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1.3 Summary

Between 2000 and 2011 a series of evaluations, which included a geopsysies!

foll owed by a number of excavatkaomms took pl a
Hemington inSomerset.

The original trench measured about 3 x 2 metres, was excavated by the lar@oxdioer

Hendy, and revealed the south west corner of a maboriding.

In 2002 this trench was extended to about 20 by 16 metres by the stfuni@rBsistol
University whilst being filmed for wotke BBC p
cleared the fallen stones from inside the building and extended the trench to thmy/north

about another m.

The trench was left exposed, apart froocasional maintenance, until the summezQsi6,

when Katy Smith of University College London and members of BACAS, undesta@kal

weeks of excavation, targeting specific areas, her report constitutes partial fulfilrttent of
requirements of her degrénarchaeology.

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

of building, which produced evidence for the continual use of the site tfi®m

Neolithic/Bronze Age through to the mediepatiod.
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2 Introduction.

This report presents the findingsthe historical research, geophysical surveythad
excavations of thesitB.Homef i el do Ref er ence Htakéndver7 810, t
several years, from 2002011.

2.1 Location of the area.

The small, dispersed hamlet of Laverton is situatetbith-east Somerset; it is I0iles
south of Bath and 5 miles north of Frome. Upper Row Farm lies arottiewestern
Margins of the hamlet towards the village of Norton St. Philip, within the Pairish
Hemington.

The site is located at Upper Row Farm, BARB, centred on ordnance survey natignal
reference number ST764537, ground survey height of 101 metres above nlegalsea

2.2 Description of thesite

The field where the site is located is approximately 275 metres in beA%0 metresvide.
Thesite slopes towards the southeast, but has a pronounced flatten area or plattbems on
bottom half of the field (Homefield). There is a small stream that dissects homefi¢leeand
joins the Wheel Brook, which in turn meets other small streams thatiiburtaries tahe

River Frome to the east further down the valley. The landscape is of gentle, hiblding
interspersed with small narroxalleys

2.3Geology andsoils

The site |ies above a fullerds earetardocdbed of
outcrops of Forest Marble. The area was not glaciated during the periods of Degadsian
Anglian-Wolstonian glaciation, and is the location of thepbst r as s i ¢ fdaHualrtdéi ngt o
(British GeologicaSurvey).
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Plate 2, Aerial photograph of Upper Row Farm andHomefield

2.6 Research Aims andObjectives
The Project Design was to locate any archaeological structtgenams:

To determine the extent, condition, nature, character, quality and dateasthagological
remains present. To establish the ecofactual and environmental poteatciasological
deposits and features, as well as establishing a stratigesgghience.

To obtain a coherent plan of the site in terms of complete structures, partibulktiygs
and to attempt a reconstruction of the history and use sftthe

To recover a well dated stratigraphic sequence and recover coherent adathcts,
environmental samples to assist in defining the character and to the dating of activity on
site.

To address relevant research issues relating to medieval buildings on the sit@lace to

them into context locally and nationally, to make avadamd to publish the result tife
investigations
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2.7 Summary of Previous Investigation at or in the Vicinity of Upper RowFarm

The farm and adjacent lands of Upper Row Farm has a rich history and thereeigdaenece
of a long and variedontinuity of occupation, from the Bronze Age to the predant
Homefield was the subject of limited excavations between 2000 and 2006 wherhausag
was discovered, but geophysics has indicated that the excavated area is just a small part of
smallcomplex ofbuildings.

The archaeological potential and significance of this site needs to be addressed tha&nsure
the site is properlprotected.

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

SMR Site name and\NGR Description
No.
15303 | Blacklands, Upper Rowarm. Excavation20002010
15304 | Homefield, Upper RoviFarm Excavation®2001-2009
7810 | Homefield, Upper RoWrarm Excavation®010
7811 | Homefield, Upper Rowrarm Excavation®011
15305 | Blacklands, Upper Rowarm. Field-walking 1999
15306 | Upper RowFarm Surveyl1999
23654 | Blacklands, Upper Rowarm. Prehistoric & Romasettlement
23679 | Homefield, Upper RoviFarm Medievalbuildings
23680 | Homefield, Upper RoviFarm Medieval finds and possib@MV
28578 | Homefield, Upper RoviFarm Geophysical Surveg0032004
28579 | Hayside, Upper Rowarm Excavation®20002010
30176 | Upper RowFarm Geophysical Surveg005

3 The Geophysicaurvey

As a preliminary to the evaluation work at Homefield, Upper Row fagaoghysicasurvey
was undertaken in 2001. In order to attempt to understand the origin of thesigreenme
of Geophysics, Surveying and Excavation was undertaken in the spring of 20&ainthis
was requested to target areas east of the earkevanttions, and also to proviggormation
what was under the spoil heaps of these eakieavations

In 2001 the Homefield was subjected to a full geophysical survey and the resultsean be
in figure 3, in 2011 a new grid was set out just to encesffze area @rchaeological
interest to the east of the previous excavations. This consisted of three pairsgoid20m
squares plus a pair of partial grids north of the stream, and a block of four grid sqtiaees to
south of the stream. Readings wealeein every metre along zigzagged traverses sdced
0.50mintervals.

In figure 3.1 the green oval marks the site of the previous excavations, inmduaval
buildings were located, and the red rectangular shows where the R@m@sioand
medievalbuildings were found. The geophysical results on the south side of the sh@am
a possible RomanBritish or medieval rectilinear building overlain with stone drainsse

go under the eastern field boundary, which was known to be there in 1840 (2&ixdij:

this area was naampled.

The results of the geophysical survey have confirmed an extensive and complexf series
anomalies that confirm the existence of walls and floors of buildings, with lineairanthr
stonefeatures.

12



Fig.4 Geophysical map, showing Boundaries of HomeField in red, and course of brookbiue.
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4 Excavation Methods andlechniques

Trenches were excavated using a wheeled earth remover equippedosithi@sslitching
bucket (1.40m), they were machine dug down to the uppermost survivingdévels
archaeological significance, or until natural deposits was reached. Sigm#fircant
archaeological remains were identified machine excavation ceased dedttinesvere
cleaned using hartdowels.

All discrete features were excavated to a degree sufficient to establish theoletedter
and where possible to date feature.
An appropriately qualified archaeologist monitored all intrugiveo u n d.wor k 6 s

A unique site code (15304 for 2002009, 7810 for 2010, and 7811 for 2011) wgeeed
prior to the commencement of tegcavation.

All features and deposits were recorded using Bath & Camerton Archaeology $otiety
formarecording systems, with dkatures and deposits being assigned a umgober.

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

will be taken for the top and bottom of all features and trenches. Sections will be deawn at
scale of 1:10The Ordnance Datum (OD) height of all principal features and leaasls
calculated, and all plans and sections were annotated witie{@bts.

A full photographic record of the investigations and individual featuredweastained
throughout the excavans using a digitatamera.

The trench and spoil from the excavations and deposits were scanned by a metalashetector
signals marked in order to facilitate further investigation of itenistefest.

Finds were treated in accordance with the prinsipled practices set out by the Institite
Fi el d Ar c 8tandaods and guidance tor Archaeological Excavatremised2001).
All artefacts will be deposited with the landownerseapiested.

At the completion of the work, all trenches will l@nstated using the excavatail.
The trench location can be found on Figure 6.&

14



Fig.6 Map showing position of the excavatetienches.

Resistivity survey of the fields of Upper Row Farm, completed in 2005
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5 The Recorded Archaeology from thérenches.

Plate 3 OverheadComposite Photograph of all thelrenches

Summary results

The excavation over the eleven years has been successful in identifying antheéating
structures that once stood on thit®.

The many of the research questions have been answered, we navidanee thathere
were building on this site from the Romari/@l'century) through to the early toiddle
medieval period, there was no evidence to suggest a post medieval building ever #tad on
site.

Using the Geophysical results we were ablpdsition the trenches over anomaliadicated
by the Geophysics, these survey results suggested walls and floors of buildirois
extended across the complete area, but particularly to the east and south ooigirihé
trench.Soin 2010/2011we openeda largerareato examineall the featuresindicatedby the
geophysics and to establish the daseguence.

The results from the final two season produced evidence, in the form of pottery, coiBid,
and metal objects suggesting that there mu&dreanaeBritish structures on thisite.

It soon became oblivious that there were several structures to be investigRtantres
British building located in 2010 extended further east, and was partly constructeshover
earlierbuilding.

What these builitig represents or its use is still open to discussion and conjeszuezal
theories have been suggested but for different reasons rejected. What starté&tboud ras
British buildings was perhaps rebuilt in the medieval period, possible for a hauser b
chapel. The results are discussed and described under specific phase headititel to 6,
outline to the phases have been markeedin

16



Plate 4 Overhead Photograph of Phase(b.1)

1st Phase

The topsoil (101) a dark brown silty loameasuring on average 0.14m in depth thed
subsoil (102) an alluvial deposit of clay, gravel or silt, up to 0.06m deep, whikh

properly caused by the sediment deposited by the stream. After the removal aih@.01)
(102) a large amount of stone was@natered, all this layer of stone (103) hatbéen

cleaned off, planned and photographed before being lifted, see plate 5. Phase 1 wtascture
the earliest phase identified, it was a rectangular building [104], alignedeststvithan
externalmeasurement of 11.75m long and 8.25m in width. This building origihatly
roughly dressed block of stone (105) either side of a rubble core (106), several #reas of
wall had patches of a lime mortar still intact, also recovered were fragments efipaifit
plaster, but none was attached to the walls. The wall foundations was not well prasdrved
most of the better stone had been robbed out below the ground surface, but sectmns

of the wall two courses of stone had survived, these wallscoaisructed directly ontilne
natural clay. The foundation wall measured on averaged 1.15m in width, mathoaver

wall 0.85m built directly above the foundation layers. The builders o$thisture
deliberately used large footing perhaps reflectirag the stone wall was to be buiitectly

onto the natural clagi07).

No floor levels from this structure survive, possible due to the later constructioa of
building identified as phas®

This structure in phase 1 was tentatively dated to the ReBatish period, by theecovery

of pottery, box flue, floor and roof tiles, tesserae, painted wall plaster and othefirstsall
What classification of building was presented in phase 1 is currently unknown, bditnfilom
recovered, point to a domestise for this building. There was no evidence found to suggest
hypocaust heating system perhaps with mosaic floors ever existed within phaséhisor 2,
indicating that the recovery of box flue tiles and tesserae are possibly associatad with
further stucture (bath house) located somewhere to the east of the site or in thearery
vicinity.

17



Plate 5 showing the spread of stone, suggesting a demolitioorizon.
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Plate 7 The remains of the west wall from buildind
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Plate 9 Overhead Photograph of Phase(8.2)

2nd Phase

The topsoil (201n dark brown silty loam measuring on average 0.11m in depttinand
subsoil (202) an alluvial layer of clay, gravel or silt, up to 0.10m deep, which lcawutd
deposited by the stream. After the removal of (201) and (202) phase 2 stwagure
revealed,liis was a rectangular shaped building, aligned roughly in a-ssuith westo
northi north east direction and measured 14m x 8.30m. This building was construgted in
similarly fashion to the building identified in phase 1, the majority of the stonetfrese
walls had been systematically robbed away, this was very apparent in the nortitand
west areas of the building, but the south wall and its foundation remaaigital

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

with an unbonded rubble core, the foundation of this wall was 0.78m wide, abédrad
built in a cut in the natural clg205).

The interior area of this building was covered with small to large piedeseasitone
encompassed in a compacgguead of lime mortar , plaster and yellowish brown clajley
(206) which possible represent the remains of the structure which had been l&# after
demolition, Below this deposit was the remains of a tamped burnt clay floonj2@7]
smallinclusions of fragmented limestone (208), it was also noted that severakudribs
from the walls also showed the significant effects of being in touch with a heat ource.
small sondage through this floor [207] was excavated down to the naturamdiagne
sherd of black burnished pottery was recovered. Two post holes were found/§209]
located in the middle of the western wall and the second [211] was found four métees to
east, which possible suggests that this structure was-tirhlaéfredin construction witta
wattle and daub upper walls. Apart from (201) where post medieval pottergeoasred,
all the other finds recovered came from the RorABntish period which includedRoman
pottery, CBM, tesserae, copper alloy pin and one cSftcéntury).

20



Plate 10 South wall of phase Building
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Plate 11 Corner of the junction of the south and westall

Plate 12 Indicating position of east walls of phase 1 & 3 also west wall of phase
buildings alsoshown is the location of a posthole, possible connected to the ph2ase
Structure.

22



Figure 7 Section drawing of postholes [209] arfj@11]

Phase 2 ﬁ

Section of Posthole [209] N
South Facing S
Scale 1:10
@ w
(210)
(205)
Phase 2

Section of Posthole [211]

East Facing
Scale 1.10 NE=>

Q
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Plate 13 Overhead Photograph of Phase(B8.3)

The topsoil (301) aark brown silty loam measuring on average 0.14m in deptthand
subsoil (302) an alluvial deposit of clay, gravel or silt, up to 0.08m deep, similaptsits
found above phase 1 &sructure.

After the removal of the topsoil and subsoil a substanil@le deposit (303) made op
either roughly or partly dressed blocks of locally quarries forest marble, also prebént in
deposit were greensand, chert nodules and a type efictosedimentary rock, findsom

this context reflect the disturbetiaracter of this deposit as the fragmenigadfery

recovered represented a diverse range of dates frorff theoBgh to the mid3" century.
The deposit (304) directly under (303) was a lenses of yellowish browolaity
containing oyster shellnd sherds of Romarfritish pottery all dating from the®o 2nd
century, this deposit was on average 0.05m in depth, but only covered the midukhdon
half of thisbuilding.

The southern side was filled by a dark grey/black silty laminate@,dndally beddedenses

of sand and clay (305), which appeared to be water lain in character and poviggidye
through phases of natural silting, possible from the higher slopes of the fieldhturttne
which caused subsequent bioturbation, no findee recovered from this context, thegtural
clays (306 was found belo{@05).

Phase 3 structure [307] was stone built, with walls, measuring 0.60m widerastcucted
from medium to large roughly dressed local stones (308) with no rubble fillréidasgular
building measured 8.85m x 6.40m and was sighted on an east west alignment. Tdre wall
the western end of the building had been severely robbed away, but the wallsartthe
south and east remaimsituy, it was very noticeably that the walla the north and sousiide
portray different method of constructed to the eastern wall, with large foundation stanes set
a cut in the natural clay (see plates 16 & 17). The eastern wall had been condtrectigd
onto the natural clay (306) with no little evidence of foundations (see plate I8yo
separate features were noted on the inside of this building, the first [309] arslapél
arrangement of burnt flat stones (310) forming the base of an oven or fire (see pla2&)20 &
the secondeeature [311] consisted of an arrangement of stone (312) in a halfshape

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

This structure appears to be date from the RorBaitish period, possible from thé'to 2"
century and it function appears to have been a small farmhouse probably associatex with
structure from phase 1 &
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Plate 14 View of Phase 3 Structure lookingast




Plate 16 Section of the northi west wall phase3
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Plate 18 Section of the south and east wall pha3e
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Plate 20 Showing Ovoid Flat and Burnt Feature, perhaps the base of a fire oven?




Plate 22 Overhead Photograph oPhase 45.4)

The topsoil(401) a dark brown silty loam measuring on average 0.18m in deptheand
subsoil (402) an alluvial deposit of clay, gravel or silt, up to 0.10m deep, bothddpessts
were similar to what was found above phase 1sfr@cture.

After the removal of théopsoil and subsoil a substantial rubble deposit (403) madé up
blocks of stone varying from small to medium in size, a number of these stones slynsed
of being near to a heat source perhaps a hearth or oven), it was very noticeédsehat
stonewere encompassed in a matrix of a +brdwn silty clay (404), but only above tfieor
level in the eastern side of this structure, this floor (405) was a mixture of gravel/grit set
yellowish brown clay, in the south east corner of the floor a corditkearea of burrdlay

was located, which possible originated from metal working or perhaps from avelay

The stones (403) on the west are perhaps associated with the second structure aentified
phase 6, but in this instance were set in a-gidy gravely siltyclay.

Phase 4 is the earliest long house located on the site, it was properly s®irgyasub
rectangular structure 17 m long and 5.4 m wide, with low dry stone walls and parhaps
wooden pitched roof covered with thatchiwnf.

Thewall [406] construction utilised medium to large undressetamded limestonklocks
(407) of forest marble laid in a series of rough courses, of which only three riesitirthis
wall hadbeen constructed with relatively small foundations and buéttly ontothe

natural clay (408), the wall measured on average were 0.52m wide, but it only survives on
northern and the western side, the south and west walls having beenawilyed

Dating this longhouse has been problematic, but pottery sherogared from thearliest
floor level floor (405) suggests a date from tHe®10" century, by 11 century theecond
longhouse(phase 6) had besmstructed.

29



Plate 23 Showing the different phaseS associated with phake

Plate 24 Burnt or heat effected stone from phasé
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Plate 25 Overhead Photograph oPhase 55.5)

The 8" phase of construction relates to the round feature, walls of the enclostine and
metaled track found to the west but adjoining this enclosure. The deposits aboverdese
features but particularly covering the metaled track way all pointing or suggestitigethat
deposition appears to postdate the earlier masonry features fophasies 1,3 and 4 budt
phases.

The topsoil (501) a midbrown sandy silt loam measuring on average 0.15m in démth,
deposit was noticeable, in that it was a completely different colour and constitivency
the top soils found in other parts otttite.

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

colluvium layer of clay, gravel and silt, up to 0.05m deep. Colluvium isa@mymonly
associated with lands movement or deposited by gravity processes from diprthehill.
After the removal of (501) and (502) three features or structures were reveale{5B8}3],
and[508].

The enclosure [503] is located to the north of the site on a south facing slopeyélis a
defined and irregular hexagon in shapehwaitgap on the eastern side. Tirgde
measurements for this enclosure is roughly 46 metres in length by 28 metres il ngaéh.
appears to be two walls running 2 metres apart but parallel to each other on tla@chorth
west side, but the eastern seotof the enclosure, has only one wall and only partiatiyrns
leaving a gap in the enclosure. Perhaps in the missing section there were portabléchurdles
secure the stock, this might have provided a better and more flexible soluti@n than
permanenboundary to thignclosure.

The area in between the walls was used as a track way [505] with a metaled surfade (506).
would appear that these linear walls were deliberately built perhaps to form aftunnel
driving or corralling sheep into the holdipgns or sheepcotes. These walls (50re
constructed from medium to large roughly dressed blocks of locally quarried stona, with
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rubble core all walls must be considered to be a type of dry walling as no wastar
identified. The wdk were constructed directly onto the natural clay (5h&gsurements
taken at the base of these walls gives an average width of 0.82 metres, updoulses
remain insitu, these wall original stood in the region of 1.50 metres high. The viadl on
west side of the track way had an area of stones that was deliberately built oaptased

the old bed of the stream, and acted as a revetment to stop water using the old toarse of
stream to undermine the enclosure walls. (See pjte

Plate 26Aerial Photograph showing Figure 8 Geophysical results showinthe
Parch marks of the enclosurd503] the outline of the enclosurg503]

The track way irbetween these two walls (506) measured 2.12 metres in widthieaad
metaled using small tmedium waterborne cobbles and local rounded stones. Gblelskes
were neatly laid and encompassed in a matrix of yellowish brown clay (507helitkions

of gravel and grit, the overall depth of the cobbles (506) and matrix (507) was 0.18rasand
laid directly onto the undisturbed natural underlying clay (511). A small somdegguring

1m x 0.50m was opened through the cobbles and matrix to the natural clay tarsee if
dating artefacts could be found, two small and abraded shard of pottery wasaedmita
from the same vessel and dating to the 12th tod8itury.
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Plate 27 Photograph facing east showing the western wall of the track way, ph&se

Plate 28 Photograph facing west showing the eastern wall of the track way, ph&se
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