:n:, at 1.85m, much deep,c:r than the roottna., lfy, 
in any other trtncb. Only 1hc rOQc.ing:s. in Trench FA,~ 
or more1 wt-(C ;u ~11 comparable. It has b«n nored tbti 
buried ground surface wa, located :it a much gttatcrd It~ 
this tri:nc,h (sec abo\-e p 12), ani;I t.ba1 thi11 is the t'CIW)(l? : 
construction or such a deep footini, r 

The secood fc,nui:e is the marked dispruil)' in depih ~ 
the lower foolin,a (C0tUC>tt. 20S8), which mta)UJ"Cd only 

0
_
25 deep, and lhc upper footing (context Z086) \l'hicti rntasu: 

J .6m. It is clear 1ha1 the tOp of the luwtr- footing wa-s-aUnos/ 
a 1~,·cl with the old g-n:,u.nd surface (context 2090). h ~ 
(htu 1bc buildCt$ followed the undulations in th~ l:tOIU!d 
r.urfocc when lhty ooruuuctcd the lower pan of the r~ 
"lbis ob\Tiously makes sense if the IO'-''C:t' foOtings we-re U'ttldl 
built, as is suggested by 1hc evidence- in ' J"rcneh FA. It it 
Llllercsrl.ng to note th:u, irt thjs dip, they did not build lhc.lO'lw 
footirtg to the ~me dcpr.h - between 0.4.m ,o 0.6m - as '°'ind 
in lht other lttnchc:s. The -01Tsc1 between tht two pan, or lilt 
f0<>tini mt;1_$Urcd only 0.12m. 

The founduion trench (context 2089) for I.he IOY-'t't foocir.g 
was scaled by :i layer of mortar (208S). This r.nonAt •ht> 
partially sealed the lower footing. La)•cr 208$ c:tn be 
interpreted as ~ consuucdon deposit which bulh tip cit"htr 
during the C00$l1'uction of the upper footing, or dur~ the 
completion of th" m:1t end or the Abbey. AbO\~ lhc morw 
w,,s 3 deep layer of brown clay mixed with stone and morur 
(cont~ 2084) approximately 0.8m thick. This \vas SCQJrd b)· a 
thin l:t)"tt of mortar 3.nd fine gt11\TCI (208.3) 11 i'l pqssibk lb.I, 
this mom1.r and gravt1 ht)"tr mark,. a break bc(Wtffl sctign .in. 
the infilling for the Ooor voidJ a.nd thot the layc-n tbo\'t 
(eontexi,- 2080 to 2082) were the resuh 9f a second ph2.W <Jf 
infilling, perhaps cootemporary \\'ilh the consmmion 
supemruaure It lhe wut end. The only pottery comc:s UOQI 
layer 208 l ::ind t$ oftwelftl, .. l'O thirtecnth•ccntury date. ~k 
consistenr wit.h the imcrprctation put forward here. 

T.ttnche$ FA and A lay rcspcqi,-cly north and $0Ulh of !he 
south pier. In Trench F'A the footings w,rc recorded at a dtpch 
or at le~st l.49rn the base of the footings was a1>P3J'fflr.ly not 
located - while in Trench A lhe>· were mcasuttd at l.2:2m 
deep. The difftrtnce between lhe two trenches c~noot be 
t'Xplaioed by changes in the levc.1 of tile <>Id ground suruct. 
lndccd, it has been argued that in 1'"rcnch FA lht buried D 
was found at 11 depth or 0.9:Sm b<."low th-c p-n:$1:nt 0oor lffl:I, 
wh.Uc in Trench A it was- at 1.2m. Thet't follows• pouibk 
expla:nn.tion for the difference. 

1974 T,,ench FA (F'igs 6d & 25) The lntcrpr,emioo of dtc 
section or 'Trench i<A is difficult. Peatu.rc 2060 ha-s btta 
in1crpre1ed as a pre--Abbey dhch cut by lhe atatde fot!Mad00$ 
a,nd itself cuttlng the t;,uricd sods {context$ 206J & 2064) •~ 
the eartici: s.uucwre ttprescntcd by coniext 2063. h should bt 
no(ed 1h21 it would be possible to argue tha1 cue 2060 \I/JI$ the 
foundation trench for the arcade footings, but this is not the 
i.ntc.rprc:tafion favoured here. The upper footisig (contcn 
2056), which rises v~rtically from the low<.T footing (eo;iti::u 
2057) with n9 offset, was buih of OOUl"$C'd t1int1 Tbe .•~·er 
foo1ing is described in the she notebook ns 'trench buill, If 
1his is correct, then the {oundation 1:rt-nch would h:1.,,c;: t«:.n 
Completely t'illed by lhe footing. The fill 2059 or cut 2060; 
described as- loose rnor1ar \Y"ith stone fragmtn1S :and lcn.sd 
earth and clay, tr the fill was ind«d loose. thi:$ must cas1 doubl 
upon the description of the lower footings as tr<.ncb bulli, 
bcca\1/se l<>O.Se m,utrinl wouJd have collapsed when an)' ttfflCh 
was cut through h. h mun rc'main open to question v.itdhcr 
an)• pan of I.he west end fooling$ w<ts crench•builr: The 
PteSenc-e or the ditch 2060 with iu Joost fill may o:pltun tlx 
arcater deptb of foorina obscn'ed in Trench J:A. The pott~i 
from comext 20$9, as hat been not·cd, is c:01H:U1\V)ated ,nt 
later matuial and 1$-no, 8 rc.liabJt indic:itor of dat"e, 

Scalio,. eon\txt 2059 was a ia,rer (20$·1) of mixed mo,(ar 
~ . ~~ 

and earth. No pottery was r1."C'ovcttd, AbOVt 20S4 "'Ctt dl,olk 
runhtr deposiu, a mixed l•)'~r or clay> flinu, mortar o.nd .

1 f~gmcms (t.on\ext 2051), and abo\·e that II lay<r ?f dtL\: 
(contc-ict 20S2). There w.t.$ u single shcrd or M,,chtlm 
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CON=RUCTION O1•nm NORMAN ANO I.ATER ABl,IEY 

CHAPTER4: ' ,. 

Plate 5. RA 1974: Trench FB viewed from SE, 
showing the mortared flint footings of the \V/ 
wall and N arcade of the present Abbey. See Fig 
25 for locarion. (Photograph Kevin Stubbs/ 
1VAT) 

pottery of late Saxon do.te from 2053. The potr~ry from 
context 2052 consis1ed of a group of pottery of twelfth- I() 

thirtce-nth'"<lentul)' da1c, with some residual Roman m:stcrial. h 
seems likely 1h::it infill material was dump('d in a single 
operation after the CQO$t.ructioo of tht footlog:s, Howtw-r, it is 
tllso pos$1bk that layn 2052 was dumped later as t stpar.ille 
operation, tftcr the completion or the west end $Upcrnructurc. 

L 974 Trench A (Figs 6c & 25) This trench lay immedfatel)• 10 
the sou1h of Trench FA; ii, str:uianph)' is mott usily 
imerprctcd. The dHTctcncc between the dc-pth of the lower 
footing, in Trenches A and FA has already been noted, and it 
is suggested lhat the presence of 3 Possible prc-Notmrul ditch 
{comcxt 2060) wil.h IOO$C ftJl in Tttnch FA provide$' :11 p05:sible 
explnnaiion for the extra depth of the footing. The upper 
foo-tingJ in both Trtnches A aod FA WttC of $imilar depth. The 
m0$t unu..su:al fe-arutt of the foundations in Trco<::h A was that 
tl:ie upper footing (context 221 I) overhung the 10\vcr footing, 
(ccntcxt 204-0) (Fig 6). The ()1.'ffllang mc.asu:n:d 0.07m. The 
new upp.er footing \\'a$ sligtuly 1,1;idcr than 1hc lower footing on 
whieh it sat. Tlus shows not onJy th3t thl'SC footings t.\'ere laid 
down in two opcr:nions but; more signi6cant.1y, ii $ugsest,$ that 
thtrc mny ha,·~ been a time lapse: between the two '1agc:s of 
...,'Qtk, Olhtt c,11de:noc from Trench A supporu this conclusion 

The foundation trench (context 2041) for the lower rootinS 
(cooicxt 20•10) was dcarl)' cut through both the buried soil 
(contdt 204S) ond a probable dcmolidon or cl~arincc 
deposit p212), which overlay the soil, 'Following th; 
constrvCtion <>f the lower rooting,, but prior to the COI\Slructioi~ 
of the upper Coodng {221 1), it seems th.a.t Ja)'ttS of morcrfal 
were dumped in 1his area. Ll)·.:r 2044, which consisted or 
mortar, Rc,man brick and nims, was n~QSt pl'()bably laid down 
a~ this drne. Above it was a \aycr of dark earth wilh gnvtl and 
01~tt (context 200), and O\<t-r1)'ing this a lil)-er of mona.r and 
bnckdus~ (contcx,t 2042). ihcse 1:1.ycrs ma)' have been 
con~trucu0nal dcbns, and thC)' appear to have CO\'t:~ :n lea t 
pminlb•, the. lower fc:,oting, so thll!t a trc:nch (22 1 0) h;d 10 ~ 
cut through tbem before lhc upper foocing could be buih. This 
1rc1\ch was b:u:.k-fiUi:d b)' ma1criaJ (eomext 2039) that w:i, 
used to mike up the floor level. This conttXt produce-cl one 
smoll shcm:1 of rncdiC\·al jug, in a fabric which ctn be doted to 
tbe twelfth or thirteenth century. ' f'herc: is no evidence to 

s:uggcst that 1hc final la)'cr of make up (2038) was de • 
much l\(ter luytr 2C)J9. Sciling the whole. war. I.he m:::: 
morrar floot (comat 2037). b •houtd be nu1«1 iha.t then 
no evidence from Ttcneh PA that 1hc lower foe>ti "-'ai 
ooi·ctcd by infill dcpotits, and dearly, the layer\. ob~~Wlt 
Tl'(nch A \VCTC very localised. II) 

1'bc evidence that the upper footing cx1ended OYcr lh 
of the lower footing, combined with the evidcnec- th~, 
lower footlng was 111 least partio.Uy buried for ll lime ~ 
suggest thtll $1 period of time clapM.-d between the COil!~ 
c,f the upp(t'.' and low~,r footing$. 

Discussion 

The footings of the first rwo bays on both ihe 
north and souch sides of the nave were obvio~v 
built 10 full height in the first phase of work. H~ 
muc.h further work on the nave footings had 
progressed before construction ceased is a moot 
point, although there are clues. 

The evidence presenced above wou)d seem to 
show that the footings for the western portion of 
the nave were laid down in at lcasl two stages. The 
later footings revealed in 1975 on the north side 
to the west of bunress 2/3 might be seen as furd,er 
evidence for this hypothesis. However, there is 2 

problem. In Bay 2 the later medieval parish 
church floor (context 3181) is visible, sealing lht 
Noonan footings. Above rhe floor is a po11-
Dissolution footing (3246) for the blocking of Bay 
2. In Bay I the evidence for the medieval Ooor 
was not present, but the post-Dissolution blocking 
(contexts 3185 and 3187) was clear. Similar 
evidence is lacking from Bay 3. lr seems very 
likely chac me fooring in Bay 3 was partially, or 
largely, rebuilr when the bay was bloc~ed 
following the Oissolurion. Therefore the apparent 
evidence for two phases of footing may be 
misleading. 

On the south side (Fig 34) there is evident< 
that the footings may have been completed 10 

their full height in Bays I, 2, 3 and 4. The ashlar 
plinth in Bays 2, 3 and 4 is approximately 0.7 m 
higher than the plimh in Bays 5 and 6. The plin~ 
in Bay 3 consists of two ashlar courses, but ,n 
Bays 2 and 4 ir has only a single chamrered 
course. The evidence of the ashlar work and the 
window forms in Bays 5 and 6 shows that the 
superstruclure of these bays was nor comple[td 
until the early thirteenth century. The fac~ 1h31 

the lower plinth in Bays 5 and 6 was poscooned 
immediately on top of lhe cloister bench suggescs 
too that the footings in r.hese two bays were n~t 
completed until rhe thirteenth century. Tins 
would explain the change in level of the plinth aJ:d 
for the height of the flim footings, parcicularly "' 
relation to the cloister bench.' Furthermore II has 
been noted tha1 1he foundation trench (contex

1
t 

7070) for the footings ar the west end of dte 19\ 
excavation (context 7065) was cut through• d~ 
soil possibly of narural origin (con1cxi_7 12 ), 
which may have developed during the hiaOJS ,n 
construction work. 
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Jn summary it can be argued that on the south 
side the earliest Norman footings were built to 
their full height in Bays I and 2, and probably in 
Bays 3 and 4. It is at least possible that the 
footings in the latter pair of bays were not finished 
until immediately before the construction of the 
ashlar walls there in the later twelfth cenrury. On 
the north side, the footings of bays I and 2 were 
completed in one operation, but evidence is 
Jacking for the bays immediately to the west. 

The I 974 evidence suggests that most of the 
footings in Bays 5 to 7 at the west end were 
completed in the early thirteenth century when 
the west end of the nave and che cloisters were 
finished. 

It has been demonstraced that the pre-Norman 
gro.und level at the west end of the present Abbey 
was a metre, or more, below the present Abbey 
floor level, and it is clear that this face is reflected 
in the strucrure of the footings. There is evidence 
that the footings were built for the most part in 
two sections. On the evidence of the arcade 
footings in Trench FA, now confirmed by 
evidence from excavations in 1991 on the south 
side of the Abbey, the first part would appear to 
have been trench built. If the lower footings of the 
north and south arcades and the north and south 
nave aisle walls were trench built, !his would 
explain why they followed the ground level even 
where the levels changed dramatically. This has 
resulted in considerable variation in the depth of 
the footings, as for example in I 974 Trenches FB 
and FA. It is argued that the lower footings were 
built largely in one operation in the 12th cenrury. 
In the south-west corner there is strucrural and 
dating evidence to suggest there the footings may 
not have been laid out until later, but the evidence 
is by no means conclusive. 

The second part of the foundations consisted of 
the upper footings which were built almost 
entirely above the existing ground level. There is 
evidence, albeit slight, that these were not all 
completed in one operation, and indications in 
some places at lease that the building of the upper 
footings was separated from the laying down of 
the lower one by some period of time. 

There are two possible interpretations of the 
stratigraphic evidence from the 1974 excavations. 
The first assumes that each stage of the footings at 
the west e.nd of the Abbey was completed as one 
Operation. The second assumes that this was not 
necessarily the case, and places more emphasis on 
the evidence of infilling episodes. 

The first incerpretation produces a sequence 
that can be summarised as follows: 

Some preparation of the ground, including the 
demolition of extant structures and levelling 
(Trench El, followed by the construction of the 
lower footings of the nave, perhaps with the 
exception of the. extreme south-west corner, 
and then some localised infilling (Trench A). 

Following a break in the construction work the 
complete upper footing, and the footing in the 
Southwest corner, were built. Most of the 
levelling for the floor (Trenches E, FA, FB & 
G) followed this construction of the footings. 
There was then a further break before the 
completion of the superstrucrure (Trench G) . 
Some final infilling perhaps took place after the 
superstrucrure was completed (Trench FB), 10 

compensate for any settlement of earlier infill. 

The second interpretation produces the following 
sequence of events: 

Preparation of lhe ground, including demolition 
of any extant structures, followed by the 
construction of the lower footings of the north 
aisle wall and the north and south pier arcades. 
The lower footings for south aisle wall were also 
built laid out at this time, wicb the possible 
exception of the south-west corner. 
The construction of the upper footings of Bays 
I and 2 of the north wall (and probably of the 
Bays to the west) and of the north pier arcade 
followed, perhaps after a break. The footings of 
Bays I to 4 of the south nave wall were also 
built at this time. The lloor area on north side 
of the nave and the north nave aisle were largely 
levelled up (Trenches G & FB), but the.re was 
only some minor infilling on the south side of 
the nave (Trenches E & A). The evidence from 
Trench A would seem to indicate thac there was 
then a break in construction. 
The completion of the south pier arcade footing 
(Trench A), and south nave wall, and the 
construction of the complete footing to the west 
of the south-west door (Trench E & Area J) may 
have been contemporaneous, and carried out 
just prior to the construction of the 
superstructure of tbe western nave. The 
levelling of the floor in che south part of the 
nave was not completed until the mid­
thirteenth century (Trench El, although ic is 
difficult ro be certain whether this preceded or 
followed the completion of the nave 
superstrucrure. 

It would seem that the second of these two 
interpretations is closer to the actual pattern of 
events, but certainty is not possible on the preseot 
evidence, and ic is ar least arguable chat the 
question is of comparatively little momen1. 
Nonetheless, it is perhaps more plausible to think 
eh.at the process of filling and raising the nave 0oor 
level would have bee.a protracted and piecemeal, 
and rhat che dumping of material would 
commence as and when each section of che upper 
footing was completed. This would have had the 
advantage of allowing cime for the dumped 
material to settle to ensure that the nave floor had 
a well-consolidated foundation. le could be argued 
that the stratigraphic variations that were observed 



54 
CTION Of'TI-IE NOIU,IAN AND LATER ABBEY 

Cl-!Al"l1lR 4: CONSTRU 

·a the I 974 w,ncbes re0ecr the progress of, or 
~elays in the conscruction of the supelscruct1;1re ~1 
the west ~nd, and chat the second_ inte-rp~etaaonf. is 
therefore to be preferred. The s~1gh1 _evidence u% 
the late completion of the footings i.n the so h. 
west corner wou ld fit better w1tb t is 
interpretation. 

The Nave Superstructure 

Description 

Sir Charles Peers in bis article in the Victoria 
County History (VCH Hampshire, 'Y'.ol _4, 460-7) 
gives a very full and accurate descnpuon of_the 
architectural detail of the present Abbey, and tt 1s 
unnecessary 10 repeac ic. His interpretation has 
been caken up by others including N Pevsner and 
D Lloyd (1967, 477-87) and H M Taylor and J 
Taylor ( J 965, 520-22). The account of the 
structural history of the Abbey which Peers 
presented is, however, to be questio:ned, and an 
alternative interpretation is offered here. 
Observations oo the key arcbitecrural and 
scrucrural elements are included in support of the 
proposed alternative. 

The Norllt and South Aisle Walls up to Trlforhun l~vd 
Nave Soutl, Slde. Externally, the ashlar work in Bay, l and 2 
of the soul.h oavc a.isle wall l$ of good quaHty and quite. distinct 
from the poor qua.licy \VOrk seen in Bay 3 and in the eastern 
portion of Bay 4. 

The upper portion and west edge of Bay 4 and the half 
bunress 4/$ between Bays 4 and 5 were built in a distinctive 
ashlar, which was intcrmtdiatc in quality bc·twecn I.he poor 
work of Bay 3 and lower Bay 4., and the good quality work to 
,be ""'est in Bays S and 6. 

Jn Bays 5 and 6 the ashlar is of t.xceltcm qua.licy and the 
windows have pointed arches, as be.fits •Earl!,' Gothic' work. 
Bay 7, to which the western domes-tic range was attached IS 
built of flint r-ubble., and ha, nQ window opening, and is 
therefore quite: distinctiV<:. 

Naw Nctrh Side Both internally and cxtc.-nally the.re a.re 
few cluts to the structural phasing or the: nonh wall below 
triforium level, because of the later aherations. Bays 5 6 
and 7 can clearly be distinguished from the four bays to d\e 
C-"-st, and formed part of the final connruccion of the Nave 
which was completed in the fir·st half of the thirteenth 
century. 

The Pier Arcades 

The columns ncaren the crossina (Columns l/2 north and 
!ouch) ?f t>oth the north and south pier arcades are round 
in nc1100. Oo the south side, the next three columns 
(Columns 2/3> 3/4 and ~11'5) arc composite and timilar to 
o.nc another:, and to the columns in che chob'. On the north 
t1de only Colum?s 2/3 and 314 match columns 2/3 t.o 415 
on the _south 11dt. Colu,mn 4/5 on the nonh side is 
compos1ce, but in a itylc different Crom the Qthcr col The d·u· d • r 1 • umns. 
. is net .es1gn o co umn 4/5 of the- north pier arcade 

suggests that 1t was a later S'tructurc in 'Trans-itiona.l' 1 The most we,tcrl)f. columns (N.os 5/6 and 617) on boJ?thc; 
north and ,outb ,ides arc all similar and in. •Earl . G h. ' 
uyle. Y ot 1c 

·1ne. Triforlum level 

1.lu.· triforium 11rchcs in each of the lint four blyl-difi"er from 
each other, but each m~tches its opposite number on bt 
facing wall. 11,c main arc~ in I.he titst bay on bolh north ~ 
south is round and contams twQ smaller round arches, whiCb 
are decorucd with dos-tooth patterning. The tyrnp,a 
abo\'C the smaller arches is open, ~nd ha.-s- a s.ing)e nar"""~: 
centrally placed column. A simUar arrangement is found . 
biys 2 ond 3, t>oth north aod south ... lne round arches in~ 
north and south bay& 3 were decorated with mouJdin&l 
wbcrc:is those in north and ,oulh buys 2 were pla.in. Nooe o( 
tht arc:he:s in these bays h:wc any dog-toolh patterning. lbe 
arches in nottb and $Outh Bays 4 :itt plain and round. The 
tympanum above the i.nncr pair of arches is filled with a J)b.m 
a-shlar. There i5 one difference bcN·.ccn the north and SOudi 
arches in bays 3 and 4. The decorauon of the capitals wi \be 
south side appears to be less elaborate, almon as ifunfini~cd. 
\Vhatever the prcdsc suuctund history of lhe triforium in tht 
fitst four bays of the nave, it is dear that they are unliid,y «i 

hove been built in one operation. 
The Triforium arche$ in bays 5, 6 and 7 on both oorth 3lld 

south sides are similar. The arches are all poiincd with tnfoil 
subsidiary arches. The tympanum in each is pierced 11.ith 1 
quatrt.foiJ. 

The Clerestol;'y level 

Externally., the derqtory appears to be stylistic.,Jly iimilu in 
all scvtn bays, both north and south. Closer inspc(tion show, 
that there art minor di.ff'c:rc,nccs in the detailing of I.he f111,1 (®t 
bay, and the 6nal three bays:. The cleres1ory windO"--s on ibe 
north side are pointed and 0ankcd by pointed blind artbes, On 
Ule south side, which overlooked the cloisters and domestic 
buildings, the nanking arches were omincd. lrtttrn11l1•, the 
clctcstory has a stylistic unity, although there are mort ob\ioi.g 
differc,nccs between the first four bays and the final tlm< 
western ba.)'s. In each bay, both north ~od south, there K • 
window wi1liin 4 p6inted arch, Oinked by oreh,d opelUJII!, 
Above these openings arc poimed blind Grches or tteades. In 
the first four bays the lower flanlcing arches are round, but m 
the three western bays they ::ire pointed. 

The ck,rcstory in the first four bays on both lhe north ml 
south sides s«ms to have been of one build. AJI these ba)i. m 
ln 'Transitional' scyJc :,md therefore cJcarly built towar<H the 
end of the twelfth century. The final three bays bo.,·c bc<n 
constructed in a similar style, probably in an attempt lO brin& 
unhy to the appeara.a~ of the whole structutt. 

Discussion and Dating 

Peers (VCH Hampshire, Vo) 4, 460- l) suggested 
that bays 3 and 4 of the south nave aisle wall ~\'ert 
constructed in c I 090 as an early Norman add111on 
to the existing Saxon abbey. His argu?'eni 
primarily rested on the fact of the irregulan()' of 
the south wall, and that the internal respoad 

between bays 2 and 3 was not directly opposite 
the pier 2/3 of the south arcade. These _rwo 
observations, combined with the obviou; 
differences in the ashlar work of bays J ao<l 
when compared to the ashlar in the bays co th' 
ease and the west, inclined Peers co believe th:' 
Bays 3 and 4 preserved earlier Norman wor • 
Hearn (I 969) has looked a1 Peers's argum~ts 
aod refuted his interpretation of this paru: ;; 
poi~t. It is unlikely, Hearn argues, that _a 51~d 
secnon of exjsting waU would be presecv~~, 

10 that the construction of the new abbey for.= •, 
• S th311 conform 10 it. The reason that Peers give • 

p 

p 
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was agains1 this section of wall !hat the cloister 
had been constructed, does not bear close 
examination. However, Hcarn's suggcstio.n that it 
was originally intended to retain the Saxon nave 
as pan of the new Norman church is also scarcely 
credible. 

Jr is clear from !he structural differences which 
can be observed in the eastern four bays of the 
nave rhar they were unlikely to have been 
completed in one operation, and a possible 
sequence of conscruction can be suggested. 

Phase 11 The walls of the first cwo bays in the 
south aisle were probably built early in 
the twelfth century, immediately after 
the demolition of the Saxon Abbey, 
and the completion of the west wall of 
the crossing. The first column ( 1/2) of 
both the north and south nave arcades 
were also built at this time. It is 
p0ssible that the triforium arches in the 
first cwo bays on the south side were 
built at the same time as the 
construction of the first two bays of the 
south aisle wall, and perhaps also the 
triforium arches of Bays I and 2 on the 
north side. On the north side the 
evidence is scant, but it is possible that 
progress was more limited here in the 
first phase, and indeed always lagged 
behind that on the south. Against this 
is the fact that the triforium level on 
the north side appears comparable ro 
the south side. 

Phase 12 The poorer quality work in Bays 3 and 
4 in the south aisle wall is generally, 
and plausibly, dared ro the mid to late 
twelfth century. It is still Norman in 
scyle, but clearly distinguished from the 
earlier work. Possibly contemporary 
with this were columns 2/3, 3/4 and 4/5 
on !he south side, and columns 2/3 and 
3/4 on the north side. At triforium level 
bay 3 on both the north and south 
sides, and perhaps Bay 2, may belong 
to this phase. 

Phase 13 It may be that the intermediate work, 
which completes Bay 4, and half 
buttress 4/5, was carried out when the 
first four bays of the nave were 
completed by the construction of the 
remaining portions of the triforium and 
the complete clerestory. At this point 
the nave was roofed over. The 
clerestor y was built in the 
'Transitional' style of the late twelfth 
century, whereas the triforium i$ in 
Norman scyle. 

It is probable 1hat there was never a point when 
building work ever ceased completely in the 
twelfth century, but rather that it progressed in fits 

and srnrts. There is no historical evidence to 
ind!cate that building was being undertaken 
durmg the twelfth century, nor any evidence ro 
suggest that work had been stopped for any 
particular reason. Certainly, the structural and 
archaeological evidence suggests that the work on 
the later Norman and Transitional sections was 
more or less continuous, if fitful. After the 
completion of the first four bays work seems to 
have stopped for a period. Not until well into the 
thirteenth century was the nave completed to the 
length originally planned. 

There is some slight evidence for the date of the 
con,:struction of the final bays of the nave. In 1251, 
Henry ll1 granted the Abbess six oaks from the 
New Forest (Cal Crose Rolls, 1247- 1251, 464), and 
in 1252 a further 16 oaks (Ca/ Close Rolls, 
1251- 1253, 295). In June 1253 another sixteen 
oaks, ad fabricam ecclesie sue, were given to the 
Abbess (Cal Close Rolls, 1251- 1253, 375). This 
suggests that some substantial building work was 
being undertaken. Further oaks were given to the 
Abbess in 1271 (Cal Crose Rolls, 1268- 1272, 464), 
but these may have been for use in the new Lady 
Chapel (see below p 88). Since it is argued below 
that the major domestic buildings and the cloisters 
were constructed in the thirteenth century, the 
building work need nor be concerned solely with 
the completion of the nave. However, the 
archaeological evidence does suggest that the final 
phase of the nave was constructed in the mid­
thirteenth century. 

It was when work recommenced on the final 
bays of the nave that the decision was taken to 
drop the height of the plinth on the south aisle 
wal I. The change in height occurs a t the join 
between the section of intermediate masonry and 
the 'Early English' ashlar, and the revised single 
course plinth in Bays 5 and 6 rises directly from 
the top of the bench. Th is suggest.s that the 
cloister bench was planned, or being built, for the 
change of plinth height conforms to the height of 
the finished bench. 

The Completion of the Nave 
Floor 

Toe only excavations within the Abbey were those 
undertaken in 1974 at the west end of the nave. 
There is, therefore, no evidence for the 0oor of 
the choir or eastern part of the nave. It must be 
assumed that following the roofing over of the first 
four bays a floor was laid down in the nave. 
Wltether on completion of the western part of the 
nave a completely new floor was laid down 
throughout the nave, or whether. just the wes1 en_d 
was newly floored is uncertain. The latter 1s 
pe.rhaps the more likely. 
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The Evidence 
N ft or- and associoted 

1974 E xcavations: The uvc of h meditval floor 
features At the west «:>nd, maces o t e . and 
wc:rc round below the level of t he prcsem paving, t 
assochucd with it wall chc orig.lnal thre!ibold {Con;~:n 
2159) or the south doorway which was: prcshcrv~d ,~· (fig 
below, a.nd 0.24m forward of, the present ~ rcs o 
8) The stones of the thteshold were appro:x1motcly 0.1 s;:i 
below the level of tJ1e present n~wc floor, ond set :1~ c 
front edge of the upper footina:s of thc south wall. 

4
, ey 

" 'ere approximatCI)' 0. I Sm (7in) deep_. and 0.lSm ( I in) 

wide, • of 
Immediately behind the threshold was a sec_n?n 

mortar (context 2 l 74), which must h;1Vc ong1nally 
extended over the whole footing and formed part of the 
nave floor. This monar was between 0. 16m and 0. 18m 
belo"~ the present Door ,urface. The rear edge of the 
footing was approximately 0.2m below lhe surface ~r .the 
present paving, and 0.05m below the le,.,e.L of the or1~1n11I 
threshold and would have been covered by the med1eval 
floor (Fig' 9). Jn Trench£., the wall footing wa$ se:,aled by .a 
lavcr (context 2004) of pink mortar. Howe-..er, tb1s layer 1s 
u~Uke1y to have been the original medieval 0oor surface, 
bccaute of its stradgra.phic relationship rn make-up 
material associnted with the Victorian threshold and 
external paving. Furthermore, it sealed the niott.tr $urface 
(2174) associated with the medieval threshold. Sealed 
beneath layer 2004 wa$ a fu r1hcr, incomplc-re, monar h1.ycr 
(context 2005)., which sloped down to the edge of the wall 
footing. This consisted of a thin, )'ellow grey mortar, and 
may have been pa.rt of the sub-floor otf the medieval 
surface. It wa$ between 0.20m and 0. CSm below the 
present floor (fig 8). 

Furlher prob-1blc section$ of the medieval floor were found 
in Trenches A and D. These laytrS \\'Crt onJy 0. 12m to 0.l5m 
bclo\1;1 the modern 0oor surface. In Trench A a thin h1:yer or 
white mortar (context 2037) was located. In T rench D a thin 
la}•cr of morcu (context 2027) was re:ve-aled but its colour was 
not recorded. ln the other trenches an traces of the Ooor 
appear to h3ve been re.moved either when the Nave w:as 
resurfaced in the nineteenth century. or perhaps on some: 
earlier occaiio.n. O.n the evidence of the threshold and of the 
sur\!lving sections of mortar surface, it seems chat the medieval 
floor was bctw'een 0. l2m and 0. l-5m below its ninctecnth­
cenruey succ&or. 

T hc.(e were only three recorded fc.aturc-s that arguably 
could be associated with the medieval floor, or the 
completion of the wc:&t end of the Nave. Cut through lhe 
make ... up layers (conre:xts 2038 & 2039) in Trench A and 
possibly seaJcd beneath the mortar floor layer (co~texl 
2037), was a ponhole (contcx_t 21 14) the fill (2115) of 
which comained two Scratcbware $herds. The date: or t.hcse 
is thirteent.b•Ccmury or earlier. A second feature, (conte~ 
2112). which was described as a burnt patch, but whic-h 
was clearly a small poslholc, was also found in the same 
tren~h, l.ts fill (context 2 l 13) contaioed a sherd of 
medieval Jug ~and le and a fragment or possible bell mould. 
The slashed _1u, handle was in a fabric or la1cr Medieval 
date. The pit 1s .record~d as cutting the make-up layer 
(context 2038) 1mmcd1a1cls· beJow the medieYal floor 
(2037), but ":hcthcr it _also cut, or wa$ scaled by, ,he 
morta.r floor 1s uncertam. A similar posthole (~ontext 
2051) was loca~ed in 1_'renc~ 'FA, on the o<>rlh side of the 
~amc arcad.e. No rcl:monsh1ps arc recorded., but it seems 
bkcly that t\ was cut into the thirtccmh-ccruury make-up 
layer (2052). There were no datcablc fi.nds from th fill 
(conh~x1 20S0) of this posthole. c 1 

These hot~ may haw: supported sc.afY'old poles and ma 
thus be assoaatc.d with buildino work on I.be • c d hy ffhN •. a, . r aeoronte 
roo, o 

1 
1
1 

e. ave, either 10 the thirtcetu.h century or 
parocu ar Y tn the case of C()ntcxt 2112 :n -some later da ' 
The rcco~ds of the stratigraphic rtlatio~ships or th te. 
holes arc mcomplne.., and for this reaso f csc t>OSt 
be assigned with cc.nain~ to the constru"'c•~oonnc oh thcmfc:an 
Abbey. u P llSC$ O the 

Discussion 

Jt is uncertain on present evidence whether th 
medieval nave floor was tiled. Although numtro~ 
tile fragments have been recovered from th 
excavations, many have been associated wi~ 
either the eastern chapels, or the . Cloistert, and 
many others are unstraufied. The investigation r 
the nave floor in 1974 was very limited and un~ 
more exte~sive ex_cava~on is undertaken wilhin 
the nave this quesnon will ~ave to remain o~n. b 
is likely chat any tiles !hat d id exist were destroyed 
during subsequent re-flooring episodes. 

The North Porch 
The present norm porch was constructed at Jhe 
beginning of the twentieth century, as 1 
contribution to the Romsey Abbey centenary 
celebrations. The original porch had been 
demolished, probably along with the parish aisk, 
following the Dissolution. During the 1988 
excavations substantiaJ parts of the footings of the 
former porch was uncovered. 

The Evidence (Fig 28) 
Thf mortared flint footings (context 6021) or lhe porch wm 
badly cut about by later burials but a partfal plan wai 
re<:overable. Overall I.be por<:h footings mea,urtd 7.5m (24& 
6in) east to west. The footing$ of the flank walls w-m 
appt:QximatC1y'2.2m (c 7ft) wide, and cxt~ndcd at le:tSt 9,6m{< 
31ft) north of ,he nave. The exact northwa.rd cx.tenl ()fth( 
porch was not determined, because the surviviog tttucnm: 
continued beyond the edge of the excavation. HowC\u, i.Sm 
(c 25ft) north of the north nave wall a cross waU v.w fOUl)j. 
This may haYe been an inurnal division, or po5,slbly tht 
northern eod of the porch. 

Attached lo the wesl side or the porch wis: a room tbi.1 
measured 5m (c:. 16ft) north to south, and L6ro (c 5ft)t.ntto 
west. The west side of this room was foancd by a north south 
wall (context 6013).11 aod nn cast west cross wall (conte:ct 6022) 
joined 6013 to the porch. 6013 and 6022 wete ofoncbuii 
The cQnsuuccion tre-nch or the present parch had dcs.tl())-cd 
dle junction between 6022 and the main po('(h. The«£0ft • 
was not p~sible to be ce.rutlo that the porch and side tOOC!I 
were of one build· however the sirnilaricy between the 
structure of the tw~ s-ets or f~tings and the colour of th' 
mortar employed urongly suggested that the}' v,'ttC 

contempo~ry. ed tb 
The junc-tion between 6013 and 6022, which form ' 

northwcst comer or this side room was partly cut aY.'JY ~ 
later pit (coottxt 601 l), ~nd it may be lhat rhe north to tbc: 
wall (contC.'ICt 6013) originally extended further north alon& rd 
side o:" the porch. The only evidence for _s~ch • north"':~ 
extension of the side structure is the pos-1t10? of a P~ 
buttress footing.. This would ha\le been approxtm:i,tel)' .U'lt 
along the side wall of the J)Qrch ff lhe luttcr cx1ended 10~ 1 
beyond the I 988 excavation area. Tb.is w-ouJd ha\'t "'"i )Ill 

l'()Xim,a«I)' second small room 10 the north measuring ap~ m wert 
(e 10ft) north to sou1h. 1-he wall, of the u~e ro~dc aod 
be-rwecn 0.7m (2ft 4in) and 0.Sm (2ft 61n) .''; ttlCSS' 
~ nstructed of monarcd flint with rough ~ l:1t' ~uoi~ ;ha, th< 
in the extant portions. Above ground It as llkch 
sn-uc:rui:c was raced w'ilh ashlar. ,

0 
Ja,-ers of 

W ithin the room wat a deposit rn.ade up of"" • 
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ST

~u~oN OF TI-IE NORMAN AND LATER ABBEY 
CH.APTER 4: CON " '-" ' 

. _ _. 'th hurn:an bone, and ltnc 
limestone and motcar rubble ~ts~ w 1 tttr (<0nlCXt$ 60 10 & 
medieval, and e3rly l)01ialt-~edi~~I ~~, la;cr (6017), and the 
60 I") • These l:wcrS se '-" a ~ ' 5 navt. .. f~tings. ThC clay layer hns bet'n dated to Ph;isc • 

Discussion 

The date of the construction of the porch is not 
certain. rt cannot pre-date the final bays_ of the 
nave, and it is most likely ·that. 1t was 
contemporary with this work. Its fooungs butt 
those of the nave, but since it has been argued that 
the latter were laid down at an earlier stage in the 
constr11ction work, this does not help to date the 
porch. It does suggest tha~ the por_ch was an 
addition to the abbey as origmally env,saged, and 
as such may reflect a changing relationship 
between the townspeople and the Abbey. 

The norch porch lay outside the precinct, and 
would have served as the entrance to the parish 
church sited in the north nave aisle. It is possible 
that the side room, or rooms, were used by the 
parish and its priest rather chan by the nuns. It is 
probable that the rubble, pottery and human 
skeletal material was deposited within the room, 
when the porch and north aisle wer·e demolished. 
The date of the pottery indicates that the 
demolition took place at, or soon after, the 
Dissolution. The origin of the pottery and bone is 
less certain. The bone may have been derived 
from demolished funerary monumcms and 
chantry chapels, and the pottery from cleared 
domestic ranges. 

Graves associated with the 
Norman and later Abbey 
Three graves (contexts 3100-3102) (Fig 14) were 
found 10 the 197 5 excavations. T hese seem to 
date to the earlier phases of the use of the present 
Abbey. The graves were parallel with each other, 
onentated east-west and cut into tihe footings of 
the north transept. Two of the graves (contexts 
3101 & 3102) ~ere sealed by the footing (3261) 
of che l!ter medieval parish aisle. The graves were 
badly d~sturbed by the construction of the latter at 
the beipnrung of the fifteenth century, and only a 
very httle skeletal material was recove ed ' 
Further graves associated with the Norma: ao·d 

later Abbey may have been sited in the ~ 
located in 1989 adjacent to the later urne_tery 

C h Th ntted Reformed hurc • e extant burials Whi 
remained largely undisturbed seem to be of S cb 
date, either contemporary with, or predatin ~a 
late Saxon Abbey. There was eviden~; 1 

considerable later, post-Medieval disrurbance 0( 
this cemetery, with bundles of long bones 0d 
groups of skulls clearly being re-buried. t0

• 

Possible that these re-buried skeletal rernat· 11 
. f . • ,m ,ncluded the contents o later medieval graves. 

Notes 
1 It is probable ch:;it the north transept footings 14,ett ~ 

in level when the we.St wall of the tnnscp1 wat l)ierttd 
make way for the parish church ai$.lc. Tog may baYc ~ 
nc~essary to a11o,\f the church Door to be laid (5tt btlOII 
p 91), 

2 It is recorded in the sitebook that the upper ptrt of tbr 
footing5 in Trench FA was built of ·mms with m<nlir 
bonding', while the low<:r portion was 'trench buijl'. ?\c,r 
excavations oo the south side of the Abbey tn 1991 s«mto 
confirm that the lower footings or the south wall W'trc 
trench-built. 

3 A precise me.asurcmcm ls not pos~iblc because there * a 
discrepancy in the measurements dcrivtd from the plll.74 
and the sections. 

4 It should be noted, howev~r, that the stttion drawing rrudt 
on site prescms certain in1crpre1ational problctM. Tu 
panicul::ir p.rQblcm concerns the prc$umed foundaiiotl 
trench (comext 2210) for lhe upper footing (2211). The 
cut for this m~nch is shown as stopping short of the boaom 
of the foQring on the. original dtawing. At drawn i1 ma.ta 
no $Cnse. The plan of the trench shows lbe fQyagarion 
trench clearly marked. The published dra"ing bas btto 
cmc:nded accordingly. 

5 h cannot be determined on current evidence that !be 
complete footings in Bays l , 2, 3 :md 4 were finkbtd 
before lhe fim stage of work ceased. It maybe lh>t oolJ'd< 
footings in Bays I & 2 \Vere completed, 30d that the 
footings in Bays 3 & 4 Wl!re completed in (he later 12th 
century when the Bays were thems.ch·es built to clercstOI")' 
level. 

6 The pottery is discussed in Rees et al forthco1ning. 
7 All lhrcc gra""' were Labelled (33) in lhe •itc noteboolt, attd 

the finds do not seem to have been distinguish,ed. H(lO.'t'>'CI' 
further context numbers seem to have been applied to 
these graves- on site: 
Context (44): described as 1burial seaJtd be:ncatb HOI 
(sic) work'. This roust be <ilhcr gm"' (3 101) or ()102~ 
Context (56): dt$cribed as •south of 1401 waU Cooo:ni ­
disturoed grave (much bone)'. This is probablY Croro I"" 
(3100), 
Context (57): de$cribed as 'below 1401 (sic) .-,11 (mlld> 
bone • «buried)'. Eilher from grave (3101) or ()l02), ul 
Only site context (33) has $urviving human ,t~SO 
material, and the report on 1bis is printed bel~w, .Pid~ 
The n:11nerial includes bones from an imrnorutt mdl' _, 

0 ,ntt'13tll"I ~n~ ~ frigmeru from an oldtt (idult, or older 1 • ) 
md1V1dual. R.efercoce: Osborne, 1988, p 8: RA 7S (lJ • 
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Chapter 5 

The Cloisters, Precinct and Domestic 
Ranges 

Phase 14: The Construction 
and Structures of the 
Cloisters 
The excavations in 1974, 1977, 1979 and 1991 
uncovered much of the north walk and north• 
west and north-east corners of the cloisters. The 
evidence shows that the north and west walks 
were tiled, and it is probable that this is true of 
all the cloister walks. In I 98 I, the small 
excavation in the garden of No 17, T he Abbey 
located the position of the southern walk and 
confirmed its width (Fig 32). At their maximum 
extent, the cloisters measured between the walls 
32m ( I 05ft) both east to west and norrh to 
south. 

The Cloister Steps 
Access between the body of the church and the 
cloisters was by means of doors at the north-west 
corner of the cloisters, through the south-west 
door, and at the north-east angle with the south 
transept, through the Abbess' Door. The floor of 
the cloister was lower than the floor of the nave 
and there were steps in front of both these 
doorways. 

The Evidence 
19-74;. The Steps f.rom the Soudtwest Ooorwlly (Fig 29) 
Outside the: south•wcst doorway bcneatll the modern 
O~tOnt:$, the remain$ of steps leaduig from the chun;h 10 the 
dcnster1 and part of the tiled floor in the n,orth-m::st i:;omer of 
the doister \l."ttC n:vtalcd. 

The mcdic\•al threshold (context 2159) at the south-wtst 
door was uncovered and lay approxima.tely 0.22m bdo"'• and 
0.24m fo~rd of, the ptts.ent tbre1hold. (Fig 8) The drop 
fro'!' lhe top of the medieval thJ"C$h01d co the tiled floor of the 
elo1s1er walk. wns apprQximatc:ly o.SSm or 22 inches. 1'0e 
smocs of the medieval rhrcsbold were 0.18m (7in) deep. and 
therefore there was room for two fun.her $teps with a sirnilir 
drop. f!' stone of th.e lowest step (context 2 163) sunivcd 10 the 
west side of the.door (Fig 26b) . ft wni O.JSm, or6in, deep" but 

sc1 with its cop 0.22m, or .812 insJ abm-c the monar bedding 
(2-121) (or the tiled Ooor, Allowing for the thickness of lht 
tiles., this ~'Ould mak-c the step only a little over 71n d~cp. The 
fronr of thJS sronc was 1.2m, or 48in, forward of the edge of 
the threshold. A stone of the middle 5rep (context 2l64) was 
olso recorded in plnn. It lay 26in (0.6Sin) forward of the 
thre$hold, and wns: appro>timatcl)' 22in (0.55m) behind the 
tdg,e of the bottom step. Its bt·ight was not recorded. Bewuse 
of the restricted n.nu.rc of the excavatioM, the fuU extent of the 
steps to the caSL and west was not defined. To the west they 
may have run up to the wnll of the WC$t -range, but there is no 
pro()(. To the c34t it is probable that they formed a right angle 
ancl were stepped dov.-n. 

1977 & 1979: The stc·ps from lhe Abbess's doorway (Fig 
30) Traces of at lcQ.St four; and {>robably 11\-e, .steps can be 
identified both in the elevation along the west wall of the 
soulb rran$c:pt and in plan (Fig 36). [t is probable chat these 
steps had been planned when the footings of the transept 
wer.e laid downJ since the foundations of the steps (cootcxt 
4046) and the transept (contexts 4039 & 4040) appear to 
be of one build. Unfortunately the de-struction wrought by 
the construction of vault 4054 hos 3lmo,1 removed tht 
evidence.. 

The lower portion of the foundation of chc steps \o;as 
formed from monared flint (context 4046), and c~ppcd by 
pie('es of tile. lL is impossible to determine whether the tile 
cappiog reprcserns the original top$ of the steps. or if the 
steps we.re of' stone and bedded on the mortar and tile. Tbc 
top step, or step bed, (conte>tts •1055 & 4042) is damaged 
and par-ciaUy cut away by a small pit 4041, but it oould h.avc 
txcn ber.,.·cen 0.5 and 0.6rn wide. The drop to the next step 
10 the south (c:omcxt 4043) was O. l8m. This step was 0.42m 
wiC.k·, and between 0.1 m and O 1.3m deep, Step 4044 was 
unevc.n and it seems to slope from the back to the from. It 
wa.!i 0.46m wide Md 0. 14m deep. The final s1c:p (co1maa 
4045) was 0.7 m " 'ide and stood about 0.11 m abo,,e the 
rilc-d doister floor. 

The irregularity of che dimensiQns of t..he $lCp$ and the 
unevenness of step 4044 would $up~rc the: ideA that these ore 
just the base of the steps. The front part of step 40tlS is formed 
frorn forge bloc-lts of scone~ and is dearly an ext.ant step. The 
fact that 404S was 0.7 m wide sugges'8 chat the rear half is 
actually the ba$e for a second 11ep. lt would be p05siblc 10 

accommodate o series or steps, each rising about 0.15m (c- 6i.n) 
and me.asuring abou1 0.J~m (c l4in) from £root to back. It is 
worth drawing anencion to the e:xcavatol"s comment in the she 
notebook: "Foundations possibly of 1tcps leading to doorway -
some Ooor tiles used as bedding for robbed ouc blocks of 
stone•. 

Funher ev'idence for steps wa$ found to the wcn of the 
Abbess's door. both in the l977 and the 1979 excavations. On 
tQP of the demolished Saxon mms.cp4 mortar with brokco cilei 
(context 5056 = 51 17) (context 4124) set in it served 11$ a 
bcdd; ng for the SlCJ)I (F;g 3 I). 
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Discussion 

r, should be noted chat whatever the form of the 
steps found in !977/1979 - whether they were 
built of stone blocks or mortar and tile - they 
differed from the steps by the south-_west door, 
found in 1974. The latter were fewer m number, 
wider, and slightly deeper. The steps by th~ south_­
west doorway are unlikely to have been built until 
I.he western three bays of the nave were completed 
in the thirteenth century. On the other band, the 
s1eps at the Abbess's doorway were probably built 
in the earlier twelfth century, when the firs• two 
bays of the south nave were co~pleted_- T~is 
difference in date may be reflected IO the d1ffcnng 
sizt and number of the steps. 

It is worth no1ing that the cl,oister bench 
(context 4024) at the base of the s,outh transept 
wes1 wall was built against existing footings, 
whereas there is some evidence that part of the 
step bedding (oontex1 4046) was of one build with 
the transept footings. Further slight evidence can 
be cited in support of this relative dating of the 
s1eps and bench. The cloister ben,ch under the 
west wall ends against the bouom step (4045), 
and whereas the cloister bench sits on the possible 
mortar bedding (context 4060) for the tiles of the 
cloister floor, the same bedding does not appear 
10 extend under step 4045. The evidence seems co 
suggest that the steps were built some time before 
the bench. 

The Cloister Floor 
Very little of _the tiled floor of the cloister survived. 
The best evidence was uncovered :at the north­
west corner of the walk, by the south-west 
~oo~vay 10_ the nave . The evidence consisted of 
ule 1mpr:ss1ons io mortar and some in situ tiles. 
Further ule traces, but no in Situ tiles were located 
m the I 979 and 199 I excavations. Little or no 
floor traces were recorded in plan in the 1977 
excavauoos, but the mortar bedding for the 11 
was noted under the cloister bench. oor 

The Evidence 

1974: Th• CioiSler Floor (Fig 29) Onl f. . 
lhc cloister walk 0~r survi~, but in ald:iC::" of ~t ales of 
traces of many oles were found • b 'J the unpressed 
(e<>ntc:Xts'2121, 2149) that originall;\!tdc :onor bedding 
(contc-x.t 2121) immediately SO\lth f h -em. In the 3.rca 
door. the flk-s had been aU ed. 0 1 e !lc-ps from the south 
ind domestic bw"ld,·n~ Thgn on tbc minn a."1/CS of the church 

-· en: were som ·1 • :tnd, to the west of these, o survivi .c 11 c :mprc:ssions, 
'2168), four of which were wQm O ~g. str•p of tdcs (context 
The. arcii of square $Cl tiles ran • r p a10, and two decorated.• 
wes1 r,_ngc eastwards for at 1:a~t~:bly_ from the \\·all or lh-c 
Abbey waU for ar Jeast 3m. m, and south from the 

About 3.lm soulh or the Abbe 
dies (conie:xt 2 1S7). These lay wifh•lh:c wccc funhc.r in s.iru 
cloister, and were aligned d'a 11m c western walk of the 

i gona )' to the ll.X.C$ of cht abbey 

Plate 6. RA I 974: Arca J: Decorated floor tiles 
(context 2157) in the doorway in the wes1 rangtai 
the NW corner of the cloister viewed from N 
Note the threshold (context 2 169) 10 lhe right ~ 
the tiles. The ~rst . c_ours_e of the '.vest range waD 
(context 2 172) 1s v1S1ble m the fac,ng section. Set 
Fig 29 for location. (Photograph Kevin 
Stubbs/IVAT) 

and domestic ranges. They were laid out in a scheme v.tkb 
consisted of a netv.·ork of plain half and quancr tiles framing 
panels of four complete dccor.ned tiles. In some innanm 
matching pairs of triangular decorated tiles wtrc substitu.ttd 
for whole ti1es within lhc panels. The tiles were frtgmcollfY 
and worn, and cctained litdc of their decoration. A pit, a: 
postbolo (context 2165), had been cut through lhis PI'" oldie 
floor. lt contained no finds., but it is likely t() hit\'t been of post· 
Dissolution, or Ja1er1 date. This area of riling was immediately 
next to the almost complete panel of tiles (contc:u 2157), 
which survived in situ within the doorway to th.e west range. 

The tiles in the doorway were set square to the axes of tk 
buildings, and were preserved betausc rubb!e footitlp 
(contcx~ 2131 & 21 S6) for a later wall had b«n laid O'o'ff 

lhem (sec below pp 99-100). The tilcs w.:re laid out ,i,jfy 
within a mesh of plain half a,nd quartet dlcs. They \\'CK mostft 
worn but some evidence of inlay survi,•cd.2 The nonh edge « 
the pnocl appears to have been repaired, bcatU5C the tild ....at 
unworn, and had been laid with no thought for the o\'tl'II 
pattern. , They bad been disturbed by a later pit {c»t1!~X1 

2 l 67), from which the.re are no recorded find.s, but .. ,.b,::b 
must hai.•e been of post•Dissolutioo or latc.r date. . 

The tile pam:m in the north•wcs1 corner or the dotst« 
difftrcd from t..bat immcdhu,cly to the south. The brat 
bcnvten r.hc- patterns ocourr-=d betweeo J and 3.1 rn $0Ulh fr\'tffl 
the A~bcy waH. h i_s uncertain whether the north ,~t CO: 
was hud out with a differtnt pancrn from both the v.'dt 
the i:iorth w:;ilks, or ,,•hclhcr the whole nor,h wlllk, inclocf:ali 
thc e<>rne.rs.., used one pattern, which differed Crom dlt 'll'CSI 
and c.ast walks. Whiche"~r was the cttst, the thrtt rnell't' (~rt: 
foot) measurement must equate to the width of the ,ior 
cloister wnlk. 

1991: Cloister Floor (Fig 35) In the l99l exca,'100~soo!Y; 
f'ew scraps of decorated t:ile remained in situ, b,it the 11'l)~ 

of dies. were co be seen irt the mortar sut).0oor. 1'be f)Qt!J 

clearly laid af\cr the bench was builL 
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The evidence from the 199 I cx.cavfuions adds to Lhe 
infotmsuion from the 1974 excavations. At the west end of ~c 
1991 trc.nch, close b)' the south west doorway, the suf'\•iving 
mortal' sut>-floor bad imprc$sjons of tiles laid dfogonally. The 
impressions of many pairs of triangular tile$ were noted. The 
ma of impressions lay ot the base or the half•bunress between 
Bays 5 and 6, and extended for approximately 3m from jun 
cast of the half bullrC:ss to near the south-wut door, This area 
of tik io,pressions was approximately 3.2m long and lay 3m 
Crom lhe we$t end of the cloiste:.r walk. This would seem to 
confirm that tht panel in front of the south-west door was 
Jirnited co the very corner of the cloister walk. A further patch 
of djo.gonally ;digned tile impressions was found in the 1979 
exca\'ations at lhe base of Ba)' 2. The e:<tem of the patch was 
limited, It was approximately l.Sm long and lay 7m (c 23ft) 
from the cast end or the cloister walk. 

A fun.her small pQoel of tile impressions, this rime laid 
squaxc to the ma.in axes of the abbey, was loc:--Jtcd at the Mse of 
Bay 4. This suigtsts tha1 the north walk was not paved 
cxdu$h-d)' with diago.nally set tiles. This panel of square-set 
impressions " 'as approximately 2m long and positioned l6.5m 
(c 54ft) from the casietn cod of the walk and t 3.5m (c 44.ft) 
from its western end. The exact extent of lhis panel cannot be 
determined buc, if it were assumed that it was centrally 
positioned., it would have been originaJly at least 5m (J 6.ft 6in) 
long. It appear, tbflt the greater part of the north walk was 
paved with diagonally la.id ciles, but that it was broken by a 
pa.s:1d of squarc-$et tiles in the middle of the walk.. 

It sbould be noted thal at the east end of the 1991 trench, 
lhcrc .... -e.rc pinches of diffcrem coloured mortars and morrnr 
and soil mixes (contexu 7058, 7059, 7061 & 7085). These 
ma)' rcprcsc.nt patching and .rcpait of the original Door, or they 
may simply be evidence for the frugal u se of all building 
materials. With so little of the tiled 0oor surviving it i,s. not 
poss.ible to be ccrtflin whether the floor was patched or not. 
The likelihood is that patching wo\lld have been .required 
during the lifetime of the cloisters, and any patching, or 
replacement of cilcs~ would have had an effect upon the 0\/erall 
pattern. 

19'7: The Cloister floor (Fi, 36) Tht high density of later 
burial vaults had dcstro)'ro much of the potential evidence for 
layout of the cloisters in the angle betw«n the na\·e and south 
transept. Although no tiled floor ~mained in situ, lhett was 
some evidence fo r the mortar bedding and for the structural 
history of the doiste.rs. The cloister bench was buih on a Oat 
)'ellow mortar (context 4060) layer, which might have beeo 
pan of the sub-Door for the sopposcd 1ilcd doister w:alk, but 
this is by no mea.ns ccnain. There is no other evidence to 
confirm1 or to refute this ide:a. The relarion&bip bc!:1wccn the 
lloor and the cloister bench bas to be left open until more 
evidence come'$ to light. 

Discussion 

It is possible that the I Oft 6in (3.2m) module that 
is suggested for tbe corners of !he cloister walk 
was reflected in !he tiling scheme for the cloisters. 
However, I Oft 6in (3.2m) divides I O times into 
105ft (32m). This gives an even number of 
panels, where an odd number would have been 
more appropriate, since it would allow a single 
I Oft 6in (3.2m) panel of square-set tiles in the 
centre of the norlh walk. The alternative is that 
there was a 21ft (6.4m) panel (ie. 2 x 10ft 6in) of 
square-sc1 tiles, flanked by 1wo 31 ft 6in (9.6m) 
panels (3 x l Oft 6in) of diagonally se1 tiles, with 
I Oft 6in panels at the corners. The la1ter scheme 
would fit with the meagre evidence from 
excavation. 

The Cloister Bench and 
Evidence for a possible 
early Cloister 
ln the 1977 and 1979 excavations evidence was 
uncovered for a stone built cloister bench against 
the south transept and nave walls of the Abbey. 
The excavations in 199 I revealed further lenglhs 
of this bench. In places later activity had 
destroyed, or partly destroyed the bench, but its 
existence is not in doubt. There was one section 
of the nave wall which showed no sign of the stone 
bench. To the west of !he Abbess' door in bays 2 
and 3 it is almost certain that no stone bench was 
ever built (Fig 34). The footings were faced with 
mortar and plaster, and bad seven rectangular 
recesses at regular 3m (I Ofl) intervals. The 
recesses span approximately 18m (60ft). The tops 
of !he recesses were on exactly the same level as 
the cop of the stone bench to the west. The likely 
explanation for them is that they secured part of 
the frame of a timber bench, which ran between 
the stone one and the steps up co the Abbess' 
door. The evidence for the timber strucnue stops 
shori of the step bedding (conrext 5056). 

The Phase 7 chalk structure (conrext 5058) 
which lay behind the proposed timber bench had 
not been cut dowo as much as che similar 
strucrure which was found in 1991 (context 7055) 
and was sealed by the srone bench (see above pp 
33-4). 

There is a possibility, incapable of proof on 
present evidence, that the timber bench was 
si ruated in an earlie.r, temporary, cloister erected 
after the completion of the eastern bays of the 
nave. With the demolition of the Saxon Abbey, 
and its claustral buildings, there would have been 
a requirement for a cloister. As an interim 
measure a smaller timber structure may have been 
laid out pending the completion of the larger 
thirteenth-century structure. This hypothesis does 
not explain the re1emion of the timber bench in 
the later cloister. The possible evidence for !he 
supersrructure for an early cloister will considered 
below (pp 67-8). 

T he Evidence 
1977: The Cloister bench (Figs 30, )lb, c & 36) At some 
time before tlte construclion of the clois1·c.r bench, the. footinp 
o:f the souLh transept were given 3 mortar facing (contexts 
4-022 : 4057, 4023: 40,8 & 4049). This consisted of• 
coarse undercoat (contexts 4022 ; 4057) containing pea 
gnvcl and :t finer white monar, or plastc.r, topco:ir (contexur 
4023 '= 4058). (Fig 31c) The evidence i$ uncqu.i\•Oetll: these 
finishina; coats were applied before: the c:loiS-~<;r bcnc_b w;1s built 
At the soud:icm end of the transept I.he evidence 1s clear: T.bc 
footings (context 4021) we:i:e undercoated with coarse moruar 
(co,ue:<t 4022) and lini$hcd with fine mortar _(contcxl 4023)~ 
a11d then the cloister~nch was con$u-ucced (Figs .30 & 3 1). 

There i.$ some cvidc.ncc thal the b~nch was built in 1wo 
s-mgcs. Notes made on s-ite record a mortated nint $U"\1Cturc 
{e<>ntc.xtS 407 l = 403'1 = 40$0 = 4059), teDUltiYC:ly idtl\tified 



ERS PRECINCT AND OOMl?STIC RANGES 
CHAPTER 5: THE CU)JST ' 

64 

(b) 19TT Sectxln E-F (c) 19TT SectiOn G-H 

E 

Fig 3 1 RA 1977: Sections. See Fig 36 for location of sections. 

as a possible w~II bench, built against U'lc west cran~cpt 
footlnp in lhc tt0c.-ss bti.v;•ecn t.he two hi.Jf .. buttrcsses. The sit'e 
notci record •traces of mortar race between S. Tnnscpl 
found[•tionl• [context 4021) & applied materi•I (4071)'. 4071 
is distingujsbcd from 4024 in the si1c record, iinpJ)'ing a clear 
dlffc~ncc between the tv;o strucrurts. lf this is accepted ac 
face value, them at least two siagt-s of construction c.ao be 
identified. F'irst, the oddition of a mort:utd Ritu ,uuccurc 
(4071) to the tnm1ept wall, and thtn, it some later date, the 
construction of the cloiner bench propt"r (4024 ), from the 
steps at least ns far as. I.be tnd of the transept. 

'tl)e main 2/gUment against this interpretation, r.tl.atC$ to 1he 
function of the first monarcd Rint stf'ucturc ( 4071 .: 4034). It 
is higher than the later cloister bench1 and th..c surviving 

• 8 cd but rounded (F~ evidence suggests that 1r was not at topp •r it were 
31 b) It could oot serve &$ a bench. h looks as b' nd .• , 

' ' l)ellG S '-" intended to form a r.Jet between the doi~te~ rpremion is 
transept wall where it w0;s set back. If tbts ~nte tbe cwo ftiot 
acc:epted, it would also ha"-e to be 11ccepted .-it orary i11 
strucl"\1rcs arc Ji..kely to have been e<>nce·:ext ,4071) 
construction The round-topped Dint S(TUctUtt c: __ , , ....... test 

• . ·.,. a grn,ti , ,...,.., 
we& faced whh pale yellow morrnr wiw pc d . oat 11ycr 
4035). This appears remarkably Hk.e the u.n %~in t,cnch 
(4038) that was found in places on top of the 
(4024) (s~ below). «ed oo «>9 of 

The doi_srer bench seems to have been ~ ns~a.id dirtcd)' oP 
a mortar layer (couce.xt 4060), wb.icll wa1 ttsel d possibly dit 
to brQWn gra~l (context •1026). The mortar, an 
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gravel, ma~ be part of the sub-floor for the cloister walk, 
although lhc evidence i$ not absolutely cenain, h should be 
ooied that puddled Cl.\)', not gra11tl, wa.s found under the 
mortar sub-floor ln the 1991 excavations. 

ln one section near the south end of the transept a different 
and contradictory picture is gi-..•eri. There appears ,o have been 
• shallow u=cb (c<1ntex1 1069) 6lled with gra,•cl (4062). The 
trench i$ cut into the top of the footiog of the south transept 
(context 4063). Although thc section is not must.rated, it i, 
almost ccraiin th:it it reveals a shallow foundation trench for 
the wall bench. ElSC\.,,hC'tt the bench :ip~arS to lum: been built 
on a yellow morta.r layer (contc.xt 4.060), which seals light 
br<>\Vn gr;1vcl (context 402-6) (Fig 3 1b). The cvide-ncc for a 
founda1ion crc.och appears to be contradicted by aJJ the other 
sections, but this may be misle2ding. It may be that the gravel 
(context 4026) ,hown i.n the other sections is r.he fill of this 
shall~• rrench. Although no trench is shown on a site plan. a 
sketch plan in the site notebook ,hows just such a uc:nch edge. 
[f tbiJ we.re acttprcd it would have a s-ignificant implication for 
daring; the floor, h can be argued th3t a floor o.r path lc;1ding 
from the Abt,cs~•.s doorw.iy would have been laid shortly aft'er 
construction of the doorway. That would certainly seem 
sensible. Assuming that laser 4060 i.s p:m of a prop<>Sed floor 
IC'vd, and that it \\'as indeed laid o-.-er a foundation trench for 
t,he cloister bench, thi.s would imply c.1ther that the floor was 
not laid until perhaps the thinecmh ccnrury, or that the bench 
was built earlier chan the western part of the clois-ter excavated 
in 1974. 

The bench was constr-ucred of morured flint and rough 
stone blocks, with Oat scones c<lging the top of the structure. 
·me front was finished with a mortar facing (_context 4025}. 
The top had an undercoat or coarse yellow mortar with pea 
gra\·el (context 4038), on lOP of which was another ye11ow 
mortar layer (contexl 4037} securing slates (context 4036). 
(Fig 31b) This Oat top may ha\'t. been intended to support a 
stone or timber scat, or to serve as a Se3t itself. 

1991: The Cloh1t.e.r Be nch (Figs 26c, 34 & 35) Against the 
south wall of the navt the-re was a stone bench (contc)ftS 7044 
& 7110) with a front of mon.ared flint and stone (contexts 
709:;, 7107, 7143, 7150-71$1, ?1?1- 717~). There was some 
\'triation in the construction of the front, which in some 
pl'llces,. for example in front of Bay 4 (comcxt 7 107), contained 
large blocks of $tone. The back or t.hc bc:nch was packed with 
m.ortar, soil and small rubble (contexts 7056, 7093, 7 1-23 & 
7124}, and the top capped with morrnr and stone slabs 
(comexu 7063, 7086, 7133 & 7 J 36)1 or, in fronl of Bay 6, 
with mortared flint and stone rubble (context 7157). In pla.ces, 
the bench packing: appC4rS to ba\'C been set into a sl.igtu cut 
(CQntCXts 7094 & 7096) (not iUustrated); in particular, there 
w2s a cut (context 7094) into the earlier rammed chalk feature 
(context 7055). 1rus may have been necessary ro reduce the 
le1,-cl of the chalk footing. The bench as built was between 0.5 
and O.S8 m deep and maximum of 0.4 m high. 

Discussion 

The excavations brought 10 light clear evidence 
for the sequence of the building work. At the east 
end of the I 99 I trench, in Bay 4, the flint footings 
had been faced with mortar (contexts 7 141 & 
7142) and finished with plaster (contexts 7146 = 
7 I 69 & 7 I 42) before the completion of the ,op of 
the bench. It seems that the footings had been 
faced before the bench was built, because the 
facing goes behind the cloister bench. In Bay 5, in 
the ,middle of the trench, it appears that the 
f~ungs were faced after the bench top had been 
finished, that is after the construction of the bench 
itself. 

In Bay 4, the facing of the front of the bench 

was applied before the floor layers of the cloister 
were laid, In Bay 6, at the west end of the trench, 
on the other hand, the front of the bench was 
apparently faced after the tiled cloister floor was 
laid down. 

It is necessary to exercise cau tion in the 
interpretation, however, since it is possible that 
some of these variations are the result of later 
repairs that were not c learly identified, The 
evidence is perhaps in line with what one would 
expect in a large undenaking such as the 
construction of a cloiste.r. The various tasks must 
have started at different points and progressed at 
different rates, It is very difficult to make a 
convincing or coherent overall sequence from the 
evidence. 

Application of mortar and plaster finishes to 
footings in Bay 4. 

2 Construction of stone cloister bench starting 
in Bay 4 and working westwards, possibly 
starting at the same time as 1. 

3 Application of mortar and plaster finishes to 
cloister bench front and top, starting in Bay 
4 and working westwards, 

4 Application of mortar and plaster finishes to 
remaining exposed footings in Bay 5. (The 
footings in mucb of Bay 5 and all of Bay 6 
required no facing). 

5 Laying of floor of cloister, including tiling, 
Working eastwards. 

6 Application of mortar and plaster finishes to 
wall bench front in Bay 6. 

What is clear is that a number of major tasks, for 
example tbe laying of the cloister walk and the 
construction and the finishing of the wall bench, 
were going on at the same time. This means that 
tile cloisters as they survive in their final form, 
were of one build, and probably date 10 the early 
thirteenth cen tury (see below p 68) , 

As a rider it should be noted that the footings in 
Bay 4 may have been faced some time prior to 
work starting on the cloister bench, and that this 
represents evidence for an earlier, possibly 
temporary, cloister structure, Certainly there is 
evidence from the I 979 excavations for an earlier 
phase. In front of Bays 2 and 3 there never was a 
stone bench, but there was a timber one of similar 
dimensions, 

T he Superstructure of the 
Cloisters 
The corbels are on two levels in Bays 3 to 6 of the 
south nave aisle wall. T he upper line is 
approximately halfway down the windows in the 
south wall. Each window in bays 3, 4 and 5 ,s 
flanked by cwo corbels, The lower line of corbels 
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Plate 7. S wall of !he nave, showing bays 3 to 7. The corbels for 1he cloister supersb'Ucrure at two levels 
are clearly visible. NQte !he Oint rubble wall in bay 7 farlhest from !he camera. (Photograph "JVA'l) 
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Plate 9. The W side of the S 
transept, showing two sets of corbels 
set imo the wall. Note the position 
of the large rood. (Photograph 
lVAT) 

is between 2.65m (8ft 6in) and 2.74m (8ft lOin) 
above !he floor of the cloister. There are three 
~orbels in each of bays 3, 4 and 5. In bay 6 !here 
1s one corbel in each line 10 the east side of lhe 
doorway. Since the line of the upper corbels cues 
~cross the windows it is suggcs1ed that this upper 
lme represencs, not the top, bul the lower level of 
lhe roof timbers. These two lines of corbels must 
represent part of the superstructure of the 
completed cloisters, which were finished only afrer 
lhe completion of the final bays of the nave. The 
superstructure of the finished cloisters was almost 
c~nainly of timber, with a roof-covering of slate or 
ule. The post-Dissolution deposits sealing the 
remams of lhe cloister floor (context 2 121) 
con1amed layers of both slate and tile (Figs 8, 26 
& 32), and _for this reason it is not possible 10 be 
cena,n_ wh1~h roofing material was used. The 
d?mesuc buildings may have been roofed with a 
different material from the cloisters. 1f tile were 
used, as the demolition deposits indicate, this 

suggests chat !here may have been a later medieval 
re-~oofing of an existing structure. 

The corbels on the south nave wall are on a 
quite different level from similar corbels on lhe 
south transept waU, and lhe latter may give a clue 
to the suggested earlier interim cloister structure. 
ln addition, there ate the remains of two, and 
possibly, lhrce roof lines on lhe first bay on the 
south waU, which may represent either earlier or 
later structures. The lowest of these lines, which 
cuts across the top of the decoration on the arch of 
the Abbess' door is probably part of a later 
structure, probably post-Dissolution in date. The 
present decorated arch is a modern replacement. 
Early photographs show the original arch wilh the 
roof-line cut across it (eg. Luce 1948, facing p 36). 

Above this roof-line is a second less steeply 
sloped line which ends in the angle with the south 
transept, at the same level as the upper row of 
corbels on rhe transept west wall. This may 
represent an early roof which was replaced by, or 
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cont. from above 

Modern cisturbanet 

Fig 32 17, The Abbey: Section and plan, showing section through inner wall of cloister walk (a), and 
north wall of refec1ory (b). 

incorporated into, the final cloister structure. A 
furlher possible roof-line can be observed angled 
to run down towards the south transep1. It is 
unclear what function !his could have served, since 
it would seem 10 slope in lhe wrong direction, and, 
if continued, cut across the upper window in Bay 
I. It should be noted !hat !his roof line is on a level 
with the upper row of corbels on lhe south wall. 
The extant remains of cloister structure presem an 
enigma wb.icb remains to be unravelled. 

The Date of the 
Construction of the Cloisters 
The tiles recoven,d from the doister walk and from 
the entra_nce to the w~st range are dated, by 
analofo/ "'th other collecnons, to the middle pan of 
the thmeenth century (see lhe Tile Report below 
pp 123-4). The main dating evidence comes from 
the 1974 excavations, which produced a small 
quantity of Pottery from contexts stratified beneath 
the cloister Ooor. Potsherds, apparently from the 
mortar of lhe floor (context 2 l 2l), can be dated to 
th~ twelfth. century. This material, however, is 
residual as 1s shown by Pottery found in the clay 

layer (context 2124) underlying the morrarbeddin_g 
of !he cloister floor (context 2121) (Fig 26a). This 
pottery assemblage, which includes sherds from a 
Laverstock jug, and a tripod pitcher, giv~s • 
terminus post quern for the laying of the cloister 
floor, and is dated 10 the tb.ir1ee111h cenrury. There 
is also a sherd, possibly from a thirteenth-ceorury 
o-ipod pitcher, from a slot (context 2123) sealed by 
the floor. The excavation evidence therefore d3<1!$ 
the completion of the Ooor, and only indirectly the 
construction of the cloisters. The limited e,odence 
Sl\ggcsts that the cloisters were built at the same 
time as the completion of the nave. It is certainly 
difficult to imagine that the cloisters wer; 
completed in their entirety before the west end 0 

the nave was constructed. 

Phase 14: The Domestic 
Ranges 
The South Dom estic Range (Fig 32) 

Th • • th 'de by th, e cloister was defined on its sou s, •c 
north wall of the south range of domesn 
buildings. Excavated evidence for the south rangt 
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!'late I 0. S wall of the nave, showing 
bay I with the Abbess's doorway. 
Note the evidence for at least three 
roof lines. The date of the roollines is 
uncertain, and some, or all, may 
belong 10 the period after the 
Dissolution. Earlier photographs show 
the steep lower roofline cutting 
through the arch over the doorway. 
The arch bas been restored . 
(Photograph TVAn 

is limited. Two houses - Nos 13 and 15, The 
Abbey - which are out of line with the other 
properties in the street to the south of the abbey 
church, preserve in large part the structure of the 
south range. In particular, the timber roof is 
largely original twel fth- o r th irteenth-century 
work, with additions of fifteenth-cenrury date 
(Howlett 1985, 24). 

A trench excavated in 1981 in the garden of the 
adjacent property to the west, No J 7, The Abbey, 
revealed the continuation westwards of the 
footings of the north wall of the south range (Fig 
32). These measured 1.3m wide and 0.5m deep. 
Part of a later tiled floor of the building was also 
r~vealed. This floor consisted of plain glazed floor 
~l~s, the glaze being either very dark green or 
c,ge-yellow. The tiles measured 0.25m square 

and were laid diagonally in a chequer-boa rd 
pattern. They were very worn and probabl)' date 
to the fifteenth century. 

The West Domestic Range 
The west range, which was excavated in 1974, 
marked the west side of the cloisters, and was a 
subs·tantial structure. The range ran north-south, 
and it can be assumed with some confidence that 
it extended at least the full length of the west side 
of the cloisters, and joined with the south range. 

The Excavated Evidence 
t 974 Arcos J, K and L (Fig 29) The east wall (context 2 172) 
of th.: western range was 1. 15m wide, and was built on a 
footing (comext 2-17:3) thnt wns 2.4nt wide ( ia depth was not 
~corded). The wall was subs-tantia.l and clcar!y _Intended to 
supporl ::i building or more than one storey, llus 1s confirmed 
b)' a dose study of the wall or the westemmost bay of ~e na\'C 
south nisle which was built largely of mortared fl1ot bu1 
lncorpormcd some re--used dressed blocks of stone (f'"tg 33a).' 
Set io this wall, opproximat.ely 10ft (3. 1~) :i~ tb~ present 
ground le:vel i$ a stonc~bu,lh cupboard (hg :33c), which must 
h~vc formed p:irt of tbe focturt$ of the first Ooor o( the west 

range. 
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• h tlo• holes 1nJ Fig 13 RA 1977 and 1986: a) Flint rubble wall of Bay 7 of south nave aisle, wit pu di uan,tpl. 
stonc cupboard tnd1cated. b) Saxon rood and associated stone cupboard on west w:1ll of sou 
c) Occall of stone cupboard on (a). d) Detail of stone cupboard on (b). 

Approaaaa1c-1, , .,m, 1th ,f tbC' pr"<nt br1d.-f1ccd 
rnptmd on 1hc na\·c wall, there w.u I doorw11y I . 7,n wide 
On ~ '"''uh I.de ,,r the do..,....\. otk cul.lr'K of limntonc 
1ililar, 1un·wtd On the cv,dc-ncc of th«c tuNivi.na tffl\&in, 
u "°""' tcc:m tbtc tllc wall haJ .1\b,wr quo11q •nd drn,inp, 
It the \-'try lca1ot fhc ••huin on the nonh ii,..t " of the dt-..-, 
haw bun robbc-J ..-.. ,., bu1 tr1cu or thtar Jctunas wcr(' nortd 

The po,,u,on or the door, or door•. wnh1n 1hc 
Cflll'lllC.:CWly wa, marktd by • low ffll'tf(M and •le'tftt 1.ill, ,., 
1brc1b0Jd ( contut 21 b♦) . "''' w11 It thc wc1tcrn, llr 
1n1.idc, cdac of the opcains , Thi, •• aiatcbcd by an 
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Fig 36 RA 1977· Pl f 1 • n · an o c o,ster oor and bench at the norlheast corner of lhe Cloisters. 

The Door on the ins" d f th • • k\"C.I with th · 1 e O e butldmg was more or less on 3 
\l.'ithln the de mortar and Stone: door .sill, while chc tiled floor 
These tilt$ c::::y (~omext 2157) was at a slightly lower level. 
monar bcdd' . thgncd on the edge or the $tcp, and 1hc 
mortar thrcs~:l~ ord t~em was, probably, integral with the 
this point is an oor of the buildjng.. The evidence on 
rccordt Th not completely clear from the surviving excavation 
buildin,;. e mortar floor (context$ 2142 & ?149) of the 

--. "lffllrded b• th • -. but \--. ,
1
. ..... ~ c excavator as showmg !>i•n•<lc of wear 

.... , 16'-•t traces of •·1 • • b"... ' P<>ss1•1• •, . u e Jmpms,oos wett .ilso noted One ,.. ... ntcrprct:aoo • th • • 
!hat the tl1cs n IS ~t the flQOr was origino.ll)' tiled, but 
\l;"Q-rq or were ~re remo,.,cdi p<"rh;,p.s when they b,ec::amc too 

amagc:d, and that tbt monar surfo.cc under the 

tiles t11cn served as the noor until the demolition of the 
building. However, thi$ interpretation is unlikely, because the 
imp:rcss-ioos of tiles i.n the mortar would be unlike!)' co have 
swvivcd iuch wear, h is more likely lhat tbc dies were remo\-cd 
either .. •then the building was demolished or very shortly 
before. 

The J 974 e:xca:vation rtvcaJcd. few inturu1.l fe~{urcs of 1he 
building, and the evidence even for ,hcse was unclear. A 
n;1rro,v east-west wall (ccnncxt 2 171 ) l~y 2. 75m south of, 
and more or less patallel to, the soulh aisle wall. It was buih 
of monircd flint and was rendered on both sides with 
mortar, or plltstct. ft wos onl)' 0.25m wide. It is possible th3t 
it.s foundations were cut into the footlngs (come.:« 2173) of 
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lth gh the evidence: for 1his i! f.lr the main wcsc rat1gc ~'\l1l, ~ • ou th-sOUlh waU (context 
from certain. Its rclaoonsh1p to the nor wa' at che 
2172) is no, known be-cause Ulc 1.a~ter w,s ~b~ed a -~le that 
pql.nt at whlCh they \\.-Ould hO.\'C jomed, b~t it is p~ss1 ( che 
lhc narrow waU (context 2171) waJ cut mto the:_.« r°211 I 
east wall or lho range. TI,e area immedhuely nor ~ cen 
was opened in the excavation, but appeaN not. u~ hnH: ~ 
fully C)(cavated h is possible that, r;nber than be1og b~alt to 
it$ fuli height .in .stone. I.his Oint wall supported a umber 
partition. 

1 1 
·, 

rmmediatdy south or this wall, and apparent Y a•\• up 
against ill was a broad mortared nim structure (con~ext 
2170) which had been inserted nt some later da.lC!:, h lay JU~t 
in5ide the doorway to the range. The exeflv:nor 1mcrprct~d !t 
as a possible nair base. and this seems reasonable - n is 
difficuh 10 know what other (unction h mfght. have 1crvcd. 
The 11u111igr.lphic evidence is unccrmin, but it appears. to 
indicate that the flint structure was on top of o layer wh:ch 
was described as 'occupa1-'ion' {context 2141.), and which 
ovetlaid the worn morttar floot (contexts 2142 & 2149) of 
the west range. If 1hjs i!\ correct, h would indicate . that not 
only wn the mortared Dint buc a secondary ftatu~t, _but 
that it wai inserted li1c in the history of the building. 
Jndetd it Is possible that lt wat constructed after the 
buildifl; hod bet.n demolished, in which case it will oot have 
been a srair base but must have served 1>omc other, 
u.nccm1io, purpose.' There is no direct dating evidence, and 
it mu.Ill be stressed that the interpretation of the small 
cast- west wall and the flint plntform is built on evidence 
both Oimsy and CQDtra.dictory.' 

Discussion and Dating 

The Date of the West Range 

The structural relationship between the west range 
and the nave has not been established beyond 
doubt. In the first place, the above-ground evidence 
for the junctions between both the east and west 
walls of the west range and the nave an: obscured 
by the post-medieval brick-faced responds, which 
now tlank the final bay of the south wall. More 
seriously, the 1974 excavation trench did not 
expose the junction between the footings of the 
nave and those of the west range. The wdde footing 
of the last bay of the south wall of the Abbey has 
already been noted, and its size contr'asted with the 
rest of th.c nave footings. It is of similar siz.e 10 the 
west range footing, which suggests that there may 
be a direct structural link between the two footings. 
It is not impossible that they are of one build. 

The evidence of pottery sealed beneath the 
tloor does support the idea that the west range 
was completed at about the same time :as the last 
thJ:ee bays of the nave, that is in the early to mid 
lhirteenth century. Pottery from cont,ext 2 I 43 
beneath the tloor, includes eleventh- to twelfth~ 
century forms, and some fabrics found elsewhere 
in thirteenth-century contexts. The Pottery from 
the mortar of the tloor {contexts 2142: & 2149) 
includes sherds from two jugs, one a Laversrock 
product. A date in the thirteenth century would 
be acceptable. 

In 123 I Henry TU gave cbe Abbess five good 
oaks from the wood of 'Milcbet' (Melchec) 'ad 
planclu'a$ facit11das ad dormitoriun, reparandum'. If 

the donnitory was i_n need of repair in l 23 J, it is 
unlikely that II bad JUSt been built. One P0SSibilit • . . y 
is that the dorm11ory m question was an old 
building, whi<;:h was soon afterwards replaced. It is 
suggested below that the west range, which it is 
argued was built in the mid-thirteenth century 
housed the nuns' dormitory. ' 

The Precinct Wall, and the 
Extent and Layout of the 
Monastic Precinct 
The Precinct Boundary (Fig I ) 

A gateway belonging to the Nunnery and lead.ing 
from the Market Place into the south-east corner 
of the precinct survived until the late nineteenth 
century, when it was rebuilt during the 
construction of the Abbey Unjced Reformed 
Church. In I 984 observation of a pipe-trench 5m 
to 6m in front of the reconstructed gateway 
revealed a mortared tlint wall running east-WCSL 
The projected alignment of this wall would have 
taken it to the south edge of the Abbey Gateway. 
The wall may have been part of the bridge ac= 
the Fishlake in from of the gateway, or, less 
probably, it may have been pan of the precinc1 
wall itself crossing the Fishlake co run outside !he 
line of the scream. 

South of the gateway part of the Fishlake has 
been diverted to tlow westward to form the mill 
leac for the Abbey Mill. The stream is now known 
as Abbey Water, and it very probably marked !he 
southern boundary of the precinct. The 
excavations in the grounds of the Unued 
Reformed Church manse in 1989 revealed the 
probable original north edge (context 31) of chis 
stream (Figs 17 and 18). No trace of any wall was 
found, and it is possible that none existed on the 
south side of me precinct, and that the leat afone 
served as a boundary. Alternatively the precmct 
wall may have lain to the south of the lcat. Only 
further excavation will answer this question. 

Moving 10 the west side of the precinct, in 1988 
a watchitlg brief undertaken in advance. of the 
consrtuction of the drive to the new V1car~ge 
revealed a mortared tlint wall running 
approximately north to south (Fig 37). To th~ 
wesr of the wall it was clear that the ground lew 
had been made up in the post-medieval pert~; 
On the east side the natural gravel subsoil wa 
found not far below the present ground surface. 
The waU clearly lay along the original edS: 0 ~ di• 
gravel terrace which is marked by rbe :>0 °(01 

• 0 • ( 15m) contour. It was clear from observaoon 
k • f.~ • eceenth· crac runnmg up the south wall o u,e nm 

. • rure was century former vicarage, that this scruc de 
built over the precinct wall and la,y partly on ma 
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Fia 37 A 1988.6: Section and location plan of wall at northwest comer of precinct. 

ru~, Investigation of the earth Ooor in its cellar 
u,c_ Y revealed the north-west corner of the = wait, complete with limestone quoin with 

""" . crcd plmth. The wall was planned and its 
rv,IUOn and o • • for cd r,entauon plotted. The wall was 
~att of coursed flint and rough stone and a 
and badd Rant rubble core. It was slightly battered 
wu a I a step on the eastern uphill side. There 
dcri~d '{er of pegule, which miaht have been 
$Jdc of th~m 1'1 wall cappmg, dumped against this 

....._ wa. 
• nc northern Un IJOnb.. c of the wall was aligned on ibe 

the A~t _comer of the nave, and II appears that 
the pre,; itself formed the northern boundary of 

net. On the ea<t s,de the precinct was 

probably marked by the F,shlake. Whether there 
was precinct boundary wall as well as the stream 
only further excavation can fC\-cal. The precise line 
of lhe boundary at the nonh-east comer of the 
precinct is not known. Presumably it was from this 
direction that the townspeople reached the Abbey 
and !heir partsh church in itS north aisle 

The Dom estic Buildings within the 
Precinct 
The precinct as outlined above is comparatively 
small. The exact layout of the build,ngS within it " 
noc known. The soulhern range, which sunrl\'CS in 
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pan t0day in Nos 13 and I 5, The Abb_ey, 
probably housed the nuns' refectory. Excavation 
in the garden of the adjacent property located th_e 
demolished continuation of the north wall of this 
building. The I 974 excavations invesugatcd a very 
small part of the western range, which may have 
included the dorter, or dormitory. By and large 
modern excavation has been limited to tbe 
immediate vicinity of the Abbey church. However, 
in 1922 when the gardens to che south of the ' . Abbey were laid out, a limited excavauoo was 
undertaken by Colonel Ashley of BrQadlands ~d 
a plan of the buildings found was produced (F,g 
!).• The area excavated lay mainly co the south Qf 
the south transept and easr of the cloister garth. 
The buildings investigated must have included the 
chapter house and sacristy. It is clear from the 
internal evidence of the plan that there had been 
alterations and modifications to the buildings, but 
the relationships becween differem walls were not 
recorded on the copy of the plan. 

Other buildings are. known co have existed, or 
can be assumed on analogy with other nunneries, 
but their precise location is unknown. Certain 
information can be. gleaned from the limited 
historical sources. Most of the historical sources 
date from the Suppression of the nunnery. 

Ac the time of the Dissolution the abbess's 
lodging had a chapel, kitchen, stable, granary and 
a barn. The sources quoted by Liveing (1906, 
264) describe the Abbess's lodging as 'having im 
upstairs and inner chamber between an upstairs 
oratory or chapel and the great upst,airs 
chamber ... '. The accounts of Henry Warner, the 
King's Bailiff, also quoted by Liveing (Joe cit) 
contain the following description: 

••• a dwelling house called Chabbey's lodginge 
containing 51 feet in length (between a ha li 
called the Household Hall) from the west end of 
the same to the chapel of S. Peter at the Easr 
end of the said house, together with the said 
chapel, a kitchen, granary, stable and a new 
barn in a court called the 'utter courte of the 
monastery'. 

~e locatio_n of the 'utter court' is not known 
certaml~, but 11 may have been on the east side of 
the Precmct. 1:11e abbess's chapel was dedicated to 
St Pe!er. Or_,g,naUy the chapel had its own 
chap!am, but It seems that by the Dissolution this 
!>os1uon was no longer filled, for it is recorded that 
m I ~36 Jo~n Foster, knight, was granted an 
annuity which had previously been i:,aid to the 
Chapel of St Peter and the Chapel of St Andrew 
m the_ infirmary for two chaplains.' 

Adiacent co the Abbess's garden and the ourer 
courr was the tenement known as the Cl k' 
chamber. It is described aga,·n :n He "" er s 

, ... ~ nry warner's 
t:~u~~;:tc~~t;c;~~:tion given here is quoted 

A tenement commonly called the 'Cl 
Chamber', with all chambers, house Ctkt1 

buildings between the said tenement a~d and 
stone wall of the outer gate of the monasecn, tht 
a parcel of the said outer court, concaining·60ai:1 
in length from the end of the said stone 11,~ n 

the end of the garden called 'Chabbes Gard ~ 
and 26 feet in breadth, and a parcel ofland ;; 
end of the said tenement called 'Paradat , 

• • • 1 gtbfr 1sc , conta,mng ... in en om the said ten-
th • th ""CI\I to e water course 10 e parcel called Paradise 

including part of the same wacer. ' 

The water CQurse next to the Paradise may hav, 
been the stretch of the Fishlake which lay betwe,,

0 the Abbey Precinct and the Market Place. 
The chambers over the Abbey gateway and the 

tenement next ro the gate were known as th, 
'Receyvours lodginge'. After the Suppression this 
was leased to John Richards. 

The Clerk's chamber, the Paradise and tht 
Receiver's lodging were the only parts of th, 
Abbey site not rented after the Suppression by 
Francis Fleming. Fleming had been the nunnery\ 
lawyer. The portion rented by Fleming included 
gardens, orchards, a cemetery, ponds and waccrs 
(ColdicQtt 1989, 150). The ponds probably lay co 
the west of the precinct, on the flood plain of the 
Test. Excavations in 1987 on the site of the new 
vicarage revealed deposits that were very probabl)' 
the fill of the Abbey's lishponds. The ponds would 
have been formed by diverting and damming ooe 
of the braided streams of the lest.• Among the lay 
officers of the nunnery at the Dissolution, there is 
mention of John Calkyn 'keeper of the swans', 
whose presence suggests char the ponds and 
waters of the Abbey were more than mtrely 
utilitarian. In 1541 the 'farm of the swans on the 
rivulet' was let ro John Foster (Livcing 
1907-1910, 144). 

One final site is mentioned in the documentary 
sources of the Suppression. In 1544 'a messuagc 
called le Systers house at the gate of Romsey 
abbey . . . in the tenure of Peter Westbroke' was 
amongst properties granted to John Foster and 
Richard Marden (Letters a11d Paperf Vo! XJX part 
2 (1544), Item 800 [24]). This messuage need not 
have been within the precinct, since ics desc~p~?• 
as being 'at the gate' leaves open the poss1bihl)' 
that it might h,ave been outside the gate. 

Notes 

I Romscy Fabric Group Jdendfiers (RFGJ) 3- 24 (RAD !:! 
(fabric S) and 5- 15 (RAD 62). Bolh •"' m"""i (t<lCll 
arduve. Sec Tile Report_, pp 121 - 144 be-low. 

2 RPG! 2- 20 (RAD 78) (fabric 6). SI) 
3 The unworn tiles: RFGI 2- 29 (RAO SI ), 2-ZS (R,\D 

~nd 2- 27 (RAD 55) (all fabric 6). . . .,.., 
4 Inc stones used in the walJ included ~bndgt, Bm d 

ChHmark, an onrngt Oolite, Purbeck, and Q,u_!rrj;:6, 
Grecnsand. The wa.lt W$.S reoorded in some dcuul tn,\bb<'" 
when repointing work was undcrto.Jcen b)' the • 
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. . -re of the ongoing conservation programme 
suthontiCS as .--

ori, thc AbbcJ' or this area (L) of the 1'>74 site are 
jbe rc,cor ~e site plan, which is the ma.in reoord, shows 
incotnP ;t:,:, 1 and describes it 35 plastered on both sides-, 
C()lltc,tt co the north of chc wall is said to be uncxcawted. 
Tbc •r~ otebook there is a ,ketch phln and section $3.id 
1.o tbc sire" Ar-a L. ·rhc orientation of the plan is not 

rtlatc to ,.. . 
to ktely clear, but u ,sctms to show both the wall 
coft'IP ? 1 ??) of l.ht west range and the $econdary 
(c<>ntW " • If m· . • h t wall (context 2 171 ). 1s 1s correct, 1t s ows 
cast~-es doPO' wall rendered with mortar on one face at 
(be $CC0fl · •i • . 

d cutting the fooongs (context 2 t 73) of the west 
lc:a,:t,an . h • f 

A •ketch s«uon, appears to s . ow a cross-secnon o 
..,,g,. ·d .bi th th .d , ecoodar)' waU. On one s1 c~ poss1 Y c sou , s1 c 
~fi s tings are cut inro a dark soil., which is overlain by a 
:or:r floor. On the other, north(?), side, there is a 
floor(?) $\lrfatc shown a1 a much lower Jc\!cl, apparently at 
the bast of [he wall. This is the ?art of tbc site _that w~ 

cavated according to the m,un phm. The evidence 1s 

une~radictory and uncertain. The only finds that may be 

fc<>nm Area L were gi\·en lht Archive Context number 
~ d • I (2 1;,I) which cannot be locate on any s ite pan or 

$K'llon 'The description a$ transcribed by Dr Russel reads 
'Arta L. Mort'O.r level below desuuction debris and ~lay. 
Mono.r floor'. Or Russel, for reasons that are not cnnrely 
ck:ir, thought that this particular group had been 
mislabelled and should be assigned to the I 975 
excavations. The assemblage consists of the following 

!lhcro:s: 2 ~ tarly Medieva.l cookpot; t X La\·entock· . l x 
Medieval Jug; I X Medieval ju& (?Surrey). Dr R~sscl 
o99o) would d.-ite the group to the thirteenth c;cntury or 
later. Clearly, this pottery has to be ignored for dating 
purposes. 

6 1he ori,g~aJ plan prepared by the Broodlands Estate Office 
was copied by '! H Herbert in l 924l and is in the 
B~adla~ds ~rch1vt., now housed in the Southampton 
Un1ve_r.s1cy Library. A brief note on the human skclttal 
ma~crial from this excavation was prepared by Sir Arthur 
Keith, PRS, Cooservator of the Museum of the Royal 
College of Surgeons, and published in Proc Hampsh Field 
~/,,_b _JX ( L925), '390-91. Keith note.s that 'nt lean lS 
md1v1duals, perhaps twice this numbct, are represented', 
and comme:rns on the bone$ and giVC$ some indication of 
sex and age of some individuals. There is no ioforanaci<,>n 
about the precise provenance of the material 

7 h is u.nc-ertain whether John Fo$ter, knig.ht, is the same 
m;1n as John Foster) ,'A.A and clerk in holy orde-rs who was 
wi·th h.is father joint $tcw1rd of the Abbey. 

8 The excavation on th~ site of dte new Vi«rage in 1987 (A 
1()86.31) revealed deposits which have been interpreted as 
pond silting and infill. In 1988 the excavation of a soabw.ty 
and sewer pipe: trench to the new vicarage (A I 988.6) 
revealed black deposits filling a itrcam channel cut lhrough 
the natural gravel. These deposits contained late Suon 
ceramics (comcxts 6112-6118, 6120-21); sec Russel 1990, 
and the discussion by Re<:$ in Soon et aJ fonhcoming, The 
sttcam may have drained from the 6shponds. 
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Chapter 6 

The Norman and Later East End 
Chapels 

Introduction 
Presently a1 the east end of the Abbey, there are 
four cha~els. The two chapels in the north and 
south aisles remain as built, a?d _flank rwo central 
chapels dedicated to the Virgin Mary and St 
Elhelfieda. Originally, the laner chapels extended 
be)'Ond the present east end of the church. Two 
phases of structure were identified, and .in both 
phases there seem to have been two chapels, 
impljing a double dedication, probably the same 
dedications - to the Virgin Mary and St Ethelfleda 
- as those of their somewhat reduced present day 
succe,;sors. 

The Chapels were investigated in the 1973 
excavations, and had previously been the subject 
of investigations by the Rev Berth on in I 866 and 
by Peers and Bilson in 1909. 

Phases 10-12: The first, 
Norman, Chapels 

The Evidence for the Footings of the Chapels 
Tot- footings of the Grst pair of Chapels and the Reuo-choit 
(Fig 39a) The 1973 excavation established that the footings of 
the Chapels \4-Cf'C not Laid out or built at the same time as those 
of lb, Rttro-Choir. Th< footings (context 1065) of the norlh 
wall, I.hose (context 1072) of me central spine wall, and lhosc 
(CO?tcxt 1013) of the south wall of the Chapels all buncd 
against the footing of the rttro-choir. The Chapel footings = also $1:ructurnll)· different from those of the ret:r0~hoir, 

. g formed of a gravel a.nd flint bas.c, on top of which were 
~ la)'cn of gravel and flint, alternating with thin bands of 

t'llOrtar (Comext 1072.> Fig 10). 'fbe retro-choir footing-s 
(contexts: 1036, 1093, 1040 & 1028) wcrt< constructed of 
~~ n~ s:rnall fiint;S with mortar> interspt<:rsed with bands of 
-.-.. lD1.$. 

Tu, foot' r Wide ~ng$ o the north wall (context 1065) were z .Sm 

1073 It tbei.r O~st Poinr; those of the south walJ ~conteXl 
(con) Wert 2.Sm Wide. The footings of the cemrn1 spine wall 
wa.ll ~txt .1072) 'Ntn: only I .Zm wide. The depth of the $pine 
,i,.. :'3ng, ln Ar,a A wu about 1.7m (Fig 10), It is probabl< 

At ; ~()rtl, and south wall focnings were of the s,ame depth. 
m Wt:st end the three wall footings bulled against those 

of the Retro•Choir w:iU (contexts 1036~ 1093, 1040 & 1028). 
At their eas.r end they joined to form the footings of the cut 
wall oi the C:bapel. This footing was only Cxp()Scd at one- point, 
and lay mamly outs.id(': the cxcava[ed area. The $pine wall 
footing widened slightly both to the north and the south where 
it joined the ca$t footing. The south edge of the north wall and 
th(': north edge of the $OUth wall curved to meet the cast 
fooling. The chapel appears, at fooling Jeve.1 at least, to have 
cons.isted of tw0 slightly Oauencd apsidal ch:im.bcn. 

11\e north edge of the north wall footin~ seems to ha\'c 
been cut down to accommodate the later doorway (context 
lOOl). The $\lf\llving northern edge of the footing:s could be 
traced eastwards almost as far as the cast edge of the 
excavation crenth. At this point, only a few scones Conning the 
nonh edge of the foo tings had survived the dcsrruction 
wrought by the djgging of a grav, («1ntcx1 1082) and by the 
insertion of a nineteenth--ccmury brick vault I. Jus.t inside the 
east edge of the. excavation, at :a distance of 4.401 from the 
Retro-Choir wall, a return 10 the north was ide:ntUit-d. Tht 
limit of this norchW\lrds cxtcntion was not defined, but it wu 
at lcaS!t Im io length. It seems likely that this return was pare of 
the base for the north.cast comet of the Chapel. It is cxuemcl)' 
unlikely that it supported a bumrss, but the walls will probably 
have lbeen thickened a1 the cotners. The evidence at the 
southem corner was destroyed by Vault 9. 

Discussion 

It is clear that the Chapel footings were built lat~r 
than the retro-choir footings, but it is not certam 
whether construction of the Chapels was planned 
at that stage. The fact that the footings of the 
Chap els were built in a completely sepa_rate 
operation suggescs that they were a later addioon 
to the plan, for if they bad been planned for lat~r 
construction, it might be expected that their 
, - $ would have been laid out at the same 
,ooung . A • m·s is the time as those of the retro-choir. gamst , 
lack of evidence for substantial : hanges to the 
retro-choir. This deficiency of evidence may b~ 
more apparent than real in view of later changes 

in the structure. th I uing out 
It may be that the br~ak becween e a,- the 

of the tW0 sets of footings was forced uxo'! of 
. d. b the presence, on the propose s11e 

buil ers Y 'd' eh' (contexts I 070, 
the chapels, of an open 11 J' d 
1078 & 1076) which involved backfil mg an 

I'd . This ditch may have served as a conso 1 auon. 



80 
CHAPTER 6: THE NORMAN ANO LATllR EAST END CHAPELS 

... 

·1- 1 
1 36 ~ ' ' 

--l 
r-

~ t--
r-- -----.I 

ffifll':"""'"" ,~ ~ 
'~'"'· ----l "' 
J J,iiiifili~i!ili!:ffil:lilllt~-~ 

~ 1093 
I 1014 
J 
I L--
I ~ l I ' I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I ==-.I 

g ------4 
l -----.I 

"""3 I 
I 
I 

j • 
II I 

II ----1 I 1075 ~ 
I 1, l.,J'I ~ l'tj" u •, 'II 

~
'lii•''i;:;,1m:!,tilll. ,~/h:!ui ~ 

1, ', 1076 "~II/ • 
"""4 

11/ 1.,11 illl .. • 
" ' 

[. 
' ' 

'""" s ,__j 0 

, = =--== - -==ism 
(a) (b) 

Fig 38 RA 1973: a) P lan of 
Features pre-datin th N 1973 excavation showin g c orman Lady Chapel. g extent of post-Dissolution destruction. b) 



t 
-

(b) 

ion. b) 

PHASES 10- 12: THE NORMA!" C •~ H.APELS 
81 

.... 
I090 

I004ing$ 
1065 

--, 
I 

• 
' • 

,_ -- -- - -
... , 

(b) 
(a) 

0 = =-- = ==-- = ~5 m 

F',g39 RA 1973: a) Plan of first, Norman, Lady Chapel. b) Plan of surviving fearures of second Lady Chapel. 

boundarv to the • • 
Was being ex 0;1gmal monastic precinct, which 
cenain that Pt~n ed. Whatever the reason, it is 
duration, in the ~re_ was a delay, of unknown 
chapels. A aymg out of the footings of the 
relationship ~~y bof the retro-choir and its 
tnore inform . t e first chapels m,gbc reveal 

anon. 

The Evidence for the Floors of the First, 
Norman, Chapels 
Uttle or no poSitivc evideocc rcm3ined of the Ooors of the (U'SI 
chapel$ - all the surviYiog fragments of tiled floor are assigned to 
the second pair of chapcls - and it $ttfl\S rctSQO.lbh: to suppOSC 
1hat lhc e~rlicr floori wcrt dCstr0}·ed in lht building or chc 
second pair of chapels. The $uccessh•c c.h;1pcl noort arc 
discussed in the section on the rebuilt chapck (pp 85-87 bdow). 
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The Evidence for the Walls of the Norman 
Chapels 
The !lctro~Choir Wall o.nd the North and Soulb \Valls 
The Rcuo-Cboir wall to I.he: aorth and t,hc south of lhc 'f.o:I 
w.ils faced with lime5'.mnc ashJa.rs .1nd bad 3 chamre.red Pin , 
two courSCS deep, mllching th3t found cl.sc~b.crc on ~c ~bbcy 
church. The short sections of rctro-cbo1r wall within the 
chapels lacked a ch.arnfcttd plinth; il is not c~c:ir whether they 
were built without a plinth, or "'hethcr the phnth was rctnO\'Cd 
when the wall inside tht ch3,pcls was re-fa~d at «>me later 
date. The relationship between the rct:ro-c.ho1r wall on the one 
band and the extant portions of the chapels nonb and south 
wtU.s' on the other., may pro\'lde some clues to the srructural 
$<XIUCOCC', • f 

The ashlars of the ourer facts ot both the cxt.'lDt p<>ruons o 
the north and Ulc south \\'flUS (comexts 1050 & IOS2) ~f the 
~hapel.$ butt against the rcu-~hoir wall. However, the mncr 
faces (c:onrcxt$ l 102 & l J03) of both waUs were clearl)' 
proper!)' jointed to lhe 3Shl;i;rs of the adjacent sections of lhc 
rctro--choir wall \vithin the chapcJ. (Fig 39a) These parts of the 
retro-choir wall within the chapels therefore wue either first 
raced, or rc-faccdi when the chapel walls were buih. h should 
be noted that the stre1chcs of rctro-c.h.oir walJ within I.be 
chapels ire sc1 bade. approx:imntc,ly 0.1 Sm in rcfa.tiol) co the 
line of wall to the- north and south of the chapels, ~md that 
their face$ in the north and $0Uth comm of Qle chapcli are at 
a slight angle ,o the: rest of the wall. This serves to confirm that 
the walls were raced, or rc--faced, during the- conscruction of 
either the first or the second pair of' ch~els.. 

Clearly. the surviving stumps of the north and the south 
waUs formed parts of the second pair of chapels, but a$ i$ 

argued below, there is evidence that 1hey arc the walls of the 
first chapels rc-uJed in the .structure of the rebuilt ones. The 
evidence has aJttady been gh'Cn for the rticing: of the interior 
angle$ between the chapel wall1 3nd the tttro--choir (contexts 
J J 02 & 1103). h is particularly significant tb.n the rcspond.s in 
the north-west sod south-w~n ,omen (contexts 1003 & 1037) 
arc not an Integral pan of the facing, as rnig_ht buve been 
expected if the facing wa$ part of the building work connected 
with the Sttond pair of chapels. Instc-ad, they were inscned 
into the existing factd wall. A squared l"CUS5 was cut inlO each 
corner, and into each ttcC$5 were mortared th~ circular drums 
of Lhe responds. By cootra$1• the larger central respond 
(context 1012) was bonded fully into the existing masonry by 
tht r~p_lacement of part of the facing. (Fig 39b) Tht 
demohuon of the ctncral spine wall of the Norman chapels: 
would hnve left a portion of the rcuo-,choir wall between the 
openings: ne~ing rc-fucing, and would have m.ade way (or new 
respon~. ScctHms of the respond were att as one \\ith some of 
the factng stones. A numbt"r of the new facing stones were cut 
to _uQU.$1.Ud shapes to fit the txisting facings, which survived 
adJ~cerit to the edges of the north and south openings. The 
retained s~oncs may have been part or the original facing of the 
rctro-chou wall. They look s imilar t() I.he Sl<>nCwork to the 
oortJl and south of the chapels and may therefore be original 
Norman work, but 1l is more probable that they were put into 
place when the 6m chapels were added to th-: retro-choir wall. 

Discussion and Date 

It can be Stated with confidence that rthe responds 
are pan of the superstructure of the rebuilt 
chapels. The fact that the responds in the north­
west and south .. wesc corners were secondar 
fea~res, strongly suggests that the walls an~ 
facings belonged to the earlier chapels and th 
responds to the second pair. The probab T _e 
that the surviving sections of the north a d1 ny is 
walls were originally part of the Stru:cru;e sf':t,rh 
first pair of chapels, and that they o e 

were 

refurbished when the chapels were rebu"I 11,· 
would best explain the curious way in W~d) " 
corner responds (cootexts 1003 & 1037) dit 
added to the structure, and also the contras "'~" 
the central respond. 1 With 

A study of the exterior of the retro-cho· 
does not help in determining whether the w:u \\lll 
built with openings for chapels. The re-facin WlJ 

the retro-choir wall during the construction~ OI 
d I• • f th . and emo mon o_ e successive chapels wa, not lh, 
only alterauon to the wall. During the r, 

1 demolition of the second pair of chapels che: 
windows of the chapels were insened';nto 1h 
openings in the Retro-Choir wall. These wind~ 
~vcre low~red under th<; Rev Berthon's supervision 
m 1866 m an operauon described in detail in 
Berthon's autobiography (Benhon 1899 
159-o0). It cannot now be certain, therefore lh1; 
the wall was built with openings 10 take a pl;no<d 
eastern chapel. The interior stonework of the 
retro-choir appears more coherent, and suggests 
that the openings in the east wall may have been 
original features, but this remains only a 
possibility. 

To sum up, there arc a number of events that 
can be discerned from a study of the footings of 
the east end chapels and retro~hoir wall: 

First, the laying out and construction of the 
retro-choir footings. The chapel footings ~ttt 

not laid out at this time. 
Secondly, the constructio11 of !he retto-cboir 

wall, probably wid1 openings for !he chapels. 
The facing of the wall may have been lefi 
incomplete. 

Thirdly, the construction of !he first pair of 
chapels, and the completion of the facings of 
the retro-choir wall within the chapels. 

Fourthly, the rebuilding of the chapels, 
involving the demolition of the spine wall of the 
first chapels, but the retention, in la,ge pan, of 
the north and south walls. The responds in the 
norch-wes1 and south-west corners were 
inserted into existing stonework. The cen~I 
respond was fully keyed into 1he retro-choir 
wall, at the point where the spine wall of the 
Norman chapels bad been removed. 

The Evidence for the Superstructure 
of the Norman Chapels 

There arc few surviving elements of th' 
superstructure of the first pair of chapels - onlY 

·111· tb• such pieces as could be incorporated wi ,n w· 
structure of their successors. Principally, ~• 
meant that the north and south walls of ' 
original chapels were retained. The footings are 
the main part of the first, Norman, chapels 1d0 

• . . fth ·rsizcan survive, and these give an idea o ei d 
layout, because it is likely that the above groun 
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PHASES 10-12:THENORMAN CHAPELS 

Plate 11. RA I 973: NW corner of the east end 
chapels viewed from the E. The post-Dissolution 
blocking (1009) of the retro-choir wall is clearly 
visible to left of the picture. The remains of the 
respond (context I 003) in the NW corner are 
visible. (Photograph Kevin StubbsrrYAT) 

Piai. 13 RA 
chapels · . 1973: S\'(! corner of the east end 
DissoJuti;~ewed from the NE. The posr­
wau is clear) bl~c_kmg (I 039) of the retro-choir 
"mains of Y visible to nght of the picture. The 
corn•r !he respond (context 1037) in the SW 

' are • ·b StubbsrrvAT) vis, le. (Photograph Kevin 
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Plate 12. Detail of the respond (RA 1973, 
context I 037) in the SW corner of the chapel 
viewed from the NE. (Photograph TVAT) 

Plate 14. RA 1973: E end Chapels. The oeoual pier 
between the openings through the recro-choir wall 
viewed from the E. Toe post-Dissolution _bloclting of 
the recro-choir wall is clearly visible 10 nght (! 009) 
and left- ( 1039) of the picture. (Photograph Kevm 

Stubbs/TVAT) 
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structure of che Norman chapels is reflected in chc 
apsidal shape of the footings. 

It is a reasonable assumption that there w~re 
two apsidal chapels divided by a c~otral sp10e 
wall. If this were the case, che first pair of chapels 
took a form comparable to the apsidal eods of the 
aisles, seen today io che C~apels of St George and 
St Anne. While it is conceivable chat chere was o~ 
dividing wall built oo to the spine wall footing, tt 
seems improbable that this was laid down merely 
for the support of a solitary column. It was 
oa.rrower thao che north and south wall footings 
because it did not have to carry the same load as 
the outer walls. 

If che abo,,e interpretations are correct, it may 
be assumed chat a substantial pan of the footings 
of the original chapels have survived, and this 
would seem to be confirmed by Berthon's 
discoveries in 1866. He defined the extent of the 
Norman and later chapels. The Norman chapels, 
he coosidered, were 21 ft from east to west, and 
30ft from north to south. 1 The excavations in 
1973 revealed that chey were approximately 45ft 
(13.5m) from north to south. Their footings, as 
recovered in the excavation and including the 
possible extensions at the north and south 
corners, measured at least 50ft {15m) north to 
south. The east- west extent was probably about 
26ft (8m), where the footings as excavated were 6 
m (20ft). Clearly there is a considerable 
discrepancy between the published measurements 
of Berthon's excavations and the mea,surementS 
recovered from the 1973 excavations. 

The siu of the footings for the chapels requires 
some comment. The north aod south footings are 
both very wide and deep, much wider and deeper 
than might be thought necessary. In addition 
there is the evidence for enlargement at the north­
east corner of the chapel. The reason in both 
cases may be the existence of the 'dirch' (comexts 
1070, 1076 & 1078), which ran oorth-south 
across the site of the chapels. This feature seems 
to have been backfilled as a prelitninaTy 10 their 
construction (see above p 16 and Fig J 0). The 
'ditch' was itself in the top of a silted-up water 
course or scream bed (contexts 107[, 1077 & 
I 079), but it is not clear that the builders of the 
Abbey would have been aware of this fact. 

Dating 

The date of the construction of the first Norman 
chapels is _not cenain, for although rhe potter; 
from_ the hnear feature underlying it gives us a 
terminus post quern, this is no more than would 
have been concluded from the fact that the 
chapels :vere constructed after the main body of 
th_e Choir of th! ~bbey, ao event that can be dated 
with some prec1s1on. In all probability, taking into 
account the fact chat openings 10 the Chapel seem 
to have been left in the waU of the Retro-<:hoir, it 

is likely that only a comparatively short tim 
elapsed bet:weeo the construction of the Choir an: 
the building of the east end chapels. A date in the 
mod to late 12th century therefore seems 
reasonable (Phases 10-12) . 

Phase 15: The second, 
Thirteenth century, Chapels 
The second pair of chapels were larger and quite 
different in plan from their Norman predecessors. 
Although there is no evidence that the rebuilt 
chapels were separated by a dividing wall, thert is 
little doubt that there were two chapels and 
therefore that the proposed double dedication 
continued. 

It was recorded by Berchon that the rebuilt 
chapels were 40ft (12m) long, compared with 21ft 
(6.4m) for the Norman chapels, and 30ft (7.6m) 
wide.• As seen above with regard to the 
measurements of the Norman chapel, there is 
reason to treat the recorded measurements of 
Berthon's excavations with some scepticism. It is 
undoubtedly correct that the new chapels were 
larger than their predecessors, and a measurtmem 
in the region of 40ft {12m) , or a little larger, is 
possible for the east- west measurement. However 
the 1973 excavations provide littltt or no positive 
evidence to confirm their length. 

Demolition of the early chapels 
ft has been argued that there is evidence that the 
walls of the se,cond pair of chapels preserved part 
of the walls of the earlier chapels. If this is 
accepted, it is clear that the Norman chapels weie 

not totally demolished, but that their roofs and 
vau lting, and the dividing spine wall, together 
with their east waU, were taken down. Since only a 
small part of the chapel walls survive, it _is 
uncertain to what extent the walls of the rebuoh 
chapels preserved those of their predecessors, _and 
to what extent they were of new construcuon. 
However, it is likely that the original north ~nd 
south walls were largely kept intact, but that since 
the new chapels were longer eas1- wes1 than the 
ones they replaced, part at least of the north and 
south walls, and also the whole east wall, weco 
new work. 

Construction of the new chapels 
The relationship between tbe extant portions of 
the north and south walls of the new chapels on 
the one hand and the retro-choir wall on the other 
has already been discussed (p 82). It bas be•; 
argued that the responds in the north weSI an 
south west corners (contexts 1003 & 1037) wett 
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001 an integya I part either of the facing of the 
north and south walls, or of the facing of the 
rerro-choir wall, and that the larger central 
respond (context 1012) was bonded into the 
existing masonry left after the removal of the 
original Norman spine wall. 

There is oo information about the size or the 
construction of the new footings that must have 
continued east of tile Norman ones, to support 
the enlarged chapels. The 1973 excavations did 
not extend far enough to the east, aod Berthon 
published no derails or drawings of his findings. 

The two small postholcs (contexts 1067 & 
I 068), found sealed under the presumed floor 
levels of the rebuilt chapels (context 1041) in the 
sou.th west corner, may have been scaffold 
postholes. Posthole I 067 cut into the footings 
(context J 073) of roe earlier chapels, and 
therefore it is very likely 10 be associated with the 
construction of the second pair of chapels. The 
second pit ( J 068) cut into the pre-chapel black 
soil aod had a srone packing. l t could have been 
much earlier in date than the rebuilding of the 
chapels. It contained a single sherd of early 
Medieval flint-tempered cooking pot. A third hole 
in the north west corner (context 1056) was cut 
into the footings (contex t J 065) of the earlier 
chapels, but was itself cu t by a ver y late pit 
(context 1042) aod cannot be securely dated. 

The Structure and 
Appearance of the later 
Chapels 

The Floors of the Later Chapels: The 
Evidence from the 1973 Excavations and 
Previous Work (Fig 39b) 

The n~rth wall of the two chapels was pierced by a doorway,. 
approximately I .6m c.ast from the retro-choir wall. The neatly 
ma~e threshold (context 1001) is still in place. It wns buucd 
on its norlhero, outer, edge by a monar level~ which was all 
that remained of the Surf.ice.., or path,. which led up to lhc 
doorway, Only the cbamfc:rtd forward edge and flat top of the 
~rcshold wouJd have been vis.ibtc when in use. h was inserted 
into the nonh wall (context 1050) as part of the work on the 
new chapels-, and the footing of the Norman chapels cut down 
to accommodate it,.l 

The top of lhc threshold is approx:imate.ly 0.25m below lhc 
la·el of the lowest ashlar counc in the 5urviving length of the 
north wall. The surviving fragments of tiled 0oor wilhin the 
chapels \\'Cfe a funbt:r 0.1 m below the level of the top of the 
threshold, The gap of approximately 0.35m between the 
bouom of the athJar fadng: of the interior waUs of the Chl.lpcl 
and the floor was bridged by 3 moru1r .. rendercd plinth of 
rnou~ 1rnd Oinrs, The best preserved portion of plinth 
(comcxt 1091) was found in the north ,;,.•csrcomerofthe north 
ebas,el. Other ltngtbs of plinth were found adjacent 10 the 
:nllal respond (context l012) and in the south west corner c,f 
h$.c sour.hem ch11pcJ (contc-xt 1092), All l.hrtt survivi,:ig pieces 

bu
dild~ cut by foundations as:socln.tcd with post .. Dissolurion 

mg. 

Plate 15. RA 1973: NW corner of the east end 
chapels. Decorated floor tiles (context I 002) set 
in the angle of the plinth (context 1091). See Fig 
39 (b) for location. (Photograph Kevin 
StubbsftVAT) 

Of the tiled Ooors of the chapels, only Wee small fragments 
survived in 5itu. The largest of these ftagJJlents consisted o(tcn 
whole or fragmemary tiles (CQm:cxt I 002), in the north ~•est 
corn<r of tht north ch.lptl, ta tht Angle forM<:d by lh• plinth 
(contc-xt 1091). The second mligmem (conti:_xt 101 t) was also 
in lhe northern chapel and \\-'aS iust 10 the north of the plinth 
of the central respond (context 1012). h was made up of a few 
pieces of tile that were part of the border of the floor. 
Immediately above this fragment "-'Ctt the remains of a step 
(comext 1088) up to the northern opening to the retro-choir. 
The floor and step had been cut av.-ay by the foundacion trench 
(context 1010) for the post-Ois$0lution blocking wall. In both 
J 002 omd I OJ l lhc tiles were align~d at right angles to the axes 
of the Abbey. A smaJI patch of mortar with tile impression.,; 
(context 1081) was found immtdiately case of Viult 2. 'fbis 
100 was in the northern half of the chapel and on the iante 
alignment as the riles. 

The third in $itu fragmeot oftllc 0oor was o.nly 0.7m south 
&om cont.ext 1081, and cons-incd of a complete tile and some 
smaU fragments (comexl 1015). These were in the southern 
chapel aod were oriem;ued diagonally to the axes of the: 
c hu.r(:h. They Jay between Vaults 2 and 3,J which had destr0ycd 
much of tht floor. A large patch of mortar with tile 
impressions (context 1038) was unco\'el'Cd in the so-uth west 
corner of the southern chapd, adjacent to the plinth (context 
( 1092). The tiles had been aligned diagonally, nod must ha\'c 
been pare orlhe same floor as 1015. The evidence seems ~1car. 
The ti?cd Boors in lhe nonh and southern chapels wt.re aligned 
differently: in the northern Chapel they we-re sec $qU~rc to tht 
a>tcs of the Abbey, i11 1.hc touth half they wtre set d1l\gonally. 
This would seeo, to confirm that there ,wo new cb11pcls 
replacing the Norman ones. 

The tiled floor was laid on a mor,-ar and grovel sub6oor 
(context$ 1096, l04L & ?1014) . Th.is subfloor ~gd ~ccn 
im--estigated by Peers and Bilson in 1909. They dcscnbcd it as 
'.about I 0 incbC$ of rough concrete ot which an Inch at the top 
was pJaS1cr_, cvidentl)' the floor of the Early Goth.ic chupd 
underlying I.he tiling . . .' (Luce Notebooks, Vol 2, 58). It 
appears that a quite ~ubsmntial section oft.he Jubfloor (context 
1096) survived in tl1e northern chapel. It wa:s CUl tQ the no~th, 
s.outh a.nd CMl by brick•built vaulttJ and atso by the foundaoon 
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Plate 16. RA 1973: SW corner of the east end 
chapels. The mortar bedding for decorated floor 
tiles with impressions of the tiles (conteJ<t 1038). 
See Fig 39 (b) for location. (Photograph Kevin 
StubbsnvAT) 

trench (context 1010) for posr-Dissolution b!Qcking. It .. vas 
also cut by• gmoe (comein 1083) (see below pp 88-9). In lhe 
southern Chap~!, a narrow spit ot' the $Uh-floor remained 
bccwccn Vaults 3 and 4, and extended towards the south west 
corner of the Lady Chapel. 

Between the existing footings (conttxt$ 1065, )072 & 1073), 
tht subfloor sttms to ha,·c been laid di~t1y on the pre-lady 
Chapel black soil (contexts 1074 & 1075). It i.s most likely tbar 
tht subfJoor was laid Qnly between and not ov.er lhe existing 
footings.. Sinoc the Ooor of the $-CCOnd clla~I is at least u foot 
(, 0.35m) below the bonoin ashlar co1,1nc of the chapel walls 
there 1A"Quld have bcc:n little space for the sub0oor layer abov~ 
the footingt; and then wouJd ha\'c: been little need for it. 

Discussion and Interpretation of the 
floors 

At this point it is appropriate to begin to look in 
more detail at the discoveries made by the Rev 
Bertboo in 1866. Liveiog (1906, 70) gives the 
fullest accouot of Bertbon's work to be found in 
prim. He describes Berthon as finding 

a concrete floor and the foundations of a forty 
foot building 

and Liveing continues 

But Mr Berrhoo did more; he pierced the 
concrete floor, and at the depth of twelve inches 
he came upon the floor of the earlier Norman 
chapel, wnh ~ootb~pattem tiles of that period; 
he gave the dunens,ons of this chapel as 21ft b 
25ft ••• He says that this chapel was two step; 
down below the rest of the church . .. 

This account of Berthon's discov• . . 
1 

. . ,ries 
immedrnte y raises two questions that concern the 
relationship and 1de.nt1ty of both the Door w·•• 

"J ' d b ' 1"' 'tooth-pattern u es , an t e concrete floo, 
cwelve inches above it. The questions arc linkc~ 
If the earlier Door is tiled, and below a concrei • 
floor~ as the account suggests, then it should ~ 
considered whether m1s 1s the same tiled floor as 
that found in 1973. The particular problem is the 
date of the tiles on the 'lower floor' which 
Berthon thought Norman. More information is 
also required about the 'concrete' floor which 
Berthon apparently found and dug through to 
reach the tiles. 

The problem of the date of the tiles found bv 
Berthon is cleared up by Peers and Bilson who 
investigated che site in September 1909 (Luce 
Notebooks Vol 2, 56 & 57- 8). The account of 
their work makes it clear that the tiled floor 
identified by Berthon was the floor, or floors, 
identified in the 1973 excavations as belonging 
to the later chapels. The tiles were no1 
Norman, but dated to the time of 1he 
reconstruction of the two chapels in the late 
13th or early 14th century. There is every 
reason to suppose that the tiled floor was pan 
of the rebuilt Chapels. 

This still leaves the problem of the 'concrete 
floor' that Bcrthon apparently cut through 10 

reach the tiled floor. Turning again 10 1he 
account of the discoveries by Peers and Bilson, 
it is clear that they too were puz-lkd, and they 
suggested that the plinth (contexts 1012, 1091 
& I 092), or bench table as they called it, around 
the edge of the chapels may have been mistaken 
for a later floor by Berthon. This is a Jes_~ lhan 
totally convincing argument, but in the absence 
of further evidence may have 10 suffice. 
Certainly no other feature that possibly could be 
identified as a concrete floor was located in 
1973. It is conceivable that tbe 'concre1e floor' 
had existed, and that Berthoo completely 
removed it. If this were the case, it would ha,~ 
represented a re-flooring of late Medieval! ~r 
early Post-Medieval, date. But, for what 11 15 

worth, the description of Bertbon's excav:itions 
does not suggest that he completely removed lhe 
concrete floor. 

This leaves us apparently wi1hou1 anr 
knowledge of the floor of the Norman chapels. 
The later tiled floor is about 1 foot (0.35ml 
below the level of the bottom course of th• 
ashlar facings of the retro-choir wall and the 
north and south chapel walls. II is also below 
the level of tbe Abbey floor, and, as seen above, 
ther_e is evidence for steps (context JOS~( 
leading up to the ambulatory o.r reuo-chOir-

f • sar• bas been argued that the stone acing 
surviving parts of the Norman chapels (abo1:• 
PP 82- 4), and, accepLing that argumeoi, ~ 
seems probable chat the Norman floor was O d 
the same level as the bottom of the ashlar, an 
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he later floor was lower. This was the 
th81 It sion of Peers and Bilson (Luce 
cone u S bb f Notebooks, Vol 2, 57). tu s too was o rhe 
• . • 

0 
rhat the later floor was lower than the 

~~~:an floor (Stubbs 197 3). lt is also possible 
th t the plinths (contexts 1012, 1091 & 1092) 

8 e created out of remaining parts of rhe wer . 
Norman 0oor, but this cannot be proved. The 
1 rear and gravel subtloor (contexts I 041 & 
~0~6) may have _been originally par.t of the first 
chapels, but it ,s pe~haps more like ly t?at 1t 

belongs with the rebwlt chapels, and that 11 was 
inserted after the removal or lowering of the 
Norman floor. The few finds that can be 
assigned ro context I 096 consist o~ a probably 
intrusive sberd from the Verwood kilns, a shcrd 
of late Medieval German stoneware, and a 
small sherd of Medieval cookpot. The dating 
~•idence js scarcely conclusive, but, such as it 
is, points co a later Medieval date, rather rhan 
an earlier one. 

It remains 10 be considered whether there was a 
practical reason for lowering the floor level. One 
possibility is that the new Early Gothic vaulting 
with its pointed arches required more headroom 
than the rounded Norman arches. \Vith the 
constraints imposed on the height of the chapels 
by the existing Abbey strucrure, and particularly 
the round archways through the retro-choir wall, 
it may have been felt necessary co lower the floor 
of the rebuilt chapels to achieve the desired 
proportions. 

The Superstructure of the second 
pair of chapels 

All of the surviving standing elements of the 
rebuilr chapels are on its west side, either along 
the line of the retro-choir wall, or immediately 
adjacent to it. ln addition, the Rev Berthon is 
recorded by Uveing ( 1906, 70) as finding 

the foundations of a forty foot building ... with 
bases and responds of former columns, 
corresponding with those on the face of the 
church. He also found the base of the central 
column for the support of the groining of the 
roof. 

If this column base srill existed in 1973 it lay 
o 'd ' um e the area of the excavation. 

The evidence of the surviving elemenrs of the 
structure of the chapels suggests rhat they bad 
~~:e vaul~i~ with groins supported on columns. 

surv1vmg responds have been noted as a 
~Onda:l' feature, and from this has been argued 
che sumval of substantial portions of the Norman 
be apels _in the Structure of the later ones. It would 

l>Oss,ble to mterpret the evidence in a different 
::~ to suggest that the walls of the chapels were 

tant1ally rebuilt, and that the responds were 

~dded not to surviving Norman masonry but to 
ate 13th- early 14th-century masonry at some 

subs~quent date. The likely reason for the 
addmon of r~sponds would be the replacement of 
~ wood~n ce,hng by stone vaulting. The weakness 
10 th•~ ~nterpretation is the need to explain the 
demolmon of the Norman walls. It would seem to 
make more sense to re-use the Standing masonry 
and to demolish only the east wall and the spin~ 
wall to allow for the enlargement and remodelling 
of the chapels. 

On balance, it seems likely that the new 
chapels had stone vaulting from the beginning. 
They were not divided by a central wall but 
wer~ ?pen, with only a column to suppor'r the 
gromtng between them. However, although 
physically open, the evidence that the tiled floors 
in the north and south chapels were laid oo 
different alignmenrs, does indicate a functional 
if n~t physical, division into two. Presumably th~ 
ded,cauons suggested for the original pair of 
apsidal chapels would have been retained in the 
remodelled double chapel. 

The Decoration of the Later Chapels 
On the south side of the present Chapel of Sr 
Mary, that is within the archway leading to the 
northern of the two eastern chapels, there are 
preserved wall paintings. Four medallions 
survive, but two are cut by the blocking wall 
inserted after the demolition of the east chapels. 
The paintings illustrate three of the miracles of 
St Nicholas, and have been dated on stylistic 
grounds to the mid-13th century. Logically it 
might be expected that they were part of the new 
scheme for the east end of the Abbey church, but 
a date in the mid-13th cenrury suggests that they 
may have been executed before the rebuilding of 
the chapels, and there is some evidence to 
support this contention. Lat~am's noteb~oks 
record a further eighteen pamted meda llions 
found in t 8 I 3 on a wall blocking the south arch 
behind the main altar.• It is likely that these were 
part of the same scheme of decoration as the 
fou.r surviving roundels, and that they formed 
the decoration of the ambulatory, rather_ than ~f 
the Lady Chapel. This woul_d explain their 
survival after the reconstruction of the Lady 
Chapel. 

T here was a fragment of painted stonework 
described as being from 'the thin~•nth ce~tury 
layer of the excavation'' and as bemg part of a 
scheme of masonry pattern'. It has been 
suggested that this rnay have been parr of a 
'simulated ashlar' decoration for the new 
chapels. lt could equally have been a remnant of 
the: decoration of the Norman chapels. 
Unfortunately, it is not possible now_ to ,denufy 
the piece of stone in question, nor its context. 
The only piece of painted stone that c"'! now be 
identified is from the top of Grave I 086. 
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The Dating of the second pair of Chapels 
The dating of the new chapels is based ~n rwo 
pieces of evidence. Firstly, the S[Yk of the ,vt?dows. 
After the demolition of the chapels, their east 
windows were inserted into the retro-cboir wall. 
These ,vindows are in so-called 'early Decorated' or 
'Gcomeiric' siyle which is conveorionally dated to 
between the mid-thirteenth and mid- fourteenth 
ccnruries. The other evidence is provided by the 
surviving riles in the chapel Ooor. 111ese are dated 
to late thirteenth or early fourteenth century. Luce 
( 1948, 25) was of the opinion that the new chapels 
were begun in about I 270. AlthQugh he does not 
give his evidence, tlus date may be based on the 
record of the gift by Henry Ill of si:s: oaks from 
Clarendon Forest to the Abbey in November 1271 
(Cal Ck,se Rolls, 1268- 1272, 448). Llveing (19061 
70) certainly believed that to be the case, and 
suggested further that the visit of Edward I for two 
days in January 1275 may have been the occasion 
of the consecration of the new chapels. The 
evidence is circumstantial, and the gift of oaks in 
1271 could as well be for continuing work on the 
cloisters or adjoining sirucrures. Pevsner and Lloyd 
(1967) have suggested a date of 1270-80, while 
Coldicon (1989, 119) has suggested that the 
chapels were not rebuilt until the end of the 
fourteenth century, but this date is unlikely and 
would be 100 late for the style of windows used in 
the chapel. A date towards the end of the thirteenth 
century or early in the fourteenth century is most 
probable on stylistic grounds. Unfortunately there 
is no archaeological dating from the J 973 
excavation 10 help resolve this problem. 

The Graves associated with the 
second pair of chapels (Fig 39b) 
Five graves were associated with the rebuilt chapels. 
Four of them (contexts 1084, 1085, 1086 & 1087) 
were m the southern chapel, and were only partly 
preserved. The fifth grave (context J 083) was 
complete, and lay in the northern chapel. 

The G·raves in the Soutbc.rn Ch.apel, Graves J 084, J 0$5 
a~d 108~., or the soutliem group, are au orientated can- WcSt 
\\.:ah their heads to the west. Their piu cut the footings of lh 
Nori:nan chapels. Th.is strongly ,uggcsts that they belong to th: 
rc~udt chapels, although there is no record of their relationship 
Wlth the floor lcVcls. The g.ta\'C pits ~re all cut at th.c d 
by brick•built vaulu, but not in such a way as to totall~:~~n 
the upper ~ru .or the skeletons.. In gra,•c$ (1()8S) and (IO~ 
there v.--erc n::mams of s.kuU and jaw bone,, L0gctDte:r with bon 
from the upper torso. Gr-ave ( I 084) conu1incd no k. ~~ 
fnagmcn1$, and therefore it may be suggested tha, "'-"" s u 
of thii II"' , , • uh, west end • \C, cont:am10g the skuU was destroyed Tb 
portions of these thrtt burials Ja; outside the c;cava~:CSaS(em 
and few bones below the pelvis were recove d area, 

The(; h · re. ourt grave 1n lb.is group (coatcxt 1087) , 
Gra\~ 1086 mid had been dcstro . wi.a beneath 
I~ bones~·•---Iii .a. ycd 111 pan by Voult 3. Only lhc 
-o uu-.;,;:....., n n-were rea)\~ It prob bl 

be ass.ignM to the same broad period as th th a Y $houJd 
$kc:let0n$ in al) the gravtS v.-cr.e those of d~ 

0 
~r graves. The 

grt\11:S 1085 and l086 couJd be sexed a:d .~':. nly ~d~'O, from 
pcrha ' .. : .... ,.1,. ' .. , .. ...,,. V.'Cf't J cnti6cd 

ps SU1Pfi-,wJ', as ma'c (stt' below pp 148-14 9).• , 

Plate 17. RA 1973: Grave 1084 (Phase 15- 16). 
See Fig 39(b) for location. (Photograph Kevin 
StubbsffVAT) 

Plate 18. RA 1973: Grave 1085 (Phase 15-1~)­
See Fig 39(b) for location. (Photograph Ke-,n 
Srubbs/IVAT) 

The Grave in the Northern Chapel. The fifth, ind btSl 
prt~rved, grave (context J 083) was in the northern chi~· 11.t 
rdationshjp to the Uldy Cbnpcl is not completdy ddt, in that 
the evidence is contradictory. On I.he one hand, it setmS th4i 
the &rave was $Ca led by the grawl and morrnr sub0oor of tl>t 
chapel, and certainly, except for a mora1ar patch (co.n;'f' 
l 008), there is. no inditation that tbis tcvel was ''151!1 

disrutbcd when it was first cleared, On Lhc othtr h9nd' tl\~ 
patch of mortar which partiully, but by oo ro(ans compl~t • 1 

sealed the grave, was marked wir:h tile, or similar. Ullprts~ 
These were much larger than the 0oor tiles found dscwhdt'.00 ?'t noors of tht: ch~pels. The most satisfactory inu:rprtta~ 
15 that the grnve was i.ns.c.rttd through the chap('l Ooor, und 
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ft of gnt\'cl and mortar was C3.refu1ly repaired, but 
the sub oor of the grave Lhc original 0oor tiles were not 
tbJt ondcoi is possible that the J3rger impressions on the 
rtPlact • eh represent some sort of tomb or monument raised 
aior1at P;,,1e The g.rovc contained lhe skeleton of a man who 
"''d ~c 4; ;"'(ffl old -ar the li.mc of bis death. The patholog)' 
•1$ :t ;:eleton suggested that lhc man had been •richly 
o(dt'd' and therefore, he may h:wc been a person of some 
Cl\' 1th ' d s"t~tus (see below p 148) .7 lmrnediatdy adjac:;cm to 
~a •: \\"11.S part of another gra,·c (context l 10 I)_., which cut 
: l:.\.adY Chap<I footings. It was itself lnrgely desuoy<d by 

Vsult 1. 

Discussion 

The presence of male burials may be explained in 
one of 1wo ways. Firstly, they could be the burials 
of men anached tO the nunnery in some official 
capaci1y; we know of both clergy, for example 
chaplains and prebends, and of secular officers. [t 
is perhaps more like.ly thar they are the burials of 
clergy than minor abbey officials. One would 
expect the latter to have been interred in their own 
burial plot within the precinct, or in the parish 
burial ground. The alternative explanation is that 
!hey art the burials of patrons or officials of higher 
social standing who might we!J have been 
accorded a place of such honour. 

The East End Chapels: their 
Function and Name 

The chapels are in the position usually occupied by 
the Lady Chapel. The evidence for a pair of 
chapels in each phase of construction, and for the 
double dedication - to the Virgin Mary and St 
Eihe0eda - has been noted above (p 79). It is 
possible that the two chapels served as the Lady 
Chapel, and there is some evidence to support th.is 
idea. In a statement by the p rioress Emma Powes 
during the visitation of Dr Hede in 1502 reference 
w:is made to the roof of the Lady Chapel being in 
decay (VCH Hampshire, Vol 2, 130). 

Notes 

~ publjshcd figure for the nor;UHloulh mc.asuremem is 
hft (Llvting: 1906J 70; Luce l 948, 25), but in notes) 
Prtttnd)' held in the Vicarage Romscy and apparently 
~a<;te by Berthon for a lecture in 1872, the measurement is C~ t$ 30ft. ~ .rthon d~ not seem to ha\"C published his 
on th ~· Surpns1ngly1 he does not mention the exca.vations 
hi c ~dy Chapel' in the chapter on Romsey Abbey in 

s pubbibcd memoirs (Bcnhon 1899, 153- 65) , 

Plate 1_9. RA 1973: Grave 1083 (Phase 15-16). 
See Fig 39(b) for location. (Photograph Kevin 
Stubbs/TVAT) 

2 Sec: Note l for references. 
3 Stubb5 1973, 5tatcd that the doorway was a -secondary 

feature insencd into the waU io the late fourteenth or carlv 
fifteenth century at t.hc time of the <::onsuuction of thC 
additionol oi1l• on the north side of lhe Abb•1•. While 
accepting that the thttshold is a secondar)' feature - in the 
essentially Norman north wall - lhere is no reason 10 

assume that it is not contemporary with I.he rt'building or 
the c.ast end chnpcls. 

4 Latham, Notebooks, Vol 2, p 19.3, Ln addition to the 
medallions, there \1/AS also a crucifixion scene. The 
information on the scheme or decomtion and on the date 
of the wall paintings comes from an (incomplete) draft 
reporr on the wnll paintings by W David Parke 
(in formation from Kevin Stubbs). This draft report is 
pHL of the site archive. 

5 Th.c references tQ painted stone, and the $uggtstion about 
the: decoration of the east end chapels, arc from tht draft 
rcporc on wall painlings (see Note 4). No come~t 
information is given. A painted stone leaf, and an anal)'StS 
of ,he pigment is also referred to ~ lhe rcpo~t- No ttJ)Qrt 

on the latter analysis is to be found m the irch.ivt, 
6 The references ro the archive Humall. bone repon 

{Osborne 1988) arc as follows: 
Grave ( 1084) - p 4: RA 73 Grave 2 
Grove ( 1085) - pp~: RA 73 Gro'< 3 
Grove (1086) - pp 5-6: RA 73 Gm< 4 
Grav,, ( 1087) - p 6: RA 73 Grave 5 

7 Arc:b.ive bone report: Osbomc 1983, PP 2-4, RA 73 G·ra,'t' 
I (= (1083)] 
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Chapter 7 

The Parish Church Aisle 

The Parish Church Aisle 
and Associated Structures 
Th AbbeY at Romsey not only served as the nuns' 

he h but also was the location for the cure, rth ·1 
11J1111Spe<>Ple's parish church. The no d nd. ~ve _a1s e 
,is s,t aside for this purpose and had a e ,canon -
ro s, uwrence - separate from those of the Abbey 
pt')PC'· \\'1hen the parish first began to use ~e north 
ai~e is uncertain. The first vicar was appointed by 
Bishop Asser in 1321, but a deed of the Abbess 
Cecilia (1238-47) refers to Adam, a Canon of 
Ramsey who was also rector of St Lawrence. 
lndffil ;here had been presbyters and 'clericuli' 
~rded at Romsey Abbey as early as 1130 (Liveing 
1906, 125). In the later thirteenth century there is a 
reference to 'The Prebend of the Church of St 
1.awn.'llce lhe greater in the House or Church of the 
Monastery ofRomsey' (Luce 1948, 30). 

By 1403 lhe side aisle was in need of repair, and 
p06Sibly no longer adequate to accommodate the 
towMpeople. Bishop William of Wykeham 
undertook the repair of the north nave aisle and 
gianted a faculty for an increase in the size of the 
parish church. This enlargement was achieved by 
building an additional north aisle. The north wall of 
the new aisle extended from the north transept to 
the north porch (Fig 40). The first four bays of the 
Norman north wall were opened up, and the west 
wall of the north transept was pierced. The transept 
became lhe chancel of the enlarged parish church. 

The Evidence for the Additional Parish 
Church North Aisle and Associated Features 

~ ~t of Uk north aisle was firs·t investigated in a limited 
Y m l975, but only in 1988 did the opportunicy arise to ::'° an almost complete plan of the parish church north wall 
Pm of the plan or the mcdit\•al north porch. 

1975 Excava.ri A • . iddi . ons sceuon wus cut across the footing of the 
Ind :onal ,Plrish _church iislc adjaccot co the north transept, 
Tbtse ~ttial ~lion excavated in the 1975 soakaway (Fig 15). 
or ~\'atJOns establi.shcd thnt the footing was constn1ctc.d 
lht footm.g chalk. lo the ,cction adjacent tQ the- nol'th transtpt 
to 1 dtpth m;-3st1rtd IIPPn>xitnaccly l .2 in wide, and ,urvived 
~ 1 ; about 0.3 m. In I.he section in the sc,akaway, 
deep, Th ~ Wts\, the. <:halk footing measured at li:as.t 0.0 rn 
bcrwctti ~ di£rcrtnc~ 1n the surviving depth of the footing 

c two s«'t10n$ m~y simply be due to the truncation 

of the section by later activity adjacent to l.he 1ra.nsept. 
Unfortunatel)' in lhe absence or levels from the cxca\18tion this 
cannot be confirmed., and lhercforc it remains a possibility that 
the difference relates to the posi1ion5 of the sections. lt i• 
possible t hnt it was felt by the builders to be unntttssar:y co 
exC3vatc lhc footing to the s:ime depth adjacent co lhe n<.>rth 
transept. This question has to remain open. 

The new aisle and che existing north nave akle were joined 
by the OP,ening out of lhc first four bays of the Norman north 
wall. 1'he half buttrCSscs between the bays were left as picn. In 
the same way the norm t:raosep, west wall was pierced by an 
,rchway. In Bay 2 the floor (conmct 3 181) of the pari,h church 
could be sten (Fig 27a). It was made up of a layer wrious1y 
described as •yeUO\\• mortar' aod 'pebbly mortar'. The Ooor "'U 

not visible in Bay l ., and it may have been destroyed or 
obscured by p,ost-Dissolution \\--Ork. In Bay 3 it sec:nu to have 
been obscured or destroyed b)' later repairs to the footings. Bay 
4 was 1101 recorded in the excavation. The Ooor was not visible 
in the \VCSt wall of the nonh tr.lnStpt because it had been dug 

. I 975· N nave aisle wall, Bay 2, 
Plate 20. RA • Th . Norman flint rubble 
viewed from the N. c . ealed by a thin 
footing (contcxr 3188=318~) •~tove this is the 
mortar layer (context 308 i246) of the post• 
rubble footing _(conrext In the foreground is 
Dissolution blocl.<iog ofBa;;·rraosept. Sec Fig 27 
part of the lace Saxon no h Kevin StubbslfVA'D 
(a) for location. (Photograp 
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(a) 1975 Sedion G-H 

N__, ____________ _J 

319" 

3195 3194 

(c) 1975 $ediOn S-T 

s ,..----, 

3192 

3161 

(b) 1975 Section E· F 

s 

31-87 

N 

3090 

0 t==--==- - -==::::i' m 

Fig4l RA1975·S • • -· ecuons. See Figs 14 & 40 for location of sections. 

out after the Ois~I • 
'il.'U recorded \\'l~non. ~o unequivocal evidence for the floot 
its r>ossi.'bJ the aisle, although there are a number of 

Folio--~ mak<-up lay<,N (contex<s 319.3-3196) (Fig-Ila). 
north g lhc dcmolmon of the additional ais1c Ute origioal 
Ba)-s t:O~ ;as r~•tstablisbe,d. The windows in Lhc restored 
sitnUar wind 3 ~ m J>C~nd1cu1ar Style. Odginally the-re were 
nineteenth :" in Bays I and 2, but they were replaced in the 
windW' .... ,!"t\lry by replica Norman ones. However th~ 

... cenes wtre saJ -..a d I'. • ' • on the bound V1;1:gl!;\I an nO\v 1orm a folly which hes 
Yieara,gt'$ Tw!ry bctv.·een the gar-dcni; of the new and former 
tnd t\\'o had ~r lhc north aisle window, were squa,re-t'oppcd 

pomicd arches. All arc in Perpendicular style . 

11tc bases of three or the butltt$ses of the north n.u,'(' wall 
were io\'cstigatcd in the cxc.a,·,nions. 1"he base or the buttrC$S 
bet\1,'tt.n bays I and 2 was no longer C.'(tnm. 1bc base ofbunff$S 
213 (contcXt 3310) was largely CQ.tnplete (Fig 42). It 1S clear Ulat 
ii po$t.-dated the dem0Jjti-0n of the addiri-on."ll aisle, and that it 
form.cd part of the res1ored north n.a1,•e wall. Both of 1hese 
bum1csscs: wm subsequently ttm0vcd in lhc nineteenth «rltur)' 
when .(,lays l and 2 were remodelled and the \\-indow, rcpt:iccd • 
One ,of the buttrCSSCS remo,«r no"' fomu parl of the folly in the 
vicaruge garden. The third buurcu (ButU'C$S :3/4) bc'rwcen bays: 
; u:nd 4 is oompk~c (oontc);ts 3J 61 & 3090) (Fig 4 lc). 

Thcr~ arc as man)' as six possible graves which can be 
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Fig 42 RA 1975: Plan ofposr-Dissolution buttress ('.3310), set in clay (3309). 

associated with the use of the additional parish chu:rch ai,tc. or 
these: three c:a.n be identified with ccrtainey (contexts :3095, 
3096 & 3097) (Fig 14). Other graves are recorded in lh,e site 
notebook but CfflOOt be lo-catcd.1 The three idenrifiab1e gravtS 
were orie:otatcd c:ast-wc,1 and lay paraJlcl ro one a.n:olhet. They 
were cut through the footings (context 3093) of the wes:t wall 
of lhe north transept. Following the dc:moJition c>f the ai$lc, 
after the Ois1olutionJ the grave, we.cc largely emptied and 
packed with flint and $tones (context 3222) to allow Lbe 
rebuilding of the 1ranscp1 wall. Although there are Jome 
fr3gmcms of bones) J>O$Sibly from Gra,•e 3095, iL ~ccms I.bat 
theburiaJs were removed when the footings were rebuilt. i-

1988 Excavations (Fig 40) AJmoSL the entire length of the 
c-halk footings (cont.r.xt 6004) of the additional north aasle "'-ere 
exposed during the re--surfacing work in 1988. The footings 
extended for l8, 7m from the north transept to lhe m~icval 
porch, They overlaid part of the porch footing (context 6023), 
continuing tll:u they had been built 11ftcr the po«h footing. 
The pl3n of the parish church north wall was dearly visibJe, 
1"hcre were footing, for three bunrcises, :ipproximotely 
opposite the half•buttrcues ( 1/2 & 2/3) and buttress (3/4) on 
the present north wall, 

Discuss.ion 

The Foundation and D emolition Date 
The date of the construction of the additional 
north aisle is quite clear. The faculry granted by 
Bishop William of Wyke.ham on I 0th May J 403 
allowed the parishioners to pull down the wall of 
the north aisle from the transept co the porch and 
to rebuild on a larger scale ( VCH Hampshir; Vol 
2, 129). The acchaeological evidence suggest; that 

the actual work involved consisted of the building 
of the new aisle to the north of the existing north 
aisle., and the opening up of the north wall of the 
same and of the west wall of the north cransept. 

Precisely how soon after 1403 the work was 
carried our is uncertain. There is the will of 
Thomas Sboner 1464-67 in which be left 6s Sd 
for 'the fabric of the new aisle' (Liveing 1906, 
182). This might be taken to confirm the early 
fifteenth-century date for the aisle or suggests lhat 
building work was delayed until the middle of tht 
century. $hotter also left a bequest for the 
Brotherhood of St George. The date of the 
foundation of this brotherhood is not known, but 
it is interesting that Edward TV granced leners 
patent for 'a perpetual chantry of one chaplain . • • 
to be called the chaplain of the Chantry of St 
George' on 17th February 1475 (Cal Patent Rolls 
AD 1467- 1477, 569). The enlarged parish church 
must have been almost twice the size of the 
original church, and the creation of a new chantr)' 
may have been made possible because of the 
additional space created. 

The Appearance of the North Aisle 
T he appearance of the parish aisle can b~ 
established with some certainty, becau$e _parts ~ 
•ts structure were re-used after its demohtion, an 
still survive. h 

It is probable that the windows from I e 
demolished parish aisle were used in the re-
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Plate 21. N wall of the nave, detail 
of Bay 4, showing window inserted 
after the Dissolution and following 
the demolition of the additional 
north aisle. (Photograph TVAT) 

blocking of the north nave wall. This cannot be 
proven. :n,e architectural style of the windows is 
Perpendicular, which would be appropriate for the 
da~e suggested for the construction of the aisle 
(F,g 22), However, it would also be the current 
style at !be time of the Dissolution, which is the 
:gested date for the demolition of the aisle. It is 

. ikely that the town would be able ro afford new 
w~nddows, and more probable that existing 
wm o~s would be salvaged. 

It • . Diss IS. similarly suggested that the post-
d ol~uon buttresses were also derived from the 
fmohshed parish aisle. Only one is now still in 

P thac; (Buttress 3/4), between Bays 3 and 4 but 
e 1ou d • ' 

(F
. n auons of the others have been found 
1g41c). 

for~~ Ibis ~etailcd information, and the evidence 
the roof lme of the additional aisle preserved in 
wou~c~ wall _of the north 1ransept (PI 23), it 
th Possible to re-construct in some detail 

e appearance of the parish north aisle. 

Graves associated with the Parish 
Church 
William Molens, a dyet, in bis will dated I Sib August 
1494 and proved I 0th January 1495, requested his 
'body to be buried before the image of Saini Katerin 
in the north aisle of the parish church of S. Laurence 
in Romsey, if it please God that I should decease 
there' (Llveing I 906, I 83). As has been seen above 
(pp 93-4) there are archaeologically attested burials 
within the north aisle. ft can be noted chat Molens 
also 0eft money t0 the Brotherhood of $1 George. 

The Parish Belfry, or 
Campanile 
The nunnery will have had its own bells and ch~re 
is evidence 10 confirm this at least for the period 
immediately before the Dissolution. In a letcer to 
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Sar Thomas Seymour, dated from Romsey on 
27th December I 538, John Foster, joint rccch•er 
of the Abbey lands, wrote 'and better, 6 bells be 
worth J;IOO at least' (Coldicou 1989, 138). The 6 
bells were sold to John White of London (sec 
below p99).1 

The parish bells were \CJ)arate from tho,e of the 
Abbey and were hung in a frcc-s1andina belfry, 
which Livcmg dcscnocs as being sited 10 the cast 
of the churchyard It is probable that it stood just 
10 the cast of the present Church Road (Fig 3). 
The precise location is 001 known, but it is 
possible, c,,:n probable, that ll stood on the snc 
later occupied by Belfry Conaaes. Live1ng 
comments that the plot wu still yielding an 
income of J;I, per annum when he was writing. 

L vcang ( 1906, 270 71 ), following Latham, 
au~ts t:bat the belfry was finally dcmoll$hcd and 
the bdls re-huna in the Abbey only in 1624. 
HO\\'C'.tt, it 1> po<<able that the bclJs W'tte transferred 

Plate 22. W wall of the N transept, 
showing blocked archway _ with 
inserted window, and the roof hne of 
the additional north aisle demolished 
after the D1ssoluuon. (Photograph 
TVAT) 

from the campanile 10 the abbey bell towtt 11 an 
earlier date. The will of Sir Froncis Fleming (1558) 
bequeathed 'tow11rd,, the h3ngin& of the bell, in die 
tower 20s' and earlier m 1557 Simon Clcrke had 
left I ls 4d for the same purpose (U,·eina I 906: 
27 I). The problem is that 'the hanging of the bclh 
,s not a preci~ term, and could simply mean the re­
hanging of bells m the same belfry. , 

The question is undoubtedly confused bi 
recent work on the timber frame of the bclf~ f 
This project has included a programme 0 

dendrochronological sampling. The fclling dates 
for the main part of the umber _belfry •r~ 
consistent and give an estimated felling dar~~ 
AD 1512- 1538(H1llamaodGl'O\-csA.\1.LZ4 ·cJ 
l>1ther the timberwork in the belfry was rent" k 
just pnor 10 the O1ssolutioo, or the timbcrwor 
was replaced shortly after the Dissol~tl:• 
possibly when the parish bells were re-bung in < 
Abbey bell cower.• 
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Notes unJoc.,tcd graves 3i:c as follows; 
Tbedt01Jlsof the 'bed as 'grave cuning with its 

()OJI)' descri 
Corncx1 , - 3 to3) Gr.t\'CJ . . • 
occupant· l- ( d •bed as a 'circular mtru51on .. , 
Cootclt'.t (3032): esc-nf bo.ne and a line of coffin (?) nails'. 

Wiling frsgmc-nts o 

'°1-
0

(3108)? Groved] ••-• as 'Med buriol below 2nd Bay - (3-084): escmxcu • 
Context - (3123) Grave} 
btJttrdS l)ase'. (- h tmv of these graves were. Context 
h is not clear w ~re, gl'avc as hs description suggests. 
(1032) m3y no~hich \Vas i:umbc-rcd by ADR, coul_d be 
Gfll\-C (30

84>• of half•buttress 1 /2, or 213. There 1.s no 
1,1ndcr the_ b.ase c for O grave under either buttres_s. No 
cs1tnt evident any of lhcsc contexts appears m the 
hufflaD bone ro~t (Osborne 1988). 
Af'Chi\'t bone rep<> not distinguished in the iitC record. 

2 The thre• gral.l~=~• labelled ( 12) ('black infilling') o, The fill of a u• 

(14) ('rubble footing,') in the she notebook. There Is 11 

little skeletal rn.accrial from (14). (Osbame 1988, p 11
1 

RA 
7S, ( 14) t~?(309~)}. 

3 1'-bc timber frame of the abbey belfry is currcnrly being 
recorded. Beneath lht currtnt be.ll&amc-1 which holds cigth 
bells :i.nd dates to the end of the eighteenth ce,nl\uy, Lt the 
base or an earlier &rune. Thi$ supported a 11\'C bell ring. The 
belfry projoc, is largely funded by ~h H<ritage, with a 
contribution from Romsey Parodual. Chu.rcll Council. The 
latter funding was provided by grant aid from Hampshire 
Cou.rny Council and Test Valley Borough Council. Staff of 
Test. VaUcy Archacologk:al Trust nrc undettakin,g the work 
and providing management 1:ldvicc {or the project. 

4 The dendrochronological information is taken from tht 
draft Andem Monuments Laboratory ~pon (HUklm and 
G-roves 24194). The work on the bdfry is still in progress 
(2.0h November 1993) and full discussion of the struaurc 
aod dating of the belfry will ha1,-e to wait for the completion 
of the project 
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The Dissolution 

Jljstorical Evidence1 

The exact date of the suppression of the 
n=ery at Romsey is not known. It was still in 
emtence 1n February 1539, but had been 
dissolved by Michaelmas of the same year. 
There 1s circumstanual evidence that it was 
surrendered by April 1539. It was in April that 
S.r ~11liam Paulet bought the manor rectory 
and ndvowson of the vicarage of the parish 
clnizch of ltchen Stolte 'belonging to the late 
monastery of Romscy, Hnnts' (Leucrs and 
Paotn Vol XIV pan I (April 1539), Item 906 
(11). 

Most of the immediate precinct was 
purchased by Francis Fleming only in 1546. 
The following year he also acquired the 
Broadlands Estate. The only parts of the 
precinct not acquired by Fleming were the 
d.-.t.·, chamber and adjacent buildings, and the 
piece of land called 'Paradise', the gatehouse 
• d rece,.·cr's lodging and the 'le Systers 
house'. Apart from the gatehouse, which was 
m«l at the southwest corner of the Market 
Place the locauon of these properties is not 
kno-.-n (sec above pp 75- <,). 

The Abbey itself was purchased by the 
churchwardens and parishioners for £ I 00 1n 
IHt. The bells from the abbey had already 
been sold to John White of London. The 
P« ervauon of the body of the church was 
U\ured by this purchase, which no doubt in part 
• inade possible because of the long 
:tablishcd tradition of parish worship within 
A;~orth aisle of the Abbey. Althouah the 

! church was preserved by this purchase 
Ctrtl.ln \t . ' ructurcs around 1t and attached to 11 
•ttt de 1· h dnme _mo 15 ed. The cto,sters and most of the 
P-lba~~c buildmgs were cleared, but part of the 
lh,i d e refectory m the south rnngc survives 10 
p;,: :Jt ay (1ee above pp l>8-9) The additional 
in lh ~~le added to the north side of the nave 
Pn • 1 teenth century was also demolished, 
Fin•:abli• because It had become ~upcr0uou~. 
dtnio~ the eastern pair or chapch were 

ed. 

The Demolition of the 
Cloisters, and the South 
and West Domestic Ranges2 

The Archaeological Evidence 
I 9H: W<t01 Rance (F,a 29) 'ITh<n 11 -.-a, dcmoblh<d, lhc ltrcc 
nonh ,oulh wall (contex12172) ofw ,...,. .....,,.., rtdll«d 
to• IUn"l'-"n& M'1aht of about O.?Otn. On the north hcit of chc 
doorA-.y the tihlar roan, blocb ,...,.. compktdy robbed ... -.y. 
whilt onl)' one count of those: on tbt south 11dt of the 
doorA,.y •umffil "' 11tu Bloclwla lhc doort,I)', and ndlna •r 
m"tf the dtmob"hcd wall wb • rooun1 of Rant and rubble tct 
u\ clay (context 2 l) 1 •2156). This too wa. ahpltd 
north 110111h, and "'1> approuma«ly 0.8m wide. 

·l'hc dann1 cvidcn«, lunutd lhouch it~ ,upporu the ldd 
lha1 the: dcmobuon or W v."dt nnse wu earned out after the 
d,ssoluuon. 11,e nun and n,bbk roouna app,an to tu,,~ ottl<d 
a l•~r or d<mohtion d<brt, anJ a ptl (<Onl<llt 2167) "'""" lhc 
door,,,ay. • 11'cr< is no daw,i e,,dcn« from lhc rubble (OOl"'i 
111clf or from 1ht J>II. No poucry can bt 101,nt.J with 
complc-tc confidtttcc to the dnnolmon debris wal~ by lhc 
foc:,nns, bul thtff: Jj MC l'()Utr)' lfOUP "hdt may hn't come 
rrom ,udl • 1.,..,. And lhctt arc OkO olhcr po<tcry SN>UP' dw 
may h<tp 10 elate th< clcmob1ion o( bolh w ,.,.., ra~ an<! lhc 
clomcn, anJ the conitrUC"llOl'l of the nonh--tOUth Om1 rubblr 
roonna 

11,e t.ey povp of fu>d• 11 thal whicll can be am$0cd 10 • 

J1yu (cont<Xt 214 I) wh,<h ,ea11 lhc 0- of lhc -.-c<1 "'11< 
There it ii()me C'\idel'k.'.c that this ll)tt .,.....,, ktkd b> dw rubbk 
(oonna 1n the earlier doo,-. ■)', bu1 tht 1.11c rcc(\r~ arc not 
oomplctdy «nam on 1hd pou,t. The poncr, fn\m tin. t,1'1.rca 
K of JUCtccnth to 1C'\'Cnl.CC'nth century da1c. Th11 ffllftt l1ff • 
1crminut pott qucm for the bun11 of the Ooot, prtSumabl)' 
when the, w~,, ra.nac was Jcmoluhcd. The cqu1~1 c,lC\test 
(2120) 1n the cloi1ur did not produce any da11bk find,. A 
lay« h,.t,<T up ,n 1hc ,11111,.nipb1< ,equme< (rontcn (le:!!) 
producxd ooly p0ntt) ofthlrtee:nth to fou.nttnlh Cfflnu)' 

·rtus h qwte ddrly ttadual . I• 
Thr '"''O aJdmonaJ pour- of rc•Utt)· from probable J-'05-

thnoluuon con1011 that require com"!tnt ~m~ '= 
(Kmolmon b)-en. Cc.tl'ltext 21-17 UI Area K..X, " 11 .......:_1 

··- ·-~ .. •miJl<d .,.,.,_ r1ngc was d,naiba1 u, mor;; a1tc M th 
rd~ 10 bk~luna and dc1,trucoon (Ac)'. Prdumablr ~ ... :5 

.a. 1.on "' the fhnt aod NllUIC 
an obbquc rd'«ffl« hi "''c- tdCUU'\k,: · \'fhat ii ksl 
fooMI ( COOICXI 21 )J c 2UO) unJ<r ~,cu':"'·~Joclon1 and 
urum •• qu11c how 11)--er 2147 f'fllt {. ll' c 11 iet'ff'I\ rnost 
,tt.:,rro,uon• rcrrncrued by the Om1 °'''~~· _.__ ---------•~ ~ 

be poratT Of larct 111 dalC' 1n1l u...- RI-Vl"""' 
ldr.dy tt'I ~n.tcm Con ., 117 ._ ... , pOSPl1l) cquJ\-aleo1 
unocna,n on t1ut: po1.nt . t~ .. "' ,he v.«i ,aner. Tbt bttt"t 
tt' 1..a,·,r 2140 1n Arca K. •™' •-ith ,bably ,cated b) a furtha 
contamcJ no poncr), but v.·as pt\! dn,L: bed •• a dal'k flOl) 
Jcmohue'.ln cvnttxt 21 )8, •h.ch "• " 
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with slate, oyster shell, '11nd green glazed pQt.'. This hlycr 
oom:1ined a siieablc group of pcmcry :ind may hnve sea.led the 
rubble rooting. The ponet)' a.1s1emblagc from conrcxt 2147 can 
probably be dntcd to the scvcnu:enth ccniury, ~!though it 
contains 3 quantity of residual mcdicva.1 material. The 
assemblage from comcxt 2138 is made up of a mixture of 
medieval and post-medieval wares, and could probably be 
dated 10 the sixteenth, or SC\•cntccath century, A late sU:tccntl\ 
or seventeenth century date seems most Hkely. None of the 
contexts cont.lining lhC$c p01tcry group$ ate clearly identified 
on site drawings. 

Dating of the West Range demolition 
The exact da te and fu nction of the rubble 
structure (context 2131=2l56) arc uncertain. Ifit 
supported a wall, it is unclear what purpose the 
wall served, particularly if i1 is accepted that (he 
demolition of the west range occurred after the 
dissolution, and chat i1 coincided with the end of 
the useful life of the cloister. However, it is 
possible that the west range was demolished some 
time prior to !he dissolution, and tha1 the cloister 
continued in use. In that event, it may be tha1 !he 
flint and rubble footing represenced a new 
structure which replaced the original domestic 
range on the western side of the clofater. It is 
conceivable thar this structure consisted of both 
lhe new oorch-south wall and the small ease-west 
wall 2171 already discussed (above pp, 73-4), in 
which case, the laner would not have been a 
secondary feature of chc west range, !but rather 
part of a completely new strn,rnre. 

However, the evidence of the pottery from 
contexts 2141, 2147 and 2 138, if it can be taken 
at face value, does not completely rule out the 
earlier demolition of the wes1 range, but does 
ralher suggest that the demolition of I.be west 
range followed, ralher than pre-dated !he 
clissolution of the nunnery, and char any str~cture 
bmlr on_ the Clint rubble footing was post­
Suppress,on m date and probably in ex:isteocc for 
only a brief period. 

The Archaeological Evidence 
South Range 'ft_t!rc is little, or no, direct tvicfencc for the: 
date of the dcmohtion of the cloistcl"$ from the exa.\.·ati<tns. As 
already n~t~, the s?uth range wu onJy partially demolished, 
and there 1s httlc dating evidence for the date of chc dc.moliti 
of the lhosc part$ that wer~ dismantled. 1be work need on 
ha\'C fol.lowed. immediately upon the dissolution. not 

The Ctoiste.-s There is littlcJ or no dircc:t cvid----- r.0 1h d f·• d 1·· f ~ ~,, ..... ,1r t ate 
o u1e emo 1uon o the cloistert 6:om the excavaci Fo ., purposes ( hi . ons. r u\c 
or lhe I~ t s rc~ri_,dndhas .been assumed that the demolition 

c Oliters coinci e with the ruing of 1h , H,.., .... ... 1h · l'nJ . e- "est range 
V " ._ .... r ere 1$ I e CVldmcc from the l974 cxcivntion with~ 

the cl<,>1-~tc:tl to ~nfinn or (Cftuc this hypothesis. In 1980 the 
small excavation m the garden of Nos 1,-15 Th Abbe' ( 
19$3.81) l'C'\>calcd that pan of the area whid\ h;d ~ Y. A 
by I.he, ~uth cloisttr walk had been dug away, pcrhap~=d 
We butldin,g of a ct.11.ar, in the iixt1.~nth or, more rob:tbl . g 
seventeenth or even cightttnlh cc-nru 'Th _ P Y, the 
layers of bacldiU (contexts 46, 48, 49 ty5o} c~~c;J' fror_n lhe 
or_Vcf\~~ and othc:r POst•Mcdje,xa,J carthcn,,.,•arc a nu.xture 
ev,deooe It not conclusive for it gi\ I : The poncry 
(or the demolition of the cloister. 'CS on Y a iernmriu am~ q"cm 

The Demolition of the East 
End Chapels 
The exact date of the demolition of the chapel 
the east end is 001 recorded, and it has alws at 
been assumed, quite reasonably, that it took pl:ys 
following the purchase of the Abbey by the 10 ~e 
in 1544. le is recorded tha1 the Lady Chapel ;; 
in poor _repair in 150 1 <C:oldicon 1989, 119). 1} 
no repaus had been carried out, then it can be 
presu_mcd chat by 1544 the fabric will have 
deteriorated furlher. Even had repairs been 
undertaken, it is possible that by the time the 
town took over the Abbey !he chapels were in a 
poor sca1e. Ir would have been a major task 
because it involved not simply the removal of the 
chapels, itself a straightforward job, but also the 
blocking of the resulting openings in me east 
wall. 

After demolition of the chapels their 
foundations will h~ve survived below ground, only 
to be de,stroyed p,ecemeal by the construction of 
brick vaulcs and the cligging of graves in the 18th 
and 19th centuries. It is likely that the chapels 
were dismantled ar the same time as 1he aisle 
which had served as part of !he parish church, o~ 
the norrh s,de of the Abbey church. There is no 
direct dating evidence from rhe foundation 
trenches for the blocking walls. 

Plate 23. RA 1973: E end Chapels. The N 
buttress to the rerro-choir wall formed from the 
cue down N wall of the chapels viewed from the 
N. The photograph shows the ill-fitting post­
D issolution facing (contex1 I 053) and the 
lhreshold (conrexr 1001) of the door chrough the 
N wall of the east chapels. (Photograph Kevin 
Stubbs/TVAT) 

... 
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DEMOLITION 

h3eological Evidence 
'fbeArC 

for the p0st•Oissotution Buttresses 1'ne 
1973: E,-idcn~ walls (contexts l 050 & l 051) survived a.s 
o,,rtb and sout .hcY join the retro-choir wall, and these 
.«&IIIP1 "'here 1 eser\>td as bunress.es (or the cilst ....,+all. They 
~~ts v.-e:rt P:

51 
f'aci.n.S,S (cootcxl:1 1051 & 1053)., which fit 

rert JS''dl ~~ is parrieu.Jarly noticeable in the case of the 
1"Y poo<ly. (conttxts 1050 & 1052), which has a facing 
oo~ but:: wider than the bucucssJ so that it overlaps 
dJ;at " m The facing of the southern buttress (contexts I 05 L ~r , t,ener fit, but like its northern counterpart it has 
.l IOS"3 is made out of already dressed stone that wa$ ~!;fy0

10 hand, rather than sl'One that wus s-pecialJy cut 

roe .,, purJ>O"' • 

i,7)· The Blocking of the Retro-Choir Wall The 
:l'lgs through the cast wall to the ambulatory, or rct:ro­

::
1 h.td 10 bt blockt'd off, and windows inserted, To this 

cr:t'thc windows, put into rhe Le.dy Chapel when it was 
rtb~h at the statt of the 14th century, were saved. New. 
COCPP3fllth-cly shallow foundations (contexts l O I O & I O 13, 
snd 1016 & 1017), 10 sup~rt the blocking walls (contexts 

1009 & 1039), were- excavated into the footings ~f the retro .. 
choir ,nll (fig-38a). ·nie $tonework of the: blocking was of a 
rwooable qualh:y, and the walls were bu.ilt ,vith a chamfered 
plinth 10 match the test of the outer wal1s of the AbbC)' 
ch\l:rth. However, no attempt wu made co modify the 
etistina walb flenk.ing the newly blocked openings. The.sc 
kctions of wall, as already noted (p 82), had been built 
14ithout a ctmnfen:d plinth, since they \\'C.re inte,ndcd ro be 
1111c:riar walls. lnternslly the inserted walls butted up aga.ins-r 
die -.'Ill paintings that decorated the archways to the Lady 
Cb.ipc,J. The inner medallions have been cut by the new wall 
(ltt '"°'" p 87). 

The windows, when chef \\'Cte put in.- were inscncd too 
biih up in the wallJ with the result that their tops were cut 
off by the round Norman arches inside the ease end or the 
Abbey church. To quote Sir Richard Luce, 'This work or rc­
cttttiog the ditplaced windows was done in a curiously 
ctrtlC$$ and inartistic manner. 1n the case of the Decoraccd 
windows in lhc reuo•c.hoir, the fitting wH so badly done 
Wt room had not been left for the tops of the arches or 
allier •. .' (Luce l948, 52). It was for this reason that in 
1866 the Re,, 8 L Bctthon lowered the windows (Benhon 
IS99, 1)9·60). 

Interpretation 

There is clear evidence that the work of 
dl!lllOlitioo, and the necessary making good that 
followed, was not carried out to a high standard. 
~sumably funds were io short supply. 

mmem has already been made on the poor 
~•ccution of the facings of the newly created 
Uttresses, and Sir Richard Luce's comments 

: 0~:- ~ncerniog the re-setting of the windows. 
lb a 11ton, attention should be drawn to the fact 

1
~t no attempt seems co have been made to 
fro:~ the last vestiges of the vaulting for chapels 
the r ~ ~•st wall of the Abbey church. Parts of 
surJ,:'nmg, the responds, and the columns 
This . ~n the present east wall of the church. 
c,ide's Ortunate for posterity, for as a result 
desu:c~ lhat might Otherwise have been 
lhe ,:ins has ?een preserved, and has allowed 
success. ~cnon of the Structural history of the 
~ater ••cnfi hapels in greater detail and with 

co 1dence. 

The Demolition of the 
Parish Aisle and North 
Porch 

IOI 

It is probable that the additional par,·sh • 1 d I• h d , . . a1s e was 
emo is e ,oUowmg the Dissolution and afrer the 

purchase of the abbey by the town in 1544_ There 
ts no documeotar~ <:<>nfirmatioo of the date of the 
demohnoo, but this is the most likely context. With 
the purchase of the Abbey the north aisle would 
ha~e. been redundant, and a useful source of 
building materials, either for the repair and upkeep 
of the Abbey, or for sale 10 raise money. 

The purchase of the Abbey, it has been 
suggested, removed the need for the extra 
ac~ommodation provided by the north aisle. lf 
dus argument is accepted, then it is reasonable 10 
suppose that the aisle was demolished shortly after 
the purchase in I 544. The 1975 and 1988 
excavations did oat p rovide any evidence to date 
the demolition. In large part this was because later 
burials on the north side of the Abbey had 
destroyed and disturbed those layers which 
potentially had sea led the footings of the 
demolished aisle. Again there is no direct dating 
evidence for the demolition of the aisle. 

The Archaeological Evidence 
19'75: The Blocking- of the North \Vall The demolition was 
clearly car-ried out with iome care, since Lhc windows a..nd 
bun.resses of the idditional aisle were probably sal"'8ged for re­
use in the rebuilt north aisle wall (s« o.bovo pp 94-5). in Bay I 
the post•Dissolution foundations (context 3187) were TC'\ttled, 
buc no( the foundation ltencb. which probably h2d been 
de.srroyed by later aCLlvit)', The blocking of this bay was 
subsequcndy remodelled wheo a replica Norman window w'3$ 

c-reated. The re-used 1 Perpcndicular1 style wjndow was 
rcmO\·ed and now forms pare of a folly in the groundi of the 
old Vic;ragc now Folly House. lo Say 2 tbc foundations 
(context 3246) wer~ rc .. ,:alcd sealing the floor (context 3181) of 
the additional aisle. Again no foundation trench wu rcootdcd, 
and lhe bay was ttmodclled in the nine1ccnth century, ln Ba.ys: 
3 and 4 the p()st•Dissolution blocking (conttxts 326S = 3314 & 
33 l 5) is still in place~ and between the ~ays the post• 
Dissolution buttress (3/4) {contcx1 316J) survi.vn. That there 
were similar buttresses berwt.~ Bays J and 2-. ond .&ys 2 tnd 
3, is shown by the footing (context 3310) at thebMc of the 1~ter 
respond 2.13 (Fig 42). At the ba,e of Bay 4 the found,uoo 
t:rench (context 3313) was recorded io plan. 

197S: Blocking of lhe west Wall of the Nor'!' Transep; 
The blocking of the oortb rransepl wall was cornphcated by th 
presence of three graves (context.$ 3095- 3097) cut through tbc 
west wall footings (contex1 3093) (Fig 27b). Thcs;f~"") b '7o: 
emptied ind packed with stone rubble (context c: 
the wall was rcbuih. 

1975: Demolition of the f>?rch :ind :~s°f!:~1:eu:~:~ 
The north porch, which wa-s mvestlgil,tC 10 • . . s the 
56-8) w·as very probabl)' dent~lishc:d at the s.-ime n~ ~: 1 , . J ,.._ , 1 the presence: of late ,vu,-va.CYD. 
additional north ~us c. '-,,Crt.lJO )' • h'n the probable 
and early poSL-Medievnl pottery w1t&160J2) in the \lt"dt 

demolition: deposit$ (cornc,ns 6006, 6010 f qu•ntitics of m· ·d a "The presence o 
5idc room supportS 15 1 e ' 1 ossiblv including th0$C 
human bone sugge,t thal buthri, s, p h u4nsc:pt (contexts 
undet the west ,vaJl of . c- nor1 
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.3095--3097) \\'Cf'e cleared from I.he parish ~le and deliberately 
reburied. The pottery may have bec,n stored ~thin the Porch 
or some other struerutt. 1'he presc..1,cc or qua.ntitits of sm~U 
fragment$ of late medie~l J)®ltcd window gla-Si tC$d.fy to the 
demolition or tllc aisle, and fragments of la re: medieval 
stonework tc:stify to the destruction or mQnwnems, possibl~• 
lncluding c.hantriti, within the Abbty and demolished 2isJe. 

Notes 
A fulle:t account oft.he suppression o(Romsey will be found 
in Coldicott 1989, I so-, I. The following paragraph is 
based upoo Cotdicon's account. Other inrormation is 
published io U,·eiog 1906, 241-58. 

2 The dating evidence i.s considcrc4 ln some detail 
post•Oissoludon contexts arc not di~ssed b • but D\os1 
ore both cphemenl in nacure and probably ~CaUJ<: thty 
activity of much later date. e rcsuJt ()f 

3 No site drawing 1hows the fooring 2J56=2131 
demolition dcposi\, although a section dra • kahng ~ 
publicatioll under Stubb's direction ~:n:rrcdfor 
refaric;>n$hip. A study of relevant s:itt photograp~ c:fi tbc 
1hat a layer, perhaps 0. IOm to 0.20m thie.k l:ry be . rms 
riled floor 2 J S7 and later footing. h. is u;ctrtain ~ml ~c 
layer and pil 2167 related. ow this 

'1 The ceramics from the demoliLion d~n.osit• • • 
' h h t.b 6 h • " SSIX:1attd ~vu h t e. norf p re. a~e. d1Scusscd in Ret.s tt t l 

,ott coming. ·or the archive pottery repon 5 R 
1990. « 11$UI 

A 
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Chapter 9 

A Survey of the Finds from Romsey 
Abbey 

Introduction 
The initial research design produced in about 
1983 for the backlog publication of the 
excavations undertaken in Romsey in the 1970s 
aod early 1980s, envisaged publication of full 
repom on the various categories of finds. In 
partieular, the pottery from the excavations was to 
be anal~ed and published in detail to provide a 
basis for future work in Romsey. The full 
quaotlfication and recording of pottery both from 
lht abbey and other excavations in the town was 
put in hand, and largely completed by Andrew 
Russel when he left the project in mid 1986. 
Other classes of ma1erial were also quantified in 
bulk finds registers. 

In early 199 I , at the instigation of Engl ish 
Heritage, a re-assessment of the Romsey Post­
Excavation project was undertaken, and a revised 
r=rch design and detailed publication proposal 
prepared. This proposal envisaged the publication 
of the results of stratigraphic analysis with 
supportlng daring evidence, and the publication of 
~cnain limited groups of finds which had an 
tntrinsic interest. This research design was 
•octp1ed by English Heritage. 

Under this proposal the majority of the finds 
fro~ the. Abbey would not be analysed or 
;bhs~ed in detail, for three reasons: The limited 
urvl\'mg contextual information for many of the 

~bbe_y _excavations, created problems in (a) 
ent1fy10g extant groups of finds with recorded 

toi"t~xts, _and (b) in analysing stratigraphic 
~:~uons~1ps. Thirdly, (c) there was d1e 
melarauve paucity of finds, particularly from 
into teval contexts. The latter problem was put 
btt:rsp~nve by the much more numerous and 
aOd . quabcy data from excavations at the Abbey 

198t ~~ to:vn sine~ 1981- 2 and especially since 
the is was particularly marked in the case of 

,i:,oucry groups. 
tnonoe only finds to be published in full in this 
and J 'a~h are the decorated medieval floorriles 
~f th• ~I uman skeletal material. Altbougb many 

,nesare ·r, unstran 1ed, they nonetheless form 

a body of evidence w?rthy of extended analysis, 
and are parucularly hnked ,vitb the abbey. The 
reports on the riles and human skeletal material 
follow this general overview of the other finds 
from the Abbey excavations. 

After a consideration of the pottery, this 
overview looks at the building materials, and in 
particular the arcnitectural and sculptural 
stonework, and the medieval window glass. The 
Romano-British brick and tile found in the 
excavations is also briefly considered. The animal 
bone is then commented on. Other classes of 
material that are referred to are the metalwork, or 
lack of it, and the small quantity of evidence for 
the casting of copper alloy, including fired clay 
mould material. 

The Pottery 
A dr~ft re port on the pottery from tht abbey tXc-3\-'ationt 
1973-79 had been completed by 1988. This report (Rus,cl 
1988) will form part of the rcsea.rch archive, The report ":U 
subscquerniy ccvised 10 take ac:count of the 1 ~88 ~atc-~Hll 
(Russel 1990). The dating evidence and pottery 1dcntifieo.uon 
used in the strUctural re-Port lS derived in large measure from 
this later dnf, rep0n. 

"Otc cxca\!:l.cions between J 973 and 1979 produced a ~otal ?r 
984 sherds of pottery weighing 22.14 7kg The cxe:ivanons m 
1988 produced 2602 sherds ~is,g 32.004kg (fable 5), ibe 
exc:avations on the north $.ide of the Abbey (A.I983. 7) :.done 
produced more lban the total >n'eight of the pouery ftor.n ~~ 
197.3- 1979 excavationsc" Furthermore, m,1ch of the pon 11 
from the earlier excavations was either rrom Jaic contexts, o; 
unstrattfied . For example only 27 sherds from the. :,:1 
excavations were from nracificd conteJCts, ond many of osc 

. ·r, d The site of rhe c1a,;tcrn 
coiHexu c:ouJd not be 1dent1 1c • . h 

th n o~ th n in the mnt"tecnt 
cbanrl$ was e)ccavated by c _...cv QCr O • f ,. "" of 

,-- · r th la-t quuttll)' o llfl..,. 
century and chi$ accounts_ ,or e ·• 79-89), The find$ 
mixtd date from the topsoil (seeldabob vc .P.P ed to identifiable 
from the 1974 excavations cou c: a~1gn to the .south of 
contexts, but many of the corucxts parocutarl~erc \.\'Cre oilly 
the nave. were of Dissolution, or lotc~r.,, date. h 1"he 1975 
22) sh;rds in total fr~m. the t 974 ';;nc t::;y. and again 
cxc.avncions pr.oduccd a bmnc~ arnown ca.!:e from c0-1·ucxtf 
much was: of late date or ref1duo.l, :-'1d nd early ninc1ccnth 
dis1-utbcd, or cr.ca~cd, by ~~~~::n h a.i~d later building 11nd 
century gnvc digging_, or '' fj •thin the area of the 
rnaintenomcc work. The pottery rom wi 
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7able S: Pouery 

Year Contcx1s and No of Total wtof Total no 
Groups of Contexts pottery of sherds 
Comcxcs (gm) 

Topsoil I 5960 274 1973 
16 264 27 Stratified groupS 

1974 Contexts within the 
18 968 73 nave 
18 2845 150 South of nave 

1975 Topsoil and late 
disturbances 2 963 69 
Orher Comext,S 29 865 81 

1977 All contexts 3 109 14 
1979 Uostrotiliedffopsoil 5 6654 126 

Stratified 13 3719 170 
1973-79 Tomi 105 22347 984 

A 1988.6 AU contexts 14 8552 713 
A.1988.7 All contexts 22 23452 1889 1988 Total 36 32004 2602 

1991 All c.o.nre.xts 17 2432 113 

All years Total 158 56783 3699 

Note: figures for 197,-1988 a.re taken from the detailed quantifications which form the basis for Or Russet's draft rtpQrr (Rus5el, 
1988), The figures for 1991 cxcaY.1tions att from the bulk finds registers 

clois.ters wa.s limited both In quantity and distribution. The 
1977 e.xc3vitions app3reotly produced only 14 s_berds. This 
small number was mirrored by the. 199 I excavations (A 
1991.18) which produced very little stratified pottery, and 
almoSL all of that from post-Dissolution oomcxts. Both of these 
exc.ivations were carried out within the limits of the cloister 
walks, and in neither c:asc ~•as there significam excavation 
below the IC\'CI of the medieval 0oor. The little pottery which 
was re<;O\'tred was post-Dis.solution_. or rctidual. The 1979 
excavations wt-re also within the cloisters, but produc<:d more 
ceramic material. However, most of lhis came frcm the two 
trcnc-hes. excavated within the. cloister garth for soakaways, and 
much WllS post-medieval or later in date. 

Sy contrast, and quite fortuitously, both of the l 988 
excavarfons adjacent to the Abbey l'C\'CJled a small number or 
well sealed context$ with sizeable groups of ponery. From a 
trench for a soaka\\'a)' excavated to the wcn of the Abbey (A 
l 988,6) ea.me groups: of Jatcr Saxon potcery, and from the 
room to the Wt"St of the original thirteenth century porch on 
lhe north side came a mixed &roup of late mN!ieval and early 
post•medieval ceramics. Boch or these groups will be 
published, but separately from the Abbey rq>0n. The Saxon 
group will be published as part of an a1·t:ide Qn the evidence for 
Iron Agei Romano-British and Saxon occupa~ion of Roms.ey 
(Scou, Bourdillon a.nd Rees., forthcoming), and 1hc second 
group will be published as part of a study of the a.rc'.hacolog_ical 
evidence for later medieval -and early post•tnedieval octup~tion 
in Romse)' (Rees Cl al forthcoming) 

The Architectural and 
Sculptural Stone 
~Ote cxaawrioos at the Abbey tn the 1970s produc«1 a number 
of fragments. of arch.ittciurat stone. Many were drawn at ao 
early stage in the J)()St-cxaivat.ion proce5,1, and the d.rnwings :u:e 
lO be found in the site archh•c. Although a number of 

fragments of architecrural stone a.re noted in the bulk finds 
record\>, in most instances it has not been possible to ideatifr 
the «lcvan, pi~es since mwy had lost their labds. The ruul1 
is chat Lhe provenance of almost all of the fragments is 
u.oknown1 or unidentifiable, and it has been thought 
worthwhile ro publish onJy a limited number of the pittes.. 

The drown and published stone falls into three groups. 

G.-oup I (Fig 43) 

The first group C'(ms1sts of the large blocks (context 3203) that 
underpinned the: footings (context 3249) of the north face ()f 

the late Saxon norrh transept (Phase 8). With ooe exception, 
these blocks a~ from a known context, and are i.ntrinsi(ll.lly 
interesting. (Figs 14 & 43) The detail &\•aiJable for publica~ 
ls limited 10 that sbO\m on the drawings prepared at some mnc 
after the 1975 ~cavadon., and 3tldilional information found on 
plans in the she a.rcbive. The drawings do not show aU faces of 
all the s1ones. Some drawi.n~ were ~learly !mended to shO'llt' 
the Sloncs in siru (for example Nos O & 12). Prior to final 
drawing, onJy a timhed visuaJ inspection "'\\S pos,iblc of the 
blocks themselves, since ,hey now form a rockery in the sarden 
of Roll)sty Vicarage. Sixlcen stones were found in situ, and• 
scvcntttnth s1onc presumed from the spacing. Only niM or die 
sixteen stones had bi!-cn drawn. One other stone (Cluafogue no 
0) had been dra\Yn at the same time., and is included, &J1houah 
its provenance is unknown. It is similar in finish to the StOOC$ 
known to be from lhe late Saxon footings, and coukl \'er)' \n'JI 
be from me footings. 

Jr is clear chat the stones had bc:c:n re-used, aod bad t,«o 
salvaged from some other struc,ure> or sU'Uctures, There ast • 
number or possibilities, as bas alreudy been noted, in th~ 
s:tructural ttJ>Qrt,. f'iri.d~, they could have been part c1tbcc 0 

an c-.arlicr Saxon church or other buifding, or of a Rom:1:no-
8ritish Stl"Ucturc. Sccond.J,:. it has to be: determined whelhtr 
I.he building from which thCy were dc:rh•ed was in Rom~•, or 
much further a6c:ld. Jt has already been argued chat d)crc: 1,5 _no 
evidcne.e for n subslanti11l stone. or brick, Romnno~Brio$h 
buildlng from cxca.vations in Romsey (pp 4J -2 above) .. , 

There is evidence for an c3rlier Saxon building, or bwJdi~ 
underlying the l:ncr $.axon abbey. The chalk footings (Phis.t 
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loo.tcd in the 1979 and l 991 cxcavatiorui to the south of the 
na\·c, may ha.,.c supported a $tone supcr-$trUCtu.re:. The slight 
evidence for a possible timber buildU'lg on the 1979 c~etlk 
foundation has already bttn d.i$CUSSCd; and muse be taken mto 
account (see above pp 27 and 13). Aside from the chaUc. 
foOtiags llu:rc is no cvldcocc fo r an earlier Saxon 1tone 
bujJdJng in Roms.c:y. 

h seems unlit clv that t.hcsc stones were dcriv'Cd from a 
building, whether ~Sfl}:00, or Romano-British~ silcd in Ulc 
centre of the modem tm.,·n. h is more prob:1blc that the stone 
was brought in from OUlsjdc tbc immediate locoJicy, along with 
the large quantities: of Roma.no~Brid5h die and brick, which 
seems 10 have been used in tht mortar fo r the late Saxon 
abbey. The evidence of lhi.s brick and tile suggest, that iL is 
most likdy thal t.he building, or buildings, rrom which 
mattri:lls were salvngcd wa$ Romano-Bridsh. 

The surf.1cc dcrn:il on most of lhe drawn stones (Catalogue 
Nos 0, IJ '2., 8, 11, J 2 and 1 S) is distinctive:. TJ1c chiselled 
holl6ws~ or p itSl on the tUrftlCC$ were probably intended 10 gi"-c 
a key (or mortar. Although they may represent a crude nttempr 
:u rusticated decoration, it $-CCms more likely lh:,.t d1e surface 
trtatmem was not me-ant to ~ seen, and formed hidden par-is 
of any suucture. The grooves along lbc f.1ccs of some of the 
bloc-ks., norably nos. o, 2 and IS, iUiO may have been to assist 
in 1-CCUring the stones, although precisely how is u.nccrtain. 
Possibly, the molten lead wns poured into ,he ch:mnel rormc:d 
between adjacent blocks_, but it seems inherently i.inpractkaJ. 

There wtre Romano--Britisb viUa.s and farms around Romsey, 
but the size and nature of the s.t0nes $uggcsts that they came 
&otn more- Substantial s.trucrurt:S than domestic or agricultural 
buiklings. (( this assumption is oorrect, these blocks may nave 
been brought up the 1'elt by boat or r.1:"fl~ fro1n as far away as 
Clauscntum (Binemc, Southampton)~ or ~rhips, neater to 
hand, from Nursling. The Jlature- of lhe settlement a1 Nunling 
is uncertain, but the- Roman ro.i.d passed oe11rby, and a rich 
collection of potte.ry and metalwork. has bec-n rc~vered from 
the parish. On present cvi'dence It is unlikely that the Nurs.Hng 
s.cttlemcm had butldiogs of the- nc«ss:uy size. 

The thrtt othe,r s.ro.nC$ are illu~trntc:d (Catalogue Nos 9, 10 
and 13) in the catalogue, 

Groupl 

Th.is consists of fr.tgmcnts of possible Saxon date, including 
the two smnc roods to be s«n tod.:iy in the ibbey. 

Group 3 

Finall>:• 1herc are three fragments of hue medieval sro11C\\•Ork. 
:rwo p1ece-s (Cat310guc Nos 24 &-25) were stratified and found 
m the 1988 excavations. The third piece is- part of a sculpted 
figure, and was round in the o:llar of the former vica"'Se. ft is 
WJStracified but h8$ intrinsic imeres-L 

Catalogue (Figs 44-50) 

Group 1 

Stone idenrifi~ti~ns in ~is section are thos.c made on site Bnd 
recorded in lhc ~ne ~rclm'C, Oe1ailcd identifications ,vcrc 

0 01 
reco~d~~. _The published ~rawiogs were rcd.rawn from lhe 
p_encil ong,,nals. The stones m group I arc numbered as in th 
site rcieord. e 

0 ?Rectnngulnr block with medial groove 11long ont ()fits 
l~ngc:r face.$., One end CMt has chiselled scoops or piL< 
Umc,ionc. 
Unknown provenance. 

Ahhough the provenance of Lhi,i block is oo, k O · ··1 ·· ...r. nwn,us 
!tlm1 anty m iUnate ll't·atmcnt links it with the stones fro h 
later Saxon footings. Drawn as [tin siru. m t c 

Large rc:cta.ngular block of approximately rc:cta 
1 cross-section. Apparently damaged at one end. Th~ ar 

medinl groove along one long face and continuing '" 
an end face ... nie. groove is flanked by T(gularl)• , 00to 
cIDscl c:ut pies. The cop surface: was roughly flnttcnJaetd 
retains di.stinct chisel merks. Btmbridge Limestone 'tad 
1975 (3203), Phase 8, late Saxon • 

2 "Rc:ctaogul3r block with one sloping c:od. One loog f: 
lea, , and ~nc end have regular pits cut obliquely in~~ 
surfa<.-e. LlmeslOnc. 
1975 (3203)) Phase 8J late Saxon 

3 lrrqular elongated block, slightly capering. No funh 
deictiption. Bcmbridge Limestone.. Not retained. (X': 
iJJuscrou~d.) 
1975 (3203), Phase 8, late S•xon 

4 Rccrangular block, appartntly with broken edge No 
further dcsc;riprion. 8embridgt Limestone. Not main~ 
(Not iltu.stratcd.) • 
1975 (3203), Plwe 8, laic Saxon 

5 Sub•reca1ngular block. No further description. PowO!y 
Grc:ensand. Not retained. (Not illustrattd,) 
1975 (3203), Phase 8, late Saxon 

6 Block with smoothed surfaces. Limestone. No futWr 
description. Not retained. (Nor illustrated,) 
l 975 (3203), Phase 8, la1e Saxon 

7 Irregular block. No further description. Pouibly 
Grc.-cosand. Not retained. (Not ittustrated.) 
1975, (3203), Ph•se 8, la1c Saxon 

8 Irregular block with chisel cut pittjog. Btmbrida;c: 
Limestone~ 
1975 (3203) Phase 8, late Saxon 

9 Block with smoothed surfaces and rwo chamfered faM. 
Limestone. 
1975 (3203), Phase 8, lace Saxon 

Probably pan of a plinth of burcress, or corner. 
10 Block with smoothed surfaces and one ~nglcd fs«. 

Limestone. 
1975 (3203), Phase 8, late Si»!on 

l I Small rectangular block with chisel cut pits on at least 
MO faces. Bcmbridgc Umestonc. 
1975 (3203), Phase 8, late Saxon 

12 lrregu.lar block with evidence for chi~I cut pits on at lc:~t 
two faces;. &-mbridge Limestone. Drawn as if in situ. 
1975 (3203), Phase 8, la1c Saxon 

13 Large mort.1.r ,i.·ith one corner broken. The underside bas 
a regular shaJlow groove. across it. Jkmbridgc lim.C$tonc. 
1975 (3203), Phnse 8, la1e Saxon 

Probably used for cru$hing material ror mortar, jt i, unlike!)' 10 

have been used io the building or rhe late Saxon Abbey tinct it 
forms part o(struc~utt. It may very ""ell be Romrut. 
14 Rectangular blocl:1 with some ch.ise.lled pin on surface, 

No fu.rther dt;Scription. Bembridge Limestone. N'ot 
retained. (No, illustm(ed.) 
I 97S (n03), Phase 8, la1c Saxon 

15 Rectangular block with flat top, and a groove aJong ont 
face. Some evidence for chiselling of drawn face. 
13cmbridgc Llmesto,nc. Drawn os if in , iru. 
1975 0203), Phase 8, Ja1c Saxon 

16 (Stone missing.) A stone is presumed on the basis: oftht 
spacing. 

17 lrregul3r block. No furth1:.r description. Limestone. NOf 
retained, {Not illustrat(d.) 
197S (3203) , Phase 8, larc Saxon 

Group l 

The m:nerial in Wis section is discussed in the forthcoming 
corpus of Anglo--Saxon 'iculpture (1wcddk <:t 31,, 
forlhooming). 

I 8 Sa., on Rood (Fig 47). Figure of Chris,, sligh1lr under lif< 
sll..e, on a plain cross, and c::in'Cd in high ~lief on thtt'C 
block$ of fine grained oolitic lime,tone. The be.ad 11nd 

torso, wilh above them the hand of God, arc c:ar\<c:d 00 
one tong block., which forms 1hc upright of tht Cl'OSS· The 
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... 

o so 100 cm t=- -==- -=~----
fig 4 7 Luge Saxon rood on w~, wall of south transept (sec Fig 33 for position). 

oul\1re1chc:d l,mbf or C:hn,t art ca1.h car~ on 'CP&"tc: 
l,loct,wbid,fonnth,.,_o{ll>caou. n.m: .... p .. 
the nM!u arm Odt ann II v1cwtd) It the Pobu whc~ tht 
1WO blocitl o( .,,_ IDCCI. Tbm, la no...,, o( mon, ,_,,, 
brcak1cc:, wh11.h •u11c:s1,, that 1hc pp •• of sornc 
anuquny. d -noc on&inal It m.ay Web bsYC bttn fiUc.d -.,1h 
mon,.v or platn whm ftnt c:reacd, 
·rhe fiautc'• f«t m, on a p~tfarm c:&noed "' kw. ttlkd. 

CXIOD'M IJ' ..... Th(, fcc-1 are noc CIOl.-.cd and natkd, "' he: (c:tl ,_. • 
r.prc:,tnt111on, of 1hc crucifixion B<low_~ _ Tllir 

Nonrua ..,_t,.-• ,cpamc c,,,t,cl, wh1d, mJ) be 1 • oJ)<rl 'l" 
fa« of Chn.H •• dtJ>1ctNt with I ~•rd, •11d thtr d,al: 
The fa« it wca~J. but 1ppc:a.n ~ '\t.,ow cbr 
~11 and an ...... .t,ed as m thc: l11c:r 1r11d1tmn. r ofo 

·-- d ,.,,,. from OIi hnd " tht hanJ of God co«run, • 
<loud 
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1ne rood ill now built into the west wall of 1hc pr-c11ent 
south u\1n1lcpt, where il would hiwc been wi1hin the 
doist~. To one -side is t $tone cupboard (Ga 33)> which 
IIJmOSt certainly ~crvcd us a nid,c for a lamp. There is a 
small Stone pi.c'l"Ccd by three small ,,em holes nbovc rnc 
eupbo•rd. 

Po:ssibl)' c:arly 11 ch ccmury in ditc, lhi.s rood was pn:,umably 
u,1,,ogcd from 1hc structure of the lntc Sa,i:on Abbey. It is 
.irnost cen:11.in lhal orig:inalJ)' there would ha\'C been 0a.nking or 
s1Jpp0ttinJ figures rcpresc:ntina. the Vir8,in Mary nnd St John. 
Prdutmibly the$C weft' Ion, or 1101 sat,iaged, during demolition 
of me' ,$a:(on abbc),. 
It is ~11ibk th,i the rood was insc-rt'ed in its present position 
after l.hc construction of the W($t w:all of the uanscpt. There 
ott- signs ch:u the -1th)3N of the w·cst wall immcdiat«:ly abo\o~ 
me figure wttt cul 10 ne,oommodatc the rood. It i$ more likel)'• 
boY,"C'\tt, that tJ1c rood was built int(, the wall from the- «:.rt. 
The thin course of uonc abf>\'C the arm~ of the crou was. 
insured to ensure thar lhc ashlar course immediucly abo,.-e 
riS able to maintain its level. Th\s rood is dated by 
Coutsworth (1988, 168 9) 10 tllc lute 10th or early I lrh 
w,uuy, 

19 Stu:on Rood (Fig ,17). SmnlJ rood carved in )ow relief on 
a Jingle bl9(:k or fine grain«! limestone. h is difficult to 
idcntif)' the stone; it may be Cacn stone. Much or the 
finer detail has been lost through wcothtring or wear. 
Christ on the CTOSS is 0atl.ked b)' the Virgin Mary ruid St 
John. 11,c f"r c,f1he Christ figure a~ no1 cro,s~. Angd, 
w1th waodi sit on, or be.hind, t.hc arms o( the cross. At the 
foot of the crossJ beneath Mary and John stand two 
Roman soldiers. One is thrwtina 11 spear into Chrbt's 
side, while the other offer• rough wi,~c Jn a sponge. 
Sprouting from cross, a.s if from the trunk of a living m-e, 
arc br:mche1 and shoo1s symbolising the triumph or life 
OYcrdcath. 
The rood is now sited behind the oJtar ln the Chapel of St 
Ann• i1 Ille ,u1 •~d or Ill• ,oulll choir •isl<. Couuworlll 
(1988, 167-8} dates: this block t,Q the late 10th ccnrury. 

This rood Ms been dated w the late tenth «ntury,, and was 
preiumably sah11gcd like the larger rood, from the late Saxon 
Abbey. 
20 0C('()nttivc mouldln,g, with b.1tley supr twist along one 

edge. G~cnsand. 
1988 umlnltified 

Probably from I wlndow or door surround. Prob~bly Saxon, 
(F,g 48) 
Zl C-af\<c:d fragmer;u, po:ssfbt, part Qf the rcpresenuuion of a 

fQ)d oftc:xti1e. 8a1h stone (Oolitic limestone). 
1988 UI\Slttltirled. (Fig 48) 

Probably Saxon. 
22 Carvtd frieze~ or mouJding. There is an upper band of 

lo1Jt!'.13C and be:ld cut within straight bordcn. Below an: 
tht' dama~d remains of a probable flon1I motif cut in low 
rtlit'f. 13cmbtidge limC"Slone. 
1975, unstJ'atified. {F•g 49) 

Probably S»on. 

Gt"oup 3 

23 ~lief mou1di!J$ fra_gmc:nL Limes.tone. 
19$8 (6081) Phase 17, Po<t•Oissolution (Fig 49) 

Protnbly fn:>m t window moulding. and of latt-r medlcwl date. 
2" 1wo fragmcnn from a stone tract.r)' panel. 'Jbe fri.gmenli 

rorin a corner. The upri3ht piece, is symmeuical in cros.s· 
knion and formed pan or one or lhe dividing bars or lh< 
uticcry panel. 'The horiz.ont-al piece was clcotly part or the 
~r frame or the l1'11ctry panel and was A.Symmetrical in 
section, The surf'aoc k>ob newly wof'tcd, with clear crbp 
rn.atks from lhe use <,f" tO<>\hl!d chisel, 
1988 (6081), Phase 17, po!it-Oiss<>lution (Fig 49) 

The piece is J)r()bably from • l*'e medieVll1 n,onume-nt or 
chantry chal)C-L Presumably the structure lay ,.-,,,;thin the p3ri~h 
dltudi and wat dtmoli.shcd ..., h.cn o,c parish aisle wtts taken 
down after the Dissolution. 

2S Uppe:r tOl'$CI from n. $mall figure c.a..r-vt:d in the round, The 
Sl<>Rc is paJe fine grained limestone. The Cigure lacks 
detaU at the bad and w.,is therefott probably imc1,dcd to 
fit in a niche1 or form pan of a larger monument, The 
bead ;, lost, bu1. the.re 1$ ll dowel hole, which will have 
strvcd to ,ecutt it. T here It oo similar dowel 21t the 
bottom of the fr.igmeni, which appea1"$ t01,1ghly lla1tcncd, 
The sculplure mi.\)' Qtvcr have had a. Iowa toTSO or I~. 
The~ are crace11 of black carbon pa[m on M>mt' surfaces, 
and in particular in recesses on thi: t,.IOOe. There is some 
gold leaf and wherc- the &Q.ld ;, lost there is orana-c red 
bole, which S<'rVl.-d as a foi:ari\'C (or the ~Id. 'lberc ,is also 
red paint around the neck and in the folds of the h2nsin3 
sleeves. Thb was imcndt'd as orange rod colouring, and 
did nothavt gold leaf O\'ef' it. 
'tlte arm,; or the figure •~ broken, and i~ h•nd, mfs.ting, 
lt iis clear thot the arms were bent tu the elbow and the 
forcorm.s and handi r11istd. 'lllert art fracture$ wtK."tC the­
rorcarm$ :ire broken off, n.nd • further, roughly diamond 
shaped Cractul'e at th-c- centre or the chest where the hands 
will ha\.-c touc-bed the body. h is _probable lha1 the hands 
were held toa,cthcr in prayer. 
The- figure's right shoulder (left when vie'\\•ed from the 
fr()ru), i$ damaged and lowered~ ond det:iil of the 
garnnem-s worn hn.s been lost. How~vcr, enough su..rvi,•es 
on 1bt left shoulder and on t.hc cbest to indic.u1e th:n 
they wetc eovcn:d by n cape.1 which was fastened a1 the 
(ront. ,-,aces 9 f paint su33H1 that it wa, imcnded 
pcdu1ps tc) rtprcsent a fur, possibly e\'en ermine. 
Ahhouih there is no 1ract or white or other J)31C 
colouring, there is a di$rinc1 bl:ick line around the cape 
iibo1.1t its midpoint ~d roughly parallel to the bctttom. 
The pale grey of t.he none r:nay have been deeme-d 
.sufficient to give: the effect of fur colouring. Abo\'c the 
cape, a.round the figure's neck a.re the remains of• 
probabk hood, which hat traces of black paint on it, 
The-re is red band around the neck, within the line of 
tht hood. This m.ly be a line of red paint, or 1hc­
rtroains of A gold bord,r. 
The cape is worn 0\11:r n sleeved gown, which is edg«t 
in J0ld, Tbcrt ate traces or gold leaf edging the deep 
ba1l,aing 1leeves of the g1ITTnent. 'l'bere arc abo some 
traces of red paint, particularl)' on the right dee\·e. It i$ 
p0ssjblc thin the slce~d gown wo:S rtd o.nd had -a fur 
coll:n or cape~ but h i, more likely that tbc gown ~.t 
black with red lined sleeves and gold tThnming:$. This 
wo\lld txph1in the gold cdt:ina: across the chest, and 
possibly also the red around the neck .• To the ~en ~f 
the hands u \'iewed from the from , the edgmg is 

brooder th'an on lhe right hand side, This probably 
rencc1t the difficulty in decoratina: around the hand&., 
Beneath the sleeved gown there is a simple black 
ca-s$0Ck. 
Unicratificd (found ln the cellar of the former Rom,c-y 
Viconge). (Fig 50) 

The fig\lt'C' b prob11bly t:uc Medieval in date. h appears to be 
drel$00 as a cleric, with :i.n academic hood. The ~ sl«vc 
linings and gold trimmiogs ...-1.ggcst that 1he per-son 
represented wu- of some ~otc, and ust of gold leaf ~~~t 
'£ubsr3ntfal monies welt avadable to pay for th.c work G1u:n 
iha, thi$ 8t3 tuc wts disc;ovtttd in ~e cellar of _the former 
vicarage. it is us likely as not that 1t ccll_mc origu~aUy from 
Romscy Abbe)'t bu1 thctt can be no ccnamcy on this $-CQrc. If 
it "'ii$ from Romscy, it was po,sibly frorn n monument or 
chapel w·ithin the parts.h ni.s.Jc. 

The Medieval Window Glass 
• • of window gla~ £rug1nents were rcc·O\'Ct1:d from the 

Quintmc~tion~ Most is unstnumed, or from late conlextt. 
~~ey ex .round In the differcn1 excavations vary lhtk ~1 nC amount~ ,, 
(Table 6}. 
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Fig 48 Sculptural and architectural stone: Group 2 Nos 20 and 2J . 
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'fable 6: Ni,mbtr tt/ glau /ragment:s by War 

Ytar Number of frngmcms 

1974 
1975 
1977 
1979 
A 1988.7 
A 1991.18 
All Years 

64 
331 

2 (or 3) 
31 
69 

7 
504 (or 505) 

Xoc;c: Tb( number of fMtiment.c. fN)tn l 974- 197C> exc.uwuions 
i$ ,aken from the bulk finds registct"$ a,,d probabt~• giY'('S an 
O\~r rs1imai1e of the actual quantity of mcdiev:11 atass. 
Toe 'ol.indO\\· glaM fro1n the I 973 excimnion$ was .-11 from (Inc 
disturbed rol\lC':tt .ind included modem tttdcd gla,:i a$ well as 
mediC\•aJ O'lttcrial. 
In 1991 somt" highly comminutcd fragments of \vindow gl:nss 
~ found in poit•Ofs5olution <.'Ontt:xtis.. 

The apparent pn:pondcr:anet" of 1hc gla!ls from the 1975 
cxc:i, .. tions on the nwth st<le of the abbey is mis-J~ding. 1'nc 
buJ): finds rc-gjstcr$ for lhi:s excavation do not disting-uis.h 
bttwtcn m«iic\'al ~nd later window gla.~, and a check throu3h 
lhc window gtau has indicated th:u mo,1 of it is in fact post .. 
mcdtt\•al in dote. Three groups of material, (e<>ntcxt! 3001, 
30()-4 and 302S) nlonc produced 289 &agmenlS1 almost :i.U of 
which :1;-e post-medie\'111. 

Tht only glass that has: btt.n drawn for publication is the 
painted glass. Tbi:re arc dght rugmenC$ from the 1988 
('JtC;f\~tf6n on the north side (A 1988.7), and 1wo r~gn:,ents 
rn;,rn the 1974 cxca,•ati◊r1$, The two fragmcnu from the 1974 
occ:a,'9.tion both come from Trcoc.b B. which was not fully 
cxc.n11.tcd because it was opened O\'cr a brick \'ault. No drav.<n 
tte0rd of this lrtnch was made, because lhc matcrfol rtc(W(red 
wu res,idlllll. Thie: g.!155 from the A 1988. 7 cxai,'.ltion has been 
a,csscd, and an edited version o( ,he a.sscssmcnt rcpon is 
gh'tn bdow. 1nt" report tte0m1ntn<lcd that the undecorated 
glass did 001 iunify funhef' srudy or publiaition, but that 1.tre 
rullmcd glaJJ ,bouJd bc illustrated. ·n,e 1988 Jbss mainly 
cam( from the-nrea to the west of the porch and parish aisle. 

The Glass from the 1988 Excavations, 
an assessm ent by Jan Summerfield 
and J Brian Kerr 1 

The CXCU.\'atioft1 in 1983 produoc::d c 69 fra,g:mcni, of glass 'Nhich 
~mr (ram eight c<mtc:,ns. ,-\II of the fragments :are po1ash 
'ilt'tl'ld(1.I.• gbss. '[be gl;LS:$ is poorly preserved and in many C4SC$ 

the surface corrosion obuurc.s thc original s:urrace. In some 
<:asct the elm wa, $0 fragmented thnl it WJS MC possible to SIIY 
~1.hmg abouri1. The ma;ority of lhe glass t$ pJain but there m 
agh1 mlgmen1.1 of pa£n1«1 window glas:s, which o.rc illustrated 
t nd described below. There Is little evidence for the 
manufacturing mtthod, though $Orne fragmcms ba,'C atr3iShl 
~re_ rounded edge,, othcrs ha,•c a sligh1 "'S'" profile both 
~nd~th't' <>f cylinder gJ;au. Thm: appears to be. a dear division 
1n lb~s assemblage between the thick gtas, (2-3mm) in J)OOr 
cood!t~n and lhi:- finer glass (I mm or Jcu) usui:tll)• in bc:ncr 
~IOOn. Howe,u, 1he asse~b~ is so Stn31l r,hat it would be 
di~cult to dt:tw meaning from this and it is not po$Sible to 
11$S~ 8 da1,e to the fragmen1s on sl)'Unic criLui.\. 

Paiatet1 Glas, (Figs 5 J & 52) 
1 "':ndow &lass fragment with p<>ssible ar0icd curve. 

Pai.nttd on one (ace, with c:urvtlincar decoration. 
19$8 (60 10) Phase 17, p0$t-Dissolullon 

2 Fine gla», with a cur\'ed p..ijnted line which dh~r-gt, from 
ll widtr painted band with cur,'cd edge, 
1988 (6010) Phase- 17, p<>st•Oissolution 

3 Appro~imatcly triangular fr.igmem of thick gl•"-11 will, 
cfet1rl)' di:lineatcd foHage dccora1ion. 0 fhe glll:$$ is in quite 
poor oonditiQn. 

<I 

s 

198$ (6010) Phase 171 pos:1•Dissolu1ion 
Prngmc.nt, possibly of thkk gl:1i,, wi1h no onglnal edges. 
1"he P~uucd 1urface ls largely inntct, bu1 the body of the 
$heed is ~adly dmycd. Thcrc i$ pamt over rou(h of thi:­
surfa<:e, l°<>Wards (lJ~e edge there is an u.npaimed strip 
$epa.;-uin.g the m:1in paimc:d area from a more etabonuc, 
~ut _ 1111:ompl_e~e motir. The mafo painted panel has an 
mi,ne31c rcctllu,,e:a.r panem ~ppan:ntl~• buih up in l:l}'ct$ or 
paint (shown m blac-k on the drn~ing). It ii uncertain 
whether this was. a dc-libente effect. 
1981:l (60 10)2 Ph2$C. 17, post-Disk))ution 
r-ra~cnt with two grou:d edges and o. wash ofrcd. pai.nt 
covering <Wcr 1wo thirds of iu aru. There Is br~ad 
unp::aintcd ! trip, and a further wash of p.«tint across one 
corner. 
l 988 (6062), 18th centur,· or later 

6 Sm:tl~ fragmem with u small pu.rt of a possible leaf ~r 
u::ndnl P!IUern. Thett 1s A lhick painied line along one 
edge tmd two incomplete tendril$ s:pringing from it. On 
the oppo$itt edge <>f the frogment n~ rwo funhc:t -Mnall 
patchoofpa.int, 

7 
1988 (6070)=(6-005), mod•m 
Fragm~t with painted deeo~tion and one groi:ed edgec, 
but wuh very poor ,urfac~ condition. A little paint 
survh'(t, possibly from a le~ pattern, but there i5 li1tle if 
any origin.il cd,ge lO thc pai.nt. 
1988 sullatt find 

8 Painted border piece or thick gla.ss in \'C r y sound 
oondition. It has .t fin:- rounded edge, and a i;rozed edge, 
11it p~mr,rion is ,ood. Parallel to the long gro1.ed c<lgc 
i$11 thin liM of paint, which isscparntcd from !l wkkr lin< 
lhat appears to form the border or a c-urviline3r decorath't 
S<hcme 
1981! (60(;<1), modem 

Painted 1Juss from l9i 4 cxea\•ations 

0 Small fragment, with two parnlkl painied lines near ooe 
end. The inner line i$ thicker th4n lhc outer. Possibly a 
border fraa,:ncnt, ahhou,ih 1his may be contradicu:d by 
the fact that a possible original edge is to be found at an 
angle to th.c painted linu. A futther s,01.ed cd~. 
1974 (2J JO), unphased 

10 Roughly squarc fragment, or thick al•u in poor 
condition. Tinee sides arc g:roud. 'traces of C\lo'O broad 
~l'\-.Cd painu.-d. tints. lndctt-rminlte piLUCm. 

1974 {2110), unph""" 

Roman Brick and Tile 
As already noted, Roman brick and tile ha.s ~en found i i, 

som~ quandl}' in tJ1c Abbey exc1n-ationt-. Its use, crushed and 
mixed into the mortar of 1he Ja1e Saxon t\bbey, hat 11ltc11dy 
becn dis.cu!lscd (abo,·e pp it 1- 2) .ind it is not propo$ed to 
repe.11 the arsumcnts here. NOi" is it intended to consider the 
brick and tile in M)' dttail. The pl'O\"tnan« o( the ru:iteritl in 
tht excavations Is of inu:re$.t, in partkul.11r the phases in which 
1ht milttrlB.1 is found. 

Mu.eh ,o( 1he material came from hue eomexa, or was 
unscratlfied. 1-lo\\'t\'tr. suflkiel)t 1:ik has been found in early 
co,1tcxtS .os,o<;l:ucd whh 1he late s~~n Abbe)' to con6rm the 
p~oc~ of brick ind tile on the. site at th:u dme (sc:e "labk 7), 
Caution rnu~t be ~ed bec:ru,S,C the number of brick and tile 
fragmen11 is smill, and the comots from wh.iCh the motcrfal 
,..,115 ttCO\'<f'Cd arc only a handful. For cxtmpk, the I\NO c.irt,• 
contc-xts in 19111 productd nc.arl)' one quarteT or the Roman 
brick and tile from thm p4tticufa r ucnvati.on. One of these 
conte)(t$ may be Roma.oo•~ritis.~ in d:ttc) ~u1 produccd ot\ly 
one fr:itpnem of tile: (8Jai,1 w weight), Cnu{1on m~l be urxed 
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Table 7: Roman Brick and Tr1" by ¼or 

Noof total wt. of Total no 
Year Contexts and 

Groups of Contexts Brick and of piece, 

Contexts 

2 1973 All contexts 
2 1974 late Saxon? 
5 i\1edieva.1 

16 Other Phases 
6 1975 late Saxon 

19 Other Phases 
1977 AU contexts 2 

4 1979 late Saxon 
12 Other phases 
2 A 1988.7 lace Saxon 

All contexts 7 
A 199 1.18 All contexts 00 

All years Total 85 

therefore in dealing "';th these figures. Toe tatl)' comcxts with 
Roman brick and tile o.re: 

1974 (2105) - Pba,e 4, (2144) - Phase 2 
1975 ()048), (3063), (3080), (3081), (3088) & (Ji146) - all 

probably PbllSe 8 
1979 (S018) - possibly Phase 2; (5019), (5021), (5022) - all 

Phas, 8 
1988 (9029) - Phase S; (6083) - ? Phase 8 

A small number of other contexts can be dated to lhe car.tier 
naget of lht: e.onstruction of tbc Norman Abbey, and one 
context to the construction of the cloisters. Ccnain1y 
fragments of brick and tile have been found in the Nor-man 
Structurt. 

1974 (2019)-Piusell; 
(2016), (2043), (2098)- Phase (11 or) 12,:, 
(2124) - Plusc 14 

It ls impos,ible to know whether I.be use of thi$ material is 
purely opportunistic - using material to hand - o·r whether 
more brick and tiJc was especially brought in by the Norman 
builders. It has been argued that this Wl.lS the case with the 
builders of the Saxon Abbey-t and there is no r:eason why the 
builders of the later Abbey could no~ have done the $ame. 
However, the imp~sion gh·en is that Norman use of Roman 
brick and tile was more sporadic, lcs-s calculated, and 
tbcttfort, it i$ more probable thnt h was opportunistic. This is 
only an imprcnfon, and more and bc:ncr strntllicd evidence 
may l'C\'t'al the imprtssion as false. 

Animal Bone 
The amount of animal bone from the cxcavatioos was very 
limhcd, and the nratificd material still more reuric-tcd in 
quantity. In 1988, from the excavation of tbtte trenches for 
soakaway& - ooc to the north (A 1988. 7), the second to lbc 
west (A 1988.6), aod the third to the soum~ean (Midland 
Bank, A 1988.9) of lh• Abbey - good w,11 scratified grouJ>$ of 
animal bone were recovered. ~n )cse were of mid to l:uc Sa.'(on 
date. In addidon, small groups Crom the 1974 excavation 
were considered worthy of public3tior,, A rcpon on all of the 
lnrgcr stratified groups of animal bone- from the. Abbey h.1$ 
been prepared and form5 pan of r;.bc research archive 
(B<,urdilton 1988a). Tht:re is a icp.aratc archive report on the 
a.nimal bone f~om the Midland Bank (Bourdilloa 1988b). 
None of U!c animal ~nc ill published in this report, although 
reference 1.$ made to ns pre~nce on occasion. The groups, 

Tile (gni) 

122 2 
3451 2 
7460 28 

14023 56 
4250 12 
5462 39 
1406 4 
5311 10 
7654 35 (or36) 

11621 38 
3720 24 
00 00 

53569 220 (or 221) 

which can be dated to the middle to hue Saxon periods. arc to 
be published as pan of an an-ide on the evidence- for the la:tt 
lroo Age to Saxoo occupation of Romscy (Scou et al 
forthcoming). 

Other Finds Materials 

Debris from Copper Alloy working 
There is a small number of fragments of fired cla)' mould 
material, and other debris from coppe.r aUoy working from die 
Abbe)' CXCIMUions. Th.is was found in the foUowing wntctts: 

1973 (1215) 
1974 (2026), (2080), (2110), (21 11) and (2113). 
1975 (3001) nod unstratified 
1979 (5005) ond (5012) 

Almost all of these contexts are hue. h 1$ possible lhat l.ht 
earucst comext stratigraphic-ally is 2113, which is the 611 or a 
posthole (context 2112) attributed to Phase 14 (<"arly 
thirteenth ccntury), and which produced rwo fra"!l<"nts of 
mould material. However, the daring of tlliJ context •! not ~ 
straightfqrward as it appears at firs.t, becau~ .the smuigr~ 
relationships of the posthole are not cxphc1dy st,ned. 
post.hole is later than the make-up deposits under the oal't 
Root, and could be mud, later than the lhirtcenrh cc:n~ 
date. The other poss-ib1c e:3.tly context from \,;,hich the d' cJ 
co.mes is S005, a soil horizon in 1979 Soaktr.vay B, e;:t -al 
within the cloister gnrth ... £bis was interpreted as ". 

1 
d:< 

$Oil. The finds fwm the layer SOOS arc of Inter mediC'<o'a • 
Th.is context produced bronze cas:cing wn~'I<". . a.-id 

ln view of the late provenance of most of the matm3l,al~· 
its similarity with the much largc.r quantities of copper 5atc( 
smelting debris of poSt-medicvaJ date fron\ the ~hurch th< 
excavations, it seems unlikely that the mater!al fro~ (ht 

Abbc-y excavations is mc-dieval in date: Neube_r ef, dltl 
apparently early contexts is wcU scaled. h 1s more bk .) s.nd 
the material is dt"rMd from the nearby Church s,rect s.ire 
redeposited.. "ficd as 

The 6rcd clay mould material was originally Iden~ cJ b)' 
fragments of t><U mould The material has been iina 1 J,(is 
~ B • . (..at,ornto()'. r ,.uJ udd, then of the Anctent Monumenr.s . . frotn tbc 
report (Budd 1987) studied not jusr Lile muc3:I sitei in 
Abbey but also metalworking debtis from o et 
Romiey. The rclevan1 section is quotdl below, 
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An Examination of Metallurgical debris 
from Romsey Abbey by Paul Budd, BSc 
Copp<:r allO)' casring w.mc and • fCYi· small fragments or tired 
day mould ~-ere l"X:uni.oec,!. 1\-\<>!t of this m~tcrial is th?ught 10 
be rcsiduil in m11utt-: h~-evcr, it was considered p0$$1ble thai 
ii related 10 bcll.(ouodini, possibly associated with the 
Normllfl Abbey, 

Thr (tw .small pieces o( copper aUoy ca11lng wa$tC (from 
context~ 1215, 2026, 2111, 100L, 5005 & 5012), were 
,nalf$t'd b)' XRF and the alloy identified os bronze in a.It but 
one case (context 1215) when: the high zinc signals sug;encd 
ihat 1hc alloy might be more appropriately cl:111sificd H 
gunmc:ul. XRP results suggested that most of the m.1nerial 
contained wme lend. One piece ga\'C a particulady high ti:U 
sip!. 

The roor pieces or fired cla)' mould ( from comcxu 2oso. 
2110, 211J & 2Jl3) were very similar in 11pptarnnce to 
mmples from I.he Church Strttl cxaavariom• (Site Code RCS 
17 and 78),.: They were tempeted with finel)' dl\'ided \'e'getablc 
matttt which hnd burnt out g:iving :t Porous $trucrnre. Tu·o 
sbo"'' 11 g.adi1ion or firing condition$ simjlat to the Church 
Street fngmcnu, However, two of the Romse)' Abbey 
fn.a:ments are oxidised fited on their inner surfaces. AU 
!r.t,gmenu h~ :a-white firing c.lay flip on their inner surfacet. 
All or the mould surfaces were analysed by XRF for any 
r.ul'\iving metal.. Traces of copper, lead. and zinc were detected 
on three or the fragmenu. However, weak X.RF signals sugae$l 
that I.he $u.tvi\>al or meuil traces is poor Md the natutt or thC 
alloy casr is not clear_, ahhough it is almost certainly copper 
anoy. 

1nc morphology of the mould fragments is non-di3gno,dc, 
although th~ sJi3h1 curvirures of the surfa<:tt do suggest th.at 
fragments may ha\--e originnted ft0m both lhe <ore and cope or 
o fairl)' large mould. Although it Is pos·siblc that sotnt or the 

mnteria! submitted Crom Rom~ Abbey origin.a1ed 1\s a result 
of mcd1eva1 ~JJ-~oundint, a.nalylicat ~uh$ for the c.astina 
wane_ tffl~ to tndJcate bro~ which wtte too low in tin and 
t~ high 11n le;id to be bell-metal. Bcll-mci;aJ is :.lwu;--. high in 
nn (usually o\·cf' 20% Sn) and the prcscnec of anything more 
than, t""ec lcvi;IS of le.ad in tht alloy would have 11. se\lCrCI)' 
dctrimi:n.,1:,1 etrcc:t on thc tone or the finished bell. Bronze 
alloys which were k,•,.,--cr- in tin ilnd higher in lead were used co 
cast large object$ such as cauldrons and skUleu aod the fonn 
of lhc mould fragment$ recOVtn:d would be compadble with 
the casrina of such obi«u.. 

·1v,'() lm'lall unttratificd Cragou:n11 (1975, uru:cntificd) Crom a 
cop~cr 11tloy ca!ting were also eumincd. They ha,d a 
maximum wall Uuckncss of 3mn, o.nd came from the rim o.f .a 
small hell or vessel with u m.'lximum di:tmetcr of about 60mm. 
XRF resultt suggest that the alloy l, a high tin br0me (btll­
mcuil). 

Metalwork 
There is liulc met11lwork. from the ;abbey exc.1vi11ions, and 
that almon exclusivcly frorn n:,.ore recent ~n1exl&. The bulk. 
of chc metalw·ork was made up of 1'Uli1S;i and probably, Crom 
their coniu:x.i.s, mainly coffin no.I.ls. Coffin tittingi of copper 
alloy we-cc found aJSo. There i, no metalwork worthy of 
publi<.:ation. 

Notes 

The- fun assessment report (Summcrfield & Kerr 1992) is 
in t~e sitc.archh,c. 

2 The m3trrial from Chureb Strttt will be published in the 
paper on aspeccs of che 3J'Chieoloa:y of latc-r Mcdic,'al and 
earl)' ~t•mcdicval Ronucy (Rees c l al forchcQmina:). 
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Chapter 10 

The Medieval Floor-Tiles of Romsey 
Abbey 

Introduction to the Reports 
by Paul Spoerry and Ian R 
Scott 

'"\:, rtpOm which follow arc the work of 
Andrew Russel and Paul Spoerry. The main 

-c ,( studying and analysing the floor tiles 
wa, earned out by Dr Russel, initially when 
e•1 ,,·,d on 1he Romse)· Pos1-Excava1ion 
rro1cc1 prior 10 the summer or 1986. All tiles 
rtc0tcrcd from cxcavauons up 10 1979 were 
l!UJird and, subsequently, lhe report prepared 
by Aodrev. Russel. At a later stage in the 
F ,«1, when the archive reports were being 
ed11td and drawn together for publication, Paul 
S,'<'<rr) n, employed on 1he project to edit 
Andrew Russcl's report and to prepare a report 
ai :he •mall corpus of tiles from excavauons 
•ficr 1979. This work was carried out laraely 
.-,th:, the framework laid down by Andrew 
Ru11cl, The majority of the designs recorded in 
lht following report were identified by Dr 
R~I. 

The major work on the Romsey Abbey tiles 
~ lo Russel's report had been a study by 

tody Rix. She looked a1 the cxunt tile, and the 
1ilos r«o.c,«1 from the 1973 excavations along 
"'1th ' I • ' II e designs recorded previously by 
~s. RIX's report formed a case scudy 10 
.,, ~ergradua1e dissertation in the Oepamnent 
l,;4 -i.,&l. at Southampton Univerrny (Rix 
r ;ii· Rut's work is discussed in Russcl's report 

Quan· • 
. tttics and Provenance o f the 

Tiles 

ro,._.~ 
'--....... lo.a II ba. of du rq,on are 111 ckm~ 
~'-tJ l&rgc ' on Romie)' Abbey The u4;avauoos have 
~ qu,out'f of Oo ,r ul1 tTablr 8), mOd of 1t 

Tab/, 8 .- Floor tiu: lflitht anJ Nu,,.J,m of /'_,.a 
(includes bodl decorated and undccora1cd example,) 

Year Number Weigh, (gm) 

1973 197· 27628· 
1974 308 44031 
1975 725 100385 
1977 60 9087 
1979 162 2108(1 
A 1988.7 100 IM92 
A 1991.18 192 23765 
A 1988.6 20 2100 
A 1980.83 59 no1 "~ahcd 

Notn: \'CC'i&hm a.net numbtn otractcd from the Bulk Find, 
R<a,,ten 
• The to1alt fat the 1q73 cxc11o-auc,n nclude l bo:rn or 
unquanurcd floor ul« from umtrati.f'icd dtpot.us ~rattd 
ulcs -.·ere found amoaot the unqu.anufkd m.ttcria.l 

The alms ohhc Analyolt ond Mcchodoloo 

The maJont} of the rnatcria1 •• unuranficJ, or etrccu,·tl) 
umtrolific<I, and lil<ttfOff, mhcr dw> r,od- • a•.tlocu< ol 
all CXW\I Door ul<t by C:Orll<XI, !he IUTI of lh< IJIII)~ ha, bttn 
to ,dcnufy all fabrics and dc111n.i-, and ,-an1nts of de~~•• 
prctcn1 in 1hc corpu~ ·t11c 1ntcnuon WH '" pubnJh,b r~' 
anal • and. ditcu,sic)n oflh< (aboc, and ck.IP'•. • • 

>""' of d ....... br fll>n<. comp1randa, and 10 1u,ant pou:pmp bh Aft 
which may rcprc,cnt 1hc pr1>d~cu ~~-~""~ ~r-6~ ~ 
1Uus1n.- ol all klcnofi<J de>IP'• as 1nd"""' c Ill" 

66~1U&ll> •11 dao,n• ,.,.,. alloancd • Ronucy "~,~ 
(R/10) numb<r. For publ1<11U011 • ""'IICd ttfe<<n<:t ~ Romo<, 
bc:cn uw. Th" is dncnbc.l ,n Ill< ocxt __, "" 

Abbq,· Tile Dcl:,gn tcnC1 _ . xammcd under • 
All the decorated ulc fnpcn~t ;:J~ uuo (J~ anJ 

~mocub.r macrostt,pc: at X 10 an i 

cacb ftbf'ic a,oup•D then MX'tcd into dC't,tgN 
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prob:1blc later tile, in Fabric 7). In fl9,dition, Gi:oup Sha, ~ -o 
cre:utd which is 11 •c:nch-all' for designs ror whtch the fabric LS 
presently unknown. Socb ddigns arc of two derivations~ either 
they att from tiles sdU in ,:itu in the Abbey and for wh.id\ the 
r:ibric type cannot prcsetu.ly be obser,,.ed; or the)' arc de,1gn..-; 
th~l :ire only known (rom documcn1ary illustr-Jtion.s, most.I)' 
from 'antiquarian' sources. 

The s.e<:ond pan of the Fabric Group Identifier identifies. the 
particular deS'ign. Within th<: "Group' classification the: deSlgll.'i 
ore ordered on a typologica.l ba$i$ for ease of reference. :be 
t,'J)Ology deals inhially wh:h the ·design' as an ekme-nt m a 
Pavement (cg border, ccntrc:picce etc) and secondarily with ':1'C 
acn1al rcpresen1ation itself (FJotaJ. Anthropomotpb,c, 
Zo<>morphic:. and Other). The full sequence is tlS follows: 

1st lc\'el of ordering: 
Dt-,;igns th:n :1.re cmplot·cd in repcti1i0:n to fill 13r-gc artas. 
Ocsi,ans that are patt or borders nncVor inscriptioos. 
Designs that ore part of four .. tlle groups. 
Dc$igns that are individual in nature, but have some 
symmetry of dcs,ign indicating use a$ ccnt.rcs and/or 
comcrS. 
Other individual designs. 

2nd lc\·d of ordering: 
Floral designs 
Anthropomorphic designs 

• Zoomorphie de&igns 
• 'Olhcr' designs 

The illustrations of the designs arc ordered according to 
these 'fabric group identifier$' (RFGPs). 

The Illustrations 

All identified designs, and Yarinnt:s of designs, are iJJusm.11«1. 
The drawings io Figut"Cs 54-64, 66 arc reproduced at one third 
scatc. The inlaid ponic,n of $Urviving Qe,ig:ns, wb.ether ~;in 
complete dies, or frag·ments, are show white on a black 
ground. Designs havt' only been reconstructed from partial 
fragments where it \s absolutely certain that there is only one 
possib1~ final n~nion, nnd 1,hm the reconstructed pare has been 
showJJ 10 oudine onJy. \Vhen: a dcsigo is onJy known from 
docum:mary ~vidcncc (cg antiquarian illustrations), it is 
shown m outline only. Where :my doubt exists as- to tbe 
identity of the design, onl>• the extant fraa.ment bas been 
drawn. 

The Report on the Medieval 
Floor Tiles from Romsey 
Abbey (from Excavations to 
1979) by A D Russel, BA PhD 

Introduction and Previous Work 
A subsu.nti.al number of dies had been recorded a.t Romscy 
Abbey before the modern program.me of archacologjcaJ wo k 
began. Or John Latham, an inh3bitant of the ,own fn,n\ abo~t 
J 796 to 18201 drew 26 dc-sigm, noting that U\ev were in lh 
\'~~try and other par1:' or the chun;:b (Lathrun, N0tCbooks:). H:. 
~ t \.\."S the ex.act locanon for only tv,o designs - the 'Crus.adc.r' 
nlcs (RFGI 3- 21 ond 3-22 = Romscy Abbey Dcsigru [RAO] 
6 1 and 64) - $8)'ing they formed part or :a pavement beneath 
the altar table. Other tiles wef( rc<:6rdcd on subscq • • 
by collcctots and other antiquaries The d'" • ~en, V1Sll$ • • -.signs tucy noted 
were_ m some cases new rile designs not recorded b Lath . 
posubly they had bttn uncovered by the dir,&ino 0 [ Ami 
bv the rtttora,·o.... .... • . • -. q, grovt11 or 
~ 1 ,.. won,, carried out IJ1 the seco.nd h:.1;JJ o.( lbe: 

191h ceot\l.f'Y. Ul.tham•s work i!i particularly valuable 85 the 
no possibility that h~ confu$-Cd tiles found :n Romscy ~ith: 1$ 

found ;n other locauom - he rcoordW only the R.onu , Ci 

3ttd whenever it has been poJsible to ch«k his othc(n!c,~ 
and drawings t11ey have always proved 10 bt- accurate. 

'The .firs:t published work on the Abbey tiles. wu lhat o-f J h 
Henry Parker whose third, 1840, edition of A Glom; 

0 0 

Architecture contained ten drawings o( Ron:ucy tiles ry <>f 
dc$igns being txamp1es not recorded by Ultham. Jn '1:~ 
Charles Spence's Es$8)' on Lhe Abbey included four cha , 
of tiles on the title page., and in l84S John Gough N= 
incJud~ Rornsey dcs.igns in. his Examples of DCCQnti\~ Tiles, 
someumes termed En~u.snc. Lord Alwync Compton \isitcd 
the Abbey, probably in l855, and made tracings of 2() designs.. 
TI1esc were never published but arc now held by the Soci~ of 
Antiquaries of London. They include the only rt<:ord 

11 
Romscy of part of a Chcns-cy-cype four~pancl crucifixion sctoc 
(Eames 19~, 151 Oc:,ign 1318; RFGI 5-19 (RAD 100) indl, 
present sent$). Also in the late nmetcenth century SC\'tn ,ilcs 
we.re trnccd by the Rev \VI Sparrow-SimJ>:$Qn and thrtt by J R 
Holliday, both sm or drawings now being he.Id by the Victona 
and Alben Museum. The n,cxt published work was that of e 
W G·recnfield whose study of the tiles of southern Hampshire 
was published in the Proceedings of the Hampshire Field Ctub 
in 1893, giving 3 1 designs from Roms.ey, although he su:tcs 
tha1 be found 33 (Greenfield 1893, 146). By the umc lhc 
excavations began in 1973, 45 dt!$igns had been r«ordtd m 
the Abbey, and one other design had found its wa,, imo 11-~ 
Rutland collection. This totaJ of 46 was more th:m d0ublcd by 
the exca\!3tions. 

The fo·e $casons of excavation work 3,1 Romscy Abbe)' ffl)(l2 
1973 to 1979 produced m.any piectS of floor rile with tr◄act$ of 
inlaid designs, Llule p,ost~xcavation work was done until l98S 
when the English Heritage sponsored programme bcgnn, and 
in that dme some complete dies from the l9i4 excavalioris 
had disappeared and others had lost their pro\'C'nance. 

The void is partly filled by the work of Wendy Rix who in 
1974 had submitted an undergraduate dissertation to lht 
Department of Archaeology at Southampton Uni"-crsicy on 
The MedJc\•al Floor 1'iles of Hampshire (Rix_ 1974). Rix 
divided the Hamps.hirc tile$ into six groups accQrding to tbt 
type or design, a system first used by Grccnficfd ( 1893). 
Chapter 3- of the work was a Ca\ic study of the tilts from 
Romscy ~bbey, particularly those from the 1973 cxca\1:tions. 
Rix lis~ 60 designs as being recovered pri.Qr co, qr during, the: 
1973 excavations on the cast end chapels (Rix 1974, 73), with 
47 designs being found in 1973 (Rix 1974, 20). 

Tiles in situ 

All the medieval tiles in the Abbey today u.re in St Ge<ir;t'$ 
Chapel, at the north ea.st comer of the church. This would 
seem to be an entirely modern a.m:i.ngmicnt. Latham rccocdi 
them as being in t.he ventyJ under the aJuar table, 2nd 
clse\\•here in the church io the firsr quaner of the ninccetnth 
century, and Caucrmolc's drawings or 1he Abl>cy from iht 
s.amc period seem to show Door tiles in the chancel (Britton 
1826). Spcntc ( 1841) drew attention to 'the very grtai 
number and diversity of p3ttcms, in the curious cnC:aU$tiC ~ 
of the thirteenth and fourteenth ce1nuries, which abound in 

the vestry» western c-nd, 11.nd ;it the altar. lmmedistely un~ 
the carpet, before the communion table) arc some on whteb 
arc depicted lm{ghrs in full eh.urge with their criruig:ularWcJd.S 
hanging from their necks'. \'Vho was responsible for tbc 
rcmov;i.J of the 1:tles tC> their present positiorn is no1 tnown, bUt 
the Rtv. Edward Lyon Bcn:hon, vicar from t860:-IS?2• 
re,:ords. in his autobiogrnphy the re~laying of rcprodurnon utd 
&c:,in lhc choir (Berlhon 1899, 160-6). 

Area of the £ a.cern Chilpels During the I 973·7: 
~ctwations riles were found in situ in the cmst end cbapds AD 
in lhe Clois.tcr. Th~ tiles W\:rC- present in three arcils o( the- cJS' 
end cha.pels. ln oddjtion an area of tile-imprt-sse<l morw •'15 

also found (see above pp 85- 6, and Fig 39b). I ·d 
The more northerly of the two patches of tiles WI$ '
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Locauons mcnuoned 10 the floor tile report 
Shaftesbury I 0 Christchurch 19 Romscy 28 South Haning 

Tamnt 
29 Durford 

11 Kingsclcre 20 Nursling 

.-\ldboumc 12 Woonon St 21 Winch~tcr 30 Sbulbrcdc 

Lnwrencc 22 St Oen)'h 31 Sclbomc 

Grnt&dwyn 13 Suing 23 Southampton 32 Famngdon 

Knnpton 14 Popham 24 !-!ctlcy 33 Hartle)' Maudin 

AmC'burv 15 Barton Stacey 25 Beaulieu 31 /\1100 

Sa!,sbur): 16 ~'herwell 26 Titchficld 35 Bristol 

Cb.rcndon 17 Monisf'oot 27 Warblinaton 3(> Kcyn,h:un 

Soi,lcy 18 T1msbury 
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rq>aircd, ro iudge by the unworn dies, but whh n.o auempt to 
keep the pattern, usiJ'\g plain quarter and half~utcs and one 
exao,ple each of RFGI 2,-29 (RAD 51), 2-28 (RAO 54} .•nd 
2-27 (RAO 55), all again rabric 6. To the norlh of the do1ster 
walk a strip of six riles in situ aligned nonh- $outh was 
unco...-ettd. AU but C\VO were worn badly, 1he two being, to 
judge by the photogmphs, prls1ine examples of RFGI 3-24 
(RAD 44), fabric 5, and RFGI S-15 (Rt\l) 62}. This. lott~r !ile 
is the only example from Romsey (lf this design and 1s m1ssmg 
frqm the archh-c. along with the perfect example of R.FGI 3-24 
( Rt\!) 4•1) found wiu, it. 

The Designs (Figs 56-64) 

The majority of lhe tile fngmcms were extremely v,torn and 
any decoration they might have carried was no longer 
idcnclti3blc. In 3 oumber of C3SC$ reduced, ic dark grey, arca.s 
on worn tJles could be: seen 10 be the last LnlCCS of a diesign but 
unlest it was particularly distlnctivc and therefore idt!ntifiablc 
h ~ not included in this report. A total of 544 pieces of die 
survive bearing tr.lCCS of whit'e inlaid decoration. Of Lhese 466 
can be identified as co design. ·n1e tasc with which designs 
could be identified on 1he smaller fragmcnu: depended to a 
large cxtcm on t.he distinctiveness and exclusiveness of the 
pattern. There arc also a number of whole tiles that h.1wc been 
recovered from previous ttStO.rtuion work in and around the 
Abbey and n:lnid in St George's Chapel. 

There arc nfoctcen designs known only from the drawings or 
records of pn::viou~ workers. Tbey have been included here as 
Romscy riles and have been allocalcd R.omscy Abbey Design 
numbers and Group ldcnti.fiers, aJthough a certain nmoum of 
uncertainty must be aaiched 10 lhcm. Fou.r designs nor 
preseJ\t at Romsey cxisl as dmving$ in the Victoria and Albert 
MU$eum in London. One, RFGT 5-5 (RAD 93), i5 in the J R 
Homda)' collection number E 3237 . 1927, and three arc- in the 
Rev \VI Sparrow-Simpson collection. Thci;c are O 645.98, 
RfGI 5--17 (RAO 97); D 639.9$, RFGI 5-10 (RAO 98); and 
D 644.98, Rl'GI 5- 18 (RAO 99). The Altvyne C6mpton 
conecl.ion of tile drm.,•i.ngS contains rwo extm des.jg:ns, RFGI 
5-19 (RAD 100), and RFGI 5- 14 (RAD 107). The 1..atJlam 
dra"ings have, Rr-Gl 5-9 (RAO 84) and RFGl 5- 1 (RAD 4). 
Greenfield'• work (1893} includ<s designs Rl'Gl 5- 3 (RAD 
102), RFGI 5- 12 (RAD 103), .RFGI 5-4 {MD 104), RFGI 
~ (RAO 105), and RFGI S-16 (RAD 106}, none of which 
have bc-.en seen by other researchers. Rix recorded n fragment 
of Greco.field's dcsip, E9 (here RFGJ 5-13 RAD 108) which 
appe:irs to be no Jongc-r present (Gttenficld 1893). 

A possible further dcs,ig;n is thin in Parker ( I 840, place 86 
no 20). This tile has ne\,cr subsequenl.ly been reported fro~ 
tbt Abbey, the only one of the lcn iJJustratcd that has not and 
it could bt- explained as the grouping of four tiles or Rfo1 
'3- ts (RAD 28). Pai:ker's drawings vary considerably in their 
accur:icy and this design wiU therefore noc be c:ounu:d as a new 
addition unril corroborative evidence <:an be found, 

AU told, 108 designs h::wc been idc-nrificd in the present 
wor~, including the f?urteen known only from the drawings, 
pubh$hed and unpublished, of previous workers. 

F-abric Groups 

AU riles were examlncd undtr a Vicken binOC"ular microsco 
nl X 10 to scm them into groups and the chnracteristics of e-a~~ 
group were n~ted. ~ven fabrics wc.tt recognised. Similaritie:s 
~t~~n certain fabncs rcsuhcd m thtm bcin_g amalgamated 
mto wider groups. 

Group 1 (Fig S4) 

This group 1;00s.ists of only one fabric. 

Fobric I 

1,"he ~m body of the f~bric ii fine sand, lcs:s than 0.2mm, and 
sthl w1t!1 SC'atterc:d med1wn sat'ld gr.1ijns, up to 0.6mm_.. of red 
and white qunrra and the occasional an&.•Jar r,-..- r n· &"" ... .,. •• ent o 1n1, 

up to I mm. There ;1re lenses ot concent.raced rc:d aod :hi 
quartz medium sand which wu al50 used as a Parting mC:· re 
on the base or the tiles. The tiles vary from 2)rnrn 10 26

1uni 
thick, wilh a mean of 25m,n. Only two tiles ha\'c mieas IJUrl 
sides which are 14-7cnm (5. 75in) and l52mm (6int~t 
bouom of che tilet is alwn)'S sanded. The fivt ke)'1 are~ t 
h11.lf round scoop at an ang.lc to the. surface. 'I a 

Nine designs art present on tiles of this fabric: RFGI 1_1 (RAD 2), RFGI 1- 2 {RAD 3), RFGI 1- 3 (MD 1), RFGl H 
(RAO 5), RFGI 1-5 (RAO 6), RFGI Hi (l\Al) 76), RF()J 
1- 7 (RAO 77)1 RFGI 1-8 (RAD 7) and RGFGI 1-9 ( RA.Il a) 
These r.iJcs h:l\'c chc same designs, thin inlay, numbers of~ 
a.nd method or keying as Norton~s Group 5 1u Winchcstt 
College (Norton 1974), P~ur of the six designs c:if Nonon': 
group 5 (Norton 1974, Fig '3, nos 29:, '30, 31, and 34) 

1 
ptescm in this fabric at R<>mse)' whe(c: they are RFGJ l•~ 
(RAD 3), RFGI 1- 3 (RAD I), RFGJ 1-5 (RAO 6) and 
RGFGI 1-9 (RAO 8). RFGI 1- 6 (RAD 76) and RfGI 1-7 
(RAD 77) do not appear to have been published before. 
N'onon was able to identify the Winche$tet College tiles u 
bcmg lhosc ordered in 1396 from \Villiam Tyelcrc or 
Otterbournc at ten shillings a thousand for pa,·ing the chanlff 
and the vestry. They were 3Jso used to pa\1c \Vyktham',s 
Chantry, completed before- 140•1, At Ronuey the tiles offabt:ic 
l were recovered from the Parish Church e¥ttruion granted 
by Wykeham in 1403, aod from the cloisters. uubam nw 
RFGI S-1 (RAD 4) inside the church. A single e>lllinple came 
from the Lady Chapel. It is possible that the work done on the 
Parish Church precipitated repairs to flooring in other parts of 
1Jlc Abbey. 

Tiles with these and related designs are found in m~t ~ 
of Hampshirt with Roo1Se)', Kimp[On, and BcauJieu forming 
the cascem edge of the di$tribution, Kingsclere Church being 
the mos, northerly find spot and Tm:hfield the most southerly. 
Examples of 'Oucrbournc' tile, from Romsey, Kimpton, 
Netley, Tirchficld and Winchester have been examined by mt 
author and all appear ,o be the same fabric. This su,ggtsts a 
tingle kiln soure•, pr,sumably 4l Otrcrbourn,. Pcu-ofogiaal 
examination or a group or tiles btaring similar design,s 
excavated from Otte.rboume Old Church would again s«m ,o 
be or the game f~bric (\VilJisms 1990, 83). A possible WtSt 
Sussex distribution of Onerboume product$ needs funhcr 
im·c.nig,3tion owing to Lhe presence of a kj'Jn nt Shulbrtd~. 
apparently producing idcntfoal designs (Grtcn and Gttcn 
1949, 28). 

The designs or fabric I arc. mostly more elaborate t.lun the 
earlier designs of 1he ·wc-sse.l( school, an claborarion J)('rhaps 
made possible by the technique of printing: rather chao 
stamping the design. The exceptions arc RFGI 1-8 (RAD 7) 
:>nd l-9 (RAO 8) which arc much more in the We$!tX. 
rradidon, with a central he:raldic/my1hological figure in a 
roundel. These could be evidence of an earlier industry Ill 
Onerbournc~ oJd scamps still in use, or designs made to patdl 
old areas of Wessex type paving. All att u.nlikdy as the tiles art 
the tlandard Oucrbourne size of six inches square rather dian 
the Wessex fi\'C ,o five and 1:1 half inches square and would not 
fit readily into an older pa\'cmcnt. They instead suggest a 
continuing populoriey for figurad\'C dctigns as oppos(d to the 
rcpcariog p:metns of the other Ottt.rboume designs.. ~ 

None of the designs pre.sent in this rabric are prtsent to 

other fabrics 1.1 Romsey. The known prownances of ~11~1$ 
to lhe Romse>• designs which occur in fabric I ar.c g1"cn m 
'fable JO. 

Group 2 (Figs 55-59} 

This group con.si&ts of thr« fabric,- tha1 is 2, 3_. and 6. 

Fabric 2 

J':abric 2 is a harsh $andy fabric with abundant, w~u-sorted 
medium red, white, nnd ct~or qunru sand, 0.2mm to 0.6tntn­
There are many ferruginous lumps which contain !imilar 
quara. _g.niins, i.nd fragment$ or ironsrone up ,o 3mm lll 5~ 

The lhtckness of Lhe tiles varie& from 20nun co 27mm but 1 
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2-47 

Fia 59 Group 2 tiles (v) 

or Rf'GI 2 8 (RAO 2)) had a ... larg< U), but m~ Ill<> 
"ff< probobly tnaJ, ,-,II\ r.,..,_ 

Fdltt11 dcsri:n• ar, p..-..,n, u, t.bn< ): Rl'GI 2-4 Jc 3 )) 
(RAO 20), RFGI 2-$ (RAO 23), RFGI 2 10 (RAD 91), 
RFGI 2 11 (RAO 22), RFGI 2 15 (RAO 9), RFGI 2 17 
(RAO 18), RFGI 2 21 (RAD 27), RFGI 2 )) (RAD 24), 
RFGI 2 )6 (RAO 25), RFGI 2 37 (RAO 60), RFGI 2 II 
<RAO 26), RFGI 2- 12 (RAO 19), RFOI 2 16 (RAD 85), 
RFGI 2 17 (RAD 86) and RFGI 2 -48 (RAO 87). 

Fahnc6 

Fabru: b 11 • mc-d1um H.ndy fabm: with tbundam quart~ 
sni.n.. O.lmm to 0.6mm. Tbcrc arr common iron•ncl\ l)('.Uccs. 
up to 4mm, tnd lcn,ct or anm coloured clat TiucMc-u 
ran,tt &om 21mm co 31mm wnh • mnn of 26mm. The sill 
rancn from 13:?mm to 144mm. Th, bonoms ire chbcr 
1moolh or aanJy, althoUJh "'o tal<t, <umpln or RFGI 2 I l 
(RAO 17) and Rl-vl 2-27 (RAO 55), had JnH malts. Th< 
norm1I b)1n1 rntthod 11 four keys, all wide and m o11Jy 
mali.,,., but a row ar, dtti,<r A numb<r or uks ha"' no kJ'I 
and I fow ha,-. on< 1.,... ont. Exompln <>f RFGI 2 8 (RAD 
23) """' rour, -. or no l:q~ •nd RFGI 2 27 (RAD 55) had 
rou.:r OC' none All ""n'C ~ttular to the ,urfacr cxcq-,t for 
eumpla or Rl'GI 2 2) (RAO S)) and RH)! 2 211 (RAD 54) 
"inch had bttn mad< tt an an,k-

'Tbctt •re twmry. •tJC dntS,M ptnmt u, f.abni; & mabna: 1t 
lh< CUl1llllOn<>I fabnc: at ROtn><T Rl1GI 2 I (RAD SO), RFGI 
2 ~ cRAO 49), RFGI 2·7 <RAD 72), RI-Gl 2-8 (RAD 2)), 
RFGI 2 12 (RAO 79), RJ·GI 2 IJ (RAO 18), RFGI 2 11 
(RAD 47), Rf1(,I 2 19 (RAD 75), RFGI 2 20 (RAO 78) 
RFGI 2 21 (RAO 27), Rl'GI 2 22 (RAO 16), RFGI 2 23 
(RAO 5)), RFGI 2 24 (RAO 11), RFOI 2 26 (RAO 52) 
RFGI 2-27 (RAO H), Rl·OI 2 28 (RAO 54) RFOI 2 29 
CRAO 51), RFGI 2 )0 (RAD So), RFOI 2-Ji (RAD 24) 
RFGI 2 -11 RAO SA), RFCI 2 )5 (RAI) 59), RFGI 2 )6 
(RAI) 2S), RFGI 2 }9 (RAD 6ft), RFOI 2-42 (RAD 19) 
RFCI 2-4) (RAO 57) and Rl'GI 2 11 (RAD 70). ' 

\\lochcs1n Collcae para]Jd.1 

Fabnc 2 

RFGI 2 15 (RAD 9) one! Rl'Ol 2 )I (RAD 67) a« Pf"knt 11 
\t""sn,h~rer (.dlkfc 1n Nonon•s an,up I, numbtni 6 anJ 9, 
"n:t Rl·GI 2 16(~1> 10) occun 11\tt<in a,oup }, n\ltnbtt 21 
(Nortun 197 • NortCln datc-J h,s (Jn~ I 10 c 1100 bat,t-J on 
~ ,: 194'C), since rn'lk'J lO c 1211() (Nc,n('n 10'40. 57). and 
his (.,ruup ) to prot,ehty thr u.dy foutttttllh co,tury 

2-48 

Fabric) 

RFGI 2 10 (RAD 91), RFOI 2 11 (RAD 22), Rl'CI 2 15 
(RAO 9), Rr-O1 2 17 (RAD IA), and RFOI 2 )) (RAO 24a 
or, round m J'OUP I (Nonon 1974, numbtn 6, 7, 15, 4 DI 
14) datans to t 1280, and RFGI 2-l (• J )) (RAD 20) and 
Rl'OI 2 36 (RAO 2S), an: founJ m poop"'"' ("ion,n 1974. 
numbcn 18 and 25) danns to the, <lrl)' 11111 C<llturJ 

Fabric 6 

Four or the fabric 6 dctiar'ls a.rt- found 1n Norton·, Group I e 
I 2AO- RFGI 2 n RAO 241 11 "ionon numbtt 4, RFGI 2 1 
(RAO 19) " Norton number 2, RrGI 2 U (RAD S7)" 
Nonon numbt.r 3, RJ?GJ 2 )5 (RAO 50) 11 Norton number S; 
and "'"' RFGI 2 2) (RAO H. Mid RFGI 2 J6 RAO 25. 
arc 1n h11 Group 2, numbc-rt. 25 and 20 tt"lptcll\·d)•, cart) 
fou.rtttnth a:ntwy 

Chrl.1tchurch paroUcb 

All lhn:< fabncs ha-.-.-.,.. ponU.,, at O>mtchur<b Pnoo,-, 
an Norton's Group 2. The fabric there 11 described III hard, 
v.,th many tmall nuuy indu,ioru 1nd wmctunn .,lb W'S( 
fcnou, lumrs,. This II supcrficnll) i\m1lar 10 the Romter 
f1bnet 1p1r1 from tht mm inclusio111. Thi• a:roup ls d111<'d by 
~-.. (1982) 10 the, lattt tlwt«nlh <fflllan' 

'll>c: fabn,. 2 d"'ll1• (oul\J II Qumchurd> a"' RFGI 2 ) 
(RAD 16), Nonon nurnber r,; RFOI 2 -5 (RAO 1-1), number 
26; Rl·-O1 2 IS (RAO 9), n-. 25; and RFGI 2 2~ R,\J) 
11), num~r tZ. The sue dc,1g;n, c,n (abnc ) ulct •~ RFGI 
2 8 (RAO 23), number 3S; RFGI 2 11 (RAD 22), number 
IJ; Rl'CI 2 15 (RAO 9>, numb<r 25; Rl-01 2-17 RAO 1• 
number 9; RH)I 2 21 (RAO 27), number 17; and RFGI 2 J) 

(RAO 24). number 28. Plc,•en of lhc fabric 6 d<'sia:n, trc 
founJ ar Chris:tehurch. They arc RFGI .?-I ,RAD SO). 
number 21, RFGI 2 2 (RAO 4Q), number 10; RFGI l H 
(RAD 47), number 17; Rl'OI ? 2 1 (RAD 27), number 37; 
RFGI 2 22 (RAO I&), number 11. RF(;! 2 2~ RAD II• 
number 12; Rl'<ll 2 27 (RAO 55), number 2), RFGI Z )) 
(RAI) 24), number 28; RH,! 2 H (RAD S8); RFOI 2 IS 
(R.\O '4J, n,urnbtr 2,, and llf'GI l O \RAD S7l numbcT" 

Sanabury """'1ki. 

One t~f the f1tn-,c 2 dC"i.ig:n111 RFOI 1 3 (RAD 16 the ,maD 
d:ra~m•), "-., a"IOCUittd with W Cl~"'" bin •h~ Eantd 
1980. lfl6J J.1«1 to 1?37 15 In fame }, RFGI 2 -4S RAD 

87) l• rccord~d fr-om tht Que-en, Chamher a1 Cltrcndtm, 
dated•• 1250 2 <Eomn t9H<l, dnrcn 2610. 187 ~). Fab<r< 6 
has dc.icn P,· -alkb a, Salnhurr anJ c........i,,n ;F ,.. I•· 



, RFGI 2-IS 
·3 (RAD 24), 
71 I.S,il&Dd 
tAD 20) and 
\{Orton 1974, 
try. 

.'s Group I c 
4, RFGI ~l 
:RAD 57) 1, 
>n number S; 
i {RAD 2S), 
::tivcly, early 

,u.rch Pnon't 
bed .. hard, 
l'S with l:arge 
lhe Rom,q­
> is dated b)• 

·e RPG! 2-3 
14), numb<r 
2-24 (R.'Jl 

es m-RFGI 
22), num1><t 
7 (RAD 18), 
I RPG! Z.ll 
d«ign> ,,. 
(RAD 50), 
RFGI 2-14 
nu.mbtf 37i 

t (RAD 11), 
RFGI 2-ll 
RFGI 1-JS 

f1 nucnber 7;. 

FABRIC GROIJP'S 

• knO\\-rl from Salisbury Chnpte.r House, 
llf-012-)9 (RA~1 ; . 28 {RI\D 54) is known lrom Salisbury 
~ •• • 1~ (RAD 51) and RPG! 2- 19 {RAD 75) are 
1)&1, RfGI 2~~' Chamber, Clarendon, c 1250- 2. 

' """di<,. ••••• 
In""' 

, pana.Uds 
~ . 1. ks bciwccn the Rumsey fabric$ in this 
'fbdt trc dtPIJSI in 

: 9: F~ 1i),: Design /i11ks b<now, fabrics 

, b • 2 'abric 3 fabric 6 fabric 4 RAD (RfGJ) no ,a r,c ,, 

(2-15) X X 
0 X 

(2-24) X 
II 

(2--4 & 3--3) X X 
!J) 

(2-8) X X 
?l X X 
?l (2-}3) 

X (2-36) X z; 
X 

V (2-21) X 

Gt,,up 3 (f'IIIS 6<Hl2) 

Thaconsiscs of fabrics 4 and 5. 

F,i,ric4 

lbr mrin bod>' of the fabric is silty cJay with fme quartz sand, 
XU tban 0.2mm, with p~lcr, quartz.free lenses. There are 
t«:ISlO(W ti:bi[e and rtd pellets of day up to 9mm in si1..c. The 
dliotlcsl of the tiles wries from 20mrn to 25mm with a rncan 
or?2mm. 'fhe sizes range from 123mm to 140mm. The 
mxlmidcs art mostly $.andtd but a few arc smooth and bear 
mds or grass. The four kc)"$ were all small and uprigbr as if 
.. cmrtancn1 had been pushed Into the clay and giveo a twist, 
OMl lhreN1uarrers of a rum. One tile gave che appearaoce 
dw ii bid betn stabbed with a spoon•Jikc implcmenl, leaving 
atte'CllMhapcd imptessions. 

El<,,o ffligns ar, present in this fabric: RPGI 3--1 {RAD 
ll), RFGI 3-3 [= 2---4) (RAO 20), RFGI 3-6 {RAD 34), 
R.F<ll l-7 (RAD 32), RPGJ 3-8 (RAD 7 3), RFGI 3--11 (RAD 
!11 RFGI l-15 (RAD 28), RPG! 3- 16 (RAD 30), RFGI 
,_lO(RAD 31), RFGl 3-28 (RAD 90), and RPG! 3- 31 
!RAD83). 

~s 
~bnc S ~as a groundma$$ of coarse sill and fine sand, up to 

.?zrun v.ith abundant red (iron•rich) and white {iron•frcc) 
:,J>tlltts. both types up to 9mm ii\ size. The thickness of the 

\'afitt from '20mm 10 26mm, with a mean of 24.mm. The 
krc.11r11t from 120mm to 140mm. The undersides arc either 
"""<horRndcd; one example of RFGl 3--18 (RAD 41 ) had 
~ AU _tiles had four upriglu keys. Some we.re only 
9'2) Clh . . tr twms, and one example of RFGI 3-14 (RAD 
4 • ibittd the$p00n-like stabbings found on a dlc of fabric 

l9~;j"'' iwcncy de,is,,s in this fabric, RPG! 3-2 (RAD 
RAD 3-1 (RAO 38), RPG! 3-5 (RAD 42), RFGI 3-9 
RFG1 ~(; RFG! 3• 10 {RAD 35), RPG! 3- 12 (MD 37), 
'RAD (RAD 45), RFGI :H4 (RAD 92), RPG! 3- 17 
RFG1 jO), RFG! 3- 18 (RAD 41), RFGl 3- 19 (RAD 69), 
,ll',O 4· -l (RAD 61), RPGI 3-22 (RAD 64), RFGI 3- 23 
RFG! ;~6 ~I 3-24 (RAO 44), RPG! 3-25 (RAD 66) . 
ill.',095)'1ld .P 88), RPG! 3- 27 (RAO 89), RFGI 3--29 

=01 3- 30 (RAD 94). 

Piirair.ts 
11,, de\' 
dutnbut:11 :und on fabric t\ tiles seem to hnvc a limited 
~ ~· wfGI l-'3 (RAO 20) ls known from Beaulieu, 
lfbiCbt$ltr C ;f'hffi.er Brook St:rcer, Winchester C.tu.hedral1 

• •&• (Norton No 18, Group 3,, 1300) and 

13] 

Wolvc,;ey Palace. RFGl 3-15 (RA!) 28) . kn 
Netley, St Cross, Anu:,bury and Sali ~s ~ ;11 lkaulku, 
RFGI 3-11 {RAD 29) is known o Is r"'y h,p,;, l-lou«, 
3-16 (RAD 30) is known at Winch D; "'"' Rom1<y, RFC! 
,ire, R.FGJ 3-20 (~D 3 1);. l<oown ~,: ~~r-ook S1.T<ct 
3-7 (RAD 32) IS pmcn1 at Beauli,u N ""<Y, RFG! 
Sclborne Church and Priory and wt h1 ctley, Romuy, 
RFGI 3- 1 (RAD 33) is found at Bcaul?:u ~=~t'~ro;~ Str«t, 
Calhedml and Brook Strc:ct. R.fGl 3--6 cRAo 1 ). IOChtsltr 
for which no exact parallel h .. .,_ ,.,._~ 1 ed 3 ) LS a lener E 

- =n <>eat , ond RPG! 3-3-8 
(RAD 73), 3-31 (RAD 83), and 3-28 {RAD 90) 
unique to Romsey. .:appear U) be 

. i:,e group of d~signs on rabri~ 5, 35 with fabric 4• has a ,·c 
lun1tc<I gcograph1cal di1tribution, RPG! 3-2 (RAD 39) h~ 
been found {It Netley, and Winchester Brook SU't:rt. RFGI 3-1 
(RAO 38) has been found at 84::aulicu, Netley, Winchester 
Brook Street and Wolve«y Palace. RPG! 3-5 (RAD 42) ha, 
been found at Beaulieu and Ne~cy. RPG! 3-913-10 (RAD 
36135) has been found :it Beaulieu, Netley \Vinche1tcr 
Cathedral, Wioehester Brook Slrcct, Soplcy

1 
Nursling, t nd 

a1$Q a:t Amesbury and at Greal fkdwin in Wilts.hire. R.FGI 
3~12 (RAD 37) has bec,n found at Netley, Soplcy, Nursli041, 
Selbo me, \~i'lnchester Cathedral, Winchester Brook Strtet 
\'v'olvesey Palace, and at Grcal Btdwin aod Amesbury Ab~ 
in Wiltshi.e. RPG! 3-13 (RAD 45) b3S been found at 
Beaulieu, Netley, and \'<1inchesccr Brook Street. RFGJ l-14 
( RAD 92) is known from Beaulieu, Christchurch, and 
\Vincbester Cathedral, College, Wolvcst)' Pal!ttt, and St Cross.. 
RFGI 3- 17 (RAO 40) has been found a1 \Vind,e,1er Brook 
StrceL RPG! 3- 18 (RAD 41) bas been found at Salisbury 
Chaple, House. RFGI 3-21 (RAD 61) ,nd 3-22 (RAD 64), 
the cQmbatant knights, a.re known Crom Wotvesey PaJace in 
Wincbcsccr, Amesbury Abbey, Oteat Bedwin, and Clarendon. 
These two designs are more fully discussed by Umes ( t 1)80, 
192-4). RPG! 3--23 (RAD 43) has been found at Netley and 
Winchestu Brook Strc<t. RFGI 3-24 (R,>,D 44) has boon 
found at Beaulieu, Netley, Winchester Cathedral and 
Winc hcstc• Brook St.eet. RPG! 3- 25 (RAD 66) is known 
from Netley, Selborne, \Vinchester C3thedral and \'7olvt$t'll 
Pa.Inc~, and Salhibury Cathedral and Chapter House. RFGJ 
3-19 (RAO 69), 3-26 (RAD 88), 3-27 {RAD 89), and 3-30 
(RAD 94) are not known frolJl elsewhere in HamP!-hitt. RFGI 
3-29 (RAD 9~) is known only from Romsey unless Sp,11:row• 
Simpson wo.s correct in recording this ~le from Wincl)~l(:r. 

None of the desjgns present in [abnc 5 a;e foUJ?d m othu 
fabrics, but one of lhc designs - RAD 20 - m fabric 4 (RFGJ 
3- 3) is found in fabric 3 (RfGl 2-4). The kn"":" pro,-cnoncxs 
of par:iUeJs co the Romscy designs which occur an Group 3 arc 
givcl'II in tables 4 and 5~ 

Grou p 4 (Fig 62) 
Thjs group consistS of only one rabric, nameli' fabric 7. 

Fabric 7 . 
. . fi d 0 06 to 0 2mm (abric, well ()Xidl$Cd to 

This 1s a nc san Y, • • ' 
gJvc a bright red colour. . . • (4 d both front the 

Only two ~~u of ~hlt rn::~c ;
0
~":sc:: s~g&C$ting a late 

cloister cxcavnt1ons. ~c inJ:a"fu:Gt ,1_ 1 (RAO 81) :md RFGJ 
date. Since neither design - . ' fi d patallcL4l c,anno1 be 
4-2 (RAO 82) - could be ,denu c 
discusSC'd. 

(F•~63 & 64) 
Tiles of unkn<.>wn fabric:, . """' . (abric 

• ...i... h couJd 0Ql be :usigncd Sl . . 
, ""L...,_. \\'Crc nineteen oles w,,.1e , Rut•~nd eoucc:uon. n,.. B • • bMuseums ..,. . • 
number. Orte l$ in the tuU nl resent ifl St.Gt."<1~~ 
RFGJ 5-7 (RAC! 101); four we.re o :e~ntcd idcnnficauon. 
Chapel and their glnz<d surf;c;~r, (RAD 65) RFGI 1-7 
RFG I S- 1; (RAD 62), Rf(tO 96) • (ourt«n •" l<n~ 
' ""'iD 77), 3nd RfGJ 5-6 "',\I) 84) RfGI S--5 { 0 ••~ • · . RFGJ 5 9 vv ' 7) RPG! S--1 
only from dra,vings.0 96' RPG! 5• 17 (RJ\D 9 • D 100) 
93) RFGI 5~ (RA ' :...,... 99) RFGI 5- 19 (RJ\ ' 
(RAD 98), RFGI 5- 18 (IVU' ' 
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3-1 3-3 
3-2 

3-4 3-5 3-6 

3-9 

3-10 

Fig 60 Group 3 (iles (i) 
3 -11 3-12 
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3-24 3-26 
3-25 

3-28 

3-27 
3-29 

3-30 

3-31 

/, 

4-1 4 •2 
Fig 62 Group 3 tiles (iii) and Group 4. 



3.25 

3.29 
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5·1 

5-4 

5-7 

5-10 
F"ig 63 Group 5 tiles (i) 
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5-13 

5-16 

5-19 
Fig 64 Group 5 tiles (ii) 

RFG! 5- 3 (RAD 102.), RFG! S- 12 (RAD 103), RFGI 5--4 
(RAD 104), RFGI 5--8 (RAD 105), RFGI 5- 16 (RAD JO~), 
RPO! 5- 14 ( RAD 107) , RFO! :H3 (RAD 108) (see 
intrOducrion pp 121- 122 above). 

Discussion 

As would be expected tiles were found in differing 
quantities during different seasons of excavation, 
bul there would appear co have been large 

5-15 
5-14 

5-18 

5-17 

d ifferences in the ratios of identifiable to 
unidentifiable. These may be the resu lt of 
differem collection or pose-excavation policies, bul 
arc treated here as real differences. The number of 
fragrnenrs does seem to be dependent on the size 
of the excava1L>d area, suggesting that all pa_rts. of 
the abbey that were investigated contained s.1milar 
amounts of tiled areas, except inside the west end 
of the church. 

The five archaeological excavations can be 
divided into four areas for comparison of the 

fu m211 
[)iilol111J1 

i.'llJll' 
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1rm 
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O.rt11dc 
ISllJ('CS 

Ill 11.-a 
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DISCUSSION or TIU GROUPS 

of fabrics; these ore the Eastern Chapels 
~~hapel'J (RA I 973); the Parish Church 
flJ ~\ 1075), inside the west end <lf the nave of 
_.Abbe> (RA 197·1); and the Cloi,ter area (RA 
~I 

1
o:7. anJ l97Q), The number of tiles from 

1 J'. ·•c weit end <lf the Abbey i'> perhaps too 
~\I !.: U I . , 
..,ii kor ,-i!id rompamon~ 

Fabr1' t i~ most commonly found 10 the 
fSi,11 Church and the Cltlistcr area; fabric 2 is 
ID"'' ((!mmooly found _in the Lad)· Chapel and 
~ Clcilltr area; fabric 3 ha~ a more general 

1
,,inbuuon but "nh a preference for the 

a.,ai,r area and a marked absence from the 
ll''°',r of the church; fabno I, 5, and o han: a 
gry w,ular dimibutic,n throughout the Abbey; 
a:iJ fabn• i 1> confined to the Cloi~tcrs. Fittmg 
i!lt d.,to of the tiles 10 the dates of the buildmg 
pham" difficult (sec discussion on daung 
(,do,,). 

Dating 
n, .. nt} of the ulcs were found in post 
D111oluuon deposns, ,o no chronology of tile 
dls;i:,• or fabrics can be arri\'Cd at 
mdcp<ndcntly for Romscy Abbey. Norton's work 
• "r~tcr College ·• I 97-t) and Christchurch 
(l9SO), and Eames' ( 1980) d1scuss1on of the 
Cl« '••o tiles arc the onl)' well argued 
mtanet) of dateablc groups tn the localit)', and 
l!lo ~ ulc designs can be directly compared 
Wllh lhcir work. 

Group I 
~01100 rcl • 4ociim' ymg on Wmcbestcr College 

em,, ,uggc11s a late: 14th-.early J 5th­
<tntury date for the 'Ottcrbourne' tiles. 

Group 2 
l'abnc l ha ~ kr.c s ounecn ult~ de"gn~. six of which 
th,c/;;a~~~b t~h Norton·, 1280 group, and 
Pt;>. Fabri ,c ave 111rallcls "1th his I 300 
tcvtll h ,. c l ha, fifteen ttlc de,1gm of which 
~ I'll~; ~arallel, \\ith the 1280 aroup and cwo 
lb tile, of:~ ";:th the I }00 aroup. Fabric O ha, 
trni, and ,: ten ha\'c parallel, with the t 280 
l!Olrp. 0 have 11arallcls with the I 300 

~ aD three I: ,. • 
11 Ron\\t h a<>nCl>, which have dc"gn lmk., 
o......~ -Y,_ ave a • -1 ~-mtrt:h \\~ 11m1 ar relat,nnsh1p '" tbc 
b1if the des' mchnter grou11,, with iu~t under 
11111 • t:tlaD lgJ\\ bcmg paralleled in the I "110 groul" 
~n three ,nubmbcr 11arallcled m the t 300 gT,1up 
n...._ ;-· 1 ncs ha• d • • =--onru- bu ,c c,1gn hnk\ to the 
q111e,;• di"'• <1 t_ are n<>t confine,! to any one ot 
llic • ~inn, ol tho tiJ tally Ind la ~ Cl-. havmg paralkh tn 

/~ hi) A Ila:: ~roup,, spanninll from 12-10 w 
"<IY- m the late 13th century $CCm·, 

137 
Group 3 

Fabric I conmt> of cl . 
whic~ have parallel\ w,:~e~~•lc d,esigm, two of 
Fabr,c 5 hu twenty d ." non, 1300 group, 
paralleled in his I 280 csign,, one of which is 
link with fabric 3 

31 
:roup. There IS <>ne de$ign 

and \X'inche,ter CollctnSc), The Christchurch 
(RAD 92) in fabric 5 c parallel of RFG! 3- 14 
date for that d<hlgO b:iuf ;;~a. late I 3th-ccn1ury 
to Norton's dc,,;cripuon at th a nc is ,-cry diff'c:ttnt 

If the Group 3 Ille> are : snc,. 
same tile makers a\ fabnc 2 3 er ~roduci,, of the 
difference long cnouah' 'an 6, with a time 
replacement of the maJoriry ;~ th:~:~n~ for a 
they had also changed the· c 1c,, then 
th d ft 1r clay source - or ai,·cn 

e , ercncc m fabric the . co 
contemporary producu from ) a duflrd be 
production cen Th d • crent . tre. c ,c link would fa\'our the 
former suggesuon, unle>~ it wa, the personal 
property of a uler who mO\'Cd from one bu,m,:,,, 
to ~c other. The lack of die lin~, to Clarendon 
wh1~h hos close hnk,, with the Rom,C)· Group i 
fabncs, would 5ugg~l a late 13th or po<sibly earl\' 
I -Ith-century date for Rom,cy Group 3. • 

Group 4 
Fabnc 7 cannot yet be dated, but ns printed 
method of decorarion suggs~ts a date in the bte 
14th or early 15th century. 

The dattng of the ulc-;, if correct, su~t• that 
ules were n:mowd and relaid dunng the hfc of the 
Abbey T iu, 1s clearly <een in ,imilaritie. between 
the 'Lad)' Chapel' and the Parish Chun:h Cl(lcnsion. 
The former is thought 10 date from r 127().. HO 
(PC\-sncr and Lloyd 191>7, 478) and 73"1o of the ale,, 
found there were the late I 3th century Group 2. ln 
the Pan<h Church ciMnsion, thougln to haw been 
bu1l1 after I 103, 78o/o of the ulcs were a.ho of Group 
2 It is ro~•ble that during dc:mohtion folio\< mg the 
D1ssolution 1ik rubble wa, moved around 1hr 
building. 

Production and distribution 
There ha, been much spcculauon, but hnle 
analyucal work has been carried <1u1 on thr 
pr()duction and di,triburion of inlaid lloor ulcs of 
the medie111I pem>d in H:unpshirc. It 1, gc.ncralh 
a-sumcd that the ules "-ere produced by mncrant 
wt1rken wh<> were bn•ughl to the sue alon~ mth 
the other craft, 11co11le rcquin:J {Eames I <>SO, 
I !10, I Q8, 278). Thi, ma}' ha,-.: been true for thr 
larger building project, such as ClarenJon (F.amcs 
011 cit) but 11 1s unlikely that C\·cr\' sue where nle1 
arc found wa, ,crvcJ m tbb way. There " 
evidence for thl\ method ,,1 pr.>Jucil<'n f.,r "°''1 

tik, at Selh<>rne (Knarr t<>H) and 11 Higtidc:rc 
Manor in t 106 but it certainty did n(>( h~~rc;;;~ 
\X'mchcs1cr m the late I Ith and car • 

ctnrur) 
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In 1395--6 clay was moved from Farnham to 
Ouerbourne to produce tiles that were then 
transported 10 Winchester. In 1396-7 45,800 tiles 
were imported from Flanders and in 141 I tiles 
and the tiler to lay them were brought from 
Newbury (Norton 1974, 28-30, 39-4 1 ). It could 
be argued that the great boom in floor tiles was 
over and the crafts people were few and far 
betwc-en by the later 14th century, but the earliest 
reference to tloor tile production in the councy,, in 
1241 - 2, involves the production of tiles. at 
MarweU for Winchestc; Castle some 141-.-m away 
(Norton 1980, 53). 

The similarity of the fabrics used for the same 
designs in Christchurch, Salisbury, and 
Winchester (Norton 1980, 57) which seem 10 be 
paralleled at Romsey suggests that petrological 
analysis of the fabrics used to make tiles of the 
same design could help to solve this problem. 
Norton's suggestion of seriation could also be 
used to approach the problem through the designs 
by examining the degradation of dies and tbeir 
gradual replacement (Norton 1980, 57), As more 
work is done it is likely that centralised production 
with distribution over long distances will be found 
to have been taking place in the 13th as well as in 
later centuries. 

As the majority of the Romsey tiles have been 
examined it is possible to make some statements 
on this subject. 

Romsey Group I is ~ product of the 
Otterbourne industry, some 24km to the west of 
Romsey. It was operating in the 1390s but 
possibly ceased by 1411 when Winchester College 
had to obtain tiles from the Newbury area rather 
than nearer home (Norton 1974, 30). It has no 
designs in common with the other fabrics at 
Romsey. These tiles perbaps mark the zenith of 
the Hampshire industry with designs being found 
all over the county. All the tiles so far examined by 
the author from a number of sites in north and 
south Hampshire are of the same standard fabric 
pointing to standardisation, perhaps to a full-time 
industry. 

The Group 2 fabrics 2, 3, and 6, are variations 
of a hard, sandy clay possibly also used for tJiles 
bearing these designs at Christchurch and 
elsewhere in Wessex (Norton 1980, 53- 55). All 
were probably produced in the late 13th century, 
It is argued here that the variations in the fabrics 
are the results of different episodes of 
manufacturing at the same production centre. 
The episodes may not be far removed from each 
other perhaps reOecting annual cycles of 
autumnal clay digging, winter weathering, and 
summer tile making and firing, However, if o:nly 
a year separated the production of each fabric 
one would expect more overlap in the designs. 
The present evidence suggests fabrics 3 and 6 
were chronologically closer than 2 and 3 or 2 
and 6. One variable, at present unquantified, is 
the length of time a die might last. The 

variations in fabrics within the group, the 
different parting mediums used, and the 
different methods of making the keys are 
evidence of a lack of standardisation, perhaps 
from year to year or from worker to worker. The 
designs of this group are widespread and they are 
found in large quamities. If the tilers were 
itinerant they perhaps moved from area to area 
supplying a number of sites from a suitable clay 
source, on the other hand if the fabric variation 
represents seasonal work they were perhaps only 
part-time tilers with tile-making fitted into the 
agriculrural cycle. 

Of the rwcnry-eight designs identified, eleven 
arc found at Winchester sites and twelve are found 
at East Wiltshire sites, with only six being found 
in both areas. Of the six found in East Wilisbire 
but not in Winchester, five are not found 
elsewhere in Hampshire except at Romscy. Six are 
known only from Romsey, which forms a link 
between the Wiltshire and Winchester groups. If 
this fabric group was produced only at one centre 
these differences could be chronological, with the 
tile stamps gradually changing over time as the 
sales area expanded. Analysis of the fabrics of the 
parallels could well prove fruitful in defining kiln 
sites or itinerant tile makers but it is outside the 
scope of this work. 

The Group 3 fabrics 4 and 5, are again 
variations of a single fabric, and could well 
share a clay source. The designs show less 
overlap than do fabrics 2, 3, and 6, particularly 
the lack of lion, griffin, or bird designs in fabric 
4, but this may be due to the small numbers of 
tiles present in that fabric. The distribution of 
the designs is predominantly in southern 
Hampshire, with on ly four out of the 31 
designs being paralleled in Wiltshire. A source 
in southern Hampshire is suggested and a 
study of the fabrics of the Wiltshire tiles may 
well show that they were imported from 
Hampshire. 

Fabric 7 is only represented by two fragments 
out of 544. It may also be the latest fabric. It was 
possibly a locally made tile made to order for 
repair work. The small size of the fragments 
prevents further research into distribution at 
present. 

lf medieval tilers did have a standard pattern 
book of common designs we can see what part of 
it looked like by combining all design types that 
are found in more than one fabric at Romsey. 
These 26 designs are some 30% of the designs in 
Groups 2 and 3 (Fig 65). The rest of the 
production from each firing/kih1/production 
centre and the number of such centres remains to 
be identified but the Hampshire tiles include nine 
lions, nine griffins, and ten birds in branches (Rix 
1974), 

There is obviously scope for a great deal more 
work 10 be done on the medieval floor tiles in the 
counties of Hampshire, Wiltshire, and Dorset, 
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DISCUSSION OF TILE GROUPS 

FABRIC 

6 4 5 

p· 6 k' r 'stock in trade', 
,g 5 Representation of the standard 'pattern boo ' 

0 

•cross fabrics 2 to 6. 
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Th.bk i 0: Pr()'v.ma11us cj parallels 10 des;'1,s ,·,, Fabrr"c 1 

RAD No 
RFGI No. 

Ba.non SLa.ccy 
Kimpton 
Nedey 
Onerbournc 
Popham 
St Cross 
Woomn 
Winch Cathedral 
Winch College 
Winch Brooks 
Winch Hyde 
Wolvesey Palace 
Faringdon 
Alton 
St Denys 
Southampton 
Basing 
Kingsclere 
Selbornc 
South Harting 
Titch6eld 
Warblington 
Durford 
Sbulbrede 
Lewes 
Binsted 

I 
1-3 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

2 
J- 1 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

• 
X 

X 

Table 11: Pruv,nances of para/Ith W tksigm ;,, Fabric 2 

RADNo 
RFG!No 

Beaulieu 
St Deoys 
Selboroe 
Winch Gath 
Winch Coll 
Winch Brooks 
s, Ct0$$ 

Wolvesey Palace 
Faringdon 
Binstead 
Christchurch 
Soplcy 
Ge Bedwin 
Amesbury 
Salisbury 
Clarendon 
Monisfont 

9 10 11 12 13 14 
2-15 2- 16 2- 24 2- 18 2-6 2-5 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

l< 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

and Romsey will undoubtedly prove to play an 
important part in any future study. Romsey has 
produced more tile designs than any other 
monastic site in Hampshire. The fact that new 
tile designs were recovered from the last 
excavation in 1979, when over LOO had 

5 
1- 4 

X 

X 

X 

6 
1- 5 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

15 16 17 
2-9 2-3 2- 38 

X 

X 

7 
1- 8 

X 

X 

X 

8 
1- 9 

X 

76 
1-6 

77 
1-7 

21 63 67 71 80 
2-32 2-40 2-31 2-45 2-25 

X 

X X 

X 

previously been recorded, suggests that the 
Romsey total bas not yet been reached. These 
two facts taken together suggest that what_ bas so 
far been recorded for Hampshire throws hght ?" 
only a small part of the medieval Ooor ule 
industry. 
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1' 
fJ/,1, 11 Pn.>t<"'1"'" of ws,,:,1 p,,rulltls m fubn.; l 

I 4 AAD~O 9 IS 1q 20 22 23 2-1 25 26 27 60 85 86 87 91 
RR)I ',o l IS 2- 17 2 ~2 2 ~ 2 11 2•$ 2·33 2- 36 2-<I I 2-21 2 )7 2 16 2-.17 2-18 2 .. 10 

S.D<fll~ • • • 
NtlJC)' X 

Bauli<U • • • • 
l'rrnch Cath X • • • • • • 
'l'lll<b Coll X • • • • • • 
l'r"mch Broob • • X • 
\l\lh'd<Y Palo«: • • s,c.- X • • 
Stlbom< X • X • X 
Amnl>ur} X X X 

G1 Bcdwm X X 

Saliol,w} • X X 

C,.nstchurch • X 

o,m,dM • X • X 

Sopk) X X 

Titchlield • 
Fann!JdM X 

Klllpdett X 

Trm,bury X 

MonltfOrtt 

T.iM4 I J: l'n><"""""' •I parolkls to Ja,g,u 11, F.Jbnc 4 

Rr\.DNo 20 28 29 JO )I 32 )) ~ 7) 83 90 
Rf<lllso 3.3 3-15 3 II 3-16 J 20 3-7 ) • I 3-6 3 8 } 31 3-28 

\l"ineh Cathednl • X 

l"mchBroob X X X X 

Wu,ch Colics< • ,. - 'l"oh-n<yl'all« • 
ll H! ~II S1 Crou X 

Sd!:>ame • 
Beauheu • X X 

S<llc, • • 
Sopley X 

~ X 

Salisbury X 

r.rtl, 14 Ptvvman.:n of parr,ll,ls •• dai6,,1 ,n r.1/,n,: 5. 

aAl>So )S '6 )7 )JI 19 40 41 42 43 44 0 61 64 66 92 94 95 

RfvlNo ) 10.q 3 12 ) I } 2 l 17 ) 18 )-5 ►2) J.l• ).ll ) ll 22 )-2'1 )-14 ).l< ).29 

~ • • X • • • 
Nct1,y • • • • • • • • • 
"-C. • • X 

• • 'r.ondl Drook X • • • • • • • 
"-= • 
"'""'1"-1•« • • X 

s,en,., • • • 
~ • • N1U111t11 • • • 5-,,.. 
S......ry • • • 
~ 

• ..,., .. • • • 
lb"' Cbr,ndon • • • 

~~- a..--. • 
~tijlrt; 
t<Jlfto" 
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Table I 5: Occun:m:es of Dasig11s ;,, Fabric 6 

RAOnumb<".r JI 23 24 25 27 46 47 48 49 50 51 52 53 54 55 56 57 58 59 68 70 72 75 78 79 84 

Si1c 
\Vinchester 

cathedral X X X X X X X • X X 

Cathedral Gttcn X X X 

College X X • X X X 

Wolvescy X X X 

St Cross X X X X X 

Hyde X 

Brook St X X X 

St Mary X 

llic B'rooks X X 

Southampton ?Friary X 

Sou<lwnptoo St Dcoys X X X X X 
Netle)' • X X X X X 

Beaulieu X X X X X 

Biruted X 
Selbornc X X X X X X X 
Nursling X 
Fa.rfngdon X X 
Wherw,:11 X 

Hardc:y l\.t.auditt X 
KiJ>gsclere X 
Tim.sbury • Mortis.font • X 
Titchfitld X 
Cl.1re:odon X X X X X X X X 
Amesbury X X X X X X 
Salisbury Galhcdral X X X X X X X X 
Sali~bury Chapter House X X X 
Great Btdwyn X X X X X 
Keynsham X X 

Aldboume X 
Tarrant X 

Shaftesbury X X X • Christchurch X X X X X X X X X X 
Sopley X X X X 

RAD number II 23 24 25 27 46 47 48 49 50 51 52 53 54 55 56 57 58 59 68 70 72 75 78 79 84 

A note on the decorated 
floor tiles recovered during 
excavations conducted from 
1980 onwards Paul Spoerry, 
BTech PhD 
Excavations since 1979 (Table 16) have produced 
furlher examples of decorated floor tile designs as 
identified in Russet's report. In addition to lihis, 
eight of these known designs were recovered in 
new fabric-design combinations. Four of these 
new fabric-design combinations resulted in the 
design being present in more than one of the 
fabric Groups identified by Russel. This is 
important because in Russel's report, only one of 
the I 08 designs was found in fabrics from more 
than one fabric Group. Toe four new examples 
identified in Table 17 (right-hand column) 
therefore make a total of five 'shared' designs 
between Groups 2 and 3 and the implication is 
that a greater relationsbip might have existed 

between these two 'tile production operations' 
than had previously been assumed. 

Table I 6: Excavations 

Site Name 

13-15 The Abbey 
Romsey Abbey West 
Romscy Abbey, North Side 
Romscy Abbey, South Side of Nave 

New D esigns (Fig 66) 

HCC Accession 
Code 

A 1980-83 
Al988· 6 
Al988-7 
Al991- 18 

The 1980 and 1991 excavations also produced a 
total of nine new tile designs (fable J 8). These 
are shown on Figure 66. Seven of these new 
designs were recovered in Group 2 Fabrics, whilst 
two were recovered in Fabric 4, of Group 3. 

Nono of these ocw design, has been fully re<>oos,n,ctcd, wlhougn 
the probable complete rorm of most is noL difficult to gueu. 
E><cq,oonsruoe RAD 113 (RFGJ2-52) :uJd RAD J 15 (RFOI 3-33), 
unless the larreri, <unply a wrinntoo RAD 104 (RFGI 5-4). 
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Design 
(RAD&RFGI) 

RAD 22 / RFGI 2-11 

RAD 29 / RFGI 3-11 
RA.041 t RFGl3-18 
RAD 51 / RFGI 2-29 
RAD 58 I RFGI 2-34 
RAD 59 I RFGI 2-35 
RAP 66 / RFGI 3-25 
RAD 72 / RFGI 2-7 

New Fabric 

Fabric2 
Fabric 4 
Fabric 6 
Fabric 6 
Fabric 3 
Fabric 3 
Fabric 2 
Fabric 2 
Fabric 6 
Fabric 3 

AAD 110 (RFGI 2-50) •nd AAD 112 (RFGI 3- 32,) both 
have some similaritiC$ with RAD 40 {RFGI 3--17), RAD 4 1 
(RFGJ 3-18) and RAD 105 (RFGI 5--8), whilst RAD 109 
(RFGI 2-49) may b< similar to Ri\D 26 (RFGI 2-4), alcbousb 
this is by no means certain. 

RAD 111 (RFGI 2- SI) and RAD 114 (RFGI 2- 5'3) are 
both variams on RAD 54 (RFGl 2-2.8), although they all 
undoubtedly derive from difftrcnt dies or block$ and are thus 
cla$sified as scpinue dC$igns. 

RAD 116 (RFGI 2- S4) i$ a fragment of a heraldic beast, 
wrulst RAD 117 (RFGI 2-55) is possibly a ""ri•nt OD RAD 60 
(RFGJ 2--37). 

On the whole these designs conform (O the sort of pauem 
book previously described by Ru5.$CI (above p 138} and thcce i$ 
Unlc occd to elaborate oo them further. 

Occurrences 
(one, unless stated 
othetwisc) 

two examples 

two c.<amples 

Tab/• 18: New Designs 

Cross Fabric Group 
Occurrences (where 
present) 

2/3 

213 
2/3 

213 

RAD Number RFGI Number Fabric 

109 2-49 
llO 2-50 
Ill 2-51 
l 12 3-32 
113 2-52 
114 2-53 
115 3-33 
116 2-54 
117 2-55 

Fabric 2 
Fabric 6 
Fabric 2 & Fabric 3 
Fabric4 
Fabric2 
Fabric 2 
Fabric 4 
Fabric 6 
Fabric 6 
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Chapter 11 

Human Skeletal Material from 
Romsey Abbey and the United 

Reformed Church 

Introduction 
The full reports on the human skele1al ma1erial 
from 1he Abbey and United Reformed Church 
exca\'ations can be found in tbe site archive 
(Osborne 1988 and 1990). The following report 
includes the more or less complete s keletons, 
including those whose provenance is unidentified, 
and those fragmentary burials wb ich can be 
assigned 10 identified graves with varying degrees 
of confidence. T he en1ries which have been 
omitted are those frasmentary material from 
unidentified contexts, or non-burial con texts, 
where the human bone is residual. 

The Introductory sections of the two repor tS, 
and in parcicular the statements of methodology, 
has,e been combined . The emries published in the 
skeletal inventories are as written, with the 
addition of the provenance where iden1ilicd, and 
the phasing whe.re applicable. 

The Skeletal Remains from 
excavations at Romsey 
Abbey 1973-1979, and at 
The United Reformed 
Church 1989 by Christine 
Osborne, BTech MSc 

Methodology 

Sexina 

Stxma: is based prim11rily on 1hose characccrisria of the skull 
~n~ pelvi• which differ bc~<n males and fcmale-l. Other 
mdica1ors (though by no rnennt as accur,te) include longboat 
meas,u"Cmems (prioclpaJI)' lh05C of remoral had and humel'lll 
h"'d dfametcr and da\'icle length) and tht> general ,~ and 

robusticicy or the bond , h is not p()$Sible 10 sc.x immature 
remains u che char:i.eteristics of sexual djmorpl\ism only 
dC\·elop during pubcrt)', 

Ageing 

1llCfC 3.l't a. number o( proWems associated with the is:eing Qf 
aduh s kcletoos and it bas become incrca.singly clear that m.1ny of 
the cri.tcrla used do not n~rily ~ accurate rcsulu. Because 
of this an adult skeleton need$ to be fairly (().mplete and in a 
good enough condhion to exhibit :1 number of a.gdnJ erheria 
which include ienerath•e disease related to increasiog age, 
changies at the pubic s)'fflpchysis of the pelvis (only rditble for 
male$-) , visible tpi.physeal fusion lines and the pQttetns of v.fl:r 
on molar te,th. l\hhough the loner IVlU vary ckprnding on i\'Ch 
factors as dkt and o.nte-moncm tooth loss. Even with a (airl)' 
romple1e skeleton In a good ooodirion the lliQ:1! is often restrict~ 
to one of lltrec broad ra~ - youna :1dul1., middle-~cd adult 
and old :,.dull where )'Oung indicates indMdu.a!s in their ZOs and 
earl)' 3 0$., mid-dle--aged sun,ests lare JO$ 1nd 40s, a:nd old would 
be: those of 50+ )'enn. 0\-ctbpping of these rangtt is intwit::,,bk. 

The •acing of imm:nurc $ktk1ons ii eoruidcrcd to be more 
:uxun,,u:. 1r the dcmition is present ag.e cao be n:tim:ntd from 
the different $13.gC$ of tooth devclopmc:nt and eruptionJ and if 
immature longbones are complete "$'C can be estimated from 
thc1r 'lengths. An individual is c:lasscd as ii:ninature if it am be: 
ucn lhat £U$'.ion of the epiphyses has not occuff'M (q,iphf56 
arc: lhc f,('condll:t)' osiilication centres o( the bone which o.rc 
att:1eh«I b)" i cartilngenous plate to the primo.ry ouifica~o~ 
c-erutts. 'TI'lis allows the main body of boiu: to gr~• unul_ tt 
fuses with I.be epipby$C$• and thlc; occur'$ at di.ffc«nt urocs with 
difftttnt \)f,>n« ). h 1hercforc follows that those lndividu1ll$ 
where rnOISt or the epiphysn ho.w: (used Y.-ill be ebsscd :is adult. 

Stuture 
Staturt can be calculated from longhorn: lengths, and in many 
cas,cs. thb was 001 p0$$ib\c due to the fragrnentll.t')' natu~ or 
the bone. Also, sti< has to be tnowu u statute calculaaoo$ 
differ for males and females. 

Oeolidon 
When prc:se1H, the dentition ts recorded usinw: the (ollowiog 
form.Ula for adult tctlh: 

ri(thL skit 
left side 

maxilla S76S021 I 2345678 m-1\Xill:a 

right skit 
(lUII1!diblc 87654321 

kfts1dc 
12.1•1$678 U\Bndiblc 
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when: 

l :::- medial incisor 
2 : lateral incisor 
3=c,mioe 
4 = firin premolnr 

5 = 2nd premolar 
6 = 1st molar 
7 : 2nd mo.lar 
8 :c 3rd mo1:l.r 

Deciduous teeth are ROOrdcd using the following rormultl: 

"d -11 • d • b a a b c d c left side ma.xiii~ right $1 c ma."1 a 

right side ma.ndjblc c d c b a a b c d c left side mai\diblc 

3 = m.cdinl milk ind$Or d:. ht milk molar 
b = lateral milk incisor c = 2nd milk molar 
c = roil.k canine 

Any tooth loss, either post•mortem or aote~mo~1cm is 
recorded, along with :my pathology and dental anomaht:$, and 
the following notation is tjJCd: 

I = tooth lost pOSH'llOrtem 
X = tooth lost ame-mor--tc;m 
A =ahem 
C = cariC$ present 
U = uneruptcd, or congenitally absent 
0 = tooth erupting 
- = section of jaw missing (ic both tooth and so.ck.et Jost 

post mortem) 
NP= not prcscnt 

Summaries 

Abbey Excavations 
Sexing 

Within lbe group of bones from the Abbey 
excavations, many of the contexts lacked those 
parts of the skeletons which make sexing possible, 
or were too fragmentary. The group contains at 
least one female, three possible females, four 
males and two possible males. The uncenainty 
arises when only a very few of the characteristics 
survive, or where a skeleton e>1hibits both female 
and male characteristics. 

Ageing 

One individual within this group was aged 2 years 
± 8 months from 100th development. Three of the 
adu lts cou ld be classed as young and two as 
middle-aged. 

Dentition 

Nine individuals had some surviving dentition 
(though in only one case was it complete) and one 
of lhese six had suffered rooth loss ante-mortem, 
cwo had caries and one bad suffered from an abcess. 

Palhology 

Most of the pathology surviving wichio this group 
is degeocrative in nature, identified by bony 

lipping, wearing, pitting and ~b~rnation (or 
polishing) of che bone. Eight md1v1duals display 
this co a greater or lesser degree, and it is found all 
over the skeleton though more often than no1 in 
the spine. One of the skeletons (Grave I 083 = RA 
73 Grave I) displays diffuse idiopathic skeletal 
hyperostosis (OlSH), also_ a dise~se ~folder 
individuals and a condmon which mvo\ves 
excessive production of bone. The same 
individual had also suffered a probable rupture or 
the interosseous ligament of the right ankle, and 
may have had varicose veins indicated by lumpy 
areas of periosteal reaction (thickening of the bone 
as a result of damage to the periosteum, either 
from disease or trauma) on the lower edge. 

Toe skeleton from Grave 1087 (= RA 73 Grave 
5) also bas some periosteal reaction on its right 
fibula which may have been caused by the same 
condition. Four individuals exhibit Schmorl's 
nodes on the vertebral bodies. These are 
indentations, or lesions, on the bodies caused by 
herniation of the incervertebral disc and failure of 
the carti laginous end plate. One individual has 
cranial porosity on fragments of its skull. This is a 
pining of the bone of the calvarium and is thought 
to be indicative of iron deficiency anaemia during 
childhood. Skeletons from Grave I 087 and S 119 
(= ? RA 79 E6) both have probable bunions. 

United Reform ed Church (A 1989.14) 

The minimum number of individuals based upon 
bone duplkation is seventeen (fifteen adults and 
two immatures). The minimum number of 
individuals within this group could be as high as 
25 (22 adults and three immatures) if it could be 
assumed (or had been established during 
excavation) that there has been no mixing of 
material between the different burial contexts. 
However it is clear, particularly in the case of 
contexts 22, 26 and 30 that there had been much 
disturbance of the cemetery, probably in the 
period following the Suppression of the nunncr_i·­
The skeletal material from contexts 22 and 30 lll 

particular has been interpreted as evidence for the 
relatively carefull re-burial of the contents of 
disturbed gr'aves. 

Only three of the skeletons from the United 
Reformed Church site are relatively complete. 
The rest are represented by a few mixed 
fragmentary remains, occasionally by just a sk~I: 
and/or mandible. The condition of the maceri~ 
varies but is generally quite poor, and its natu_re; 
such that the amount of information to be gam d 
is greatly restricted. For example ageing an f 
sexing was often not possible (the problems 0 

ageing have been outlined above p 145) 

Sexing 

Of rhe twenty-two adults in the United Reformfd 
Church group, eight were male, five were ?ma e, 
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ven were of unknown sex and one was female. 
~e only difference \Vich a minimum of fifteen 
dulls is that the number of males falls to seven 

:nd t,•.:o could not be sexed. The uncertainty in 
sc;i: arises if few_ or n~nc of the se~~al 
characteristics survwe_, or Jf a_ s~eleton exh1b1ts 
both male and female character,sucs. 

Ageing 

Of the 25 skeletons in this group, 22 have been 
classed as adult. Only nine of these could be 
assigned a more specific age range; five are 
old/older adults, two are middle-aged and two are 
young. Ofche three immaturcs two.could be aged, 
at si.< 10 eleven years and four to eight years. The 
figures for the age distribution of the adults do not 
chal\ge if one regards the minimum number of 
individual.s as seventeen, and the cwo immaturcs 
included in this total are of the ages given above. 

Dentition 

There are nineteen setS of surviving dentition, 
either partially or fully complete and sometimes 
represented by either just the maxilla or just the 
mandible. Of these, four had at least one carious 
lesion, nine has lost teeth ante mortem, fo\1r had a 
slighr amount of calculus around their teeth and 
one suffered with abcesses.Four of the adult 
skt-letons were thought to be re1atively older as 
their teeth were exceptionally worn. 

Stature 

A number of measurements arc usually taken on the 
adult skull and post cranial skeleton from which 
\':trious indices can then be calculated. These are 
then analysed 10 compare similarities and differences 
both within and between groups. The nature of the 
material in this group me.ant that very few 
measurements were possible. For example> it was 
only POSSible 10 calculate slllture (based on lol\gbone 
lengths) for one individual, the male from 28. Even if 
a longb<>ne is unbroken stature can only be calcularnd 
if the sex of the skeleton can be established as the 
«iuations used vary for males and fen,ales. 

Pathology 

Because so many of the skeletons are incomplete 
•nd fragmented much of the pathology bas 
probably been lost, and in the mixed con1ex1S any 
pathology noted on individual bones usually 
cannot be related to the rest of the skeleton. That 
which survives includes evidence of the 
?c,gencrati...-c wear> pit.ting and bony lipping which 
1s rel~ted to age, trauma or activity. This can be 
seen in the left elbow, both shoulders and spine of 
th•. main skeleton in 27, the upper arm of the 
ma1n sk~leron in 28, vertebral fragments in 30 and 
2~, and m •he spine of the skeleton in 40. 

The same skeletons (except 30 and 26) have 
Schmorl's nodes on their vertebra.I bodi<-s. These are 
lcsion_s on the surface of the body caused by a 
he~ation of the nuclc>ous pulposus (soft centre) of 
the mtcrvertebral disc imo the adjacent body surface. 
This, together with a failure of t:be cartilagenous 
end-pi are causes the characteristic lesion or node. 

The occipital bone from one of the three skulls 
in 26 has a bony protrusion near the nuchat crest 
which resembles a mastoid (found behind the 
ear). Ct is best described as some kind of longtcrm 
ncopl asm which, because of its geographical 
location and the very large muscles which insert 
on the occiput, has developed morphologically to 
imitate a mascoid (A Stirland pcrs comm). 

The shaft of the single left tibia in 30 is greatly 
thickened and bowed in a dislal direction. This 
may be the result of an old fracture or it may be 
Paget's disease. The bone is very heavy and its 
structure is disorganised. The cause is unknown 
but affected bon.es become thickened with an 
incrca-"Se in bone formation and in the later stages of 
the disease have a tendency to fracture. Paget's 
disease can affect one bone of the skeleton or many. 

An isolated left first metatarsal and proximal 
foot phalanx in 26 are fused together. Some 
fragments of longbone in the same context display 
areas of periosteal reaction. This chickening of the 
bone is a result of damage to the periosteum 
either from disease or trauma. 

Much of the rest of the pathology seems to 
relate 10 sltess at various tendinous inser1ions, 
observed as spurring of) or lesions in, the bone al 
sices of tendinous attachment. 

Ske.le tal Inventories 

ln lhc hwcnmry or bone (rom the Abbey Excavations (A 
J 991.2'5) , the individual entries ore order~ firsJ bf year of 
excawtion, and then by the eomc:u number; tn !.hose wum~ 
where lhe provenance can be identified the- ni:w nrchivc 
number by which the oonu:xt ill rtfe-rrcd in the body of the 
published report is gh'Ctl, The original sI;c ~c. where _kn<K''n, 
it also gi\-en. Con1ex,-s which connot b(- ktcnofied arc bs~ed b~· 
orlgin:al sltc code. for lh~ Un.itcd Reformed Church snc (A 
1989.14) the human bone m:atcrio,I is listed in context orckr. 

Of the earlic-r Abbey acin~.ations, only 1917 apptaN 10 ha\~ 
produc~d no human skeletal m:itcrial. h Would be noted th~t 
no human skcktnJ mnrernal was; retained from either th< 1988 
or 199 l excavations.. In both ill$1anccs bum.an ~m• w~s 

•~-~ bu'l 11Jmc,st all o( it from moto tt'CCllt bunals, or tn un ... .., .... i,a.,, , II b • I , 
di-srurbcd contexts. No medieval or car ~r _urn'I .s "ere 

b\"ettd in 1988. Although $0mc chnrnd deposus, prob;,bly 
:~~t•Supprc:Mion dutc:, were idenrititd, the bo.nc was N:• 
buried immcdi:ncly. In 1991, one probnblc Pb.asc 8 g:r.wc 
(contl!)(t 7089) w•a.s idl:ntificd., but this was n<,t cxn~!ed 
bee.nut< it wo;$ not directly thrc~ccncd by the oom:crvaaon 
works-which prompted tl\e cxc:.'hlnon. . . 

Th hunu1n skclcul m1ueri.ll from tbt: Un111:d Reformed 
Ch ;b she was scanned, ond a selection m3dc o_( bones (or 
fur~cr anuJ is and rcpol't. 1be skclctal t1w~t0()' is ~ubllshcd 

• . );Sth only the addlrion of phaMJ'I& tnformimon. ~c 
:a~~:~: p~bliihcd in lhis ft'J)Ort was catalogued b}' 08_~•~ 

nd his etii-a.logue fonn$ pan of lhc research urchi '<­
\'('heh. •htk>'•,1"1 be hou.sed with the material arcbi,•c al the 
W IC WI • 
Hamp$hitt CountY Mu~cum Scrvt«. 
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CHAPTER 11: HUM.A,'! SKELETAL Rl!MAINS 

Romsey Abbey 1973-1979 

Romsey Abbey 1973 (RA 73) 

Grave 1083::: RA 73 Grave I 

Burial associated with the second 'phase of 1he c-astern 
Chapels (Phase 15) 
/Jqnes prue,tt 
SkeJc-1,on complete, apan from the left femur and fome h:md 
and foot bone,. 
J:k,in'rion 

R 876-- 321 

87 --4321 

A 
123---78 

1234 - 678 

L 

The-re i$ evidence of a possibtc abccss at upper left. 7, 
Maxilla - J.arge gaps between the an1.:crior teeth $Uggcst flat 
either the 4 '$ and S's "'-'Ct'C lost $Orne time before death. giving 
time for the other teeth to migrate out of place, or there is a 
congenital absenoe of the 4.'s and / or s·•s. Toe upper left 7 is 
at a: st\,'Cfe angle, leaning inwards in a mcsial d.itection into lhe 
space left by the previously lost upper left 6. 
The lower Id\: 8 has two main roou and one smaller one 
(the norm for 10..-;;·er molan is just two roou). The upper S's 
each have lhrcc main roots and one smaller on.e (the: norm 
for upper molars is iust three roots). 
Ag, M;ddlc-aged adult 
Su. male 
SUllu~ 1.71m ± 4.57cm (using length of humerus) 
Pa1hq/,gy 
Th.is skeleton appem to demonsmue lbc prc.5encc of diffuse 
idiopathic skeletal hyperostos-it (OISH), a degeacnnive 
condition which involves the excessive production of bone. 
l11is is ba!st obs<rved M !he spine where Ih• mttbnil bodies 
of lhc. thoracic 4 to thoracic 11 (inclu.$i,;'C) are fused ,ogcther 
by a. line or bony growth run.n.ing continuously ak,ng the right 
hand side of the veneb.ral bodies (ruembling wax running 
down a caodlc). The insertions of the JY.1tcll:1e li.gameots on lbe: 
tibiae arc spurred, The distal articulations of ho th first 
mctatatSals demonstrate severe lipping and breakdOwtl of the 
rims. This is matched OD lhc first right phalanx at its proximal 
end. There arc smaU exostoses on the media.I side of the 
cuboid. The head of the first left mcUtCarpal, and distal end of 
the first lc:li p,oximal phalanx sbow pitting and cxpam;on of 
t.he bone. The distal end of the fifth right metacai:paJ shows 
rcmoddting of tbc bone with lesions. Some of the cost:al 
no,ches of the sternum ha1,e bony lipping, matched by the 
same on some stem.al rib cn<h. The sternal ends of ·the first 
ribs hav, ossified c:osul car,JJages. The fcmora ha,,. slight bony 
lipping: around dlcir distal articulation,, as do bor.h pat_cUac 
around their articular rims, Both scapulae have roughening 
and pining on their acromions whttc the clavicles aniculatc. 
The lareral ends of both dfflclt• ate disrorted with ro"81><:ning 
and pitting, although thi, i$ more $CYCrc on the left. The $pine 
alsQ has lipping on the odomoid prooc$S of the axis, a.n,d on the 
body rims of ccrvicals 41 5 and 6, and thoracic I, 2 and 3. The 
articulations of the lancr arc also affected, as a« lhosc of 
thoracic: 5. Bony lipping of the vertebral bodies also OCCW'$ 

further down the SP;inc on thoracic J I and 12. The vercebral 
bodies of lumba.rs 2 to 4 ('mc1ush.·e) and thoracic I J have 
Sdunorl's oodes. Tbc:rc is a swdling on the m.id-shaft anterior 
crest of lhc right tibia. and both o0iae havt' periosteal reaction 
on dleir medial shafts. Both fibulae also have areas of pcriosteal 
reaction, distally on tbc righ1, and medially and proximlllly on 
the left. The left ankle demonstrates severe St.rain and a 
probable rupture of the lateral ligaments, rcsu·lting l.n 
expa.nsioo and cxua bony growth on I.be fibu.Ja, and much 
extra bone on the areas of losenion of the lntero:n,eous 
ligament on both 6bula and tibia, There is spurring on the area 
of imcrtion of the solcous on both tibiae and 6bul;1e. 11 may be 
that me pe:riosteal rcacrion on lbc fibuJ# and ubiae. whc-re not 
associated with ligamentou.a stress, i, due to venous stasis 

(vari00$C veins). h could be s\.lggcited from the gcl\Cnll swc of 
this gkcletoo that the individual may have. been a person of 
some status and richly Q\-Crfcd. 

Grave 1084 = RA 73 Grave 2 

Burial ~s.sociatcd whb the second phase of the ea,icrn 
Chapels (Phase 15) 
&naprut,u 
both clavicles 
both scapulae 
srcmum 
manubrium 
both humeri 
both rudii 
both ulnae 
6 right ribs + fragmcoti 
4 thoracic 't'C:rtcbrac 
J lumbar ,•crtebrae 
the bones arc broken and fragmented. 
Ag, Adult 
Sex UnJcnown 
PathofDp 
The body of the a.cc.mum has a lesion perforating d)e booe 
near its proximal end. One Ju.mbar vertebra has lipping 
around the unbrokc.n superior body rim. This also occun on 
S.Qme of the thoracic ,·crtcbral body rim f'ra.&ments. 

Grave 1085 = RA 73 Grave 3 

Burial associated wilh the second phase of the eastern 
Chapels (Phase 15) 
&napru,n, 
fragmcnu of skull 
mandible 
boch clavicles 
both scapulae 
sternum 
mmubrium 
both humeri 
both radii 
both utnac 
I I carpals 
8 mc.tacarpals 
3 htnd phalanges 
I right rib 
6 tl)oracic vertebrae 
5 lumbar vertebrae 
sacrum with all 5 segmenlS 
boU\ innominatcs 
both fomora 
Dfflii·,um 

R -------- I 
87 ------

L 

Loose teeth include l lower molar, l upper molar, 6 
incisors, 4 camncs- and 5 premolars-. 
Ag, Young •dolt 
Stt Male 
$11Jturt 1.77m t 3. 91 c:m (based on femoral lc.ng:t.b.) 
Po,/u,/,gy 
Upping of the body rims of lwnbar; and upper sacral "8"lenL 
Scbmod's nodes occur on lhc two upper tumbar ,uicbnle. The 
thoracic: \~cbrac J)t'CS(:nt ,re UlO$C from the upper spine, and 
I.heir bodies arc elongated in an antttior d:im:tion. 

Grave 1086 = RA 73 Grave 4 

Burial astoci•ted with the second ph.Hc. of the eastern 
Chapels (Phase 15) 
8011apmem 
fragment$ of skull 
mandible 
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b<,thclavic1es 
bod\SC4PUhliC' 
itcm\lm 
bochhumcri 
t,olhr.ad.ii 
bochutnac 
) Car1)3.IS 

6 mctac:uinls 
12 hand pbalang« 
9 left & 7 right ribs + (n,gmcms 
5 cc.Meal \-Ct1cbrae 
12 thon1cic ,iertcbrac 
2 lumbar n::t1cbrae 
Den.tiiion 

R 

Ag, Adult 
St:c Mak 

8 ----- --

8-------

L 

------ - 8 

Swr~ 1,72m ± 4.66cm ~scd on length of radius) 
/"1/rcl,gy 
The $tc:rn•l cnd.s of four rib$ o.nd both clavicles ha\'c 
wt:aring:, pitting IU'ld bony lippins.. Many cosnd pitS of the 
Lhortcic wncbrtc abo show this, with vertebral bodiu 
which arc: e.101ig111ted anccriorly and have bony lipping. 
Thoracies l0 and 11 ha\'< Scl\morl's nodes. 

GTaw 1081 = RA. 73 Gravt" S 

Burial associated with the tccond phase of the c.11stcrQ 
Chapels (Phase l S) 
8'"10 J"(##nt 
both femora 
both patellae 
boch tibioc 
bc;uh fi~ulac 
14 tanllls 
9 mctataruls 
14 foot phalanges 
0tlt"bmta 
anim2I b(mes 
,4.p Adult 
Sa Unl<nown 
l'oU>OM>t}/ 
T'be right fibula has an area or non~spe:c-ific pcr ioi1ul 
re.action on tbe aicdi•1 shaft. The fir$t metatarsal has a 
J,rgc lesion a t the distal end over the poi.nt at wbic:h the 
articulation begins - a probable bunion. There is. some 
pitting and eburoation on the volar proximal 
articulation. 

RA 13 FI (pro\,:nano: not identified) 
Unphascd. 
.8o'ldf1rtS.tml 

fragmenu of skull 
l-cft SC2pula 
both humeri 
both n.dii 
both ulnae 
2 carpsb 
4 metacarpal.$ 
.5 h.and pha1angC$ 
1 rigln & 4 left ribs + fragments 
4 thoracic \'t:rtcbrae 
I lumbar \•er1eb~ 
2 st,pncnu, or s.aaum 
both innominau~s 
both rcmora 
bolh u'biac 
riaht tibuJa 
7 tatUls 
9 mct'8W1tls 
3 foot phalange:$ 

orhtr""11a (not 11ssociatcd whh :.bove u,diYiduat): 
I hu,nen.l head 
fnigmcnr of left lnnom.inate 
I metacarpal 
n.n.imal bones 
Det11iUCr1 

R 

--345- --

L 

Thett !~ nlso ooc other prctnolar and a lower mo1ar (6th or 
7 th). l he mol:ar dc.monSU'atcs wear, but it would be 
mi$leadi.og to try to age the sUJe1on from thif a1 (o) h is not 
clear if the tooc.h i.$ a 6 or 7, and (b) the: upper dentition is 
1.1nkno-.\'n, and the opposing molar may bav(: b«:n l~t onte 
mortem, 
Ap Adult 
Stx Female 
Par/,oi,,i/y 
The dis-u.l condylar articulations of the fe.mora. and the 
proximsl condyks of the 1i'oiae have lipping around their 
margins. Also, the lateral edges of the anterior articular 
surfaces <>f the femor,; (whert :i.rdculation with (he patella 
occurs) demonstrates wear, pitting and cbumation of lhc 
bone. 

Romsey Abbey 1973: Contexu producing human bone 
1:ncludcd I.a the archive report but not publlihrd. 

Archi\•C Original 
Contm Context 
number numbering 

Archive Ori&UUIJ 
Co.o,cxt Context 
numbtr nwnberina 

1078 :; RA 73 context A()) 1078 = AA 73 context 
A(8) 

1078 :; RA 73 contnt A(7) 1070 = RA 73 •ditch 
oonh ofLady 
Chopel' 

Note: (na) indicates fl 6ods context which hat no archive 
coo1cxt number, :u'ld which cO.nnOI bot identified with any 
stratigraphic unit-s. 

Romsey Abbey 1974 (RA 74) 
M 14 (11) (p«wfflano: not identified') 

U npb.ascd 
:&,.,ra prnm1 
fragmcntl or skull 

4 right (emort 
3 left fcmora 

1 right ulnae 
I left ulna 

4 left tibiae 
4 right tibiae 

l pair radii 

I left humtt1.1s 
2 right humeri 

J fibula 

3 pairs &2 unp11.ired 

1 pair & J unpaired 

2 tragmcnu of ?right scapulae 
..3 right iru)ominatcs 
L fragtnem of ,tttcbBI body 
4 halves of vertebral arehes 
7 kft and 5 right ribs 
2 clavicles unpai.rcd 
.3 metaiartals 
2 phalanges 
oth« fragmct1ts 
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All lhC bonct arc immature. TbcH bonU rcptt•cnt 1hc 
R't:n11J1t, c,,C u k-a.,t fn-c an,dmduak.. No tcc:lh ttmatth Nt the: 
o..r ,u,J -I de\'<k-1 .,( tb< - •uU<•h tlw all 
were otr-cmcly young 

RollDU)' Abbey t974t Contexts prOdudna hu:man boac 
Included lo t.ho archive report but not published~ 

-.. On.1,n,J 
\.unmcl Contut 
nwnbtr nwnbmn& 

2098 = RA 'M contcict 
GA<4•, 

2106 ~ RA 74 con,m 
GA(,1) 

Ardu>< 
Contnt 
numbn 

212, = RA 74 tOOIC'.Xt 
)(71>) 

~otc-: (n1) md1\;1ttt a find, tcm1ca1 wtuch ha, no arch1,~ 
conttxt number, aod which cannot be idcnufinl wuh any 
~W\lh 

Romsey Abbey 1975 (RA 75) 
G.,.,,.. 1100, 3101 & 3101 ~ RA 7$ (JJ) 

Unc:crt11n phasma. Thrtt panllel amu were sealed b)· the 
(oounp o( the P1tbh Chwd> 11<1< on Ille: north side (Phate 
lo) and J'tt'umably .-.a,cd .-uh Ille: 1'onnan and later 
abbey. The fill» of the 1nvcs 1ppc::ar to ha,-e been excavated 
It OM context. --l riaht fi:mur 
botb6bula< 
IID<t&W'J&ls 
tlr;ull Cnta,ncnts 
) ,-mc!>nl -
lonat,ont fragm,nu 
All immltUJT 
0i1w-. 
A fnpn,nt of ubial an,n,lauon ,.h,ch come. from • tugu 
individual_ thin the above enhicr an adult. or an older 
- md,\,dual when, tb< q,,rb),a att - ach-.nccd 
"' d~lopmmt. Thcttfc>tt th1J aroup contains mn11ns from 
at lt111t N'O andividual1. 

Gnvo 3110 • RA 15 (81), (//8) and (120) (not sit< code,) 

l'hak 8 burwl. ldcnu6cd III Arch""'"""°" n RA ,s (81) 
(88) u"'I (IZO). ' 
(81) --shaft ur left ubll• 
2m<uwsah 
I pholanx 
All adult 
(88: --· 2 (nam,nu nr adult pdviJ 
S.. >\Ilk 
(120) 
&,,,,, ptts.t.tt, 
..... ___ o(np,i [,bull 

7 n,:ht taruh 
8 ri&tn mctata.ruls ... _,,,,........,.. 
AD adult 

Gra"" 3117" RA 7S (I), (It) o, (j) 
Pbaw6bun.,I --(0 fnagmcnt~ ohkuU -np,idn,de 

b<>lh,apul.o< 
r,ahthum<nd 
rad, ... 
left ulna 
I mc-tacarrtl 
3 rh•'-" 
9 left Ind 2 n&ht nl>o + fnsn,mh 
fnamml-' C'( \'fftcbnc 
sacrum of 5 tq;mc-nt. 
both umorninatts 

(h) nah• fcm<>ral h<a4 and nc<k 
en.,,...., of nb hud 
I other 

(j) frapncnll o( nb< 
D,,r,....,.. .iwu co 

R -=-~-:-:-:-~-~-~~ 
C 

I. 

Thctt 11 • canct c1,·uy on the dutal «own aod . of 
mandobullr kft , "'°' 
A11< (I) Adult 
S,x (I) ? f..:m•lc 

Gra,-., 3129: RA 1S (•J 

~7bunal 
&ma~t11l 
(nc,ncntJ o( ,iwu 
mandible 
left davidc 
Id\ acapull 
3 left nbl 
I c«vical vutcbn< 
Dmm ... 

R 

876 )21 

L 

12)4 - 67 -

On IIK_ naht <ul< of the =nd•blc one of th< rmn<>lln ~ 
congcmtally al>lffl,, ,e. thttc is only on, l'ff'l'Obr. loot po,< 
mortem, 1be ld't 1,Mk tS norm:al With "''O pmnotan.. oo,c ol 
v.iuch was Ioli ante mortem. 
A11< Youna adult 
Sn: c.-,, 

Gra,.., 3131 )1)1 c RA 75 (a) & (II) 

Pha1< 7 bunal 
&n., ,.,,.,., 
(1) •kull (no mandJbl<} 
{a) frqm<nll of n11l1t innonunat< 

nah• rwou, 
""'' f<mnnl .... ,, 
I tanab 
I .nciti(,,r N canine, aU"Cffl('ly worn 

O,,,n,..., - •kull (1) 

R _R1:~-11_: I :- 1~~:: s 

Az,, (1) Middlc-:>g<J adult 
S.. (1) Mak 

Craw 11)3 3U-I : RA 75 (I,) 

Pbat< 7 buna1 
&,,.,,,.,_ 
fnpncnts of •kull 
boc.bda,idn 
bod, ... pwl<" 

L 

I 
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1, .. -
lc-ft uln:t 
1 kl\ nbl iu,J l nth• 
• ._,cin,ca& wncbrw 
0 lh-"1K'1t \'(fldln( 

o., .. w.iio, 

R 
C 
12 -~-- I, 

\\Julbry ri$ht ) hi, a u.n-•u• lnk'ltl M the ~aal CfU'A'tl. 

A.f. Mull laclk'C" ol-, ~ l«'(h ~ tba& an 
110 ob111ncJ from the- 1i;.l) mu1ll1ry molus bt\td on 
1nn1i00 mil,ht be ml4kaJint) 
S. \bk 
p.,,~ 
Thctt it "'me ttros of the aro or lnnruon or ,he 
0 ,....,,..... ....,...., <m di< left ,I lb, d,,,dc 

Gt11\,. )US• RA 7S (t-) 

ftl.i.c7bUNI 
Re"'' pmtlft 
"-3ol,kull -left humcru, 
I lbrnac \"'Cf\cbn 

left -Jd\ femur 

°"""""' 
R 

7 HJ • f - HH67 
C 

[. 

Tkrt att ah,o ) lO<'tk mu1lltrJ molan and 2 •~ 
_..,. molon (,t<). ,\W>dibular Id\ 6 h .. 1 11rct an<1 
Ctvlt)' on 1hc muial O'OYrTI 1nd root. 
Air v._1<1..i. 
So i.\\ak 
,.,,,"'1/./rJI 
'T1kff • • la,p _.., node on tlw ..r- body ol tb< 
--cl,n ,tlw..._bodybaa-.,.ay). 

Gnn-c: JI~ • pGNlbly RA 1S ..,_.4t""O' pd I (-. 

Ptmiblt Phase et b\lrial --· -6-
bochctmcln 
both tcapuJac­,.. -.,, 
nah1niJ1~ 
ncht ulna 
I~ 
" ~ lrlid , nctu nbi + fnpnnm 
fnamcnu, of tt lent 7 wm:·br1c 
both- T#t'-·-Az, adult 

So --.., 
Ahhoua,h broken and (na:mcnicd, ,<uttc of 1hc vt"tltbraJ 
arucus,uom dl"f'iay kvr~ Plttana and ~ Some ot 
dw 'tfftirhral 1',,.Jebct 1-h,,w- a bttatdoa-n ol lhr naK n.,o 
Vfftebral bodic-, h~ S~hmorl'• nocks on bolh body tktcs, 
and one Ytttcbra h.as Ol'IIC' on 1t1 anrcnor ~ only 

Ora,--e ) ISl : pou:lbly HA 15 •ooko~ pir 2 J.Jaa 2 (t-1"1;) ,_,_ --fnamcnt, or,kull 
~ ..... ,._ indud,otkmur 

I ...,.tanol 
ft11smmh of taP"l.l 
~ 
\ome ot ihr: tl:ull rr.,n.C'nts d11rbr mn,al J!Of('t,llf ◄ 1M 
pUtang of the ,u,fact: of the ulvu,um lhou1h1 to be 
a1 110aatcJ wnh m,n ocfic."W1'1Cy anMmia a, 1 dwd) 

Gm,"C 31S1 • potalb,ty RA 1S a.ooAotao, p,lt 2 t,oa I (sit) 

""-<7bunll 
ll..lttin ~""" 
(npnmt, "' ttuU 
2 lcll ndli 
n1tu ptcdb 
fApcnh "' \Cl.pill• 
,_ ..... cok-... 
? mnata.twb 
I h•nd phaliUlX. 
riretudavidc 
nah1 ann..llllUnlllc and Othtt pch1c frq;trlffltl 
I hwn<Nlbad 
d ,nal hpnen1 ol femur 
,..,,,nl>~ 
Th• rq,tt\<ntt N rtm.lUb of., lc-J" tyfl,) mJMJ\Mh.. 

Craw )lit • alee: codn RA 1S CO#I-VU (6S) nit ( IU) 

1 "hate 7 bunal --Shaft cl ntht lanur 
0<1tcri.-. 
r...,..,.. .. o1....,.111,o,w and lfflh. 

G.-.,~ ) 1Sl • RA 7.1 Nflt~Jd (12) CIII ( 111) 

Phat<6bunal ----1 un,1, 
( ,_no(..,,..,._ ,nclod"" (<mw, ...i,., anJ lllNla. 
"The b(inn. an aD adwk buc an ,ur poor cand.iuon 

Gn"""° J1S9 • RA 1S c.-ontal ( '6) tvt (I IS) 

Ph<,e. bunal 
!JmaJtNJintl 
I &ea,,t<nt oiboman bM< 

Gn,~ ))01 ~ HA 1S «»ttut (1)) n,t (111) 

Pha.• 7 bunal The 111c notn ttC'Ofd an alnwti comrktc: 
, tctc-tun (lkk.lfla skull one collar bone' and ~ 1nnl from. 
(OftlOl (1)) So tk(ktal mtlcrial .. walopcd \l!Wtf lhSJ 
numbrt. Tbcff • a -'11h1 po.ubwr,• chic the tlc-lituJ m.lcnal 
b»ted tn the: al'\:hl\"C' t'C'POf1 (Olbornc l988) n RA 7j 18:?} 
• ...,, t,dow l'1> 00) m.,uld b< IJ<noficd •1'h thn bun&! 

0:nw )JOS ~ IU 1S NHtt~t (1J) ad ( I "J 

....... , ....... --Imel~ 
rib tnc,n,m1• 
fn.;nwruj ol "--apub 
di.slll trqrn<nC of ncht humct'US 
Th<tv-attallldolt 

RA 1$ (41) ~t flo(M icknufi-=d) 

unri-_, _,., 
"-"°'""'JI 2 Id\ ,nnoanu1cs 
(ra

1
m,nts or ucr1o1rn •bu:h 1mc\ll, 1c W1th one- af chc-

um,om~N 
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proximal cr>d or a lcfl ulna 
proximal cod or a left radiull 
di$ULl end of a left. humerus 
cenuail shaft fragment of femur 
fragment of tibial sh3ft 
other fragments of longbones 
6 \'encbral bodies 
Tht presence of two Jct't innomin8't-S shows rha t this 
group contains the rcniains of al least two individuals both 
adu.lt. 

RA 75 (76} (provenance not identified) 

Vnphas«I 
Bones pn,.unr 
s~l 
mandible 
both 1capula 
left humerus 
ndiU$ 
left ulna 
1 hand phalanx 
4 left ribs and I riibt 
1 cervical vertebra 
1 thoracic vertebra 
2 lumbar \'crtcbrac 
2 se,gmenu of sacrum 
complete pelvis 
both remora 
both tibfac 
I tacSal 
all bones arc fragr:nemcd 
Demitio,r 
Mandibular right 3, 4, 5, 6 present, the rest of the jaw is 
missing. 
Ag, Adult 
&x ?male 

RA 7$ (89) (provtnancc not identified) 

Unphascd 
&,,us prutns 
fragments of skull 
fragments or mandible 
fragments of rib 
1 righ1 clavicle 
All arc immature 
Dffltilion 
3 adult molar, M6's } 
3 aduJt ineison 
2 adult canine$ 

all partly devcloped 

4 deciduous roolan } 
5 deciduous incison not 3JI r,he roots arc fully dc~.topcd 
2 deciduous canines 
2 deciduous molars in situ 

Ag, 2 yars :I: 8 months 

RA 75 (B2) (possibly from Grave 3301 = RA 75 ix,,ir,x, (7J) 
cur (117)) 

GraYc 330 I is a Phase 7 buria1. Tbc identification is 
ttntat-i\•C. 
Bona pt"CSffll 

left humcl"U$ 
ulna 
right fibula 
right patella 
4 metatarsals 
7 tarsals 
tibia 
left aod riibt femora 
right innominate 
All bones art badJy fragmented. AU are adult. 

RA 1S (B4) (provenance not identified} 

Unphased 
&mtsprwml 
l°ragJnenlS oflcfi and right innominatc 
z right fc.mora and I left 
left fibula 
tcft and right tibiae 
right hu.merus 
right talus 1nd c.alcancus 
1 foor phalanx 
other fragments 
]bcsc bones .rcpttSent some of lhc remains of at IC3$t t\llQ 

individuals. The left femur is too worn and broken to try to 
pair with the rights. The only femoral head diameter 
measurement is on the one of the right fcmora and is 
500mm. This indicates a maJe. 

Romsey Abbey 1975: Contexts producing hum.an bone 
included in the arc.h.h•e repor, but not published. 

A.rchi,•e Original At<:hiv, Original 
Context Context Context Context 
number numbering numbr nwnbcdng 

(3222) =RA 75 context (3246) =RA 7S comcxt 
( 14) (70) 

(na) =RA 75 context (na) =RA 75 context 
(26) (78) 

(no) =RA 75 context (na) =RA 75 context 
(29) (SS) 

(llll) =RA 75 comext (na) =RA 75 COnt'CXt 

(30) (87) 
(na) =RA 75 context (na) =RA 75 BI 

(34) 
(na) =RA 75 context 

(59) 

Noce: (na) indicate$ a finds context which has no archive 
context number, and which cannot be identified with any 
Stratigraphic units. 

Romsey Abbey 1979 (RA 79) 
Grave S119 = RA 79 E6 

Phase 7 
&:mupresnu 
fr.laments of scapula 
both humeri 
both radii 
bolh ulnae 
3 carpaJs 
9 metacarpals 
I 0 hand phalanges 
8. left and S right ribs and fragments 
6 cervical vutcbrae 
9 lhoraclc vertebrae 
5 lumbar ,·crttbrae 
sacrum of four segments 
both i.nnominates 
both fomora 
bor;h patellae 
both tibia.e 
both fibulae 
10 tarsals 
8 metatarsals 
5 foot :Phalangcf 
Ag, adult 
Sa ?Female 
Auhd<,gy 
Both pateUac, distaJ rcmoraJ 11rriculetions and proximal tibia! 
articulations have bony Upping around some a1t.as of their 
articular rims, and lhc patellae exhibit roughening and 
pitting on their medial articular r,ccrs-. Similarly, both 

( 
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a«tiibu14tc of lhc pch'es have are:11 of roughening and pittina 
along \hdr inferior rim,_ Unfonunatcly the ct,rruponding 
sttd oflhe ((moral heads are missing. 
l)egcoeratl\"t: diSC11.$C also occurs in lhc spine; all the c:crvkal 
,•ertcbntl bodies and arrkulatio11.$ arc affected in vuyina; 
degre,t$, 11,e ,ymp1orns ~tt less marked on the upper 
thoradc:s., but· incrc-a.sc further down the $pine, 1he lower 
tbonicics ;J,o displaying wearing and pitting of the conal 
piu. "fnc articulations of the lumbar \~tcbr2c are sc,--ert1y 
distorted in $hapc, with wear o.nd pitting on their s.uffllccs, as 
ntt the \-tttcbral 1miC\llatiOO$ of the saaum, 
The rieht 6bulca ha.$ an osteoph)'tc 00 iis-tcyloid proocss, and 
the radius and uh\a have s.ornc bony lipping a.round both 
distal anic:uJarions. The same OCCW"$ around the proxim,al 
11niculatio~ of bath Is, mec.acarp3)$. 
~ left I s:t meuuarn1J is dis1ortcd with a bony growth :u the 
proxi.Jno.l medial articulation and shaft, :'I probable: bunion. 

Grave 51?7 = RA 7.,9 6$ 

Pb..,8 
&,uspmtlll 
rigbl t11diu.s 
bo1.b ulnae 
3 carpal.$ 
6 mcto.earpals 
10 hand phalanges 
2 tumbir ,·c::ncbrae 
• uerum of 6vc sepncms 
both innomin:u ~ 
right femur 
both pa1dl_ac 
both tibia< 
bolh fibuJae 
12.arsals 
9 metat)t'UJS 
11 foot ph21angt-s 
Agt adult 
S.X IFcm,l• 

Rom.sey Abbey 1979: Contexts producing human bone 
lnc:ludtd in the atthh-e report bu·t not published. 

Atthive Origin>l Archh·c: Ori.ainal 
Con1e,ci Coomct Context Comc:~t 
number numbering numbr numbering 

5002 =RA 79conu:xt 5003 :::RA 79 context 
D (3) E(2) 

Note: ·me: archh•e nu.mbtrs givt:n here relate onl)' 10 the 
finds; the groups of finds. cannot be identified with any 
SU11tigraphie unit1, 

United Reformed Church 1989 
(A 1989.14) 

Grave 42: fill 40 

Ph>$<8 
l.J<,Mt~r 
Skllll 
Mandible 
Se.,'t:n CC'rvical vtrtc:bra,e 
'Th.-eh-c thoracic vertebrae 
Five h.unbar v-ci,~e 
Sacnun with duec surviving scgm.wu 
Sternum 
Both daviclet 
Both scapulae 
PiVc- lcl't ond $ix right n'bl 
Both humeri 
Both radii 

Botll ulnae 
Five left .ind 6\'c right ca.rp2b 
Five ltft and fiw: riibt metacarpals 
2~ hand phalang(:s 
Both iMominat~ 
80th fcm-ora 
Both patcUac 
Both ~ihiae 
Both fibulae 
Five left and 6\'C right t.an.als 
Four left: and fr.<c: right mcmanab 
Six fooc-phaJ:m~ 
This skeleton is in a ttlati\-dy poor condition. 
l>tnJirion 

R 

R 

87650--

8765432 1 

- 2345678 

12345678 

L 

L 

1nc::tt is a $light amount o( calculus around the teeth., 
.A~ Adult 
Sa Male 
PaJhol,gy 
The left ulna has spurring on lhe olccranoo ilt the insertion 
of trioc:ps. The right cl2\•iclc 1)3$ ::t lesion at the insertion of 
the CO$COC-lt.vk:ular li.gomcnt. The spine tuis SC'hmo-rt•s nodes 
r unning from thoracic $i.X to clc,·en (inclusive). There is 
lipping around both \be su~rior and inferior body rim or 
lumbar two. There i-s more marked lipping aroun d the 
$Upcrior body rim of lumbar thtte which ~s a000mp10ied by 
wear and pitting. 

Grave 46: .fill 28 

Phase 8 
.&nr&~nt 
Skull (maxma Qllly) 
Mandible: 
One «rvi~~ vcnebra 
"twelve thoracic \ 'Ctltbrae 
five lwnbar vtncbrac 
Complete sacrum with coocyx 
Manubrium 
Both clavicles 
Both scapulae 
Ten Jc:ft and nint right ribt 
Both humeri 
Bo-\l1. radii 
Both ulnae 
F ive left and five right cup1111$ 
Four left 1tnd 6,-c right mctacarpi,1J 
Nineteen hand ph:1.langes 
Boch innomin.atC$ 
Bolh femora 
Both pateUae 
Both tibfae 
Bolh fibulae 
Five left l\l'ld Se\',ctl right w,als 
Five left and 6vc right metawuls 
1\i.'ffl~ (001 phalll.l'l&'C' 
t-our ses:amokb 
This -skeleton is in a n:lati~ly good condition. 

l.knn·hO# 

t-0' C 
R 876- - 3--

NP 
- - J45678 L 

R. - 765432 - --)456-- L 
C C 

Muilluy- right six has a moderate siud cotfous ldion in the 
occlusaJ s:'1f{acc:. Mandibular right ,ix and kVCD ea.di ha\>c a 
large lesion in the buccaJ ntck. 
A~ M,iddk:-•gcd ,duh 
S#S 1\Ule 
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Srow rc l .78m%4cm (5'10"±1'61 
PuthaiogJ• 
Both calcanii hnYe .spurdng of the Achilles tt.1ldon (on the 
heel$}, 1lterc a~ two lesions in the proximal articulation of 
oac of the first proxim3,I f'oot phalanges. 801h pntclfae have 
spurnng a.n their a.otcrior a\Jrfaces at the in.sertion-s <>f 1rcctus 
fcmoris. The $pine has Schmo.rt•s nodes running from 
thoracics fi\'e ro ten (inclusive). Both fibulae hiwe spurring at 
the iuscrtions of the anterior talo6bufar ligaments ~t their 
distal end$. Both humeri have lipping accompanied by wear 
and pining oo their lesser tubercles. 
The above represent$ one indfriduaJ .skelcu;m. 
Alto Qcaring the tame context number (28) but boxed 
sep:i.rately and not belonging tQ t.hc flbo\'e s.re the fothY1\o'ing:• 
Two broken ltlt femom 
A frogmcm of femoral bead 100 smaJI to ~long ro either of 
thc.abo\'C' 
One 6rs1 right metattu"Sru 
A fragment of right innominalc + other fragment, 
One right patella 
A fragment of one sacral segmem 
T"'O fragment$ o(humcr.11 head 
One first right metacarpal 
One finiCr phalanx 
Fragments of two skulls 
One lower molar 
The above represents the remains of at least thtte adult 
individuals. 

Grn"" ss, au 27 

Phase 7 
&,,,., preunt 
Skull 
Mandible 
Seven c-ervical venebrac 
Tv;·clvt: thoraclo \·ertebrac 
fo'I: lumbar vembrnc 
Complete sacrum with cocc.yx 
Sternum 
Manubrium 
Both clavldcs 
Both scapulae 
Six left and nine righ1 ribs 
Both humeri 
Both radii 
Both ulnae 
Two left and one right carpal 
Five left and five right metacarpaJ! 
Fifteen hand phalanges 
Both immoninatcs 
Left femur 
Both n"biac 
One left mct:at3.rsal 
Also (not belonging_ to the abO\'C skeleton) 
One skull 
Two mandibles. 
One thoracic vertebra 
One ccrvka1 venebrn 
Animal bone 

The demino,i of t"4 main Jkek10,i 

R 

R ------78 
cc 

L 

L 

Ma.odibulllr left 7 ha$ one laf8e carious lesion in the mC$ial 
crown and one in che distal crown. Ltf't 8 has a mediu1n 
$tied 1C$'0n in the mesiaJ neck and one in the bucc:il ncc,k. 
A;:, Oldadult 
SM Male 
Patholqgy 
1'1le left r;,;d~us and. ulna hn~·c some sligbt lipping 3rou.nd the 
rims or thclt proximal arnculationll. In the spine there i, 

lipping on the den, of the axi& (the t;ttond cervical YCrr,ebra) 
and on the inferlo.r body rim of ccrvicaJ fi\'e and superior 
body rim of cervical t ix. The body surfaces of the lantr t\4'0 

a~ woro and pined. Slight lipping ca.n be. &ecn on th<>s 
lhorac:,c Ytttc:brae where the bod.it~ art unbroken, bccomi~ 
more marked on the iofcrior amcrior body of thoracic 
twelve, the inferior rigbt body of lumbar lV.'O and both the 
superior and inferior body rims of lumbar thrcc, The 1ip5)ing 
becomes. less marked on I.he .superior body tim of lumbar 
four. "'Inerc arc Scbmorl's nodes on the inferior bodies of 
h.ambars one and two. Lumbar five has a partial 
spondylolysis on the right side ie. I.he inferior articular 
proce5s is separated from the superior on the right side. 
There is ossification of the ligantcntum flavum along the 
spine. The gleooids of both scapulae havt- lipping around 
thtir rims. 'There is o~sification of the CO$tal cartilage at tht 
sternal end5 of both fll'St ribs. Both hwneri haYC lesions 11 
the insertions. of Lati5,imus dol'$i. 
o.,,n·rio11 of the m :;ond skull ond ma11dibl~ 

R 

R 

87654 3 2-

87654321 

1-3 45678 

- 2345678 

L 

L 

There is a slight amount of calculus around the teeth. 
,1.i,, Adult 
Stx Male 
Htatl shafM Dolichocrank (narrow/long headed) 
The ,Umtition of lltt third mt.tndible 

R L 

The remains from this comext represent thttc adults, at 
least two of which arc male. One of the Inner h: an older 
individual. 

Context22 

No1 a grave. Grovel l:iycr created during later disturbance of 
cemetery, Contemporary with context 26. Date -uncertain, 
l)O:Ssibly late mcdicvaJ or PoSt•mtdiewl. 
Bones pnisetu 
I skull 
maxiUae from 2 other s-kulls 
6 mandibles 
Dtmitf/J,, of maxilla 'I• 

R - 7 --4321 

Denritiorr of max,7/a '2' 

R 

12345678 L 

L 

The conditions of I.he mrucillae and mandibles is such that it 
is not postibJe to see if any go together. 

Dt,,ririo,i of mandibk 'I ' 

R 8761432 1 
A 

- 23456 -­
A 

L 

There i'> an ab~ arouad the buccal rooa of both 6's. Th<: 
teeth are all excremely \\-"Orn suggesting on. older individoil. 
The m~ndible is large and square indicating-a posSl'ble male. 

Dnuilion of mo,rdibk •21 

R 87654321 1------- L 

There iJ 3 slight imounr or calculus around the tttth. This 
is n poS1ibJe mtile. 

Dt.mirion of n,andi'bll' 'J' 

R 876543 - 1 
NP 

---- S6 -- L 
NP 
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11it' tc-cth 11re all extremely woro tugge!fting an older 
lndi\-idual. ·n,is i.s a possible male. 

R 876 - 432 - - - 3~15678 l. 

This 1s n possible male. 

!Rmitk)tt of rmmdiblt '5 • 

R -- 6-----

This iu possible male. 

- 67-

O,.•rmrimr o/1h< $1.wll a,rd ,,umdiblt ~6' 
The skull ltJ;d mandible 6 app,ear 10 go together 

R 

R ---5----

C 
--3H67 -

---- 567 -
C 

L 

L 

L 

1
\h,xilltr-)' lcit 6 has -an abcess 11round the buccal roous 
and one around the lingu:tl roots. Ma.ndibular k(t 6 haJ 
an sbccss .'lt-0und the buccal roou. The teeth are 
e,urcmtl)' worn i;u&i;C$ring an older individual. This is s 
mate. 
The rcm::..lns from this context sugge1.1 a t least she adult 
indhiduo.ts of which ooc is an old m:tlc, two arc old? main 
and thret aK ? males. 

Context 26 

This 1bc fill of a fctturc (48) CUt Ul\o die upp« lill of the 
charcoal bu.ri~I (grave 42 nbovc) . Contemporary with 
«'mWl-1 2:_i, Oatc un«nain, pos$ibly l1tte medieval or f)O$t ­

mtdit\•11L 
Bonas prt:mll 
FrqfUen~ of at kas:t tbttt skulls 
Two mandibln 
1\\'0 «"'ictl vertebrae 
Thirteen thoracic vertebrae. 
Eight lumbar ~rleb~c 
F'ruments of saer.i.1 ~gments 
One left and two right clavicles + fragmcm-s 
Three kfl ond one right scapula 
One- left and tJ,rcc right ribs + ma.I\)' fragmcnl$ 
Tv,o Jett and four right humeri 
Two left 11nd dtree right radii 
1'hr« ltft o.nd one right ulml 
Orie left :and lh•e right carp:als 
Four left and SC\'ffi right metaearpils ♦ two olhc~ 
Sbnccn hiod phalangtt 
One kft and three right innomin!Ud (there is one pnir; lhM 
ofamll.lc) 
Four kft and three risht fe:mora 
One left and one right patella 
One left and one right tibia + a proxim(lJ fragmem Qf one: 
olhct 
One lrft and one right Fibula 
Four leJt and five right tarsals (lnduding a piir Qf calc:mt'i 
a.nd a pair or \lllr) 
One left :and four rigln mcuuan:ak + i;wo others 
Three foot phalan3,es 
Many fl'3,rn.1encs or tongbonts 
/r,1mati,r, ,~ma.im 
One mandib1i: 
One left scapula 
1.WO ogt,.t uln:i.t 
Onen'b 
One right u'bia 
Tworuttat.aruls 
Ulngt,onc fragmenlll 

Ckntitic,r of ,no.xilla 'I • and mo,,dibk 'I' 
Mwll.i • 1 • and mandible • 1 • prob2bly go together 

R 

R 

N1> 
876543--

8i65- 3- ­
NP 

Da,titr'tm of nra'4dibl~ •z• 

----5678 

Mandible.- '2' docs not 11ppear to go with maxilla '2'. 

R - 765432 - -- 345 --8 

Dtn1itJM1 of mox,1La. '2' 

R - •6543-- I --------
The s-urviving teeth demonstrate extreme we.ar. 
l.oMc tttth:- otlc upper rno1ar 

one c:anint 
one premolar 

Dtm.ition of unmahm; ,,,o,Jdib/r 

R 

-------- I 

I.. 

I. 

L 

L 

l. 

there is o-nc l00$C premolar Md one loose canine. Both ha~ 
ptrtly dl"o-clopcd rooa. 
The rcma)r111 from this context contain at lc:nt six 
indMdu~s; four adulu ;\Cid two immatures. One of lhe l:iucr 
can be broa:dl)• aa.cd as 6 to l I }'Cllf't. At least Qnc of I.he 
ad1,ilts is 11 m~le and one is ,1n older indhidu:al. 
Pa,/wlozy 
The occipital bone af one of the skuUs h.1$, just infcrlor and 
to th~ right of thc oucbal crest, a lnl'8t protrusion of bone 
which looks ci:c.l'tetly lilr.c a m~t<)id proct-SS ( Plates I and 2). 
It would i«:.m to be some kind of long term neoplasm 
which, bccausc of h1 geographical location and the very 
1af$c muscles which insert on the OC(:Jput, has developed 
1norph olog:i<.:a lly to imit1ue a m11stoid (Ann Stirland_. p~rs 
comm). The glc:noid of one of the left scapulae has hppmg 
around its tim. One righ l dt\'-lclc ha.s • lesion 111 the: 
insertion of thc conocla\'i~ul.:ir Jigamtnr. A rraemem or 
mcdi;t1 da\'ic)e is woro and pitted with m.-di:ed lipping. 
Another fn.g.menl of clavicle appeat'l to ha\'c bceo broken 
ame mortem and ttmaiocd unh~1ed. One of lhc cer,.ical 
,~tebrac h" worn and pitted body surfaces:, Mlny of tM 
thoracic \'crtcbrM h.a,·c: y.'(lm and pitted t1p0Ph)•sc,1 t()inl$ 
and i;omc body fragmcrns ha~ lipping around lhe rims.. Fi\'e 
of the lumbar \'Crtebrac which seem 10 come from the !.11llle 
indMdusl ha\'c: wear at'td pittin3 on their body surfaces :rnd 
apophyseal joinu . The bQdy rims have huge !'arcd 
ostcpbytes which arc especia~I)' marked Qn the left &1de. A 
first left metalarnl and 6r$t left proxim.nl foot phalanx arc 
f\1sed t0;:cthcr. Some fragments of ,ongbone (prob;ably 
libul~ ha,·c 1narkcd !u"t:as of pcrio~te:.tl reaction. 

ConteKi 30 
Not a g-rn\•e. La~t created during late_r disturb111,ct of 
ccmctcry. 1"hi& context p01,1-d,uc1 the d11aurb!mce of the 
CCQl.ttcry l"C'prcis<:ntcd by contexts 22 and '.?6. Posflbly p0e1t-
medieval. 
&,trJ pracnt 
1\o;-o left a.nd one right ulna (on~ pair) 
1\1,,o righ, and one-Jcfl radius (ouc pair) 
One right ,-capulfl , , 
()fie right and one left clowick (n po:s$1blt pair) 
'Thr« right and four left hu1ncri (at leas~ one pair) 
One lefi and one right fibu la . . 
Two left and two right femon (twO pam - the d14mctc~ ~f 
lhc hc3ds lndi,c::11, males. The cpiph)-.eal fusion lines o( the 
he-ads are \-i$ibl<: o-n one of the psi.irt) 
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Two left and t.httc right innomioates (r.vo pairs - one- mak 
and one female) 
One tight patella 
One left u"bia 
One left first meua.w.rul + otte other 
Four phaJanges 
One left second mci;tcarpal and one left third (wbich 
articulate) + two oth~r mc,tacarpals 
N)ur lumbar \'Crte.brac 
Ooe thoracic verrcbn 
One cervical \'cTtebra 
Four left and four right rlbs + fragments 
Fragments from thrtt skulls (no upper dentition) 
Two mandibles - one male and one fem.ale 

Ixm;,,(m of lhtJ femo.k ma,rdibh 

R 876S - 3 - I 
CCC 

--345--- L 

Right 8 ha.-s a -Small carious lesion in the occ:lusal surface. 
Right 7 bas a large lesion in the mesiaJ crown/nc:c-.k and right 
6 is sev~rtly affected, the whole tooth having rotted aw-a.y 
with only U'lc mes.ial root surviving. There js a slight amoum 
of cakulus around the teeth. 

lkmit,'o,, of IM mah mamJible 

R 

Loose teeth:- one upper mc:,lar 
two premolars 
three: inciso(S 

lmma111re rtmllins 
One right rib + rugment!f 
One right, radius 
One fraginem or right innominate 
One thoracic vertebra 
One left tibia 
One femotal frngmem 
Fragment$ of longbonc 
Loose tcel.b:- one deciduous molar 

the crown of a permanent canine 
the partly de ... -elopcd crown of a pcrmanc.nt 
molar 

The remains from this context represent at lent five 
individuals, four nduhs and one immature. The lantr 
is 4 to 8 years· in age (probably dose to the lower end 
of the r-ange) and of tht- four adults, one is a young 
female, one a young male and one a middle-aged 
male. 
Pothol()(O' 
The single left tibia has a gtcatly thickened shaft which is 
bowed in a distal dirt(;tion (Plates 3 and 4), This may be an 
old fracture or it may be Pagct's disease. The bone is heavy 
and its scrucrure is disorganised. ~l'be cau.se of the di$CMC is 
unknown but affected bones become thickened with an 
inCTease in bone formation and in lhc later stage$ have a 
tendency to f({lcturc. 
A fragment of distaJ fibula has a spur of bone 
protruding from 1be shaft. Three of the lumbar 
vertebrae which, although broken, probably come from 
the same individual, have mairked ostcophytc-s iround 
their body rims. The body surfaces are: worn and pitted. 
The body of one of the lum;bars is compressed on the 
left side. 



Chapter 12 

Summary and Conclusions 

summa.ry 

Peers in his article for the Victoria Counry 
History noted the relative poverty of historical 
sources for Romsey Abbey and wrote that the 
Abbey 'as il s1ands . . is its own best 
historian' (VCH, Hampshire Vol 4, 460). We 
can now add archaeological data to the 
information which survives in the extant 
structure of lhe church. 

The archaeological investigations have 
explored, to a greater or lesser extent, four 
demolished ponions of the Abbey complex: 
these are the domestic ranges o.nd cloister, the 
successive east end chapels (or 'Lady Chapels'), 
the or iginal north porch, and the additional 
parish aisle on the north side. The domestic 
ranges and cloister were only partly explored, 
but che dates of cheir coos1.rucrion in \he earlier 
tblrteench century and their demolition 
probably afcer the Suppression were established 
(Chapter 5 and Chapter 8, 59ff 99ff above). 
The Norman and later thirteenth cenrury 'Lady 
Chapels' were explored and their relationship 
eStablished (Chapter 6). The plan of the 
additional parish aisle on the north side of the 
Abbey between the north transept and north 
porch was uncovered (Chapter 7), This aisle 
was built in the early fifteenth century and 
demolished following the Dissolution. Part at 
least of ,he plan of the original thirteenth 
century north porch was established and 
evidence: for an additional room on its west side 
uncovered (C hapter 4, 56ff above), lcs 
demolition at the same time as the additional 
parish aisle is suggested (Chapter 8, I0!f 
above). A large group of late medieval and early 
POSt•medieval ceramics was found within the 
side room of the porch. This group which 
would seem to be a demolition deposit and, if 
so, would confirm the post-Suppression date of 
the demolition, is being published separately 
(Rees et al forthcoming). 

The srrucrural development or the present 
Abbey chusch is well established (Phase 9 and 
later: Chapter 4). Allhougb lhe late Saxon Abbey 
church (Phase 8: Chapter 3) which preceded it 
has been identified and much of its plan 
recovered, little or nothing is known of its 

domcs,ic buildings. A small number of graves bas 
been identified near this abbey, and further burials 
in the cemetery adjacent to the present United 
Reformed Church manse (A 1989. 14) (Chapter 
3, 40- 1 ff above). 

Pre-dating this late Saxon abbey were the chalk 
footings and the east-west aligned burials of Phase 
7 (Chapter 2, 11 ff above), Since the Phase 7 and 
8 graves are on the same orientation nnd share 
locations, it is reasonable co suggest continuous 
use of the cemeteries, and by implication it could 
b<? argued that the chalk footings represeni part of 
an ecclesiastical establishment replaced by the 
Phase 8 Abbey. Only a little is known of the cball< 
footings, and it is no, clear whether they formed 
par!S of a single building, or represent separate 
structures (Chapter 2, 2Jff), 

These chalk structures succeed earlier burials 
on a quite different norlh-west to south .. east 
alignment (Phase 6: Chapter ~. 21 ff). It is 
1empting to associate these burials with an even 
earlier church on lhe abbey site, but no strucrural 
evidence cao be identified for Abbey Phase 6. 
There is however evidence for a timber suucrurc., 
and one possible grave in the preceding phase 
<Phase 5: Chapter 2, 19 and 24ff), 

All these features post-date the Phase 4 soi.I 
:horizon. As noted already (Chapter 2, 11 ff) , 
.animal bone in this s.oil has provided a 
radiocarbon sample giving a middle to lat1! Saxon 
date range. 

Sealed beneath the Ph.ase 4 soil horizon there 
are structural features - the mortared surfaces, 
postholes and possible chalk fQotings - and these 
may very well be Middle Saxon in date. There is 
no dacing C\iidence, and no plan can be re• 
constructed from the tantalisingly fragmentary 
pieces of evidence. The nature and smtus of the 
s ite in r.his phase remains something of a 
mystery. However, the rich variety of animal 
bone found as food waste in the Midland Sank 
trench, and which is probably broadl)' 
contemporary with the Abbey Phase 3 
structures, indicates- n wealt~y life style. The 
possibility of a middle Saxon s ite of some status 
must be cncenaincd. BaJancing this is the lack of 
any ceramics associaced wich the scructural 
evidence or the animal bones. The finds recotd 
overall is remarkably impoverished. 
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Discussion 

CHAPTER 12: SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

11 is possible that the fragments of su-ucn,res and 
the graves assigned to Phases 5, 6 or 7 are che 
archaeological evidence for the earliest religious 
establishment known from the historical record. 
The difficulty of identifying historically auested 
structures with features identified in the 
archaeological do not need to be rehearsed here. 

Traditionally, the foundation of the nunnery is 
ati:ributed to Edward the Elder and dated to AD 
907 (Liveing 1906, 11). The re-foundation by his 
grandson Edgar in c AD 967 is recorded in a 
twelfth-ceotury source, 'Florence' of \Vorcestcr 
(Coldicou 1989, o-7). The late tenth century was 
a period characterised by monastic reform and 
foundation, and Dumvillc ( 1992) has recently 
presented a case for seeing the reign of Edgar as a 
culmination of a process of reform begun under 
Alfred and continued by his successors. The 
foundation of Romsey in 907 would fit into mis 
context. 

It has recently been suggested that Romsey may 
have been the site of an early Minster (Hase 1988, 
46). Hase argues that Romsey is better placed 
spatially than Nursling in relation to the known 
minsters at Eling and Southampton, and that the 
monastery at Nhutscelle which St Boniface 
entered, was not at Nursling, but rather was the 
Minster at Romsey. He argues that the possibility 
of a collegiate Minster chucch at Romsey, prior to 
the tenth-century foundation of the nunnery, is 
given support by the fact that in the later 
Medieval period there were prebends attached to 
cbe Abbey for the cure of the souls of the parish 
racber than of cbe ouns. 

Funhermore, Hase infers the existeoce of a 
royal manor, o r hundred, cemred on Romsey, 
from the 14 hides held by the nuns prior to the 
Norman invasion in 1066 (Berrow 1978, 6), and 
from cbe privileges enjoyed by cbe Abbess within 
Romsey Infra. The Abbess held the Manor of 
Romsey, which consisted of both Romsey Infra 
and Extra. Within Romsey infra pon tem the 
Abbess enjoyed hundredal privileges, independent 
of the King's Hundred of Somboroe (Berrow 
I 978, ll_- 14). Romscy Extra, on the other hand, 
was sub1ec1 to the manor court of Romsey but 
within the King's Hundred of Som borne.' 

The Abbey in its Setting 

Hase's arguments for a Minster church at 
Romsey, and a royal estate cenrred on Romsey 
are tempting, but the historical evidence is 

slight. The archaeological evidence does lend 
support, but cannot confirm the thesis. To the 
south of cbe Abbey, evidence has been recovered 
for iron smelting in the Middle to Late Saxon 
period, and evidence for later Saxon settlement 
has been found elsewhere in the town. The 
presence of the iron smelting gives some 
credence to the notion of Romsey as the centre 
of an estate, possibly royal. However, the dating 
evidence is not clear cut, and it is conceivable 
that the iron smelting was established after the 
foundatiol) of the nunnery, rather than before. 
That there was a settlement of some kind in the 
Middle Saxon period is established, but its 
nature is uncertain. The animal bone 
assemblage from the Midland Bank site suggests 
that some of the occupants were of high sratus. 
More archaeological data is required 10 establish 
conclusively the precise nature of the Middle 
Saxon settlement. 

Although the later historical record is poorer 
than might be expected of a nunnery founded by a 
king and patronised by royal princesses, and 
although the archaeological excavations have been 
limited in scale, it has been possible to tease out 
some sense of the developmem of the Abbey and 
of the site it occupies. Other excavations within 
the town have provided evidence for the 
developmem and growth of the settlement around 
the Abbey, and suggest a small urban place 
developing around a market adjacent to a 
substantial nunncry.2 

Notes 

The evidence presented by Hase: (1988) and others is 
discussed at grea,e.r len$fb in Sco1t et al forthcoming. 

2 The archaeoJQgi~al evidence for the Saxon seuJcmenl of 
the town is detailed in Scon et :al forthcoming:, 
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Appendix 

Description of the Archives of the 
Abbey Excavations and Post­
Excavation Procedures 

The majority of the excavations on rbe Abbey 
published in this volume were carried out in the 
1970s. The archives for ,he I 970s excavations, 
with the single exception of the 1974 excavation, 
are lacking certain key elements. It was felt that ii 
is necessary to summarise briefly fi.1'$tly the nature 
of the lndividual archives, and their contents, and 
then ro go on to outline the post-excavation 
procedures adopted to wring Crom the records as 
much information as possible. 

For fuller descriptions of the archives and post­
excavation procedures the reader is directed in the 
first instance to the archive reports for: the 
c.~ca,•ation, on the Abb~Y- Obviously more detail 
is to be found in the archives themselves. 

The Abbey Excavations and their 
Archives 
1lle contents of the arthives, and the nou.1tt of thC recording 
tyttcms art briefly d~cribcd. Becou.sc of the ~abk nature 
and qualiry or the archive$ from the cxcavntioos in the nineteen 
sc,·.:nties, it is cssenliil that the limiiations of 1hc extant 
archi\~ li spelt out :it the start of thl$ rtpon. if readcB ii~ co 
be able 10 assess the cvidcnet-. nnd the U1tcrptt1adon offered, 
for themselvts. MQrc detailed descriptions of the urchh'tt o.rc 
to be found in lhc Archive Repo1u produ(l-=d for each of the 
Abbey l;~\'lJli-on.S. 

RA 1973 (HCC Ace No A 1991.25) 
E.xca\".lbCms at r.hc .East End or 1hc Abbe)' on the ,ite of I.he 
probabk l..ady C-h11~11 directed b)' Kevin Stubbs, in odvan~ of 
consotidat1on work on the foundations of th.t can end. 
Previously cxca,-:irions l\nd been undertaken in 1866 by the tht:n 
Viair, the ~, E. L Bcn.hon~ but no fit.'$'l band a.ccount of his 
worlt has bttn published. More observaoons were inndc by 
Peers and Ri1500 in 1909. An ~c:CQUnt of their findings is (Q be 
found In the Notebooks af Sir Richard l»ciC' (LuOC', Notebooks) 
now housed in t.ht Sovtb3.lllpC()1l Vnlvcrsilf Archives. 

The Archive 
'The~ an- 1)1.uu. and ~cDon drawcnp - not all ll('( original 1i1c 
dr;iw,n~ and good photographic archive, but no written 
«~Ord$. llleh:! att 11ISO dmwlfl$S pl'C.J):ltc-d for publication for 
lhc Clu;;a,11tor, •nd a pub1ished site sumtnllt)' (Stubbs, 1973). 

T he Recording System 

The 11.rc:Mc<>log.ical dcpositS were fnlgmcnttd, m:it11'\IY by l:ucr 
brick built vaults, and each b1Qck o f arch.aeo1ogic:aJ dtp<>sit 
appears 10 hi\'t" b«:n allocated a single lcucr «,de, and the 
la:ytn within it JabclJcd in a sepa.ra1c numerical scqucm;c, No 
plan shows the location Qr the areas. Pcat-u.rc oumb,el'$ and 
grave numbcn appear to ha,•e been 11Uoc:atcd as well, MO$t 
contexts and features on thc pluns and scctio1u arc not 
tabclk.-d, lhc recording system being inferred from infonn:ition 
on lhc finds 1:abcls. Q;)ncm c:k$aiptions arc limited to those 
found on plans and $CC1l0ns. 

Finds 
A $CQueRC:e or Archiw numben (IZ0l-1228) \\'29, :illocated to 
groups or ftnd$. This sequence was ~nnc from the numben 
altoc.aic-d '° contexts. Only a few groups or finds can be 
confidcnli}' auianed to idco1ifiablc co1)tt:itt$. Mott mus1 be 
O"Catcd IU, u.ru:trn;ti(tcd, 

Post•Excavation 
A new series of Archive context numbers (1001- l043; 
J0S0-1103) ,v.11 :iUocatcd to ronttXU :and feluu.rts idcndfillbk 
on plans and sections to f:ac-ilitatc idenrifkation, and 
stratign,ph.ic: anoJyi:is (sce bi;IQ\V). 

RA 1974 (HCC Ace No A 1991.25) 
E:xc-,wocion, wi1hin the \Vl.$t end of the ~n,•,: and t<> the .sovth 
or the i\bbey, dil'C'Clcd by Kevin Stvbbs. The excav;ui<;,n was 
made ncocs.s.iry b>' the Umallarion or heating pi~s.. 

The Archive 
·nus is by for the m0$t complete or th<.' urchi,'t;' (or 1hc _earlier 
dcavation.s. There an: origm!i.1 plaM 3-L,d SCCU()U drtt,\l'lngs, 11. 

photographic; nrchh·c, ilnd 5itc ,notct with comcxl and 

11r1uigraphic: in(ormolion, fo addition there arc drawm&") 
pn:p;ired for public:mon (or 1he cxcawtot. 

The Recording System 
'fhc archaeological dcp<>sils whh m the nuvc we.~ badly 
dissected, mainl)' by 1,.,1u bric-It vaults, and cacb .small _IA;'c~ 
cxc.avuted waj aUoe.-itOO a letter cock, :ind the la),crt" within 11 
labeUcd i.n a st'l)aratc numerical sequen«. A ,imiJ.ur i)~tt:m 
MIS cmplO)'Cd in 1he areas to 1he M>uLh of 1he Abbe}', Thctt 
"°ttc: alsn fcauare numl:>4:rS allocat~. Almost alJ contcxt$ u.nd 
features on the plins and sections :ttt labelled. 

Finds 
Most of ihc finds from this exeav111on can be confidend.t 
as!Agned to 1ckndfiablc cont6U-, 
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Post-Excavation 
Scratigraphic analysl, wa.s PQ$$ib1c Ort thls .irchi\.'lt as it stood. 
However_, a new series of context nuntbcrS (2001- 21SS) was 
allo<":ned co the recorded laycn, partly to avoid confusion 
between similarly number layer, in diffcctnr trenches, but 
mainly to f'aci lirntc the creation of a computer database for 
fmds rtt0rds, A small number of Archh-c: context numbers was 
gh·cn to feature$ and contcx1s identifiable on pl3ns and 
section, (2156-57, 2159, 2163-74, and 2210- 12). 

RA 1975 (HCC Ace No A 1991.25) 
Exca\'llitions on the North side of the Abbey, dinxttd by Ke<Vin 
Stubbs, in advance or drainage w9rk and the consolidation Qf 

the foundtnions of the Norman nave wall. The ucm:bes rnn 
along the west fa.cc of t.hc North transept, and 4.long the nave­
wall almost to the pMeot north Porch. 

The Archive 
Then- are site plans a·nd section draw5ngs, drawings prepared for 
publication for tbt extawtor, and , photographic an:hivc, but 
onJy limited written records, 1be wriucn record only descn1>es a 
small number of come,xrs.., mainJy those found early in the 
e:xcsi.vation and, therefore, lalc in the ftratigraphic sequence. 
Then; is no original context numbering on plans or sections.. 

The Recordhtg System 

Comcxts and fe.aturts appear 10 have beet\ labelled in a !l'ingle 
numerical sequence. although some of the graves appear to 
have been recorded using l'\\'O quite different SYttcms. 

Finds 

Few of the finds can be <:onfidently assigocd to identifiable 
contexts. i\·\ost must be trearcd as unstratified. 

Post-Excavation 

A new series of Archi\'e context numbers (:3001-3106; 3108; 
.3!10-3142; 31-16; 3l50--3326) was allcx:ated to oomexts and 
(eaturcs identifiable on plans and sections racilitatc 
identification, and scrarigraphic anal)~i~ {sec below). 

RA 1977 (HCC Ace No A 1991.25) 
Excawtions on the South side of the Abbey, dir<."Cted by Kevin 
Stubbs, i.n advance ot drain.a:gc work and 1he consolidation of 
tht foundations of the west wait of the Non:nan south uansept. 
Some recording was undertaken by David Hinton of 
Southampton University. The trenches were dug along the 
west fttce of the tr:tn.$Cpl, and in front of the Abbess's doorway, 
in the angle between tl1c na.vc: and south transept. The two 
ttcnches appear to h.iwe been recorded quite separarely. 

The Archive 

Thfrt: are site pl1ns and secuon drawings, and a photographic 
archive, but only very limiccd wrlucn records. The wriueo 
record onJy descnO,es a smaJJ number of contexts in che rrcndl 
along the south cranscpt wall. 

The Recording System 

Those contexts and fearurc<1 which appear co have been 
1abelled were given a single numerical sequence. Only s.Urteen 
concex.t numbers appear to have. been allocated, all in the 
trench by the south transem. Thcrt. is no usea.blc context 
numberiog on plans or .sections. 

Finds 

Toe finds are to all intents and purposes unstratificd. 

Post-Excavation 
A new series of Archive context numbers (4020-41-11) WM! 

allocated to conte.!lltS :ind features idc-ndfiable on plans and 
sections facilitotc idcntificti.rion. and srr3tigr-.aphic ana.lysis (see 
below). 

RA 1979 (HCC Ace No A 1991.25) 
E.~cavations on t,hc South $ide of the Abbey along the south 
n.ave woll immediately west of the 1977 excavations, The 
exctwation dirtctor wa5 David Hinton. The excavation was 
Ciltried out in advance of the 6nt satgc in the construction of 11 
f,enth drain at the base or the south nave. wan. Th'O soaks.ways 
whiclt formtd part of the drainage were :also exca\lalcd. These 
were about 12m south of the nave and connected b)' pipc­
crc.oches to tht tuain t,rt:nth. 

The Archive 

There are site plans and i;cction drawings, and a photographic 
archive, but no wrinen recordS'. 

The Recording System 

1ltctt is linle information about 1he recording, but it seems 
that an alpha-numeric S)'Stc.m was used. The finds labels arc 
the main source of information. Probably the letters referred 
to sub divisions of the trench.., a,nd the numbe.rs to layers and 
feacun:s. Only the lenerfl allocated to chc soakaways are 
known, They were called 6 and O and the la)'crs in each 
labelled in II scpar-acc numerical sequence. There is no 
original context numbering on plan$ or sections of I.he main 
trench, but some contcxu are shown on the soakaway 
drawings. 

Finds 

The only finds whieh cnn be confidently assigned to 
identifiable contexts are from the two soa.kaway-s, The 
ttmtiining fiods must be: treated as W'1Str3ti6cd. 

Post-Excavation 

A new $Crie.s of Archive context number$ (5040-5 l 93) was 
illocated tu comexui and features idendfiable on plaru and 
sections Co.ci1ko.tc identification, and stratigraphic analysL~ (see 
below). 

RA 1988 (HCC Ace No A 1988. 7) 
An extended watching brief and Umittd exca\/Qcion during the 
rcpa\•ing or the road on the oorth side or the Abbey. The pa\·ed 
area runs in an arc from the W($t end of the mwc 10 the north 
face of the north transept. Features revealed du.ring the 
stripping of the old car-macadam were planoed, and some 
limited excavation undcnaken. Overall direction was providNI 
by F J Greco, Direc10( of the Thst Valley Axch:'lcological Trust~ 
and dQy lO day supervision and rccotdin,g c.1nied O\lt by I R 
Soott 

The Archive 

There is- a complete 5ite arehivc, including wriuen context 
record,, bolh plans 3nd scx:tiont:; and photognrpht. 

!Ill 
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The Recording System 
/\ sins;lc oumt'ric:1:I scqu(11ce (6000- 6068; 6070-6093; 
~!00-6120) wa.s used for all s tratiSrQJ)b.ic rtcordiog, but 
septralt sequence for the snui.11 number of soil samples. 

RA 1991 (HCC Ace No A 1991.18) 
,\ ue.nch cxca,'tlted on the south along the: na\'C wall. The 
~eh cxtC11dcd from the 1979 cxcai.-a1ion west o1m0$t to the 
M>Utb\lo"Cil doorway and the 1974 excavation. The work was 
made ne-cc"8r)' by the dcci~ion to complete the run of the 
frcnch drtin l>egun in 1979. Ovcn:iU direction w-as by F J 
Grttn 1111d J Jt Scon. and day to day supervision was provided 
su«-CS.<iivcly by K UXkycar nnd Or V Cro!Sby, Post-c)'.l'~v.ation 
arut}ysis w,s by Dr V Crosby. 

The Archive 
Thett is a complete site archi\'c, inctudi.ng wrmcn context 
ttrordf~ both plans and s«tioos, and phot~ntpht. 

The Recording System 
A single numerical sequence (7001- 7175) wu u.scd for all 
nr:ni$rnphic recording, bul separate $CQUencc for the small 
number of soil sample$. 

Excavations within the Abbey Precinct 

13-15, The Abbey, 1980 (HCC Ace No 
A 1980.83) 
A small trench located on the south Sldt or the cJoistcrs 
ogoin.st 1hc wall of the ext1.t11. ponion or the southern 
Domestk ra,:i;:c of the Abbey. The building probably "-Ai the 
rtfcctory, Most of the exca\"atcd area had apparently bun 
du& out in the late post•Mc-dicva1 period to facilitate the 
creation of a cellar. Tot finds from the site were few, but 3 
numbc:r of decorated tile fragments were reeovcred. o,·erall 
dittction wt.$ b)' F J Grten1 and d&)' to d3~• supet'\•ision was 
pl'()Vided by Dr A O Ru.Mitt 

The Archive 
There i\ • mall but complete site archi,-c, including written 
corucxt ttcords, both pi-ans and sections, and photographs. 

The Recording System 
A sing!t numerical sequence (00- 64) wu used (or all 
stnniaraphic r«ording, but separate sequence for the small 
number of aoil sample$, 

Romsey Vicarage, 1987 (HCC Ace No 
A 1986.31) 
A hmited exc3vation was under 13kCn on the sj,c of the 
PN>J)Okd new Vicarsgt, l<> the wcn of lhc Abtx.-y, 3ftd the old 
Vica1agt>. O~rnll direoion W3$ by F J Green, aod recording 
and day to ruty 1oupc:rvisi:on by A M OO"~IJ. 

The Archive 

Th~ is • complete site arehi,·c, including writttn con1ex1 
rtoords, both plans lllld SC'C!bons, and ph,ot0j.nlph$. 

Recording System 

A singl~ numerical sequence (001-063; 100-112) was used rof 
all ttraugraphic recording, but 1eparatie sequence for the small 
number of soil 5ampJcs. 

Midland Bank, 1988 (HCC Ace No 
A 1988.9) 
Exca-vatlon of a soab:w-ay behind I.he M.idland Bank, wh.ich lies 
on che WUt 11.de of the Markel Place• and within chc Abbcv 
precinct. O\'emll direction was by F J Gf'Ccn, and rtt0rd1ni, 
and dn_y to day supervi:\ion by A M O°"'-cll. 

The Archive 

'Tiu•rt: i• tt complete site archive, including wrint'n con1ex1 
records, bor.h plans :u'ld sections. and phototr,pb.$. 

The Recording System 

A !l"ins)c nu.rntrical ~uen~ (001 ... 030; 102-138) was USt'd for 
all su:-acigraphK' ttrording, bu1 StP:)Nltc sequence for the small 
numtm- or.soil samples. 

United Reformed Church, 1989 (HCC 
Ace No A 1989.14) 
A small cxca,,,arion on the south edge of tht med.ieMtl mooanic: 
p"cinct.1 rcvcak<I part of~ lattt Saxon and mediC'V'al cc:mc,er)'. 
The v.~tk was carried out in advance of the coru.tru.ct-ion of an 
cxi-ens.ion ,o the United Reformed Church rooms. O~rall 
direction was by F J Gtttn, and day to day s.upcrvision was 
provided b)-' N R Campling. Pos-t--cx~~tion analysis was by 
Or V Cr<>sby. A draft stnUiJt•~hic "'1)0rt is 10 be found u1 tht 
Archh'C. 

The Archive 
There is a compltlC sjte archive, including wriuco i::ontcxt 
record$, both pl11nt and section$, and photognphs. 

T he Recording System 
A single nwnerienl kqUCnc:<: (001-063; 100- l J2) was u.scd for 
all sttatiQttphic rccordinJ, b01 sepanate sequence for the small 
num~r of soil A.Jnplcs.. 

Observations within the Abbey Precinct 
Jn addirion to I.he cxca,,otions described aOO\", t number of 
observammJ h:wc bc,c.n undcr'1at:.cn whhin the mcdienll 
prcdnct, tnformrition from r.hesc is published in this re-port: 

17, The Abbey, 1981 
A ttnrrow u·tnch located in the gcirdco of the prQpercy 
ad)ccent to the c,mant building of the southern ~ge. Ac \bi$ 
point the probable refector)' had bcco demohshed. The 
ltt'ncb lo<:ated the (ootings of its north wal1, nnd lhc- Inner 
wall of lhc cloisu:t walk. The oblen·atioos we.re m:ordcd t>y 
Dr 1\ D Rus:1e1. 

The Archive 
The she artabivc, consists of a plan and a drnwo ~on <1f the 
trench, wilh a brief note but no oonrc.'<t retQrds. l"herc :tr~ a 
smiall number of photographs. No fmds were r«O\-Crcd. 
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Abbey Gateway, 1984 (HCC Ace No 
A 1984.21) 
During the laying of a gas ptpc through the Abbey ga,cwa)' and 
into the rood called Abbey Watc.·r, a runt rubble wall of pos.sibtc 
medievol dine W3$ observed by P J Gf'ttn and recorded. 

Romsey Abbey West, 1988 (HCC Ace 
No A 1988.6) 
A watching brief and limited cxaivation du.ring the completion 
of services. to lhe new Romsey Vicarage. 0\'enill direction wall 

pto\·ided by F J Green, and day 10 day supervision and 
rc<:otdin,g carried out by I R ScotL 

The Arc.hive 
There is a site archive, inc:ludio_g wrincn context records, both 
plans and section1, and photographs. 

The Recording System 
A sing.le numerical St"quencc {6L00-6J21) was u1ed for all 
stratigraphic l'tcording. 
Ronuey Abbey 
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