
etween 2000 and 2011 a series of fieldworks, which included a geophysical
survey and a number of excavations, took place at Homefield, Upper Row
Farm, Laverton, Somerset. A full report will go on the website this year.

The small, dispersed hamlet of Laverton is situated in northeast Somerset; it is 10
miles south of Bath and 5 miles north of Frome. The site is located in a field to the

east of Upper Row Farm, which has a ground survey height of 101m above mean sea level (see
Figure 1). The field is approximately 275m in depth by 150m wide. The site slopes towards the
southeast, but has a pronounced flattened area or platform on the bottom half of the field. There is
a small stream that dissects Homefield and then joins the Wheel Brook, which in turn meets other
small streams that form tributaries to the River Frome to the east further down the valley. The
landscape is of gentle, rolling hills interspersed with small narrow valleys. The site lies above a
Fuller’s Earth bed of Inferior Oolite, a Jurassic Limestone and there are local outcrops of Forest
Marble. The area was not glaciated during the periods of Devensian and Anglian-Wolstonian
glaciation, and is the location of the post-Jurassic ‘Hardington fault’ (British Geological Survey).

The fieldwork

The original trench, which measured about 3m x 2m, was excavated by the landowner Gordon
Hendy in 2000 and revealed the southwest corner of a masonry building. As a preliminary to the
evaluation work by BACAS at Homefield a geophysical survey was undertaken between 2002 and
2004 (Camertonia 42, 13-15).
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Figure 1

The location of the excavation site (within the box) in relation to Upper Row Farm (left).



In 2002 this trench was extended to about 20m x 16m by BACAS members and a group of students
from Bristol University whilst being filmed for the BBC programme ‘Time Flyers’ (Camertonia 41,
11-15). In 2004 further work cleared the fallen stones from inside the building and extended the
trench to the north by about another 4m.

The trench was left exposed, apart from occasional maintenance, until the summer of 2006 when
Katy Smith, a student from University College London, and members of BACAS undertook several
weeks of excavation, targeting specific areas (Camertonia 45, 14) (see Figure 2). Her report constituted
partial fulfilment of the requirements of her degree in archaeology.
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The original trench was further extended in 2010 (Camertonia 49, 5-9) which revealed a complex
arrangement of buildings, which produced evidence for the continual use of the site from the
Neolithic/Bronze Age through to the post-Medieval period.

In order to attempt to understand the origin of the site, further geophysics was undertaken in the
spring of 2011, in order to target areas east of the earlier investigations, and to investigate what was
under the spoil heaps of these earlier excavations following the backfilling of trenches at the
landowner’s request in late 2010.

By 2004 Homefield had been the subject of a full geophysical survey around the excavations and the
results can be seen in Figure 3. In 2011 a new grid was set out just to encompass the area of archaeological
interest to the east of the previous excavations. This consisted of three pairs of 20m grid squares plus a
pair of partial grids north of the stream, and a block of four grid squares to the south of the stream.
Readings were taken every metre along zigzagged traverses spaced at 0.5m intervals.

In Figure 4 the oval marks the site of the previous excavations, in which Medieval buildings were
located, and the rectangle shows where the Romano-British and Medieval buildings were found. The

geophysical survey results on the south
side of the stream show a possible
Romano-British or Medieval rectilinear
building overlain with stone drains.
These go under the eastern field
boundary, which was known to be there
in 1840. This area was not excavated.

The results of the geophysical survey
confirmed an extensive and complex
series of anomalies that confirm the
existence of walls and floors of buildings,
with linear and circular stone features.

2011 Excavation results

Using the geophysical survey results
we were able to position the trenches
over anomalies. These survey results
suggested walls and floors of buildings
which extended across the complete
area, but particularly to the east and
south of the original trench. So between
2010 and 2011 a larger area was opened
to examine all the features indicated by
the geophysics and to establish the
dating sequence.

The results from the final two seasons
produced evidence, in the form of
pottery, Ceramic Building Material,
coins and metal objects, suggesting that
there must be Romano-British structures
on this site.

It soon became obvious that there were
several structures to be investigated,

Figure 4

Geophysical survey results 2011.
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the Romano-British building located in 2010 extended further east, and was partly constructed over
an earlier building (see Figures 5 and 6).

The circular structure, which had been partly excavated in 2010, was fully exposed, revealing a
round stone base of a Medieval hayrick or for crop storage. This structure was built to keep crops
dry and out of the water, which percolates down the adjacent slopes of the field.

Figure 5

Indicating the position of east walls of Phases 1 & 3, and west wall of Phase 2 buildings. Also

shown is the location of a posthole, possibly connected to the Phase 2 structure.

Figure 6

Phase 3 building facing south.
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Figure 7

Composite overhead photograph of the buildings 2001-2011 (Keith Turner).
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Small Finds Assessment

The range of artefacts recorded as ‘Small Finds’ during the eleven years of excavation suggest a
variety of activities on or close to the Homefield site. They range in date from the late Neolithic/early
Bronze Age through to the post-Medieval period, but the majority of small finds recovered came
from the Medieval period.

The pottery provides the primary dating evidence for the site; there was a substantial quantity
recovered; a total of 5443 sherds weighing 53.058 kgs. The recovered assemblage was in an excellent
condition, the exception being the sherds from the post-Medieval period which displayed severe
signs of abrasion, which suggests agricultural processes perhaps from scattering of manure. The
range of wares recovered is sufficient to demonstrate a date range from the 1st Century BC to the
early 18th Century. The fact that there is pottery from a range of periods provides the opportunity
to see the pattern of usage of the site.

Some of the assemblage recovered came from disturbed contexts, suggesting that the late
Prehistoric up to and including the Romano-British period may be residual in later Medieval
contexts. The consensus of opinions from the excavators on the site suggests that the Romano-British
pottery came from the structures identified as Phases 1 to 3 which all appear to be Roman and perhaps
suggests that the material recovered is domestic in origin and probably came from the buildings
mentioned. This assemblage of pottery has the potential to contribute to the understanding of land
usage in the Homefield area, and although largely unstratified, contains important information
about the types and range of pottery to be found in this area.

Conclusions

The excavations over the last eleven years have been successful in identifying and dating the
structures that once stood on this site. Many of the research questions have been answered – we now
have evidence that there were buildings on this site from the Roman (1st/2nd Century) through to the
early to middle Medieval period. However there was no evidence to suggest a post-Medieval building
ever stood on this site. A composite overhead from the excavations 2001-2011 can be seen in Figure 7.

What this building represents or its use is still open to discussion and conjecture; several theories
have been suggested but for different reasons rejected. What started out as Romano-British buildings
were perhaps rebuilt in the Medieval period, possibly for a house, barn or chapel.

Table 1 Chronological breakdown of pottery assemblage
Date Range Numbers Weights Percentages
Iron Age 9 0.142 0.16
Romano-British 628 4.987 11.56
Saxon 87 0.875 1.61
Medieval 4566 46.074 83.83
Post-Medieval 153 0.980 2.84
Totals 5443 53.058kg 100.00
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