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An Archaeological Watching Brief at St Leonard’s Church,  

Rodney Stoke 

 

Summary 

An archaeological watching brief undertaken during ground works prior to the 

installation of a new septic tank for St Leonard’s Church Hall recovered pottery and 

building materials of Romano-British date from a small drainage ditch and a pit or ditch 

which cut it.  A review of archaeological activity in the vicinity of the church confirms 

occupation in and around Rodney Stoke from the prehistoric and Romano-British 

periods.  Topographic studies, place-names and map analysis add credence to the 

suggestion that Roman buildings may have been built close to the site of the medieval 

parish church.. 

  

 

1.0 Introduction 

 

1.1 A septic tank measuring some 1000 gallons was installed adjacent to St Leonard’s 

Church Hall, Rodney Stoke.  Permission for the faculty included the recommended that 

an archaeological watching brief should take place during ground-works.  Although the 

site lay on unconsecrated ground, a few metres to the north of the Church yard, the 

primary concern was that human remains might be disturbed during the ground works. 

 

1.2 Consultant archaeologists C. and N. Hollinrake Ltd. were commissioned to 

undertake a written scheme of investigation, approved by the Diocesan Advisory 

Committee.  The watching brief on the groundworks associated with the installation of 

the septic tank was carried out by Dr John Davey, Arthur Hollinrake and Nicki Brooks, 

between 21st and the 23rd May 2012. 

 

1.3 This report fulfills the elements of the approved written scheme of investigation 

outlined in the written scheme of investigation submitted to the parish church council on 

April 17
th

 2012. 
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2.0 Topography and Geology 

 

2.1 The village of Rodney Stoke lies near the foot of the southern Mendip scarp, close 

to the spring line and at the lip of a small coombe drained by the Stoke Brook, a small 

fast flowing tributary of the Draycott Brook which itself is a tributary of the River Axe. 

Rodney Stoke is situated on the A371 approximately 4km southeast of Cheddar and 8km 

northwest of Wells. Footpaths and lanes lead across the moors to the water roads of the 

River Axe and beyond. 

 

 
Figure 1 Location of St Leonard’s Church, Rodney Stoke within a red oval.1 

 

2.2 The church sits on the southwestern tip of a slight spur projecting from the 

Mendip scarp between the 20m and 25m contours and only 300-400m north of floodable 

moor in the Axe valley.  A lively stream of water which issues just above the village is 

paralleled by Stoke Street, along which the village houses are ranged.  A smaller stream 

flows along Stoke Street. 

                                                 
1
 http://magic.defra.gov.uk/  
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Figure 2.  Rodney Stoke village
2
 with St. Leonard’s church outlined in a red oval.  A 

blue circle indicates the location of flint axe and flakes, and green circles show finds of 

Romano-British pottery (see the archaeological summary below). 

 

2.3 The site of the new septic tank is located on a small triangle of grass embankment 

on the north side of the churchyard gate.  It is bounded by the churchyard to the south, the 

church hall to the east and Stoke Lane to the north and west.  The grid reference for the 

site centres on: ST 4823 4987. 

 

2.4 Geology 

Rodney Stoke lies at that point on the Mendip scarp where Triassic sediments overly 

Dolomitic Conglomerate
3
..  Over a significant section of the village, including the church 

and manor, a thick layer of tufa has been deposited above the Triassic marls.  This tufa, a 

porous, white calcium carbonate precipitate which is formed at many Mendip springs, is 

over 0.5m thick where observed at St Leonard’s Church. 

                                                 
2
 http://magic.defra.gov.uk/  

3
 British Geological Survey, Sheet 280;  Wells, 1” to 1 mile, 1963; Green and Welch 1965, 118 
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3.0 Archaeological Background 

 

The Somerset County Historic Environment Record (HER) entries for Rodney Stoke are 

quoted below, arranged in chronological order. 

 

3.1 Prehistoric (shown as a blue circle on Figure 2) 

 

15166 Neolithic axe and flint finds, north of Manor Farm, Rodney Stoke 
Grid Ref: ST 4810 5012 

 
The cutting edge of a neolithic polished greenstone axe was found during fieldwalking, apparently of 

Group I, together with c. 30 flints, mainly undiagnostic flakes, but including two scrapers of neolithic 

character.
4
  A wide scatter of largely damaged flint tools and a large number of small, flake cores were 

recovered from this frequently ploughed field centred on ST 4805 5005. Several small disc scrapers, a 

single knife and a fabricator survive intact. Most of the implements would appear to be of later 

neolithic/early bronze age character, though some of the coarser flint may be associated with the iron-age 

or Romano-British settlement located just to the north (PRN 57174).
5
  

3.2 Romano-British (shown as a green circles on Figure 2) 

57174  Roman settlement, Butts Lane, Rodney Stoke                                     

Grid Ref: ST 4827 5010 

Over 1000 sherds of freshly broken Romano-British pottery, mostly Congresbury type grey wares and 

black burnished wares were recovered from a newly ploughed field. There were also quantities of pennant 

stone tile suggesting a substantial building. Further Roman pottery was recovered from fields up to 500m 

away and a few iron-age sherds suggest earlier occupation.
6
  

Listed as a villa site. 
7
 

57175  Roman pottery finds, Honeyhurst Lane, Rodney Stoke                    

Grid Ref:  ST 478 497 

A small but varied quantity of Romano-British pottery including Samian Oxford, Severn Valley and 

Congresbury fabrics was recovered from a ploughed field. There were no obvious concentrations and it 

probably represents manuring.
8
 

                                                 
4
 PSANHS 130 (1986), 141-161 at 145 

5
 PSANHS 134 (1990), 207-229 at 214-5 

6
 PSANHS 133 (1989), 170 

7
 Scott, E, 1993, Gazeteer of Roman Villas in Great Britain, Leicester Archaeology Monographs 1 

8
 PSANHS 133 (1989), 170 
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3.3 Medieval 

24292 Church of St Leonard and churchyard, Rodney Stoke                                 

Grid ref: ST 4822 4984.  

St Leonard's, Rodney Stoke is C13-C14, altered in the C15, now mainly Perpendicular. In normal use.  

Graveyard in use since at least medieval times.  On the south wall of the nave is an oak board memorial to 

E J Pearce who was killed in 1940.   The church was restored in 1879. The east window was installed and 

chancel ceiling painted in 1886. 

21935 Listed Building Description (Grade I)  English Heritage Listed Buildings Record 

ID: 268105 Grade I 

Anglican Parish Church. C12, C15, restored c1879. Coursed and squared rubble, freestone dressings, coped 

verges with cruciform finials, tile, slate and lead sheeting roofs. Nave, north porch, chancel, north chapel, 

south organ chamber, west tower Perpendicular. Three stage tower, embattled, diagonal buttresses, topping 

polygonal stair turret; 4-light west window, west door, string and label with carved angels. Two bay nave, 

pierced parapet with pinnacles, 3-light windows. Gabled porch, moulded inner and outer door opening, 

above the former a niche for a statue, benched interior with flagstone floor, re-used C14 stoup. Chancel 

embraced by organ chamber and south chapel, known as Rodney Chapel; the latter of c1480, 3-light 

windows, door opening with ogee canopy and niche for statue, pierced parapet with pinnacles. Organ 

chamber in conforming neo-Perpendicular style. Three-light window to east end of chancel, rich tracery. 

Interior plastered on tile, encaustic tile and flagstone floors. Nave with panelled roof, ornamental bosses, 

thick moulded ribs; chancel with wagon roof, ornamental bosses, thin moulded ribs, probably C19; Rodney 

Chapel with roof similar to nave; organ chamber with simple lean-to roof. Moulded tower and chancel 

arches, C15 piscina under tower. C12 bowl font with gadrooning, Laudian tester. Rood screen dated 1625, 

though part of base appears C15, richly carved cornice, turned balusters to former rood loft set over. 

Laudian altar rails, altar table and pulpit. C19 choir stalls and organ. Early C20 pews with fine neo-

Perpendicular carved ends. Remains of painted text to south wall of nave. Charity plaque under tower. 

Important memorial sculpture in Rodney chapel and adjacent to altar, to the Rodney family. Sir Thomas 

Rodney, obit 1417, tomb chest with recumbent effigy in armour; chest with weepers, figures of saints, and 

the Virgin; open canopy between chancel and Rodney Chapel, cusped arches, tall attic storey with heraldic 

devices. Sir John Rodney, obit 1527, tomb chest under a cusped arch with embattled cresting, shields in 

relief to chest. Anna wife of George Rodney, obit 1630, recumbent alabaster effigy under an arch supported 

on columns in front of the east window of the chapel. George Rodney, obit 1657 and lady, 2 busts under a 

curtained canopy. Late C19 stained glass windows, east window of chancel 1886. (Church Guide, 1981; 

Pevsner, Buildings of England, North Somerset and Bristol, 1958).  

29823 Grave Slab at St Leonard's Church, Stoke Street, Rodney Stoke English 

Heritage Listed Buildings Record ID: 507959 

A grave slab, probably for a double grave, originally the cover of a chest tomb or stone coffin, dating from 

the late C12 or C13. The grave marker, which is of local Draycott marble, now stands upright circa 5 

metres from the east end of the Church of St Leonard. The slab is circa 1.2m high at its highest point, and 

circa 0.8m wide. The top and left hand edges are deeply under-chamfered; the right hand edge and the right 

hand part of the top have been cut down slightly. The front has incised decoration covering almost the 

entire area. A straight line divides the memorial in two vertically. The left hand side has an incised cross on 

a staff, the cross arms being flared towards their outer ends. The right hand side has an incised cross of 

similar size, also on a staff, with lobed arms.  

The grave marker appears on stylistic grounds to have originated in the late C12 or C13; it is likely to have 

covered a double burial, each marked on the surface of the grave marker with its own cross. The form of 

the monument suggests that it originally formed the cover of a chest tomb or stone coffin. Its date and 
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relatively high status indicate that it may have been associated with members of the Gifford family. At a 

later date, perhaps when the church in whose churchyard it stands was rebuilt in the C15, the monument 

was cut down slightly on two sides and a notch was cut in the top, probably to allow it to be re-used for 

paving. Later still, probably when the church was heavily restored and enlarged during the C19, the slab 

was re-sited, along with two others of later date, close to the churchyard wall, standing in an upright 

position. 

 
Photograph 1.  Grave marker.

9
 

 

21963 Unidentified monument in churchyard, about 4 m south of south chapel, 

Church of St Leonard, Stoke Street (South side), Rodney Stoke English Heritage 

Listed Buildings Record ID: 268106  Grid Ref: ST 4823 4983 

Chest tomb. C15. Dressed stone. Oblong chest on a moulded plinth; north side with 3 quatrefoil panels, 

each panel enclosing a blank shield, fourth panel with monogram; east and west ends with further carving; 

slab top with deep cavetto moulding around its edge, series of blank shields in relief. Possibly to a member 

of the Rodney family. 

 
Photograph 2. Chest tomb. 

                                                 
9
 http://www.stleonardsrodneystoke.org/Monuments  
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21933 Manor Farmhouse, Stoke Street (North Side), Rodney Stoke English Heritage 

Listed Buildings Record ID: 268103  Grade II ST 4824 4997 (ST 44 NE) 

Farmhouse. Late C18. Roughcast, slate roof, coped verges, C20 brick stacks. Plain symmetrical front; 3 

storeys, 3 bays, sash windows with glazing bars, tripartite to outer bays, plain stone architraves. Central 

door opening, 6-panelled door, oblong fanlight, radiating glazing bars. Stair-turret at rear. {1} First Listed 

on 22/11/1966. 

24296  Deerpark site, Rodney Stoke Grid Ref: ST 480 498 

Field names to the W of the church are "park". 

24302 Corn mill, Rodney Stoke  Grid Ref: ST 4845 4998 (ST 44 NE) 

"Corn mill" and "Mill way" printed on OS 6" map.  The site is indicated on the 1886 OS map as a "Corn 

Mill" but was demolished c1960s and replaced by the house "Mill Haven". There was a mill in Rodney 

Stoke in 1085.  

3.4 Undated 

25741 Hollow way, S of Rodney Stoke Grid Ref: ST 4800 4965 ST 4820 4980 

A distinct hollow way is visible on 1946 aerial photographs.
10

  This is the previous course of Honeyhurst 

Lane which was diverted when the railway was built. The lane was examined where crossed by a pipeline 

and the surface was composed of compacted limestone cobbling with distinct rutting. No dateable material 

was recovered.
11

 

 

Photograph 3.  Holloway marking former route of Honeyhurst Lane (PRN 25741). 

Looking east towards the church. 

                                                 
10

 Aerial photographs - RAF V 3G\TUD\UK\19 (1946) 
11

 Broomhead, RA., 1998, 'Honeyhurst Lane, mains replacement.' unpublished report RAB\6\98. 



Rodney Stoke St. Leonard’s church 

RSC 12 

8 

4.0 Historical Background 

4.1 Place-names 

 The earliest mention of Rodney Stoke is in the Domesday Book where it is 

recorded as Stoches, a very common place-name taken from the Old English word stoc 

meaning ‘outlying farmstead or hamlet, secondary settlement’
12

.  In the 13
th

 century it 

was known as Stokgifford.  However, the Gifford family married in to the Rodneys 

during the late 13
th

 century, after which the village also became known as Rodney 

Stoke
13

.  Collinson relates the illustrious history of the Rodneys, who held the estate from 

their ‘family seat’ in the manor house (HER 21933) until the 18th century.14 

 Stoke Street, the main road of the settlement, uses the OE term straet meaning ‘a 

Roman road or other paved highway’.
15
 

 

4.2 In the Domesday Book of 1086 Rodney Stoke is counted under the lands of the 

Bishop of Coutances. The entry reads: 

 

The Bishop also holds Stoches. Alfgeat Puttock held it before 1066. 5 hides 

and 1 virgate of land. It paid tax for 4 hides. Land for 5 ploughs, of which 2½ 

hides are in lordship; 2 ploughs there; 3 slaves; 

9 villagers and 3 smallholders with 4½ ploughs and 1½ hides. A mill which 

pays 3s; meadow, 15 acres; pasture 2 leagues long and 1 league wide and 2s 

in addition; woodland 1 league long and 1 furlong wide.  

20 mares; 5 cows; 20 pigs; 65 sheep; 68 goats. 

The value was £6; now £4. 

Roger Whiting holds it now from the bishop.
16

   

 

4.3 The Exchequer Lay Subsidy for Somerset dated 1327 records 11 tax payers in the 

manor of Rodney Stoke.  A number of the names recorded in this subsidy are suggestive 

of dispersed settlement; atte Barngh and De Clivedon
17.  These can be related to modern 

                                                 
12

 Mills, A.D., Oxford Dictionary of English Place-Names, 2ns edition, p.328. 
13

 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rodney_Stoke  
14

 Collinson, Rev. J., 1791, The History and Antiquities of the County of Somerset, vol. iii. 603-5. 
15

 Mills, A.D., Oxford Dictionary of English Place-Names, 2ns edition, p.331. 
16

 Thorn and Thorn 1980 Domesday Book, Somerset, Phillimore; Chester 
17

 Dickinson, F.H. 1889. Kirby’s Quest for Somerset. pp. 262-3. Harrison & sons; London 
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farms (Brangay Farm and Scaddens Farm, which lies at the foot of Cleaves copse, Figure 

2).  

 

4.4 The first church recorded on the site was constructed during the 12
th

 century, 

rebuilt in the 15
th

 century and restored circa 1879 (HER 21935, 29823).  The font and 

potentially some of the foundations date from the 12
th

 century, although the current 

building is in the Perpendicular style, essentially dating from the 15
th

 century. The 

Rodney chapel was built on the north side of the chancel circa 1480 and contains 

monuments to the Rodney family.
18

 

 

At present, there is no Victoria County History volume covering Rodney Stoke. 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
18

 F.E. Booth, 1981. Church of St Leonard, Rodney Stoke; Architectural and Historical Features. Church 

Guide 
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5.0 Historic Maps  

 

5.1 c.1735 Plan of all Enclosed Lands in the Parish of Rodney Stoke
19

.  

 
Figure 3.  Plan of all Enclosed Lands in the Parish of Rodney Stoke c.1735.  The 

watching brief area is outlined in red. 

 

 The earliest map of Rodney Stoke dated c. 1735, a section of which is reproduced 

here.  The study area is marked in red. The church building is not shown although the 

church yard appears to have been slightly larger at this time; possibly including the study 

area and part of the land now occupied by the church hall. The long barn on the south 

side of Stoke Lane still exists today, although the buildings either side of it have been 

demolished. The former route of Honeyhurst Lane runs in a SW direction from the west 

side of the church yard (HER 25741).  

                                                 
19

 Somerset Records Office reference: D\P\rod.s/20/1/2 
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5.2 1821 Rodney Stoke Enclosure Award
20

 

    

 
Figure 4. Rodney Stoke Enclosure Award 1821 

 

 The outline of the church itself is depicted here for the first time and can be seen 

to be similar to today, except for the absence of the South Chapel which was built in the 

late 19th century.  The Rectory has been built, and the Manor House buildings have been 

rearranged.  Collinson recorded the medieval Manor House as being ruinous in 1791 (see 

4.1 above) and it would appear that demolition and rebuilding was taking place between 

that time and 1821 (see HER 21933).  A building occupies the site of the current Church 

Hall, although it is not clear if this relates to any surviving building.  The watching brief 

area is recorded as being part of the public highway. 

 

                                                 
20

 Somerset Records Office reference: D\P\rod.s/20/1/3 
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5.3 1839  Rodney Stoke Tithe Map 

 There seems to have been little change between 1821 and 1839. The field names 

recorded on the Tithe apportionment, together with their owners, occupiers and state of 

cultivation, show that the glebe has been carved out from a large block of demesne land, 

held by the contemporary lord of the manor, the Duke of Buckingham.  The watching 

brief site is still part of the public roadway at this time. 

 
Figure 5.  Rodney Stoke Tithe Map 1839 

 
Plot Landowner Occupier Name use 

79 Great Wallens Arable 

345 Outhouses and yards  

346 Ox pen and yards  

347 House, garden etc  

350 Mount Orchard and barn Orchard 

351 

Duke of Buckingham James Grimstead 

Waggon House and yard Orchard 

501 Garden  

502 Orchard Orchard 

503 

Rectory House, yards, 

pleasure grounds, premises  

504 Piece called Wallens Pasture 

505 Wallens Orchard Orchard 

506 Wallens Pasture Pasture 

512 

Rev. Daniel Tremlett (Glebe) himself 

Church and Churchyard  
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5.4 c1886, Ordnance Survey First Edition map. 1:10,560 series 

 The South Chapel has been added to St Leonard’s Church and the current church 

hall has been built.  The Cheddar Valley Railway has been constructed leading to the 

diversion of Honeyhurst Lane towards the new railway bridge. 

 
Figure 6.  Ordnance Survey First Edition map (c1886). 1:10,560 series 

 

5.5 Ordnance Survey Second Edition map (c1903). 1:10,560 series 

 This map shows the addition of further buildings to the church hall complex.. 

 
Figure 7.  Ordnance Survey Second Edition map (c. 1903). 1:10,560 series 
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6.0 The Watching Brief – Introduction and Methods 

 

6.1  The installation of the new septic tank required the excavation of a rectangular 

area measuring ca.2.1m E-W to ca.2.3m N-S (Trench A) within a small triangular verge 

north of St Leonard’s church and approximately 6m west of the Church Hall; bounded to 

the north and west by Stoke Lane.  A small drainage trench approximately 6m long and 

0.6m wide linking the toilet in the Church Hall to the new septic tank (Trench B) was 

also to be excavated. (see Figure 7). 

 

 
Photograph 4.  Trench A (for the septic tank) marked out for excavation. facing E. 

 

6.2 The ground works were carried out by Andersons Waste Management Ltd, 

Bristol.  The ground level was reduced in Trench A by machine under archaeological 

supervision using a 4½ foot wide grading bucket.  Trench B was excavated by hand.  

Spoil was removed by dumper to a skip for deposition on the fields of Manor Farm. 

 

6.3 All archaeological features and deposits were assigned Context Numbers which 

ran from [100] through to [110] and these were entered onto pro- forma record sheets.  

Plans were drawn at a scale of 1:20 and listed on a pro-forma graphics register.  The 

works were recorded in digital photographs. 
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TR A

TR B

TR B

[110]

Church Hall
External Wall

Church Hall
Boundary
Wall

Grass

Church
Path

Churchyard gate

Churchyard wall

Yew
tree

Stoke
Street

0 5m

N

24.39

24.94

23.28

22.86

22.55

23.10

23.24

22.49

23.32

23.39

23.13

22.56

24.1324.1123.72
22.69

Graveyard

 
Figure 8.  Trench Location plan 

 

6.4  Levels above Ordinance Datum were taken throughout. The Ordinance Survey 

benchmark used is located on St Leonard’s Church tower, which has a value of 25.18m 

above mean Ordinance Datum (a.O.D).  All levels have been listed on pro-forma level 

sheets 

 

6.5 Methods and procedures used throughout were in compliance with the standards 

laid down in the Somerset County Heritage Archaeological Handbook. 

 



Rodney Stoke St. Leonard’s church 

RSC 12 

16 

7.0 The Archaeological Watching Brief  -  Results 

7.1 Stratigraphy Initial machining of Trench A removed the following layers: 

 

Context 

No. 
Type Description of Context Interpretation date 

100 layer 

Moderately compact, friable dark brown loamy clay 

with frequent fine roots, moderate small angular stones 

( limestone, Dolomitic conglomerate) and modern 

pottery, CBM etc. Extends over entire area of Trenches 

A and B. Up to 150mm thick. Removed by machine. 

Above 101 

Turf and 

Topsoil 

C20th 

101 layer 

Friable mixed loamy sandy clay matrix and rubble 

(<150 x 150mm, but more genrally 20 x 20mm, both 

angular and rounded; limestone, conglomerate and 

Pennant Sandstone). Freq. fine roots, occ. oyster shell, 

lime mortar frags, grass marked hand made brick 

(?18th century), roof slate, slag and post medieval 

pottery. Below 100. Fills cut 110. Extends over entire 

Trench A and B, Removed by machine. 

subsoil 

post 

medieval 

 

(100)

(101)

[102]

[102]

(103)

Tufa

Tufa

Sheep
mandible

?Boar skull

L

BBW

[104]

Lias?

DC

PS

(105)
N

0 1m

Plan Trench A
Cuts  [102]. [104] unexcavated

KEY:

PS = Pennant Sandstone
DC = Dolomitic Conglomerate
L = Lias

22.90

23.14

23.38

23.30

22.72 22.74

22.60

22.52

22.68

22.50

22.54

22.54

(108)
[110]

(109)

(109)

(109)

Machine cut

(103)
[102]

 
Figure 9.  Plan of Trench A; initial cleaning after machining.  (North and Stoke Street lie 

to the bottom of the plan). 
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 Below these two layers lie two further deposits: 

 

Context 

No. 
Type Description of Context Interpretation date 

108 Deposit 

Firm, pale-buff brown and mixed red-brown gritty sandy 

(40%) clay(60%) with freq. white flecks (tufa) and pea 

grits; occ.roots, sub angular limestone pebbles (<20mm), 

isolated pottery fragments (LIA or RB) from Trench B. Up 

to 30cm thick, covers entire area of Tr A, but only the 

southern part of Tr B. More or less flat base, sloping upper 

surface, thicker towards the west. Cut by 110, above 109,  

cut by 102, 104; seals cut 106. 

R-B ground 

surface, 

perhaps 

truncated 

no 

date 

109 natural 

compact but porous off white- cream buff tufa. Contains 

some brown-red brown lenses where stained by leaching 

from the fills of cut features. Not bottomed but at least 

420mm thick as exposed in Tr A. Below 108, cut by 107. 

Tufa, occurs 

throughout 

village 

natural 

 

The tufa was later observed to be up to 500mm thick and deposited on top of reddish 

brown Triassic marls.  Finds from deposits 100 and 101 were dated exclusively to the 19th 

and 20
th

 centuries; there were no datable finds from (109) but 2 small Romano-British 

sherds were recovered from the surface of (108). 

 When excavated, the features were recorded in plan (Figure 10). 

[102]

[102]

Tufa

Tufa

[104]

N

0 1m

Plan Trench A
Cuts  [102]. [104] fully excavated

[104]

[104]

(109)

(109)

(109)

TR B

22.40

22.90
22.34 22.46

23.14

23.38

23.30

22.28
22.40 22.72 22.74

23.12

22.40

22.44

22.60

 
Figure 10.  Trench A plan; archaeological features fully excavated (North and Stoke 

Street lie to the bottom of the plan) 
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7.2 Phase I 

 

 The earliest feature recorded was sealed by layer (108).  This slight feature was 

only seen in section. 

 

(100)

(101)

(108)

(107)
[106]

DC

(109)

(109)

[110]

Darker
White flecks

TR B

[110]

0 1m

N
S

West Facing Section Tr A
Cut [106] 23.4423.44m aOD

 
Figure 11.  West facing section Trench A, showing cut [106] 

 

Context 

No. 
Type Description of Context Interpretation date 

106 Cut 

Only seen in section.  Gradual break of slope top, 

concave sides and base. Slightly assymetrical in 

section. 600mm wide at top, 160mm deep. Cuts 109, 

filled by 107. 

gully 
no 

date. 

107 Fill 

Fairly loose dark brown - red brown gritty sandy clay. 

Contains occasional charcoal. Fills 106, below 108. 

Similar to 108 but sl. darker. 

Fill of 106  

 

No finds were recovered from (107), but the charcoal indicates human activity 

somewhere in the vicinity. 
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7.3 Phase II 

 

 Ditch [102], cutting through layer (108), would have made the gully [106] 

redundant. 

 

(100)

(101)

[110]

(103)

(109)

(108)

[102]

(109)

(108) [110]

Animal
skull

0 1m

South Facing Section Tr A
Cut [102]

W E

23.44 23.44m aOD

 
Figure 12.  South facing section trench A; cut [102] 

 

Context 

No. 
Type Description of Context Interpretation date 

102 cut 

Linear (approx N-S), c1.4m wide at top, 0.45m wide at 

base x 0.4m deep. Truncated sharp break of slope top, 

steep sides and sharp break of slope on to a flat base. 

Filled by 103, cuts 108. Cut by pit 104Truncated by 

machine. 

 ditch cut.  
?pre-

RB 

103 Fill 

Firm, mid red-brown sandy, silty clay with occ. RB pot, 

mollusca, occ, white flecks of tufa, occ.charcoal flecks 

and lumps (more concentrated at north end around animal 

skull and bone dump) and occ.small angular limestone 

(<30mm). Also contained isolated painted wall plaster 

and mortar frags. Fills cut 102, below 101, cut by 104. 

Sample <1> 

Fill of cut 102.   RB 

 

This ditch would have drained towards the area now occupied by Stoke Street.  The soil 

sample was analyzed by Matt Law
21

 who made the following observations: 

The relatively low number of shells may be indicative of reasonably rapidly accumulating 

sediment. High molluscan diversity is often indicative of damp, shaded conditions with 

high levels of ground humidity. The fauna thus reflects a wet, possibly wooded, 

environment. 

 

He goes on to observe that the feature might have been deliberately backfilled. 

                                                 
21

 see the Appendix for his report 
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 The finds from the fill of the ditch contained quantities of animal bone fragments 

(including a possible boar skull, sheep mandible and bovine skull fragments) as well as 

Romano-British pottery and nearly 1.5kg of roof tiles (some with peg holes)  

 

{______pottery___________________} {__building materials_} 

context 
qty 

 fabric  &  

weight  
surface date qty description 

miscellaneous 

3 

BBW 

sherds. 24g 

 burnished 
1st-

4th 
1 

large Lias stone 

roof tile. 720g 

 22 x animal skull 

frags + 3 x animal 

teeth (same animal) 

2 

greyware 

sherds, 

various 

types. 17g, 

3g 

  

1st-

4th 
1 

large Lias stone 

roof tile with nail 

hole. 499g 

1 x animal skull 

frag+ c.34 x small 

animal bone frags + 1 

x large animal bone 

(same animal) 

  

    

  2 

Lias stone ?roof 

tile fragments. 

discarded. 101g, 

26g, 26g 

1 x animal skull & 

jaw bone +  16 x  

animal skull frags + 2 

x animal teeth = 

(same animal) 

            1 x animal jaw frag.  

            4 x animal teeth.  

  
    

    
  c.16 x sm animal 

bone frags 

            3 x stone frags 

103 

            1 x small snail shell.  

Base of 

103 
  

    
1st-

4th  
1 

wall plaster 

fragment, red-paint 

line.  

1 x small ?coal 

fragment. 2g 

 

7.4 Phase III 

 Ditch [102] would have been filled up and out of use by the time that cut [104] 

was dug. 

 

WE
(100)

(101)

(108)

(109)

[104]

(105)PS

DC

L

L
L

Root

0 1m

North Facing and east facing sections Tr A
Cut [104]

S
N

(100)

(101)
[110]

(105)

(109)

(108)

PS

L

Samian
with
pot mend

Buff gritty
deposit

23.4423.4423.44m aOD

KEY:

PS = Pennant Sandstone
DC = Dolomitic Conglomerate
L = Lias
      = mortar or tufa grits 

 
Figure 13.  North and east facing sections of trench A, showing cut [104]. 
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Context 

No. 
Type Description of Context Interpretation date 

104 Cut 

Oval plan in SW corner continuing beyond E and N 

facing sections of Tr A. c1.4m long N-S x 1.2m wide E-

W x up to 0.8m deep. Sharp break of slope at top, slightly 

concave sides with gradual break of slope on to flattish 

base. Cuts cut 102, 103, 108; filled by 105.  

pit or ditch 

terminus  
RB or 

later 

105 Fill 

Moderate-friable mixed dark brown-red brown sandy clay 

with rare fine roots, abundant Pennant sandstone slates 

(<340 x 240 x 30mm), Lias roof tiles and stone rubble 

(conglomerate, oolitic limestone), frequent grits, lime 

mortar frags, isolated Samian pottery (with pot mend). 

Fills 104, below 101. 

Pit fill, 

containing 

frequent RB 

building rubble 

RB or 

later 

 

 Cut [104] was carefully excavated to fulfill a function that is impossible to 

reconstruct in such a small trench.  After it ceased to be used, it was filled, apparently in 

one operation, judging from the frequent large unbraided sherds of Romano-British 

pottery, with a deposit that included rubble from the demolition of a Romano-British 

building.       

 
{______ pottery____________________} {__building materials_} 

context 
qty  fabric  surface date qty description 

miscellaneous 

1 
lg rim, greyware, 

smooth sandy.  

smooth 

sandy  
1st-

3rd 
15 

stone roof tile 

fragments, various  

1 x small bone 

fragment.  

1 
small rim sherd  

BBW.  

burnished  1st-

4th 

  

7 
BBW sherds, 

various types.  

burnished 1st-

4th 

3 

  

stone fragments 

with mortar 

adhering & mortar 

fragments.   
  105 

2 

joining,  rim, 

BBW, hard grey 

sandy 

burnished 
3rd-

4th 

      

105 -

Section 
1 

large Samian bowl fragment, 1 x 

?Pb pot mend adhering.   
1-4th    

    

4 BBW sherd  burnished 1-4th     animal bone.  Base of 

105 1 greyware sherd.    1-4th       

 

The presence of lime mortar, both loose in the fill and adhering to some of the stone 

fragments
22

, indicates that this fill was contemporary with the demolition of a structure, 

rather than the erection of a new structure.  Pennant sandstone, as well as other types of 

stone and clay, was frequently used in the Roman period for roof tiles,  

. 

                                                 
22

 Abundant Pennant Sandstone slates, nearly 2kg of Lias roof tiles, some with peg holes and over 1.5kg of 

stone rubble, some with traces of mortar adhering. 
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7.5 Phase IV 

 Either or both of cuts [102] and [104] might in fact be post-Roman features or 

contain post-Roman fills, although there is no reason to suspect this to be the case.  Any 

other post-Roman or medieval activity might have been removed by the erosion or 

truncation recorded as context [110].  Historic plans record the area investigated as part 

of the roadway prior to the first Ordnance Survey c. 1886 (see para. 5.4 above). 

 

7.6 Trench B 

 

 Trench B was excavated for a pipe trench running from the Church Hall to the 

septic tank in Trench A.  It was excavated by hand by Andy Wigmore and Darren 

Anderson of Anderson’s Waste Management Ltd on Monday 21
st
 May and Wednesday 

23rd May.  It measured 0.5m-0.6m wide and 0.3-0.8m deep (deeper at the west end where 

it entered Trench A).  The overall length of the trench was 5m in an ENE-WSW 

direction, although it was interrupted in the middle by the church path.  The section under 

the path was to be bored without breaking the surface. 

 The stratigraphy revealed comprised 150mm thickness of turf and topsoil (100) at 

the top; above a similar thickness of rubble layer (101). This rubble lay directly upon the 

tufa deposit (109).  No archaeological features were observed cutting the tufa.  However, 

at the extreme western end of Trench B, where it entered Trench A, the upper surface of 

the tufa could be seen to dive away sharply to a depth of 550mm.  This apparent cut was 

filled with soil layer (108) (see Figure 11). Unfortunately this cut was only seen in 

section and so its shape in plan was not seen.  

 

7.7 Once all of the archaeological features had been recorded, the machine returned to 

reduce Trench A to its finished level.  It was at this point that the base of the tufa was 

seen and shown to be 0.5m thick, above reddish brown sandy clay Triassic marls. The 

final depth of Trench A was approximately 2m below the original ground level. 
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8.0 DISCUSSION 

 

8.1 The topographical study (chapter 2) and the archaeological background (chapter 3 

and Figure x) show why Rodney Stoke has been a favoured location for settlement since 

the Stone Age.  It is convenient for travel and transport by road and by river.  The 

Mendip escarpment affords the area with sun-trapping southern exposure as well as 

protection from the cold north and east winds.  Stoke Brook provides a good supply of 

fresh water and it is hardly surprising to find its course roughly paralleled by Stoke 

Street, where the place-name suggestive of a former Roman road leads towards a 

substantial spread of Romano-British fieldwalking finds (HER 57175).  This assemblage 

of finds has been interpreted as an indication of the presence of a nearby Roman villa. 

Furthermore, the farmer at Manor Farm has informed us that he has found Roman pottery 

sherds from his front lawn on the opposite side of Stoke Lane to St Leonard’s Church.23  

 

8.2 Knowing of this background, it comes as no surprise to discover clear signs of 

Romano-British occupation in the vicinity of the parish church of St. Lawrence, sitting as 

it does on a slight spur arising from the fertile lower slopes of the Mendip, with extensive 

vistas over the moors.  While the finds from the watching brief contain sufficient stone 

roof tiles, in two different materials: Lias and Pennant sandstone, to confirm the existence 

of a nearby building of at least two phases or else at least two buildings, there is little 

evidence to suggest a high-status building such as a villa (HER 57174).   

 

8.3 While it is inadvisable to attempt to construct a Roman villa on the basis of one 

modest fragment of painted wall plaster (from the fill of Phase I ditch [102]), it is wise to 

bear in mind the possibility that St. Lawrence church is built on or near a villa.  It is not 

unusual to find medieval churches built on the site of Roman villas, if only to take 

advantage of the level, compacted ground and the easily accessible supply of building 

stone.  Further groundworks in the vicinity of the church might well provide more 

evidence. 

 

                                                 
23

 J.H. Counsell, Pers. Comm. 



Rodney Stoke St. Leonard’s church 

RSC 12 

24 

8.4 The fill of the Phase II ditch 102 suggests that the church site constituted a wet, 

possibly wooded, environment (para.7.3).  The presence of Romano-British finds in this 

fill might date from the Romano-British period, or might reflect the situation of several 

centuries later.  Since the post-Roman centuries was a time when no pottery or coinage 

were being produced in Somerset, activity during this time can easily be missed.  

Likewise, the evidence for demolition of a Roman building found in the Phase III cut 104 

might represent clearance of the site in the medieval period, perhaps to make space for 

the construction of the first church.  More evidence is necessary before a secure dating 

scheme may be proposed. 

 

8.5 Stoke appears in the historical record as a lively small ecclesiastical holding.  Its 

place-name suggests it is an outlying settlement, perhaps in relation to the hundreds of 

Winterstoke and Wells, or some earlier large estate.  Domesday describes the estate as 

having enough arable for 5 plough teams of 8 draft animals, usually oxen.  Half of this 

arable was managed directly by its lord (i.e. in lordship) Alfgeat Puttock, who owned 

three families in servitude.  Nine semi-free families (villains) lived in the village with 3 

families of smallholders living outside of the village.  The mill, probably occupying the 

site of the post-medieval mill (HER 24302), would have added to the prosperity of the 

estate.  Large spreads of meadow and pasture supported a mixed stock of cows, pigs, 

sheep and goats.  The twenty mares probably formed a stud farm. 

 

8.6 The earliest evidence for a church at Rodney Stoke lie in the fine 12
th

 century font 

and the 12th/13th century tomb slab (HER 29823), but it would not be surprising if an 

estate like this already had a church by this time to serve as a chapel for use of the lord of 

the manor and his people.  Many pre-Conquest churches escaped mention in Domeday.  

By the late 13
th

 century, Stoke came into the possession of the powerful Rodney family; 

the presence of their ‘family seat’ across the road from the church is another indication of 

the desirability of the estate.  It was likely to be the Rodney family who instituted the 

deer park (HER 24296).  Stoke church became their family chapel and under the 

patronage of the Rodneys St. Lawrence grew to become a very fine church with many 

unique features and ornaments. 
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8.7 A Frankish nobleman, St. Leonard converted to Christianity along with King 

Clovis, the first Christian Merovingian king, in 496.  He was the patron saint of prisoners.  

He was also resorted to by women in labour and to cure diseases of cattle.  His feast day 

is November 6
th

. 

 

9.0 Finds and Archive 

Finds and artefacts recovered during the watching brief were bagged by context or 

as unstratified.  After the fieldwork had been completed, the finds were washed, dried, 

sorted and listed.  Modern material, including factory-made pottery and modern building 

rubble were discarded after being listed.   

 Retained finds were marked with their respective context numbers and with the 

accession number. The finds will be deposited and curated in the Somerset County 

Museum at the Somerset Heritage Centre, Norton Fitzwarren under the Taunton County 

Museum Accession Number: TTNCM 43/ 2012 for deposition into the county museum. 
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APPENDIX I: Context List 

 

Context 

No. 
Type Description of Context Interpretation date 

100 layer 

Moderately compact, friable dark brown loamy clay 

with frequent fine roots, moderate small angular 

stones ( limestone, Dolomitic conglomerate) and 

modern pottery, CBM etc. Extends over entire area 

of Trenches A and B. Up to 150mm thick. Removed 

by machine. Above 101 

Turf and 

Topsoil 

C20th 

101 layer 

Friable mixed loamy sandy clay matrix and rubble 

(<150 x 150mm, but more genrally 20 x 20mm, both 

angular and rounded; limestone, conglomerate and 

Pennant Sandstone). Freq. fine roots, occ. oyster 

shell, lime mortar frags, grass marked hand made 

brick (?18th century), roof slate, slag and post 

medieval pottery. Below 100. Fills cut 110. Extends 

over entire Trench A and B, Removed by machine. 

subsoil 

post 

medieval 

102 cut 

Linear (approx N-S), c1.4m wide at top, 0.45m wide 

at base x 0.4m deep. Exposed for a 1.4m length in 

northern part of Trench, continuing beyond trench to 

north.Cut by pit 104. Truncated profile with sharp 

break of slope top, steep sides and sharp break of 

slope on to a flat base. Filled by 103, cuts 108. 

Truncated by machine. 

 ditch cut.  

RB or 

later 

103 fill 

Firm, mid red-brown sandy, silty clay with occ. RB 

pot, mollusca, occ, white flecks of tufa, occ.charcoal 

flecks and lumps (more concentrated at north end 

around animal skull and bone dump) and occ.small 

angular limestone (<30mm). Also contained isolated 

painted wall plaster and mortar frags.Fills cut 102, 

below 101, cut by 104. Sample <1> 

Fill of cut 102.   

RB or 

later 

104 cut 

Oval in plan, in SW corner continuing beyond east 

and north facing sections of Tr A. c1.4m long N-S x 

1.2m wide E-W x up to 0.8m deep. Sharp break of 

slope at top, slightly concave sides with gradual 

break of slope on to flattish base. Cuts cut 102, 103, 

108; filled by 105.  

pit or ditch 

terminus  

RB or 

later 

105 fill 

Moderate-friable mixed dark brown-red brown sandy 

clay with rare fine roots, abundant Pennant sandstone 

slates (<340 x 240 x 30mm), Lias roof tiles and stone 

rubble (conglomerate, oolitic limestone), frequent 

grits, lime mortar frags, isolated Samian pottery 

(with pot mend). Fills 104, below 101. 

fill of cut 104 

RB or 

later 

106 cut 

Only seen in section.  Gradual break of slope top, 

concave sides and base. Slightly assymetrical in 

section. 600mm wide at top, 160mm deep. Cuts 109, 

filled by 107. 

cut 

no date 

107 fill 

Fairly loose dark brown - red brown gritty sandy 

clay. Contains occasional charcoal. Fills 106, below 

108. Similar to 108 but sl. darker. 

fill of 106 

no date 
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108 
deposi

t 

Firm, pale-buff brown and mixed red-brown gritty 

sandy (40%) clay(60%) with freq. white flecks (tufa) 

and pea grits; occ.roots, sub angular limestone 

pebbles (<20mm), isolated pottery fragments (LIA or 

RB) from Trench B. Up to 30cm thick, covers entire 

area of Tr A, but only the southern part of Tr B. 

More or less flat base, sloping upper surface, thicker 

towards the west. Below 110, above 109,  cut by 

102, 104; seals cut 106. 

R-B ground 

surface, 

perhaps 

truncated 

no date 

109 
natura

l 

compact but porous off white- cream buff tufa. 

Contains some brown-red brown lenses where 

stained by leaching from the fills of cut features. Not 

bottomed but at least 420mm thick as exposed in Tr 

A. Below 108, cut by 107. 

tufa, occurs 

throughout 

village 
Geologica

l Deposit 

110 cut 

Curving from south to east. Aproximately 22m long 

(NE-SW), 3-4m wide (NW-SE) and up to 1m deep. 

Gradual break of slope top and bottom (convex at 

top, concave at base which abuts Stoke Street. Cuts 

108, 103, 105 filled by 101. 

erosion 

associated 

with traffic on 

Stoke Street 

?post med 
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APPENDIX II: Finds List 

 

{______ pottery____________________} {__building materials_} 

context 
qty 

 fabric  &  

weight  
surface date qty description 

miscellaneous 

1 

rim, 

whiteware. 1g 

blue line 

decoration 
19-

20th 
1 

brick fragment. 

discarded. 11g 

1 x Fe handle - 

?bucket. 

?modern 

1 

handle 

fragment, hard 

white. 8g 

shiny brown 

surfaces 19-

20th 
  

  3 x cinder / 

coal 

fragments. 

discarded. 14g 

100 -                

Pipe 

Trench 

1 
creamware. 2g discarded 19-

20th 
  

    

1 

hard oxidised. 

4g 

shiny green 

glaze inside & 

out 
18th 1 

large fired clay 

fragment, grass 

marked, ?brick. 

54g 

2 x very small 

animal bone 

fragments. 

discarded. 1g 

  

    

  1 

mortar fragment. 

9g 

1 x clay pipe 

stem. 

discarded. 4g. 

C18-19th 

101 

  

    

  

    1 x white 

limestone 

fragment. 

discarded. 3g 

3 

BBW sherds. 

24g 

burnished 

1st-

4th 
1 

large Lias stone 

roof tile. 720g 

2 x animal 

skull 

fragments = 

382g, 96g + 20 

x animal skull 

fragments = 

146g + 3 x 

animal teeth 

29g, 20g, 6g 

(same animal) 
103 

2 

greyware 

sherds, various 

types. 17g, 3g 

  

1st-

4th 
1 

large Lias stone 

roof tile with nail 

hole. 499g 

1 x animal 

skull fragment 

= 142g + c.34 

x small animal 

bone 

fragments = 

342g + 1 x 

large animal 

bone = 246g 

(same animal) 
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{______ pottery____________________} {__building materials_} 

context 
qty 

 fabric  &  

weight  
surface date qty description 

miscellaneous 

  

    

  2 

Lias stone ?roof 

tile fragments. 

discarded. 101g, 

26g, 26g 

1 x animal 

skull & jaw 

bone fragment 

(?boar)= 381g 

+ 1 x animal 

skull fragment 

= 95g + 15 x  

animal skull 

fragments = 

54g + 2 x 

animal teeth = 

28g, 27g 

(same animal) 

  

    

  

    1 x animal jaw 

bone fragment. 

26g 

  
    

    
  4 x animal 

teeth. 76g 

  

    

    

  c.16 x small 

animal bone 

fragments. 80g 

  

    

    

  1 x very small 

bone fragment. 

<1g 

  

    

      

3 x stone 

fragments. 

50g, 42g, 29g 

103 

cont. 

  

    

    

  1 x small snail 

shell. 

discarded. <1g 

Base of 

103 
  

    

  1 

wall plaster 

fragment, red-paint 

line adhering. 13g. 

RB 

1 x small ?coal 

fragment. 2g 

Base of 

103 - 

South-

Facing 

Section 

  

    

  1 

large lime mortar 

fragment. 48g 

c.42 x small 

animal bone & 

teeth 

fragments = 

240g 
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{______ pottery____________________} {__building materials_} 

context 
qty 

 fabric  &  

weight  
surface date qty description 

miscellaneous 

1 

large rim 

sherd, 

greyware, 

smooth sandy. 

19g 

smooth sandy 

surfaces  
1st-

3rd 
15 

stone roof tile 

fragments, various 

types. 1,852g 

1 x small bone 

fragment. 10g 

1 

small rim 

sherd,  BBW. 

5g 

 burnished 

1st-

4th 
3 

stone fragments 

with mortar 

adhering & mortar 

fragments. 977g, 

384g, 286g, 70g, 

29g 

  

7 

BBW sherds, 

various types. 

21g 

burnished  
1st-

4th 
  

    

105 

2 

joining, large 

rim sherds, 

BBW, hard 

grey sandy. 

57g, 54g 

 burnished 

3rd-

4th 

      

105 -                  

East-

Facing 

Section 

1 

large Samian 

bowl 

fragment, 1 x 

?Pb pot mend 

adhering. 47g 

  

    

    

1 

BBW sherd. 

10g 

 burnished 
1st-

4th 
  

  1 x large 

animal bone. 

95g 

1 
greyware 

sherd. 3g 

  1st-

4th 
  

    Base of 

105 

3 

small BBW 

sherds. 4g, 

<1g, <1g 

 burnished 
1st-

4th 
  

    

Surface 

of 108 
2 

BBW sherds, 

abundant small 

quartz & grit 

temper. 7g, 3g 

 burnished 

1st-

4th 
  

    

U/S - 

Trench 

A 

  

    

  1 

plain ?window 

glass sherd. 2g. n.d 

2 x small bone 

fragments. 

discarded. 2g 
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APPENDIX III: Mollusc Report 

 

MOLLUSCA FROM FILL 103, RODNEY STOKE CHURCHYARD (RSC12) 

Matt Law 

C & N Hollinrake Ltd. 

Introduction and Methods 

1.5 kg of sediment from a watching brief at Rodney Stoke churchyard was examined for 

the presence of Mollusca and other biological remains and artefacts. The sediment 

derived from Context 103, the fill of a linear feature, and was a tufa-rich silty clay. The 

sample was processed following the methods of Davies (2008) using a nest of sieves with 

a minimum mesh size of 250µm. Molluscan taxa were identified to species level where 

possible using a reference collection, although in some cases the shells were too 

fragmented or too coated in tufa to allow identification beyond genus level. For each 

gastropod taxon within a sample, the most commonly represented non-repetitive element 

(usually the shell apex, umbilicus, or body whorl with mouth) was counted to determine 

the minimum number of individuals (MNI) present. This avoids the underestimation 

reported when only shell apices are counted (Giovas 2009). Ecological information is 

derived from Evans (1972), Macan (1977), Kerney and Cameron (1979), and Davies 

(2008). Nomenclature follows Anderson (2008). No attempt was made to identify 

Ostracoda or vertebrate remains beyond phylum level.  

Results  

MNI values for Mollusca, and individual item counts for other biological remains and 

artefacts are presented in Table 1.  

Discussion 

Mollusca 

The sample contains a relatively low number of snails (n= 34) representing a relatively 

large number of taxa (Taxa S = 11). Factors which affect the number of snails in a sample 

include original population size, surface stability, rate of sediment deposition and 

taphonomic agents. The relatively low number of shells may be indicative of reasonably 

rapidly accumulating sediment. High molluscan diversity is often indicative of damp, 

shaded conditions with high levels of ground humidity. The fauna thus reflects a wet, 

possibly wooded, environment. Although the Vallonia spp. prefer open habitats, they are 

often a small component of woodland fauna (Evans 1972, 148).  

There is evidence for taphonomic mixing within the assemblage. The sole Euconulus sp. 

shell was coated in tufa, making identification to species level impossible. Although tufa 

does still form along spring lines in limestone areas, for example at Ston Easton in 

Somerset (Davies 2008, Figure 6.1), large scale deposits stopped forming in Britain at 

around 4500 – 4000 BP (Davies 2008, 89).  It is likely that this shell is reworked from the 

underlying tufa deposit. Similarly, the sole shell of Anisus leucostoma within the sample 

exhibits a greater degree of pitting by fungi or algae than other shells in the assemblage, 

suggesting that it may be older. This mixing is likely to be the result of deliberate 

backfilling of the cut. Cecilioides acicula is a burrowing species, believed to be a 

medieval introduction to the British Isles, and so is likely to be intrusive within this 

deposit. Finally, the presence of earthworm granules within the sample (see below) 
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suggests a biologically active burial environment, with potential for temporal mixing of 

smaller shells and artefacts. 

Ostracoda 
Ostracods are bivalved crustaceans present in habitats ranging from waterlogged soils to 

oceanic waters. The presence of their valves in this sample is likely to be indicative of the 

fill having been derived from a wet habitat, although the possibility that the feature itself 

was waterlogged cannot be ruled out from the ostracods alone.   

Earthworms 

Some species of earthworms excrete calcareous granules in life which are often well-

preserved archaeologically, and have the potential to be recovered in high numbers from 

samples (Canti 2006). Although it is not possible to determine how many worms would 

have created the granules, their presence is a useful indicator of the possibility of 

taphonomic mixing through earthworm action. The granules in this sample appear to be 

typical of the species Lumbricus terrestris (e.g. Canti 2006, Fig 1). 

Other finds 

The sample also contained a tiny fragment of CBM and a fragment of glass, both of 

which are small enough to have been brought down through the stratigraphic sequence by 

earthworms. There is also a small quantity of animal bone, including bones and teeth of 

rodents, as well as some charcoal and charred seeds. 

Conclusions 

The Mollusca and Ostracoda appear to represent wet, shaded conditions. It is likely that 

much of the fauna in this sample derives from the underlying tufa deposit. Tufa typically 

formed in swampy woodlands, for example at Cherhill in Wiltshire (Evans and Smith 

1983), Blashenwell in Dorset (Preece 1980), and Wellow Brook, Stone Easton, Somerset 

(Davies et al. 2006). The fill is likely to have been derived from the underlying material, 

and deposited quickly within the cut.  
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Taxa Ecological notes Count 

MOLLUSCA 

Nesovitrea hammonis 

(Ström 1765) 

Terrestrial, shaded places 1 

Carychium tridentatum 

(Risso 1826) 

Terrestrial, shaded places, 

among leaf litter 

2 

Discus rotundatus (O. F. 

Müller 1774) 

Terrestrial, shaded places 5 

Euconulus sp. Terrestrial,  shaded places 1 

Cepaea sp. Terrestrial, ubiquitous 9 

Limacidae sp. Terrestrial, ubiquitous 2 

Trochulus hispidus 

(Linnaeus 1758) 

Terrestrial, ubiquitous 4 

Vallonia costata (O. F. 

Müller 1774) 

Terrestrial, open country 2 

Vallonia cf. excentrica 

Sterki 1893 

Terrestrial, open country 3 

Anisus leucostoma (Millet, 

1813) 

Freshwater, tolerant of 

seasonal drying out 

1 

Cecilioides acicula (O. F. 

Müller 1774) 

Subterranean 4 

Table 1: MNI values for molluscs 

OTHER FINDS 

Ostracoda (item count, not MNI) 28 

Earthworm granules 35 

Charred seeds 3 

Charcoal 4 

Animal bones (inc. Rodent bones and teeth) 22 

Glass 1 

CBM 1 

Table 2: other finds from the sample 

 

 


