
EXCAVATIONS AT RUDGEWAY LANE, WALTON CARDIFF, NEAR TEWKESBURY, 2004-2005 

Iron Age and Romano-British, by Neil Holbrook 

While the settlement at Rudgeway Lane bears many comparisons with Romano-British 
Sites I and 11 on the Eastern Relief Road, it does provide a number of fresh insights into 
the nature of later Iron Age and Romano-British rural settlement in this part of the Severn 
Valley. Preservation was better at this site than at the other two, and the recovery of insect 
fauna and human skeletal remains provides evidence not encountered there. 

The earliest activity detectable in Area D was the construction in Period 2 of a small 
ditched enclosure, c. 25m long by 20m wide, with a south-east facing entrance (Enclosure 
1; Fig. 20). No evidence of any internal features was found. The small quantities of pottery 
recovered from the ditch are consistent with occupation at some point within the period 
from the 4th to 2nd century BC. This small enclosure invites comparison with similar-sized 
rectilinear examples at Beckford 11 and Evesham in Worcestershire, the latter also dating 
to the Middle Iron Age (Edwards and Hurst 2000; Moore 2006, 91-2). At these sites the 
enclosures appear to be one element within larger polyfocal unenclosed settlements, and 
this may also have been the case here, although no other Middle Iron Age features were 
found in the excavated areas. However it should be borne in mind that mass-built houses 
which did not possess drip gull ies can be virtually invisible to detect through geophysical 
survey or indeed excavation (Holbrook 2003, 63). 

There can be no certainty whether Enclosure 1 was abandoned long before the start of 
Period 3, or whether Periods 2 and 3 were more or less continuous. The absence of any 
evidence for recutting of the ditch suggests that occupation within Enclosure 1 was not 
protracted, and in the absence of evidence to the contrary, it is simplest to favour continuity 
over discontinuity. This certainly seems to be the case at Frocester where a ditched enclosure 
which originated in the Middle Iron Age dictated the form of all subsequent occupation 
on the site until the construction of a Roman villa in the late 3rd century AD (Price 2000). 
If continuity is represented at Rudgeway Lane we can envisage that Enclosure 1 continued 
in use until the 1st century AD when a new layout was adopted. This Period 3 settlement 
comprised an ovoid ditched enclosure 8-12m in diameter which presumably surrounded 
a roundhouse (Enclosure 3) . Geophysical survey to the south of Enclosure 3 detected 
three or four curvilinear anomalies of similar size to Enclosure 3 (see Fig. 6, A, B, C, D). 
They most probably mark the locations of other houses, and sampling of the enclosures by 
evaluation trenching produced pottery consistent with that found in Period 3 features. To 
the north, Ring ditch 1 presumably defines the site of another roundhouse of this period, 
while to the west of Enclosure 3 there was an agricultural enclosure or paddock. This was 
defined on its west side by a north-south ditch which had a gap within it. Presumably 
differing land uses took place on either side of this ditch, perhaps open pasture to the west 
on the highest part of the ridge and stock raising and settlement to the east. The absence 
of a contemporary enclosing ditch, either within the excavation area or on the geophysical 
survey, demonstrates that the Period 3 settlement was, like that of Period 2, essentially 
unenclosed. Moore (2006, 93-7) has drawn attention to the presence on later Iron Age 
unenclosed settlements in the Cotswold-Severn region of roundhouses contained within 
individual enclosures, including examples at Abbeymeads and Saintbridge near Gloucester. 
Enclosure 3 at Rudgeway Lane can now be added to these examples. 

In the 2nd century AD the unenclosed settlement was replaced by a large rectilinear 
ditched enclosure with an associated trackway to the south. Tellingly the trackway was 
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Fig. 20: Schematic plans of Periods 2-4 (scale 1:2000) 
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aligned on the gap within the Period 3 boundary ditch and it presumably represents the 
formularisation of a pre-existing unditched droveway. This observation demonstrates a 
strong element of settlement continuity between Periods 3 and 4 and comparison might be 
made with sites in the Upper Thames Valley such as Gravelly Guy, Oxfordshire, where an 
unenclosed Early-Middle Iron Age settlement was laid out in relation to a linear boundary 
parallel with the river Windrush. This settlement was abandoned in the late Iron Age and 
early Roman period when it was replaced by a series of paddocks, enclosures and domestic 
occupation aligned on the pre-existing boundary (Lambrick and Alien 2004). In terms of 
size and morphology Enclosure 4 invites comparison with similar enclosures at Romano
British Sites I and II on the Eastern Relief Road and at Brockworth near Gloucester (Fig. 
21). This was by no means the only layout adopted by Romano-British farmsteads in 
this part of the Severn Valley, however, as the trapezoidal enclosure at Frocester and the 
curvilinear stock enclosure and associated rectangular building at Ripple, Worcestershire 
highlight (Price 2000; Barber and Watts 2008). 

In all cases we can be confident that the enclosures functioned as farms, although it can be 
difficult to discern the precise modes of agricultural production. At Rudgeway Lane Enclosure 
4 was divided into a number of sub-enclosures, presumably to separate activities such as 
the breeding and folding of stock, storage and processing of crops (testified by the drying 
oven in sub-Enclosure 5) and habitation (sub-Enclosure 9). The environmental evidence 
from the well indicates the proximity of pasture and meadow, and there are indications that 
hay was brought into the enclosure from salt pastures or water meadows for fodder. The 
absence of mature cattle in the animal bone assemblage suggests that cattle were raised on 
the farm and then taken off site for slaughter. The same may be true for sheep/goat, although 
conceivably the mature species were kept on the farm for wool and milk rather than meat. 
The geophysical survey shows that the trackway only extended for a distance of c.15m to the 
west of Enclosure 4, and this was therefore only required to control the movement of stock 
within the vicinity of the settlement. As in Period 3 we may envisage open pasture on the 
slightly higher land to the west and that stock was brought down in the summer months to 
feed on the lush grassland bordering the Tide Brook to the east of the enclosure. While the 
insect fauna from the well provides little evidence for arable cultivation, the drying oven 
does testifY to the growing of crops, presumably wheat and barley, and these fields may have 
lain to the south of the trackway. The ridge and furrow which covers the low ridge between 
the Swilgate and the Tide Brook plainly demonstrates that this area was good arable land in 
the medieval period, and there is no reason to believe that it was any different in the Roman 
period. Unfortunately the poor preservation of plant remains makes it difficult to assess the 
contribution of crops to the agricultural economy of the farmstead, although we may also 
note that only three fragments of quern stone were recovered, which would support the 
other evidence that pastoralism rather than arable was the dominant activity here. Drying 
ovens such as that in sub-Enclosure 5 were multi-functional, possible activities including the 
drying of grain in preparation for consumption and storage, or the roasting of germinated 
grains of barley for the production of malt for use in brewing (Van der Veen 1989) . 

The enclosure continued in use until at least until the late 3rd century AD, but most 
of the main enclosure ditches had largely silted up by the 4th century. Some recutting 
occurred in Phase 4c but activity appears to have been on a much reduced scale compared 
to that in the 2nd and 3rd centuries. The latest firmly dated Roman artefact recovered from 
the site is the coin of AD 330-5 from the hollow above the abandoned drying oven, and 
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A Tewkesbury I (Site D) 8 Brockworth 

f 

C Tewkesbury 11 (Site C) D Rudgeway Lane 

Fig. 21: Romano-British farmstead enclosures in the North Gloucestershire Severn Vale (scale 1:2000) 
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the absence of other Constantinian and later coins from the site suggests that most activity 
had ceased by the early-mid 4th century. 

We can therefore reconstruct the chronological sequence at Site D as follows. An 
essentially unenclosed rural settlement, of which Enclosure 1 was but one constituent, was 
most probably established around the 2nd century BC. Whether occupation was continuous 
or not is unclear, but by the 1st century AD Enclosure 1 had been abandoned and the site 
occupied by several roundhouses, some set within individual ditched enclosures. Sometime 
in the 2nd century the unenclosed roundhouses were replaced by a large rectilinear enclosure 
which continued in use until at least the late 3rd century. By the 4th century, however, the 
ditches had largely silted up although activity persisted on the site for some decades. 

It is now worth examining how the Rudgeway Lane sequence compares with those 
recovered on other farmstead sites in the region. Eastern Relief Road Site 11 was established 
in the Late Iron Age or early Roman period and continued in use until the first half of the 
4th century, while occupation at Site I was restricted to the 2nd to early 3rd centuries. In 
both cases it would appear that the rectilinear ditched enclosures were later additions to 
initially unenclosed settlements (Walker et al. 2004). At Brockworth the enclosure was 
established in the second half of the 1st century AD and was occupied into the later 4th 
century at least (Rawes 1981) , while occupation at nearby Hucclecote started in the 1st 
century AD and ended in the earlier 4th century when the focus of activity may have 
shifted to a villa house 650m distant (Thomas et al. 2003). To the north ofTewkesbury, 
the farmstead at Ripple was established during the early 2nd century AD but had been 
abandoned by the early 3rd century at latest (Barber and Watts 2008). In the valley of the 
Carrant Brook and River Isbourne four sites were sampled during the construction of gas 
pipeline (Coleman et al. 2006). In two cases Middle or Late Iron Age enclosures continued 
in use until the end of the 1st century AD when they were abandoned, while at the other 
two sites activity started, or recommenced after a gap, in the 2nd century AD. All four sites 
were abandoned during the 3rd or 4th centuries. 

While no common chronology applies to all these farmsteads , some trends are discernible. 
Continuity of occupation on Iron Age sites into the Roman period is evident, although some 
of these sites were abandoned in the late 1st or 2nd centuries AD. Around the same time 
other sites were established for the first time at new locations. The 2nd and 3rd centuries 
seem to represent the highpoint in activity, with abandonment or reduced occupation the 
norm in the 4th century. It would be too simplistic to interpret these sequences as evidence 
of declining agricultural production in the 4th century, however, and in order to gain a 
more reliable picture we need to examine a broader range of evidence. Reclamation of the 
saltmarshes along the east bank of the river Severn to the south of Gloucester in the later 
Roman period, and the development of villas in the Vale around the same time, both point 
to the vitality of the rural economy (Holbrook 2006, 119). Intensification of agricultural 
production perhaps rendered the small farmsteads uneconomic, and larger estates, some 
centred on villa houses, may have become increasingly prevalent. Probable villas are 
known at Southwick Park, Tewkesbury Park, and perhaps Deerhurst within a 4km radius 
ofRudgeway Lane, and others probably await discovery (Marshall1976, 30; Rawes 1973; 
Rahtz and Watts 1997, 154-6). Rather than being the cause of agricultural intensification, 
it is more likely that villa houses, as manifestations of wealth, were a consequence of 
developments in agricultural practice and land tenure in the 3rd century. Nor should we 
exclude the effect that the growth of a small town or market centre at Tewkesbury (if that 
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is what it actually was) might have had on settlement pattern of its immediate hinterland. 
We know little about the form or chronology of Roman Tewkesbury, but by analogy with 
other small towns in south-west Britain, the peak of activity probably occurred there in the 
later Roman period. Perhaps the land between the Swilgate and Tirle Brook was directly 
farmed by workers living in Tewkesbury in the 4th century? 

Another aspect of the excavated data worthy of some further discussion is the evidence 
for superstition and ritual. The deposition of inhumation burials in scattered graves, 
ditches and other features is now recognised as a commonplace occurrence at Roman 
rural establishments, and in some ways the absence of such burials at Sites I and Il on the 
Eastern Relief Road is more unusual than their presence here. The symbolism and beliefs 
associated with this practice are unclear although it would be wrong to believe that their 
scattered locations necessarily indicate a lack of care or respect for the individuals (Pearce 
1999). The burials date to Periods 3 and 4b and most were laid out in the flexed posture 
typical of the later Iron Age and early Roman tradition of inhumation burial known in the 
Gloucestershire Severn Vale (Holbrook 2006, 12; Moo re 2006, 11 0-4). The burial evidence 
should be considered as but one part of a wider pattern of ritual behaviour and structured 
deposition evidenced in deposits at this site. A neonatal human burial and pottery vessel 
were interred at the bottom of ovoid Enclosure 3 surrounding a Period 3 roundhouse. At 
the base of Period 4a ditch 6637 the complete rim of a Severn valley ware vessel and an 
almost complete jar were placed (or concealed?) beneath a dump of redeposited natural 
clay. The best evidence for ritual activity, however, derives from the well adjacent to the 
roundhouse in sub-enclosure 9. The primary silt within the well evidently accumulated 
over a period of time, to judge from the insect fauna contained within it. However, the silt 
also contained six substantially complete narrowed-rimmed jars and a costrel. The special 
nature of this deposit is emphasised by the costrel, a form which is not otherwise represented 
in Severn Valley ware in the myriad of published site assemblages from the region. The silts 
also contained a large quantity of animal bones, including the larger parts of two sheep and 
three foxes which must have been deposited rapidly with flesh still attached, along with an 
iron hook. On the interface of the silts and the overlying backfill of the well lay the body of 
a young adult male whose skeleton showed evidence of an infection such as pneumonia or 
tuberculosis, although this illness was receding at the time of death. 

The prevalence of unusual deposits of artefacts and ecofacts in Romano-British pits, 
especially wells, has been remarked upon by Fulford (2001). Complete or near complete 
ceramic vessels are relatively commonplace finds amongst the wells excavated at Silchester, 
Hampshire, and they were often accompanied by whole, or partially articulated, animals 
of various sorts and sometimes disarticulated fragments of human bone. Another probable 
structured deposit has recently been published from a non-villa farmstead at Yeovilton 
in south Somerset where a well yielded six dogs, a cat, a domestic fowl, an abundance 
of sheep bones and rwo almost complete pottery vessels (Lovell 2006, 17, 36, 44-7). 
The presence of a human skeleton within the well at Rudgeway Lane can be regarded as 
another manifestation of the disposal of the dead in various localities within the settlement 
remarked upon above, and indeed a continuation of the Iron Age tradition of human 
burial within pits. Two other comparable examples of the burial of human bodies in wells 
can be cited from Roman villas in south-west England. At Brislington, Bristol, a well, 
filled sometime after AD 337, contained the skeletal remains of four or five individuals 
along with a dozen cattle (Branigan 1972). At North Wraxall, Wiltshire, three skeletons 
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were found in the well accompanied by fragments of column shaft (Scrope 1862). In the 
light of the evidence collected by Fulford it seems more likely that at both sites we should 
consider the assemblages as structured 'closure' deposits associated with the ritual sealing 
of the wells rather than as evidence for the sacking of the villas in the Barbarian Conspiracy 
in AD 367 (Branigan 1976, 93-6). The recognition of ritual activiry is therefore significant 
at Rudgeway Lane, even if we cannot at present understand much of the meaning and 
significance behind the practices that we have begun to identify. 

Anglo-Saxon, by Mary Alexander 

Burials 8 and 9 were laid side by side, although Gm apart, on a north/south alignment with 
the head to the south, both possibly interred in coffins. The burials were aligned with the 
Roman enclosure boundaries and Burial 9 was dug into a silted up ditch. The glass-headed 
pin from a Roman context 1 Om to the north has Anglo-Saxon parallels and may represent 
a disturbed third burial of this period. The five amber and four terracotta-coloured opaque 
glass beads found with female Burial 9 suggest a date in the 6th or early 7th century. These 
two burials lay beyond the western limit of 6th and 7th-century Anglo-Saxon cemeteries and 
burials with Germanic associations (Reynolds 2006, 144), and represent the most westerly 
of their rype in the region. 

There are similarities between the Rudgeway Lane burials and those of the closest 
excavated cemeteries at Beckford, Worcestershire approximately 9.5km to the north-east 
(Evison and Hill 1996), and Bishop's Cleeve 9km to the south-east (Holbrook 2000). A 
north/south alignment with the head to the south was used exclusively at Bishop's Cleeve 
and almost exclusively at Beckford, and burials were frequently accompanied by glass and 
amber beads. The associated brooches and buckles suggest cultural affinities with the Upper 
Thames Valley, which is also implied by the buckle from Burial 9 at Rudgeway Lane. The 
worn condition of the grave goods at Bishop's Cleeve and the limited range of material at 
Beckford hint at communities with infrequent trade or cultural contact with their source. 
The population represented at Beckford was remarkably free of degenerative joint disease 
associated with physical work (Wells 1996), whereas trauma from physical activiry was 
apparent on both individuals at Rudgeway Lane, with the frequent lifting or carrying of 
heavy loads indicated for the female (Burial 9). 

The nearest known evidence for contemporary settlement is located 6km to the north-east 
of Rudgeway Lane in the valley of the Carrant Brook. This comprises two single sunken
featured buildings c. 1.5km apart at Aston Mill Farm and Kemerton, both accompanied by 
peripheral features (Dinn and Evans 1990, Fagan et al. 1994). At Bank Farm, Wormington, 
further east a single burial of a young adult without gravegoods, dated between the early 
5th and early 7th centuries by radiocarbon assay was found in a Roman enclosure. A single 
ditch ascribed to this period and intrusive Anglo-Saxon pottery found in earlier features 
argues for occupation, as well as burial among earlier earth works (Coleman et al. 2000, 20). 
On the east bank of the River Severn at Ryall Quarry, Ripple, Worcestershire, 8km to the 
north of Rudgeway Lane, seven sunken-featured buildings date to the 6th to 7th centuries 
(Barber and Watts 2008). Overall the sparse evidence for 5th to 7th-century occupation 
in the region gives an impression of dispersed, small, and possibly isolated settlements. 
The location of larger settlements, if present, remains elusive, as is noted throughout the 
Gloucestershire area (Reynolds 2006). Anglo-Saxon cemeteries and isolated burials of this 
date are fairly numerous in the Upper Thames Valley and extend north and north-west 
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across the Cotswolds to include the Rudgeway Lane examples. This distribution helps to 
define the limits of a British territory centred on Gloucester that may not have succumbed 
to Saxon control until the 7th century (Heighway 1984, 231) . 

The burials lay close to the edge of the parish boundary between Walton Cardiff and 
Ashchurch, which runs along the field boundary to the south of the site. The parish of 
Walton Cardiff gained independent status in the 17th century but was originally the most 
easterly extent of the parish ofTewkesbury and was part of the manor ofTewkesbury before 
the Norman Conquest (Elrington 1968, 236-42). In the Late Saxon period Tewkesbury 
was locally important as an administration centre of a large and wealthy estate for which a 
church and market is recorded, and may have been a Saxon Minster (Heighway 2003, 5- 6). 
However, there is no archaeological evidence to espouse any Anglo-Saxon origin, and only 
a single sherd of Late Saxon pottery was associated with the remains of a substantial timber 
building of medieval or Late Saxon form found at Holm Hill on the south-eastern edge of 
Tewkesbury. This structure was replaced by a high status building which was probably the 
remains ofthe Norman Manor House (Hannan 1993; 1997). 

The burials at Rudgeway Lane fall within a period in which reuse of ancient monuments 
is 'particularly prevalent' (Williams 1997, 3) and it is within this context that these burials 
must be studied. Almost all types of monument have been reused, ranging from Neolithic 
barrows through to Roman ritual monuments and including features originally constructed 
with no apparent spiritual association and, on occasion, natural landscape features of 
similar appearance (Lucy 2000, 128). This range of sites suggests that the visibility and 
a collective cultural memory of the significance of these monuments were the overriding 
factors in the choice oflocation (ibid., 130). It has been proposed that burial in or adjacent 
to monuments invested with ancestral and spiritual power helps to maintain ideologies and 
social order and therefore would be particularly important at times of territorial unrest. 
This burial practice, in which individual burials and small groups of burials predominate, 
may have been undertaken by a pre-existing tribal power as easily as a new elite wishing 
to establish dominance. The Rudgeway Lane burials and perhaps the burial at Bank Farm, 
Wormington, may reflect this practice if, as is suggested, they are located on a cultural and 
possibly political frontier between Anglo-Saxon and British territories (Reynolds 2006, 
144) . The Late Iron Age and Roman features at Rudgeway Lane would still have been 
visible in the landscape, given that the major components of the Roman fieldsystem were 
up to lm in depth when excavated. 

Gravegoods denoting wealth and power are often found with isolated burials in this period. 
The gravegoods found with Burial 9 at Rudgeway Lane do not denote a particularly rich burial, 
but neither do they suggest 'outcast' status, being consistent with the normal range of material 
found with 6th-century female burials (Evison 1987). The presence of amber beads may be an 
indication of higher status, as the evidence at Beckford suggests (Evison and Hill 1996). 

An adjunct to this discussion is the relationship between burial sites and boundaries. Both 
excavated evidence and medieval boundary charters have been used to identifY boundary 
locations as a deliberate choice for pre-Christian burial sites (Arnold and Wardle 1981; 
Bonney 1966; Lucy and Reynolds 2002) and Reynolds (2009) has argued that there is an 
even stronger association between Anglo-Saxon burials and routeways. The Rudgeway Lane 
burials lie within 20m of the parallel ditches of the earlier trackway, and although there is no 
archaeological evidence to suggest that the track was in use in the 6th century, the alignment 
is preserved in the field boundary, which formed the parish boundary between Tewkesbury 
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and Ashchurch (see Fig. 2). Although it is tempting to suggest this signifies the preservation 
of an ancient territorial boundary, its survival is probably the result of a practical re-use of a 
convenient earthwork as a field ditch, which was later adapted as a parish boundary. 
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ROMANO-BRITISH AGRICULTURE AT 
THE FORMER ST JAMES'S RAILWAY STATION, 
CHELTENHAM: EXCAVATIONS IN 2000-2001 

by Laurent Coleman and Martin Watts 

with contributions by 
E. Hutchens, L. Loe, E.R. McSloy and S. Warman 

INTRODUCTION 

Between October 1999 and March 2002 Cotswold Archaeology (CA; then Cotswold Arch
aeological Trust) carried out a programme of archaeological fieldwork on behalf of the John 
Lewis Partnership at St. James's Car Park, Cheltenham (SO 943 226; Fig. 1) . The car park 
occupied the site of the former St James's railway station. The work was conducted prior to, and 
during, the construction of a new Waitrose supermarket and associated infrastructure works. 

The first stage of archaeological work on the site comprised a desk-based assessment 
(Wain 1997). This indicated that the site had potential for the survival of prehistoric and 
Romano-British archaeological remains beneath deposits imported to level the area during 
railway construction in the 19th century (Rawes 197 4, 22). Accordingly Cheltenham 
Borough Council required that an archaeological evaluation be undertaken prior to 
the determination of the planning application for the supermarket development. The 
evaluation established the level of the pre-railway ground surface across the site and found 
a variety of cut features, including a ditch which contained a single sherd of Romano
British pottery (Coleman 1999, 10- 11). The ditch lay in the northern part of the car 
park at a comparatively shallow depth below the present ground level whereas over the 
rest of the site the natural was much more deeply buried and no archaeological features 
were observed. Planning permission was subsequently granted for the development with 
a condition requiring excavation of an area of c. 4550m2 at the northern part of the site 
and a watching brief elsewhere. The excavation was conducted during December 2000 and 
January 2001 while the watching brief continued intermittently to March 2002 (Fig. 2). 
An interim report on the excavation was published in 2001 ( Coleman and Watts 200 1). 

The flat surface of St James's car park masked the pre-Victorian topography. The results of 
the evaluation suggested that in the northern part of the car park there was a relatively flat 
terrace of Cheltenham Sand (BGS 1988), the southern edge of which appeared to have been 
cut away by the quarrying of sand or clay. The original ground surface must have sloped 
down to the south into the valley occupied by the River Chelt, the present course of which 
lies 150m to the south. Construction of the railway and associated coal yard and sidings led 
to the importation of bulk deposits to infill the sand pits and level the natural valley. 

Archaeological and historical background 

Comparatively little is known of the pre-Regency archaeology of this part of Cheltenham 
(Rawes 197 4). A possible Neolithic portal dolmen may once have stood on or near to 

the site of St James's Station, although there is some uncertainty as to its precise location 
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EXCAVATIONS AT THE FORMER ST JAMES'S RAILWAY STATION, CHELTENHAM , 2000-2001 

Fig: 2: View of the northern part of the site during excavation Looking north-east 

(Rawes 1974, 19-20). The location plotted on Fig. 1 (no. 2) is after Wain 1997, which is in 
turn based upon the apparent location of the monument shown in a painting of 1830 (repro
duced in Darvill 2004, fig. 20). Evaluation immediately to the north of this area in 2001 
revealed natural sand at a depth of 1.6-2m below present ground level, sealed by a thick 
deposit of cultivation soil above which 19th-century walls were found (CAT 2001). Later 
prehistoric activity in the centre of Cheltenham was confirmed by an excavation in 1986-7 
which revealed Iron Age features (Wills 1987, 243-4; Fig. 1, no. 5). Evidence for a Roman 
cemetery seems to have been uncovered in the area between the railway station and the Chelt 
in about 1820 when workmen found 'long chests' containing bones, glass bottles, vases and 
coins. The precise location of these discoveries cannot be accurately determined (the location 
marked as Fig. 1 no. 3 is that contained in the Gloucestershire SMR) . Stone coffins were 
also found in the adjoining property and on the other side of the Chelt. A number of lead 
coffins were apparently sold to a local plumber for scrap (Rawes 1974, 20). The site of a 
reputed Roman villa known as 'Cold Bath' lies to the south-east of the excavation area (Fig. 
1, no. 6). John Goding, a local antiquarian, said it comprised walls, hypocausts and mosaics 
and he dug up there 'many coins, bath tiles, tessellated pavement and portions of pottery' 
(Goding 1863, 16). The veracity of Golding's account is open to considerable doubt, and 
interpretation of this site as a Roman villa should be treated with the greatest caution (Rawes 
197 4, 20). More recently small-scale evaluation at St George's Place found four truncated 
pits, two of which yielded single sherds of Roman pottery and a fragment of tegula roof tile. 
(Fig. 1 no. 7; CA 2005). Sixteen findspots of Roman coins are listed on the Gloucestershire 
SMR in central Cheltenham (including Fig. 1, nos 1 and 4) . They were mostly found by 
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19th-century building workers around Bayshill, The Knapp, Lansdown and St Paul's Church 
(Rawes 1974, 21). Further north in Cheltenham at West Drive, bordering Wyman's Brook 
in the Pittville district of the town, a fieldsystem, trackways and some evidence of occupation 
dating principally to the 1st to 3rd centuries AD was excavated in 1997-9 (Catchpole 2002) . 

The earliest recorded reference to Cheltenham dates from AD 808 and indicates the 
presence of a religious house that dated back to at least AD 773. This is generally considered 
to lie near the High Street, within the assumed area of medieval settlement (Saville 1981, 
8). The spa waters were first exploited from the early 18th century and Cheltenham under 
went major expansion in the latter part of that century. The St James's area was transformed 
by the construction of the Great Western Railway Station in 1847. The station was located 
just to the south of the excavation site, which was occupied by sidings. By 1900 the original 
station had been demolished and a new station was built further to the east. The second 
station was closed in 1966 and demolished shortly afterwards. 

Methodology 

Natural sand was encountered at a depth of between 1 and 2m below the level of the car 
park. Following the machine removal of overburden features cut into the natural sand were 
sampled by hand excavation. The excavation was phased into four areas, with spoil from 
one area being used to backfill an earlier one once investigation there had been completed. 
The excavation area shown on Fig. 3 was thus never seen in its entirety at any one time. 
Subsequently a watching brief was conducted during groundworks on an area immediately 
to the south of the excavation area and another along the northern bank of the Chelt. No 
archaeological features were found in either area. Following the completion of the excavation 
an assessment was made of the findings and proposals made for the programme of analysis 
which has resulted in this publication. It was considered that further analysis of features and 
finds dating to the medieval, post-medieval and modern periods, which were mainly assoc
iated with sand quarrying and construction of the railway yard, was not warranted. Details 
of these periods can be found in the site archive, along with full reports on the animal bones 
and environmental samples recovered from the site, and a geoarchaeological investigation. 

EXCAVATION RESULTS 

The results of the excavation have been divided into four periods as follows: 

Period 0: Mesolithic to Bronze Age 
Period 1: Roman (mid/late 1st to late 4th century AD) 
Period 2: Post-Roman (5th to 8th centuries AD) 
Period 3: Medieval and later 

Features daring to Period 2 have been further categorised into four sub-phases through a 
combination of stratigraphic and artefacrual evidence. 

Period 0: Mesolithic to Bronze Age 

Nineteen worked flint artefacts were recovered as residual finds within the fills of Roman 
and later features. No patterning to the spatial distribution of these finds could be discerned. 
Ten pieces exhibit characteristics which indicate Mesolirhic or (less likely) earlier Neolithic 
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dating, one transverse arrowhead dated to the Late Neolithic period (see Fig. 8) and the 
remaining material is most likely late Neolithic or Bronze Age. 

Period 1: Roman (Figs 4-5) 

Although four phases have been identified within the Roman period, it is not suggested 
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that there was a hiatus between each phase. Rather four stages within a continuum of 
activity are envisaged. The fills of the Roman features consistently comprised grey or brown 
clay silts. Geoarchaeological analysis suggested that these fills did not result from overbank 
flooding of the Chelt. There must have been frequent cleaning to maintain the boundaries 
and assist with drainage given the rapidity with which silts accumulated during the course 
of the excavation. 

Phase 1: 1st to 2nd century AD 
While the main elements of the fieldsystem were laid out in Phase 2 in the 2nd to 3rd 
centuries AD, a small number of features pre-dated this event. In the western part of the 
site ditches 2896 and 2897, up to 1.1 m wide and 0.32m deep, were oriented north-east 
to south-west. To the north and west curving lengths of ditch (2891 and 3007) and three 
shallow pits were found, and another two small shallow pits and a length of ditch 3015 in 
the south-east corner of the site. 

Phase 2: 2nd to 3rd century AD 
A north-east/south-west oriented ditched fieldsystem was established in this phase, with 
ditches 2127 and 2134 forming major elements within the system. Ditch 2127 ran north
east/south-west and was up to 2.02m wide and 0.66m deep. It may have replaced the Phase 
1 ditches 2896 and 2897 further to the north-west. Ditch 2127 drained downslope to the 
south-west with minor ditches 2111 to the west, and 2038 and 2077 to the east, feeding 
into it. Ditch 2134lay at right angles to 2127 and was up to 2.7m wide and 0.72m deep. 
Both of these major ditches were truncated by post-medieval or modern sand quarrying. 
The area bounded by these ditches was sub-divided by ditches 2288, 2289, 2892 and 2111 . 
To the east of 2127 the pattern of sub-division is less clear and is represented by a series 
of heavily truncated north-west/south-east orientated ditches (2899, 2505, 2898). Ditch 
2898 contained a complete cow's skull and chaff from the early stages of crop processing. A 
north-east/south-west oriented pair of intercutting ditches 2901/2902 may form a corner 
with 2505. Seventeen small pits and postholes were found across the eastern part of the site 
and were probably contemporary with the Phase 2 ditches. One of these pits was 2.2m in 
diameter and 0.3m deep, however the remainder were much smaller. 

Phase 3: late 3rd to 4th century AD 
The field system was subject to continual development into the 3rd to 4th centuries 
AD with a number of ditches being recur and new ditches added within the existing 
system. Ditch 2134 was recur by 2186 along part of its length and a large pit 2392 
(3.8m long, 2.5m wide and 0.19m deep) dug in the centre of the site. The majority of 
the features dating to this phase, however, lay within the eastern part of the site. A pair of 
intercutting ditches 2506 and 2507 aligned north-west/south-east, the latter cutting the 
former, might have formed a continuation of 2134. An environmental sample recovered 
from the secondary fill of 2507 produced a mollusc assemblage largely indicative of 
calcareous, moist, shaded habitats, such as woodland, or perhaps a locally shady area. A 
number of heavily truncated curvilinear gullies were identified to the north-east of these 
ditches. Part of the lower stone from a rotary quern was recovered from 2894 and the 
complete skull of a cow from 2672. Four pits and nine postholes in the eastern part of 
the site are assigned to this phase, although no structures could be identified from their 
plan. 
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Fig: 6· Grave 2881 

Phase 4: mid to late 4th century AD 
Two shallow, amorphous graves aligned north-east/south-west and north/south were dug 
adjacent to the intersection of a number of field ditches in the south-eastern corner of the 
site. Grave 2881 was l.lm long, 0.4-0.6m wide and survived up to 0.15m deep (Fig. 6). 
It contained the fragmentary skeletal remains of a possible female between 25 and 35 
years of age lying in a crouched position on its left side, along with three carpal bones of 
a young child and a large sherd of pottery datable only to the Roman period. Grave 2854 
was 1.15m long, 0.4-0.75m wide and 0.13m deep. It contained only one (unidentifiable) 
fragment of human bone and a sherd of pottery dating to the late 4th century AD. The 
graves are assumed to be contemporary and are typical of the scattered burials commonly 
associated with Romano-British rural settlements. A number of small ditches lay to the 
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north of the graves, one of which (2649) contained the partial skeletal remains of a dog. 
Two large intercutting pits, two small pits and a posthole were found in the vicinity of 
these ditches. 

Period 2: Post-Roman 

An oval pit 2644, 1.6m long, 1.1m wide and 0.35m deep produced a single sherd of hand
made organic tempered pottery broadly datable to the 5th to 8th centuries AD together 
with Midlands shell-tempered and greyware pottery dating to the late 4th century AD. 

Period 3: medieval and later features 

Full details on features dating to these periods are contained in the archive. In summary, 
activity dating to the medieval period was only attested by the recovery of sherds of this 
date, together with Romano-British sherds, from a post-medieval quarry pit. Post-medieval 
activity comprised a number of small sub-rectangular and circular pits identified at the 
northern part of the excavation area. Many of these contained pottery and clay pipes 
dating to the 17th and/or 18th centuries and may have been dug for small-scale extraction 
of Cheltenham Sand. Two of these pits had later been used to bury the carcasses of a cow 
and a pig. Modern activity was characterised by larger pits filled with domestic refuse, the 
foundations of buildings fronting New Street, and services, structures and levelling dumps 
associated with the railway. 

THE FINDS 

Pottery, by E.R. McSloy 

Analysis of pottery was restricted to material of Roman date ( 482 sherds weighing 11.8kg) 
and the single sherd of post-Roman or Anglo-Saxon type. Preservation of the pottery is 
generally good, with average sherd weight high at 24g. A number of vessels are preserved 
to full profile or beyond shoulder level. Surface preservation of the dominant Severn Valley 
ware fabric is, however, poor. The assemblage was sorted into fabrics macroscopically and 
quantification is according to sherd count, weight, estimated vessel number (sherd families) 
and rim EVEs. Recording methodology is compatible with the only other sizeable group 
of Roman pottery published from Cheltenham (Timby 2002, 92-6). The fabric coding 
follows Timby's scheme, reflecting National Roman Fabric Reference Codes (Tomber and 
Dore 1998) and where appropriate type fabric codes. 

Assemblage composition 

The Roman assemblage spans the entire period from the mid/late 1st century AD to the 
late 4th/early 5th centuries AD. Quantities of the earliest material are however small and 
the bulk of the pottery dates to the later 2nd/earlier 3rd and 4th centuries AD (Tables 
1- 2). 

The assemblage is dominated by jars, mainly Severn Valley or Dorset Black-burnished 
types, which account for 46% of identified forms (by minimum vessel count), and 
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Table 1: Quantification of the Roman pottery by fabric 

Description Code Glos. Count Weight Est. Rim 
equiv. (g) vess. EVEs 

Cenrral Gaulish samian LEZSA2 TF8 9 192 8 

Baetican (Dressel 20 type) BAT AM1 TFIO 34 

Savernake ware SAVGT TF6 10 364 .10 

Grog tempered LOCGT TF2a 20 143 13 .07 

Black sandy (norrh Wilts?) LOCBS 6 85 6 .10 

Miscellaneous grey LOCGW 16 168 16 

Fine flagon fabric, cream slip oxcs 13 171 .50 

Miscellaneous oxidised LOCOX 5 51 5 

Severn valley ware early variants SVWET TFI7 31 430 17 .55 

Severn Valley ware oxidised svwox TF11B 222 7297 195 3.88 

Severn Valley ware reduced SVWRE 13 349 11 .42 

South-west white-slipped sowws 13 

Micaceous grey MICGW TF5 21 261 18 .45 

Malvernian rock-tempered MALRO TF19 18 535 16 .49 

Dorset Black-burnished ware DORBB1 TF4 77 1393 61 2.59 

Lower Nene colour-coated LNVCC 7 

Oxford red colour-coated OXFCC 8 105 8 .05 

Oxford wh iteware morraria OXFWHM TF9w 2 66 2 .12 

Midlands shell-tempered ROBSH TF22 8 143 8 .20 

Total 482 11807 389 9.52 

utilitarian bowls or dishes (19%) . Malvernian wares are present as jars imitating Black
burnished ware types and lids. Severn Valley wares provide the majority of other forms, 
mostly tankards (17%), but including rarer flagons or handled jars (Fig. 7, nos 3-4). Such 
forms are known from Gloucester (Rawes 1982, fig. 2, nos 1-5) and among the kiln groups 
at Newland Hop fields, Worcestershire (Evans et al. 2000, fig. 19). Finewares are largely 
restricted to open forms, including for the earlier Roman period samian forms Drag. 18/31 
and a fine greyware bowl (Fig. 7, no. 5) which is similar to a vessel from Home Farm, 
Bishop's Cleeve (Timby 1998, fig. 7, no. 20), and for the late Roman period Oxfordshire 
colour-coated ware bowls. A single Oxfordshire funnel-necked beaker of Young (1977) 
type C23 was recovered. Mortaria, which are confined to Oxfordshire whiteware types in 
Phase 4, are poorly represented in the assemblage. Evidence for use occurs in the form of 
sooting or burnt food residues on jars in Dorset Black-burnished ware and Malvernian 
wares. Additionally a number of Severn valley ware vessels, including handled jar no. 4, 
exhibit white limey internal residues, almost certainly produced through extended storage 
of water. 

The assemblage is compositionally similar to larger groups from West Drive, Chelt-
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Table 2: Quantification of the Period 1 pottery by phase 

Phase 1 2 3 4 

EVEs Est. %Est. EVEs Est. %Est EVEs Est. %Est EVEs Est. %Est. 
Fabrics vess. vess. vess. vess. vess. vess. vess. vess. 

LEZSA2 4 1.8 1.1 3.8 

BAT AM1 0.4 

SAVGT .10 3.7 

LOCGT 9 33.3 .07 2 0.9 3.8 

LOCGW .10 6 2.6 10 10.8 3.8 

oxcs .50 3.7 

LOCOX 3 1.3 2 2.2 

SVWET 0.55 13 5.8 2 2.2 

svwox .16 11 40.7 2.95 130 57.8 .67 36 38.7 .10 9 34.6 

SVWRE .36 8 3.6 2 2.2 .06 3.8 

sowws 1 1.1 

MICGW 3.7 .08 8 3.6 .37 8 8.6 3.8 

MALRO .06 3.7 .37 13 5.8 .06 1.1 3.8 

DORBB1 .15 3 11.1 1.82 35 15.6 .62 20 21.5 2 7.7 

LNVCC I 3.8 

OXFCC .05 6 6.5 4 15.4 

OXFWHM .12 2 2.2 

ROBSH 2 0.9 2 2.2 .10 4 15.4 

Total 0.97 27 6.30 225 1.89 93 0.26 26 

enham and Home Farm, Bishop's Cleeve (Timby 2002; 1998, 126-8). The peak period 
of activity at each of these sites would on the basis of the pottery appear to be in the 2nd 
to 3rd centuries AD, with diminishing evidence for pottery use thereafter. Of greatest 
note at St James's is the evidence, largely absent at the other two sites, for a continuation 
of activity into the second half of the 4th century AD and after. A single bodysherd of 
organic-tempered pottery was recovered from Period 2 pit 2644, together with sherds of 
late Roman pottery including Midlands shell-tempered ware. The fabric of the organic
tempered sherd is similar to material from West Drive and Bishop's Cleeve, and is 
broadly dateable to the period between the 5th and 8th centuries (Timby 2002, 93; 
1998, 134). 

Site status is difficult to assess with a small group such as this. Lower status, at least for 
the earlier Roman period, might be reflected in the scarcity of samian and its occurrence 
as undecorated forms. There is an emphasis on utilitarian forms which may reflect lower 
status overall, as is also suggested by the use of a lead staple, of the type more often seen on 
samian vessels, to repair a Severn Valley ware bowl (Fig. 7, no. 6). 
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Chronology of Period 1 
Phase I. The small quantities of pottery which relate to Phase 1 are suggestive of activity 
extending from the mid or later 1st century AD to at least the later 2nd century. The 
absence of the hand-made Malvernian wares which are indicative of mid 1st century AD 
activity elsewhere in the region is significant. The earliest elements present, which probably 
date to the middle of the 1st century AD, consist of body sherds in 'Belgic' -type grogged 
fabrics from the pits and ditch 2897. A similar date, or one possibly extending into the 
early 2nd century, is probable for a ring-necked flagon in cream-slipped fabric from 2896 
(Fig. 7, no. 1) and Savernake ware from 2897 (Fig. 7, no. 2). Groups from pit 3016 and 
ditches 2891 and 3015 are later and compositionally similar to groups from Phase 2. 
Dateable elements include 2nd to 3rd-century AD Severn Valley ware tankards and a 
Dorset Black-burnished ware jar of mid 2nd to mid 3rd-century AD date. 

Phase 2: Larger quantities of pottery were recovered from features ascribed to this phase 
than for Phase 1. The largest groups, including those from ditches 2127 and 2134 are 
dominated by Severn Valley wares, almost to the exclusion of other types. Forms include 
2nd/3rd-century AD tankards, handled-jars and bowls. Quantities of Dorset Black
burnished ware are moderately abundant and in a Gloucestershire context probably date 
to the 2nd century AD or later. This fabric is abundant in a large group of 99 sherds from 
ditch 2134, together with Severn Valley ware and wheel-thrown Malvernian wares. A mid 
or later 3rd-century AD date for this group is suggested by large sherds from a Dorset 
Black-burnished ware jar with obtuse-angled lattice decoration. Somewhat earlier dating, 
probably from the later 2nd century, is likely for much of the remaining material from this 
group, which includes Central Gaulish samian, a carinated bowl in a black-sandy fabric 
and a Severn Valley tankard with burnished lattice decoration. 

Phase 3: Severn Valley ware is less dominant in Phase 3 compared with Phase 2, and Dorset 
Black-burnished ware and micaceous greywares are correspondingly more prevalent. New 
types present in the phase include Oxfordshire whiteware mortaria and colour-coated 
wares, and local brown colour-coated wares, the latter two of which are unlikely to be 
present in the region before c. AD 270/300. Dorset Black-burnished ware provides further 
markers for a date after c. AD 250/70 in the form of late-style jars (Gillam 1976, type 
10-14) and Banged bowls (ibid., type 45-9). 

Phase 4. Phase 4 produced small quantities of pottery, some of which is clearly residual. 
Composition is broadly comparable to the preceding phase. Most significant is the quantity 
of Midlands shell-tempered ware, a type which in this region rises to prominence only in 
the second half of the 4th century AD. 

Catalogue of illustrated sherds (Fig. 7) 

1 Ring-necked flagon, fabri c OX CS. Period 1, Phase 1 ditch 2896. 
2 Jar, fabric SAV GT. Period 1, Phase 1 ditch 2897. 
3 Large flagon, fabric SVW OX. Period 1, Phase 2 ditch 21 34. 
4 Handled jar, fabric SVW OX. Period 1, Phase 2 ditch 21 34. 
5 Bowl with downward angled flange, fabric LOC GW Period 1, Phase 2 ditch 2127. 
6 Large flanged bowl with lead rivet repair. Fabric SVW OX. Period I, Phase 2 ditch 2127. 
7 Flanged bowl. Fabric ROB SH. Period 1, Phase 4 ditch 2903. 

97 



BRISTOL AND GLOUCESTERSHIRE ARCHAEOLOGICAL REPORT NO. 6 

3 

, 

"'''''""'"'"""'' 
11111 : 11 1~ ~~\~ ~~\~ ~,\:.'..:::_:,, 

6.., 
I ,, 

~: 

0 200mm 

Fig. 7: Roman pottery (scaLe 1:4) 

Worked flint, by E.R. McSloy 

Worked flint comprises 19 pieces (148g) all of which was residual in Roman or later 
features. Of greatest note within this assemblage are ten pieces of probable Mesolithic 
date. This small group include two small bladelet cores; a 'keeled' flake from a blade core 
70mm in length; a possible burin, and five (broken) blades or bladelets, including one 
with a small area of re-touch. Core fragments and a number of the blades show evidence of 
preparatory platform abrasion. One blade exhibits clear signs of soft-hammer percussion 
as a low diffuse bulb and lipped 'butt'. NI putative Mesolithic pieces exhibit patination to 
varying degrees, but mostly as deep white or yellowish discolouration. Few pieces retain 
any areas of cortex, although one of the bladelet cores clearly derived from a small well
worn pebble, which indicates some exploitation of gravel sources. 

The remaining pieces comprise mainly secondary and some primary flake removals 
which, significantly, are unpatinated or only lightly patinated. A later Neolithic or Bronze 
Age date is likely for this material, which demonstrates far less control compared to the 
Mesolithic group. Direct evidence for late Neolithic activity is present in the form of a 
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Fig. 8: Flint transverse arrowhead (scale 1:1) 

well-made and only slightly damaged arrowhead of transverse type (Fig. 8). The presence 
of fully cortical flakes demonstrates some primary reduction in the area, apparently using 
good quality chalk flint, clearly from outside the region. 

(Fig. 8) 'British oblique'-rype transverse arrowhead (Green 1980, fig. 38). Rolled condition wi th some 
damage to tip and 'barb'. Dark brown flint. Length 40mm; width 21mm. Period I , phase 1 ditch 
2891. 

Worked stone, by E.R. McSloy with identifications by F. Roe 

Small quantities of Old Red Sandstone roofing tile, which most probably originated 
from the Forest of Dean, were recovered from three contexts. Details of this material 
are available in the archive. Other worked stone of Roman date is restricted to a single 
rotary quern fragment from Phase 3 ditch 2894. The quern fragment, of Upper Old Red 
series conglomerate sandstone, had a slightly convex grinding surface and a small central 
perforation. The diameter of the quern was 370mm with a thickness of 85mm at the 
centre decreasing to 40mm at the edge. The source for this quern is also likely to have 
been the Forest of Dean area, approximately 20km to the south-west. As such this item fits 
the regional pattern for procurement, typical throughout the Roman period and reflected 
strongly in the much larger group of querns from West Drive, Cheltenham (Shaffrey 2002, 
99; 2006). The form is typically Roman. 

The only other stone object was from post-medieval context 2423 (not illustrated). It 
is lozenge shaped, with a hemispherical bulge on one face. This object almost certainly 
represents a spoon mould and probably dates to the 18th or 19th centuries. The stone type 
is uncertain but is probably lias. 
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THE BIOLOGICAL EVIDENCE 

Human skeletal remains, by Louise Loe 

The remains of one adult skeleton from grave 2881 were examined. Full osteological and 
palaeopathological analysis was carried out on the skeleton to determine, where possible, 
the age, sex and stature of the individual, record the presence of any discontinuous 
traits and to identify any evidence for bony abnormality or pathology. Full details of the 
methods adopted for analysis, and detailed results, are contained in the archive. Due to 
the fragmentary nature of the remains it was not possible to calculate the stature of this 
individual and little information could be derived from an analysis of dental health. 

Approximately 45% of the skeleton had survived. Skull, mandible, torso and limbs were 
all present to some degree although in general they were all fragmented. The bones were 
in a fair condition with some abrasion to the cortical surfaces of long bones and minimal 
damage to joint surfaces. The remains of at least three carpal bones of a young child were 
also recorded. These had been recovered from the fill of the grave along with other bone 
fragments belonging to the adult skeleton. 

Sex and age 
The most reliable features used to sex skeletons are those that relate to the skull and the pelvis. 
When these bones are present, sex can be determined with 80-90% accuracy (Brothwell 
1981). In this instance, none of these features had survived making sex determination 
difficult. In general, the remains represent a gracile, small-boned individual whose features 
tended towards the female range of expression. On their own these are not reliable indicators 
of sex and therefore this observation can only be regarded as approximate. 

Age was assigned to the skeleton by observing the degree of wear on the molars and 
matching this with one of the age categories given by Broth well (1981). For this individual, 
two right mandibular molars (2nd and 3rd) and one left maxillary molar (3rd) had 
survived. Although this technique is more reliable if all molars (12 in total) are present, it 
was concluded that this individual was between 25 and 35 years of age. In addition to this, 
the epiphysis of the medial right clavicle was fusing or had just fused at the time of death 
suggesting an age of about 20 to 30 years. No other age indicators had survived among the 
remains of this skeleton. 

Non-metric traits 
Non-metric or discontinuous morphological traits are discrete variants in the morphology 
of the skeleton. They occur both cranially, such as in the form of extra bones within the 
cranial sutures, and post cranially, such as an extra foramina in the humerus. The skeleton 
was examined for 14 cranial and eight post-cranial traits. These are detailed in the archive 
and are among the most commonly scored traits in skeletal populations. These were scored 
as; trait present (P) , trait not present (0) and no data (- ). Only five sites survived for 
scoring and of these two traits were present: a septal aperture on the left humerus and one 
wormian bone in the lambdoid suture. These traits are commonly observed in populations 
of this date and type (Brothwell1981) . 

Bone abnormality and p athology 
Periostitis was observed on the visceral surfaces on one left rib fragment and 15 small un-
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sided rib fragments. Periostitis is an inflammatory condition that affects the layer of soft 
tissue that overlies the surface of bone (the periostium) in life. It typically appears on the 
skeleton as pitting, longitudinal striations and plaque-like new bone. This is a non-specific 
condition that is most commonly seen on the shafts of the tibias and can occur as a result 
of something as minor as varicose veins or as severe as tuberculosis. In this case the most 
likely diagnosis is inflammation resulting from a respiratory disease of unknown aetiology. 
It is not possible to say what caused this condition, nor is it possible to comment on its 
severity or say whether it contributed to cause of death . 

Animal bone, by Sylvia Warman 

The animal bone assemblage was reviewed at assessment stage by A. Barber. Further 
details on the methods used are contained in the archive. Although no further work was 
recommended beyond assessment the Roman material merits a brief discussion. Table 
3 details the proportions of each of the species identified. The identifiable material is 
dominated by cattle, with much smaller numbers of dog, pig, sheep and horse. The only 
non-mammal bone identified was a single chicken bone (a tarso-metatarsus with part of 
the spur remaining, indicating the bone was from a male individual). This small assemblage 
appears to represent butchers' waste rather than domestic waste and contributes to the data 
set on Roman animal husbandry in Cheltenham begun by the West Drive report (Baxter 
2002). The dominance of cattle at this site is even greater than that represented there. 

Table 3: Animal bne from Roman (Period 1) deposits 

Cattle 

Sheep/goat 

Pig 

Dog 

Horse 

Chicken 

Large mammal 

Sheep-sized mammal 

Indetermi nate 

Total 

Plant remains, by E. Hutchens 

Taxon 

Bos taurus 

Ovis/Capra 

Sus scrofo 

Canis amiliaris 

Equus cabaf!us 

Callus gaf!us 

No. fragments 

270 

9 
13 

17 

8 
1 

126 

98 

573 

1115 

Environmental samples were taken from a variety of features and were processed at 
assessment stage. Only low quantities of charred plant remains and molluscs were recovered, 
and this material has little potential to assist in the reconstruction of environmental 
conditions on the site. Full details are contained in the archive. Sample 1 from ditch 
2507 is most noteworthy, seeming to contain chaff parts from the early stages of crop 
processing. The remaining samples produced only small quantities of charred remains 
including common weed seeds and cereals including oat (Avena sativa) , rye (Secale cereale), 
buttercup (Ranunculus) and nettle ( Urtica). 
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DISCUSSION 

The recovery of a small assemblage of Mesolithic flint artefacts is of some interest, 
although a lack of cur features which could be associated with these finds renders further 
interpretation difficult. Mesolithic activiry in Gloucestershire is known almost entirely 
from artefact scatters identified during fieldwalking or (as in this case) from the excavation 
of later sites (Saville 1984, 69). Even large-scale projects have not produced much in 
the way of Mesolithic material. For instance fieldwork on the route of the 27km-long 
Wormington to Tirley pipeline near the Gloucestershire and Worcestershire border found 
only a single posthole of possible Mesolithic date and a handful of contemporary flints 
(Coleman et al. 2006, 29, 57-8). The flintwork nevertheless testifies to prehistoric activiry 
along the bank of the Chelt, although nothing else has been found in the present project 
to provide any further information or context on the putative Neolithic portal dolmen 
supposedly found nearby (see Introduction). 

The earliest phase of Romano-British activiry dates from the mid/late 1st century AD 
and comprised ditches and pits. It is probable that some features dating to this phase have 
been obscured or recur by those of subsequent phases. The alignment of the Phase 1 ditches 
in the western part of the site is followed by a Phase 2 ditch immediately to the east. The 
absence of Malvernian ware from the site indicates that this activiry dates to after the mid 
1st century AD, and no pre-Conquest origin for the fieldsystem is suggested on current 
evidence. The establishment of agricultural activiry in this part of Cheltenham is therefore 
likely to be broadly contemporary with the foundation of the colonia at Gloucester, 10km 
to the south-west, at the end of the 1st century AD. The majoriry of Romano-British 
features dated to the 2nd to 3rd centuries AD and comprised ditches forming an irregular 
grid system. One of these ditches contained chaff from the early stages of crop processing, 
and the bone assemblage appears to represent butchery waste, primarily that of cattle. At 
the centre of the site a number of ditches appeared to form a rough herring-bone pattern 
converging on ditch 2127 which drained south-westwards towards the valley of the Chelt. 
Development of the field system continued into the later 3rd and 4th century AD with 
recurring of the existing ditches and the construction of new ones. Ditch 2134 may have 
continued into the eastern part of the site, but was recur by ditches 2506 and 2507. By 
the mid to late 4th century AD most ditches had largely silted up and only a few new ones 
were dug within a restricted part of the site. Two graves were also found in this area, just 
within the south-eastern corner of the 2nd to 3rd-century AD field ditches. One of the 
graves can be dated to the late 4th century AD and by inference the other is likely to be of 
a similar date. They do not appear to be part of a formal cemetery, rather their dispersed 
nature and probable association with a major ditch intersection suggests a more informal 
pattern of burial commonly identified at the fringes of Romano-British rural settlements 
(Pearce 1999, 151). In a local context similar burials have been found at and Rudgeway 
Lane, Walton Cardiff and Frocester (see report earlier in this volume; Price 2000). The 
single sherd of post-Roman pottery is tantalising evidence for activiry continuing in the 
viciniry into the 5th century AD or later, and joins the growing list of sites in this part 
of the Severn Vale where this fabric has been recognised (for instance at Frocester; West 
Drive, Cheltenham, and Bishop's Cleeve: Timby 2000, 137-8; 2002, 93; 1998; 2007). We 
may also note that the fieldsystem excavated at West Drive has a very similar chronology to 
that found here (Catchpole 2002). 
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The discoveries made at this site provide firm evidence for a nearby Romano-British 
settlement which presumably lay to the north or east (evaluation to the west revealed 
negative results; Fig. 1). The late 1st-century AD date for the start of activity makes it 
unlikely that the fields were associated with a villa house at such an early date, although it 
is possible that this was added later to a pre-existing farmstead as at Frocester and probably 
Bishop's Cleeve (Holbrook 2006, 109). If this was so, however, the house is unlikely to 

have lain adjacent to this site as only a single fragment of Roman tile (imbrex) was recovered 
from the ditches in a 3rd or 4th-century AD context. Indeed the reduced activity in the 
mid-late 4th century AD apparent here might have been as a consequence of changing 
patterns of agricultural production associated with the creation of a villa somewhere in the 
wider vicinity. The presence of one or more villas in the Cheltenham area would not be 
unexpected as such settlements in the Severn Vale tend to favour the spreads of fan gravels 
and wind blown sand in preference to heavier lias clays where non-villa settlement is more 
prevalent (Holbrook 2004, 88). The work at this site represents a start in understanding 
the nature of Romano-British activity adjacent to the river Chelt, and further discoveries 
will doubtless be made in this part of Cheltenham in the future which will clarify the 
context of the fieldsystem. 
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