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1.3 Summary 

 

Between 2000 and 2011 a series of evaluations, which included a geophysical survey 

followed by a number of excavations took place in ñHomefieldò Upper Row Farm, 

Hemington in Somerset. 

The original trench measured about 3 x 2 metres, was excavated by the landowner Gordon 

Hendy, and revealed the south west corner of a masonry building. 

In 2002 this trench was extended to about 20 by 16 metres by the students from Bristol 

University whilst being filmed for the BBC programme óTime Flyersô. In 2004 further work 

cleared the fallen stones from inside the building and extended the trench to the north by 

about another 4 m. 

The trench was left exposed, apart from occasional maintenance, until the summer of 2006, 

when Katy Smith of University College London and members of BACAS, undertook several 

weeks of excavation, targeting specific areas, her report constitutes partial fulfilment of the 

requirements of her degree in archaeology. 

The original trench was further extended in 2010 and 2010 to reveal a complex arrangement 

of building, which produced evidence for the continual use of the site, from the 

Neolithic/Bronze Age through to the medieval period. 
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1.5 List of Abbreviations 

 

B.A.C.A.S. Bath and Camerton Archaeological Society 

 

H.E.R. Historic Environment Record 

 

N.G.R. National Grid Reference 

 

N.M.R National Monuments Record   [English Heritage] 
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2 Introduction.  

 

This report presents the findings of the historical research, geophysical survey and the 

excavations of the site. ñHomefieldò Reference Hmfd 7810, the work was undertaken over 

several years, from 2000 - 2011. 

 

 

2.1 Location of the area. 

 

The small, dispersed hamlet of Laverton is situated in north-east Somerset; it is 10 miles 

south of Bath and 5 miles north of Frome. Upper Row Farm lies on the north-western 

Margins of the hamlet towards the village of Norton St. Philip, within the Parish of 

Hemington. 

The site is located at Upper Row Farm, BA2 7RB, centred on ordnance survey national grid 

reference number ST764537, ground survey height of 101 metres above mean sea level. 

 

 

2.2 Description of the site 

 

The field where the site is located is approximately 275 metres in depth by 150 metres wide. 

The site slopes towards the southeast, but has a pronounced flatten area or platforms on the 

bottom half of the field (Homefield). 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 

 

2.3 Geology and soils 

 

The site lies above a fullerôs earth bed of Inferior Oolite, a Jurassic Limestone, 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 óHardington faultô 

(British Geological Survey). 
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Fig.1 & Fig.2   Location Maps of the site 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Fig.3 Location Map of the Study Area 
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Plate 2, Aerial photograph of Upper Row Farm and Homefield 

 

 

 

 

 
2.6 Research Aims and Objectives 

 

The Project Design was to locate any archaeological structure or remains: 

 

To determine the extent, condition, nature, character, quality and date of any archaeological 

remains present. To establish the ecofactual and environmental potential of archaeological 

deposits and features, as well as establishing a stratigraphic sequence. 

 

To obtain a coherent plan of the site in terms of complete structures, particularly buildings 

and to attempt a reconstruction of the history and use of the site. 

 

To recover a well dated stratigraphic sequence and recover coherent artefacts, and 

environmental samples to assist in defining the character and to the dating of activity on the 

site. 

 

To address relevant research issues relating to medieval buildings on the site, and to place 

them into context locally and nationally, to make available and to publish the result of the 

investigations 
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2.7 Summary of Previous Investigation at or in the Vicinity of Upper Row Farm 

 

The farm and adjacent lands of Upper Row Farm has a rich history and there is now evidence 

of a long and varied continuity of occupation, from the Bronze Age to the present day. 

Homefield was the subject of limited excavations between 2000 and 2006 when a long house 

was discovered, but geophysics has indicated that the excavated area is just a small part of a 

small complex of buildings. 

The archaeological potential and significance of this site needs to be addressed to ensure that 

the site is properly protected. 

 

Table 1  Somerset : Entries from Historic Environment Record (HER formerly SMR) 

 
SMR 

No. 

Site name and NGR Description 

15303 Blacklands, Upper Row Farm. Excavations 2000-2010 

15304 Homefield, Upper Row Farm Excavations 2001-2009 

7810 Homefield, Upper Row Farm Excavations 2010 

7811 Homefield, Upper Row Farm Excavations 2011 

15305 Blacklands, Upper Row Farm. Field-walking 1999 

15306 Upper Row Farm Survey 1999 

23654 Blacklands, Upper Row Farm. Prehistoric & Roman settlement 

23679 Homefield, Upper Row Farm Medieval buildings 

23680 Homefield, Upper Row Farm Medieval finds and possible DMV 

28578 Homefield, Upper Row Farm Geophysical Survey 2003-2004 

28579 Hayside, Upper Row Farm Excavations 2000-2010 

30176 Upper Row Farm Geophysical Survey 2005 
 

3 The Geophysical Survey 

 

As a preliminary to the evaluation work at Homefield, Upper Row farm a geophysical survey 

was undertaken in 2001. In order to attempt to understand the origin of the site, a programme 

of Geophysics, Surveying and Excavation was undertaken in the spring of 2011, this survey 

was requested to target areas east of the earlier interventions, and also to provide information 

what was under the spoil heaps of these earlier excavations 

In 2001 the Homefield was subjected to a full geophysical survey 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 

0.50m intervals. 

In figure 3.1 the green oval marks the site of the previous excavations, in which medieval 

buildings were located, and the red rectangular shows where the Romano-British and 

medieval buildings were found. The geophysical 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 (Oswin: 2011), 

this area was not sampled. 

The results of the geophysical survey have confirmed an extensive and complex series of 

anomalies that confirm the existence of walls and floors of buildings, with linear and circular 

stone features. 
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Fig.4 Geophysical map, showing Boundaries of HomeField in red, and course of brook in blue. 
 

 

 

 

Fig.5  Geophysical results 2011 
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4 Excavation Methods and Techniques 

 
Trenches were excavated using a wheeled earth remover equipped with a toothless ditching 

bucket (1.40m), they were machine dug down to the uppermost surviving levels of 

archaeological significance, or until natural deposits was reached. When significant 

archaeological remains were identified machine excavation ceased and the features were 

cleaned using hand trowels. 

 

All discrete features were excavated to a degree sufficient to establish the extent, character 

and where possible to date the feature. 

An appropriately qualified archaeologist monitored all intrusive groundworkôs. 

 

A unique site code (15304 for 2001 - 2009, 7810 for 2010, and 7811 for 2011) was agreed 

prior to the commencement of the excavation. 

 

All features and deposits were recorded using Bath & Camerton Archaeology Society pro 

forma recording systems, with all features and deposits being assigned a unique number. 

 

Trenches will be planned at a scale of 1:20. Spot heights relating to Ordnance Datum Newlyn 

will be taken for the top and bottom of all features and trenches. Sections will be drawn at a 

scale of 1:10. The Ordnance Datum (OD) height of all principal features and levels was 

calculated, and all plans and sections were annotated with OD heights. 

 

A full photographic record of the investigations and individual featured was maintained 

throughout the excavations using a digital camera. 

 

The trench and spoil from the excavations and deposits were scanned by a metal detector and 

signals marked in order to facilitate further investigation of items of interest. 

 

Finds were treated in accordance with the principles and practices set out by the Institute of 

Field Archaeologistsô Standards and guidance for Archaeological Excavation (revised 2001). 

All artefacts will be deposited with the landowners as requested. 

 

At the completion of the work, all trenches will be reinstated using the excavated soil. 

The trench location can be found on Figure 5 & 6. 



15  

Fig.6  Map showing position of the excavated trenches. 
 

 

 

. 
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5  The Recorded Archaeology from the trenches. 

 

Plate 3 Overhead Composite Photograph of all the Trenches 

 

 

 

Summary results 

 

The excavation over the eleven years has been successful in identifying and dating the 

structures that once stood on this site. 

The many of the research questions have been answered, we now have evidence that there 

were building on this site from the Roman (1
st
/2

nd 
century) through to the early to middle 

medieval period, there was no evidence to suggest a post medieval building ever stood on this 

site. 
Using the Geophysical results we were able to position the trenches over anomalies indicated 

by the Geophysics, 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 in 2010/2011 we opened a larger area to examine all the features indicated by the 

geophysics and to establish the dating sequence. 

The results from the final two season produced evidence, in the form of pottery, CBM, coins 

and metal objects suggesting that there must be Romano-British structures on this site. 

It soon became oblivious that there were several structures to be investigate, the Romano- 

British building located in 2010 extended further east, and was partly constructed over an 

earlier building. 

What these 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 was perhaps rebuilt in the medieval period, possible for a house, barn or 

chapel. The results are discussed and described under specific phase heading 1 to 6, the 

outline to the phases have been marked in red. 
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Plate 4 Overhead Photograph of  Phase 1 (5.1) 

 

 

The topsoil (101) a dark brown silty loam measuring on average 0.14m in depth and the 

subsoil (102) an alluvial deposit of clay, gravel or silt, up to 0.06m deep, which was 

properly caused by the sediment deposited by the stream. After the removal of (101) and 

(102) a large amount of stone was encountered, all this layer of stone (103) had to been 

cleaned off, planned and photographed before being lifted, see plate 5. Phase 1 structure was 

the earliest phase identified, it was a rectangular building [104], aligned east-west with an 

external measurement of 11.75m long and 8.25m in width. This building originally had 

roughly dressed block of stone (105) either side of a rubble core (106), several areas of the 

wall had patches of a lime mortar still intact, also recovered were fragments of painted wall 

plaster, but none was attached to the walls. The wall foundations was not well preserved and 

most of the better stone had been robbed out below the ground surface, but in some sections 

of the wall two courses of stone had survived, these walls were constructed directly onto the 

natural clay. The foundation wall measured on averaged 1.15m in width, with a narrower 

wall 0.85m built directly above the foundation layers. The builders of this structure 

deliberately used large footing perhaps reflecting that the stone wall was to be built directly 

onto the natural clay (107). 

No floor levels from this structure survive, possible due to the later construction of the 

building identified as phase 3. 

This structure in phase 1 was tentatively dated to the Romano-British period, by the recovery 

of pottery, box flue, floor and roof tiles, tesserae, painted wall plaster and other small finds. 

What classification of building was presented in phase 1 is currently unknown, but from find 

recovered, point to a domestic use for this building. There was no evidence found to suggest a 

hypocaust heating system perhaps with mosaic floors ever existed within phase 1 or 2, this 

indicating that the recovery of box flue tiles and tesserae are possibly associated with a 

further structure (bath house) located somewhere to the east of the site or in the very near 

vicinity. 
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Plate 5 showing the spread of stone, suggesting a demolition horizon. 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Plate 6  showing the location of walls from phase 1 and phase 3 structures. 
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Plate 7 The remains of the west wall from building 1 

 

 

 
Plate 8  showing the location of walls from phase 1 and phase 3 structures. 
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Plate 9 Overhead Photograph of  Phase 2 (5.2) 
 

 

 

The topsoil (201) a dark brown silty loam measuring on average 0.11m in depth and the 
subsoil (202) an alluvial layer of clay, gravel or silt, up to 0.10m deep, which could have 

deposited by the stream. After the removal of (201) and (202) phase 2 structure was 

revealed, this was a rectangular shaped building, aligned roughly in a south- south west to 

north ï north east direction and measured 14m x 8.30m. This building was constructed in a 

similarly fashion to the building identified in phase 1, the majority of the stone from these 

walls had been systematically robbed away, this was very apparent in the north and north 

west areas of the building,  but the south wall and its foundation remained insitu. 

This wall [203] was 0.55m wide and consisted of medium to large limestone blocks (204) 

with an unbonded rubble core, the foundation of this wall was 0.78m wide, and had been 

built in a cut in the natural clay (205). 

The interior area of this building was covered with small to large pieces of limestone 

encompassed  in a compacted spread of  lime mortar , plaster and yellowish brown clayey silt 

(206) which possible represent the remains of the structure which had been left after its 

demolition, Below this deposit was the remains of a tamped burnt clay floor [207] with 

small inclusions of fragmented limestone (208), it was also noted that several of the stones 

from the walls also showed the significant effects of being in touch with a heat source. A 

small sondage through this floor [207] was excavated down to the natural clay; only one 

sherd of black burnished pottery was recovered. Two post holes were found [209] was 

located in the middle of the western wall and the second [211] was found four metres to the 

east, which possible suggests that this structure was a half-timbered in construction with a 

wattle and daub upper walls. Apart from (201)  where post medieval pottery was recovered, 

all the other finds recovered came from the Romano-British period which included Roman 

pottery, CBM, tesserae, copper alloy pin and one coin (2
nd 

century). 
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Plate 10 South wall of phase 2 building  
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Plate 11  Corner of the junction of the south and west wall 

 

 

 

 

Plate 12 Indicating position of east walls of phase 1 & 3 also west wall of phase 2 

buildings also shown is the location of a posthole, possible connected to the phase 2 

Structure. 
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Figure 7  Section drawing of postholes  [209] and [211] 
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Plate 13 Overhead Photograph of  Phase 3 (5.3) 

 

 

 

The topsoil (301) a dark brown silty loam measuring on average 0.14m in depth and the 

subsoil (302) an alluvial deposit of clay, gravel or silt, up to 0.08m deep, similar to deposits 

found above phase 1 & 2 structure. 

After the removal of the topsoil and subsoil a substantial rubble deposit (303) made up of 

either roughly or partly dressed blocks of locally quarries forest marble, also present in this 

deposit were greensand, chert nodules and a type of iron-rich sedimentary rock, finds from 

this context reflect the disturbed character of this deposit as the fragments of pottery 

recovered represented a diverse range of dates from the 3
rd 

through to the mid-13
th 

century. 

The  deposit (304)  directly under (303) was a lenses of  yellowish brown silty clay 

containing oyster shells and sherds of Romano-British pottery all dating from the 1
st 

to 2nd 

century, this deposit was on average 0.05m in depth, but only covered the middle to northern 

half  of this building. 
The southern side was filled by a dark grey/black silty laminated, horizontally bedded lenses 

of sand and clay (305), which appeared to be water lain in character and probably originate 

through phases of natural silting, possible from the higher slopes of the field to the north, 

which caused subsequent bioturbation, no finds were recovered from this context, the natural 

clays (306 was found below (305). 

Phase 3 structure [307] was stone built, with walls, measuring 0.60m wide and constructed 

from medium to large roughly dressed local stones (308) with no rubble fill. This rectangular 

building measured 8.85m x 6.40m and was sighted on an east west alignment. The wall on 

the western end of the building had been severely robbed away, but the walls on the north, 

south and east remain insitu, it was very noticeably that the walls on the north and south side 

portray different method of constructed to the eastern wall, with large foundation stones set in 

a cut in the natural clay (see plates 16 & 17). The eastern wall had been constructed directly 

onto the natural clay (306) with no or little evidence of foundations (see plate 18). Two 

separate features were noted on the inside of this building, the first [309] an ovoid shape 

arrangement of burnt flat stones (310) forming the base of an oven or fire (see plate 20 & 21), 

the second feature [311] consisted of an arrangement of stone (312)  in a half ovoid shape 

with central pit (313) (see plate 19), perhaps to hold water or for feeding animals. 

This structure appears to be date from the Romano-British period, possible from the 1
st 

to 2
nd 

century and it function appears to have been a small farmhouse probably associated with the 

structure from phase 1 & 2. 
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Plate 14 View of Phase 3 Structure looking east 

 

 

 

Plate 15  Phase 3 building facing south 
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Plate 16 Section of the north ï west wall  phase 3 

 

 

 

Plate 17 Section of  the east  wall  phase 3 
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Plate 18 Section of the south and east wall  phase 3 

 

 

 

Plate 19  Half ovoid stone shaped feature, with central pit. 
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Plate 20 Showing Ovoid Flat and Burnt Feature, perhaps the base of a fire or oven? 

 

 

 
 

Plate 21 Showing Ovoid Flat and Burnt Feature under excavation. 
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Plate 22 Overhead Photograph of Phase 4 (5.4) 
 

 

 

 

 

 

The topsoil (401) a dark brown silty loam measuring on average 0.18m in depth and the 

subsoil (402) an alluvial deposit of clay, gravel or silt, up to 0.10m deep, both these deposits 

were similar to what was found above phase 1 & 2 structure. 

After the removal of the topsoil and subsoil a substantial rubble deposit (403) made up of 

blocks of stone varying from small to medium in size, a number of these stones showed signs 

of being near to a heat source perhaps a hearth or oven), it was very noticeable that these 

stone were encompassed in a matrix of a mid-brown silty clay (404), but only above the floor 

level in the eastern side of this structure, this floor (405) was a mixture of gravel/grit set in 

yellowish brown clay, in the south east corner of the floor a considerable area of burnt clay 

was located, which possible originated from metal working or perhaps from a clay oven. 

The stones (403) on the west are perhaps associated with the second structure identified as 

phase 6, but in this instance were set in a mid - grey gravely silty clay. 

Phase 4 is the earliest long house located on the site, it was properly a single-storey, sub- 

rectangular structure 17 m long and 5.4 m wide, with low dry stone walls and perhaps a 

wooden pitched roof covered with thatch or turf. 

The wall [406] construction utilised medium to large undressed un-bonded limestone blocks 

(407) of forest marble laid in a series of rough courses, of which only three remain insitu, this 

wall had been constructed with relatively small foundations  and built directly onto the 

natural clay (408), the wall measured on average were 0.52m wide, but it only survives on the 

northern and the western side, the south and west walls having been robbed away. 

Dating this longhouse has been problematic, but pottery sherds recovered from the earliest 

floor level floor (405) suggests a date from the 9
th 

to 10
th 

century, by 11
th 

century the second 

longhouse(phase 6)  had been constructed. 
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Plate 23 Showing the different phaseS associated with phase 4 

 

 

 

 

Plate 24 Burnt or heat effected stone from phase 4 
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Plate 25 Overhead Photograph of Phase 5 (5.5) 
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The 5
th 

phase of construction relates to the round feature, walls of the enclosure and the 

metaled track found to the west but adjoining this enclosure. The deposits above these three 

features but particularly covering the metaled track way all pointing or suggesting that their 

deposition appears to postdate the earlier masonry features found in phases 1,3 and 4 but not 

phase 6. 

The topsoil (501) a mid- brown sandy silt loam measuring on average 0.15m in depth, this 

deposit was noticeable, in that it was a completely different colour and constituency from 

the top soils found in other parts of the site. 

Directly below the overburden was the subsoil (502) a dense but stiff greyish brown 

colluvium layer of clay, gravel and silt, up to 0.05m deep. Colluvium is very commonly 

associated with lands movement or deposited by gravity processes from further up the hill. 

After the removal of (501) and (502) three features or structures were revealed [503], [505] 

and [508]. 

The enclosure [503] is located to the north of the site on a south facing slope; it is a well- 

defined and irregular hexagon in shape, with a gap on the eastern side. The inside 

measurements for this enclosure is roughly 46 metres in length by 28 metres in width. There 

appears to be two walls running 2 metres apart but parallel  to each other on the north and 

west side, but the eastern section of the enclosure, has only one wall and only partially returns 

leaving a gap in the enclosure. Perhaps in the missing section there were portable hurdles to 

secure the stock, this might have provided a better and more flexible solution than a 

permanent boundary to this enclosure. 

The area in between the walls was used as a track way [505] with a metaled surface (506). It 

would appear that these linear walls were deliberately built perhaps to form a funnel for 

driving or corralling sheep into the holding pens or sheepcotes. These walls (504) were 

constructed from medium to large roughly dressed blocks of locally quarried stone, with a 
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rubble core all walls must be considered to be a type of dry walling as no mortar was 

identified. The walls were constructed directly onto the natural clay (511), measurements 

taken at the base of these walls gives an average width of 0.82 metres, up to three courses 

remain insitu, these wall original stood in the region of 1.50 metres high. The wall on the 

west side of the track way had an area of stones that was deliberately built or placed across 

the old bed of the stream, and acted as a revetment to stop water using the old course of the 

stream to undermine the enclosure walls. (See plate 29). 

 

Plate 26 Aerial Photograph showing Figure 8 Geophysical results showing the 

Parch marks of the enclosure [503] the outline of the enclosure [503] 

 

 

 

 

 
The track way in-between these two walls (506) measured 2.12 metres in width and were 

metaled using small to medium waterborne cobbles and local rounded stones. These cobbles 

were neatly laid and encompassed in a matrix of yellowish brown clay (507) with inclusions 

of gravel and grit, the overall depth of the cobbles (506) and matrix (507) was 0.18m and was 

laid directly onto the undisturbed natural underlying clay (511). A small sondage measuring 

1m x 0.50m was opened through the cobbles and matrix to the natural clay to see if any 

dating artefacts could be found, two small and abraded shard of pottery was recovered, both 

from the same vessel and dating to the 12th to 13th century. 
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Plate 27 Photograph facing east showing the western wall of the track way, phase 5 

 

 

 

Plate 28 Photograph facing west showing the eastern wall of the track way, phase 5 

 

 


