
EXCAVATIONS AT STOKE SUB HAMDON CASTLE, 
SOMERSET, 1976 

P. J. LEACH 

At the invitation of the owners, the Duchy of Cornwall, trial excavations were 
undertaken in September 1976 on the site of Beauchamp Castle in the village of West 
Stoke. A proposal to erect dwellings on the eastern half of the castle enclosure promp­
ted this investigation by the Committee for Rescue Archaeology in Avon, G loucester­
shire and Somerset. T wo weeks of excavation were sponsored by CRAAGS and the 
Department of the Environment, who supplied equipment and the writer as director 
of excavations. A small team of local volunteers and paid workers was employed to 
open seven cuttings totalling approximately 180 square metres. All archaeological 
contexts encountered were fully excavated by hand, while machinery was employed 
to backfill the site. Primary records and finds from the excavation will be housed in 
the Somerset County Museum at Taunton (Acco. no. 79-AA-I 9). 

The Site 
The site of Stoke sub Hamdon Castle, sometimes referred to as Beauchamp 

Castle, is located at the eastern end of the village of West Stoke NGR. ST 476178 
(fig. 2). The settlement lies immediately below the north-western slopes of Ham Hill, 
overlooking the broad vale of the rivers Parrett and Yeo (fig. I). The geological 
features of the a rea comprise a variety of Lower Jurassic outcrops, the youngest of 
which is the Ham Hill Limestone capping the steep scarp of hills to the south-east. 
Beneath this more resistant bed the scarp face itself is formed from the softer Yeovil 
Sands. Much of the settlement straddles two thinner outcrops lower down at the 
foot of the hills, namely Junction Bed Limestone and Pennard Sands. A junction 
between these two outcrops was observed in the excavation and appears to mark a 
spring line upon which West Stoke and neighbouring settlements a re founded (Palmer, 
1974). 

The summit of Ham hill is enclosed by the earthwork ramparts of one of the 
largest pre-Roman Iron Age hillforts in Europe. Extensive quarrying of the limestone, 
principally for use as a fine building freestone, has been under way since Roman 
times. This has affected the western side of the hill, destroying much of the archaeo­
logical content but in the process conferring upon the region a distinctive character 
through medieval and later buildings (Ellison & Pearson, 1977). Roman utilization 
of the limestone has left few traces above ground although Stoke sub Hamdon is 
located within a region of numerous and frequently prosperous Romano-British 
selllements (Leech, 1977). 

The historic settlement of Stoke sub Hamdon is clearly divided into two centres, 
East and West Stoke (fig. 2). The former (Stokelt manor at the time of Domesday), 
a scallered settlement focussing upon the parish church dating from the 12th cenrury 
at the la test, may be the earlier site , a lthough now apparently somewhat shrunken. 
West Stoke has a more nucleated character and is today the more flourishing centre 
(Ellison, forthcoming). The origins of these two settlement nuclei lie in an original 
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tri-partite manorial divison of the parish recorded in the Domesday survey (V.C.H., I, 
1906). The development of West Stoke arose out of the amalgamation of two of these 
manors, and by the 13th century it was certainly the centre of a manor held by the 
Beauchamp family. Whatever the character of the original manor house, a licence to 
crcncllate granted to John Beauchamp 11 in 1333 prompted a major reconstruction, 
presumably on the same site. The result was probably a fortified manor house of a 
type well exemplified by Stokesay Castle in Shropshire; a prestigious family residence 
ra ther than a fortified castle stronghold (VCH., Ill , 1974). Its prosperity and occu­
pation appear to have been shortlived, for by the 16th century all that remained of 
Beauchamp Castle were 'very notable ruins of a great manor place or castle' (Leland). 
By the 18th century much of this had been cleared and the site is depicted on an 
estate map as a pair of enclosures partly occupied by cottages and farm buildings 
(Simpson, 1775-6). 

The area has undergone little change since then. At the time of excavation two 
rectangular enclosures occupied a gentle north-facing slope at the north-east extremity 
of West Stoke village. To the west lie cottages, outbuildings and yards belonging to 
Castle Farm. A spring rising in the depression west of this area probably fed a series 
of fish ponds, still clearly visible as earthworks running down the hillside to the north. 
To the east lies a larger paddock of rough grazing scheduled for development and 
bounded to the south and east by stone walls. Until 1976 the north perimeter was 
marked by a hedgerow on the site of a demolished stone wall, beyond which the land 
sloped downhill to the north. South of the perimeter wall runs Castle Street, leading 
west to the village centre and east to the pound and ultimately to the former open 
fields beyond (fig. 2). 

Before 1976 archaeological investigations had already taken place within these 
enclosures. The main castle site was evidently located by excavations to the west, 
undertaken in 1889. The inadequacy of published records for this work make difficult 
the interpretation of those results (Walter, I 889). Among the foundations of various 
scructures revealed in the western enclosure were recognised part of a gatehouse and 
the chapel of St. Nicholas. This chapel served the castle and was later associated with 
a college of chantry priests. The buildings of this college still survive nearby as a 
complex known as 'The Priory' in North Street. An unpublished map in the library 
of the Somerset Archaeological and Natural History Society locates the 19th century 
excavations, some finds from which are housed in the County Museum at Taunton. 
Further work in 1906 concentrated upon the eastern enclosure and had a more direct 
bearing upon lhe excavations of 1976. Although less conclusive and similarly in­
adequate as published, the results suggested medieval activity relating to and con­
temporary with the Beauchamp Castle (Walter, 1906). 

The ExcaYation 
fn the absence of detailed building proposals and with a potential area for 

examination of 0.58 hectare ( 1.43 acres), the selection of areas for trial excavation 
was based primarily upon surface indicacions. Of these the date and function of the 
south and east perimeter walls and the significance of a large rectangular platform in 
the south east comer of the enclosure were the main objectives. It was anticipated 
that a series of lim ited cuttings would reveal sufficient of this enclosure to assess its 
character and the likely implications of building development. Seven cuttings were 
opened in all, the majority concentrated towards the south-east. These were classified 
A to E with two additional extensions in the vicinity of cutting B (fig. 3). Despite 
the drought of summer 1976 many of the archaeological contexts had retained some 
moisture, and in most instances total excavation to undisturbed natural was possible. 

The evidence recovered is discussed in the alphabetically designated order of 
cuttings. A division of archaeological contexts into three phases of activi ty, based 
upon associated finds and stratigraphy, provides a convenient framework. Period 
I identifies the pre-medieval aspect of the site and is of minor importa nce. Activity 
relating to the medieval occupation contemporary with the tenancy of Beauchamp 
Castle is assigned to Period 2. All post-medieval evidence representing miscellaneous 
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activities up to the present day is defined as belonging to Period 3. 

CUTTING A (fig. 3) The purpose of opening this area was first to investigate the eastern 
boundary wall and a blocked entrance through it, and secondly to examine the nature 
of the broad platform occupying the south-east corner of the paddock. Within this 
platform a small rectangular earthwork suggested the presence of a building, while 
stones protruding from the turf along the northern platform edge marked the site 
of an east-west wall. 

Period I. (fig. 4). The junction between two natural outcrops of the Lower 
Jurassic stratigraphy was spanned by this cutting. A weathered surface of Junction 
Bed Limestone (A. 15), revealed beneath the standing south enclosure wall, soon 
gave way northwards to the weathered sandy clay surface of the Pennard Sands (A.21 ). 
The earliest sign of human activi ty was part of a narrow gully or construction trench 
(A.14). A single scrap of PRlA. pottery from its fill may reflect its date, although 
no associations with adjacent features which might be contemporary were recorded. 

Period 2. Certain features relating to the origin of the south-east platform were 
revealed to be of later medieval date. These comprised mortared wall foundations 
(A. 11 b) bounding the north edge of the platform, and intermittent limestone cobbling 
(A. 12b) above patches of clay footing (A. 12c) south of the wall and within the 
platform area. The Hamstone wall footings survived only as a short length to the 
east where they were observed in a primary position to the surviving east enclosure 
wall (A. 16a). The westward continuation of the earlier wall foundations was marked 
by a robber trench (A. I la), possibly resulting from the activities of R. H. Walter 
(Walter, 1906). South of the roughly cobbled a rea (A. 12b), the eastern termination 
of a ditch (A. 19) may a lso be of this period. 

Period 3. The ruinous east enclosure walJ surviving up to 2 m. (A. 16a), is inter­
preted as a post-medieval build overriding the robbed medieval wall footings (A. 1 lb). 
A strip of sandy rubble with some mortar parallel and a longside the wall (A. 8) may 
represent debris arising from its erection. A blocked entrance in the east wall was 
partially investigated at the north termination of C utting A. (fig. 3). Drystone blocking 
material (A . 16b) in this entrance sealed a Jayer of soil and rubble (A.6), beneath 
which was uncovered a well-worn and rutted Hamstone cobbled track which con­
tinued westwards. The apparent association of these cobbles and lheir clay foo tings 
(A 10a & b) with the blocked entrance suggests their origin in this period. A post­
hole (A.9) cutting the cobbles just inside the entrance may have taken a subsidiary 
gate post. A larger disturbance (A.3) further south was of uncertain although perhaps 
earlier o rigin. More recent post-holes, still retaining tra.ces of timber (A.20a & b), 
probably belonged to former leather drying sheds connected with the 19th century 
gloving industry a t Stoke sub Hamdon. (VCH. llJ, 1974). A spread of Hamstone 
rubble appearing along the west baulk of the cutting (A.13) may reflect a demolished 
structure outside the excavation. lnvestigation of the sma ll rectangular earthwork 
to the south revealed spread banks of clay (A.5) sealing a subsoil containing post­
medieval material (A.7). A scatter of 12th- and l 3th-century cooking pot sherds 
within the bank indicated a clay source contaminated by earlier occupation debri s, 
and inc identally provided a clear demonstration of inverted stra tigraphy. No o ther 
associated evidence of structure was recorded but the clay banks can be interpreted as 
the collapse of a small cob-walled building. 

CUTTING s AND EXTENSIONS (fig. 3). To investigate further the na ture of the south­
east platform an L-shaped cutting was positioned towards its north-west corner. 
Subsequently two smaller areas, B extensions I & 2, were opened a long the northern 
edge of the platform. No evidence fo r activity prior to the medieval occupation of 
Period 2 was recovered in these areas, the natural weathered subsoil (B.8) derived 
from the Penna rd Sands being archaeologically sterile. 

Period 2 (fig. 5). Continuing west from Cutting A the platform was bounded 
to the north by footings for a mortared Hams tone wall (B. I 0) set into a shelf or 
shallow construction trench (8 .19). Tumble from this walJ (B.4) had spread downhill 
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in the north arm of the main cutting to seal an east-west strip of cobbling (B.20). 
Further west both extensions revealed the wall stones to have been robbed out. The 
cobbling continued immediately adjacent and parallel to the robbed footings, possibly 
continuing the track from the blocked east entrance in Cutting A. A similarly robbed 
north-south foundation trench (B.! I) marked the western perimeter of the platform, 
with which a stone packed post pit {8.12) may have been associated. 

Within the enclosed platform various pits and d itches were encountered. Little 
sense of these could be made in so limited an area but they presumably arose from 
activities connected with the enclosure as originally conceived. A complex of three 
intercutting pits or ditches to the west (8.13, 14 & 15) contained few dateable finds 
although one (8.15) may re-appear further north in Extension 2 (B.24) beneath the 
robbed enclosure wall. At the south-east corner of the main cutting a rectangular 
pit (B.9) contained 14th century pottery (fig. 6) and was sealed by a layer of Hamstone 
slabs (B.3). Between this and the north platform boundary parts of two shaJlow pits 
(B.17 & 18) may have been contemporary. An overall scatter of weathered Hamstone 
rubble with some Lias limestone roofing tile fragments (B.5) may represent building 
debris mixed with a disturbed cobbled yard. 

Period 3. Robbing of or tumble from the platform boundary walls should right­
fully be attributed to this period. An area of major disturbance within the platform 
to the west (B. I 6a, b & c) contained post-medieval material but was difficult to 
interpret in so smalJ an area uncovered. Other suspected features of this period were 
recorded in the extension cuttings. A post-hole (B.21) cut the cobbled track (8 .20) 
while another (B.23) and a shallow gully (8.22) were found adjacent to and south 
of the north boundary robber trench. 

CUTTING c (fig. 3). The investigation of a second blocked entrance through the 
standing south wall enclosing the paddock was the prime objective of this cutting. 
Evidence for pre-medieval activity was not found, the earliest deposit being undis­
turbed claysoil weathering (C.9) of the underlying Pennard Sands. 

Period 2 (fig. 5). The earliest excavated feature was a broad, weathered ditch, 
over one metre deep and a ligned east-west (C.13). This had been completely obliterated 
by silting or claysoil backfill before a shallow foundation trench (C. IO) was cut on 
the same alignment into the upper ditch filling. Despite extensive robbing sufficient 
of the original foundations (C. I0b) survived to indicate the former presence of a 
mortared Hamstone wall similar in character to that reveaJed in Cuttings A and B 
as the northern platform boundary wall. Tile fragments from within the earlier ditch 
deposits were of 12th- or I 3th-century date. 

Perfod 3. The mortared Hamstone wall, still standing to over 2m. above ground, 
continued without a break from the east wall to enclose the paddock to the south. 
As the southern edge of Cutting C this wall was aligned almost exactly with the 
earlier ditch and wall footings a little to the north. The eastern half of a blocked 
entrance through the wall was also included, from beneath which a cobbled track 
(C.7a) with a central drainage gully (C.8) led north into the enclosure. Track and 
gully bad been laid over the two earlier boundary definitions and, assuming it to have 
been integral with the standing wall and blocked entrance, it can be suggested that 
these belong to the most recent post-medieval boundary. Eighteenth century material 
from silts (C.7) above the cobbles suggests an approximate date for the south en­
trance blocking. The remaining post-medieval features recorded here relate to re­
cently demolished outhouses and their floors. Large post-holes o r pits (C.6, 11 & 12) 
contained quantities of 19th- and early-20th-century debris, as did clay or rubble 
floor makeup (C2, 3 & 5), some cutting or sealing earlier features. 

CUTI1NGS o AND E (fig. 3). Two small cuttings were made towards the west end of 
the paddock to examine the nature and preservation of archaeological evidence closer 
to the settlement nucleus of the castle. Contexts of Periods 2 and 3 were recorded 
from each although specific interpretations of the evidence were of limited value 
in such small areas. No contexts other than the weathered surface of the Pennard 
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Sands (D.10 & E.6) were attributable to Period J. 

CUTTING o (fig. 4). The modem ground level here was seen to have been raised by as 
much as one metre towards the west. Where the original ground surface sloped away 
to north-west a shallow terracing (0.9) provided the base for a Hamstone wall 
foundation (D.6). Below th.is the slope bad been partially levelled up with a layer of 
sandy clay a.nd stone rubble (0.6b) while above had spread tumbled stone rubble 
derived from the wall (O.6a). Dating evidence from these contexts was not ava.ilable 
but they are provisionally interpreted as medieval. 

Some of the features further east were associated with post-medieval material 
and alJ are ass.igned to Period 3. A steep sided, narrow gully (0.7) lay behind and 
almost parallel with the earlier wall footings, and contained an almost complete 
late-17th-century chamber pot from the kilns at Donyatt. Further east a post-bole 
or gully term.ination (D.8) was excavated adjacent to a semi-circular platform of 
Hamstone slabs (0.4). Although undated the latter comprised two course of stone 
set on edge into natural clay as part of a well founded platform which continued to 
the south. Part of a large silted pit or ditch (0.3) occupied the eastem end of the 
cutting. An accumulation of clay, rubble, ash and dark soil (D.5), thickening west­
wards, sealed earlier features in the western third of the cutting. Tb.is was clearly a 
rapidly accumulated late-19th-century deposit laid to mask the pre-existing surface 
profile. 

CUTTING E. The phenomenon of modern levelling was repeated to a similar depth 
above earlier features in Cutting E. This composite layer (E.2a) closely resembled and 
evidently continued directly from that seen in the adjacent Cutting D. This in tum 
sealed the original post-medieval ground surface and soil (E.2b). Beneath this layer 
all the contexts subsequently encountered can be assigned to Period 2, although a 
primary buried soil level (E.5) upon the weathered Pennard Sand may be of much 
earlier origin. Above this, a deposit or soil accumulation (E.4) contained 14th­
century pottery and was apparently contemporary with adjacent cobbled surfaces. 
To the north these were composed primarily of well worn Junction Bed limestone 
cobbles (E.3a), giving way at a marked edge southwards to larger and similarly worn 
Hamstone slabs (E.3b). These surfaces were probably part of cobbled yards or road­
ways contemporary with the later medieval occupation of Beauchamp Castle. 

Discussion 
Taken as a whole, the resu.lts of excavations in 1976 and of earlier investigations 

on lb.is site (Walter, 1889 and 1906) confirm this locality as the site of the later medieval 
manor of Beauchamp Castle. Initial discoveries in 1889 made it clear that the main 
ranges of domestic buildings, along with the chapel of St. Nicholas, occupied the 
western end of the two enclosures identified in modern times as the castle site. The 
scale of operations undertaken in 1906 by R. H. Walter is uncertain, but together 
with the recent results, it would appear that activity contemporary with the 14th­
century fortified site links the eastern enclosure to the manorial complex. 

The discovery of a walled enclosure within wruch were located a scatter of pits, 
ditches, post-holes and remnants of cobbled yards, gave few hints of domestic occu­
pation. Tb.is conclusion is reinforced by the sparsity of pottery or animal bone debris. 
Without the exposure of much larger areas deta.iled interpretation of the excavated 
remains is difficult. All the available indications suggest that an area outside and to 
the east of the fortified nucleus was reserved for agricultural processes connected 
directly with the castle. Barns, outhouses, yards or stock enclosures, could be antici­
pated, connected with the agricultural economy of the manor or with localized 
industrial processes arising out of this. 

Only the silted ditch (C.13) in Cutting C hinted at an earlier phase of the eastern 
enclosure area. The respect for this line is reinforced by the two successive walled 
boundaries in close alignment and proximity. Tb.is continuity suggests a long estab­
lished southern perimeter to the manorial complex bounded by Castle Street (Fig. 2). 
The evidence relating to the surviving south and east enclosure walls suggested that 
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both were of contemporary post-medieval construction. Their stone probably de­
rived from the original manorial buildings, ruinous by the early 16th century (Leland) 
while entrances through each were apparently blocked by the 18th century. Sub­
sequent activity representing among other things more recent use of this enclosure 
as a builder's yard and as a site for leather drying sheds, probably accounts for 
scattered post-holes, pits and the cob building remains encountered in Cutting A. 

On behalf of the Committee l am pleased to acknowledge the financial assistance 
provided by the Duchy of Cornwall which facilitated this excavation. We are parti­
cularly grateful for the help and co-operation of Mr. John Hitcbins, Assistant Land 
Steward to the Duchy, not least for the provision of temporary accommodation for 
volunteers in West Stoke. Thanks are also due to Mr. R. Hebditch, the Duchy's 
tenant at Castle Farm, and to Messrs. England and Harvey-Hamhill Stone, for 
assistance in backfilling. I am grateful to all those who assisted in the excavations, in 
particular Joseph Carolan, George Chancellor, Ian Ferris, Richard McDonnell, 
Nancy Wells and David Zienkiewicz, and to members of the Uchester and District 
Archaeological Society. I am especially grateful to Mrs. Jo Richards and to Rob 
Read respectively for site drawings and finds illustrations, and to Terry Pearson for 
his report on the pottery. Finally to Mick Aston, Somerset County Archaeological 
Officer, and to colleagues in CRAAGS, 1 am indebted for advice and assistance. 

This paper is published with the aid of a grant from the Department of the 
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THE MEDIEVAL AND POST MEDIEVAL POTTERY 

BY T. PEARSON 

The pottery was sorted into types and forms; sherds of each type-form were 
recorded and quantified as totals and as the minimum numbers of vessels represented 
in the group from each context. An archive table (Table I) lists the number of sherds 
of each type in each context from the medieval period to the 18th century; 19th­
century types were not differentiated but are recorded as a total figure. The assemblage 
as a whole was fragmentary and little attempt was made to isolate joining sherds. 

The minimum number of vessels for each context group was also recorded .in 
Table I. The pottery types a re distinguished numerically, equating with the classifi­
cation used at Taunton and Uchester. The forms within each context, type and date 
range were recorded, demonstrating that the ceramics were largely of domestic 
character although within each period the spectrum of domestic wares was incomplete. 
The chronologicaJ range of the pottery from each context is shown in Table 2. 

The location of this site in relation to known pottery manufacturing sites and 
marketing centres gives an opportunity to assess the distributive trends and influence 
of types represented in the assemblage. This justifies the complete analysis of an 
otherwise fragmentary group and verifies the emerging model of the distribution of 
pottery types from Ilchester (Leach forthcoming), Taunton (Pearson, in 
C.R.A.A.G.S., forthcoming) and Donyatt (Coleman-Smith and Pearson forthcoming). 
The inclusion of other types in the medieval and post-medieval assemblage emphasises 
the complexities of social interaction and marketing glimpsed through the study of 
ceramics. 

The close proximity of Stoke sub Hambdon to flchester is reflected in medieval 
ceramic types, a ll of which, with one exception, were current at Ilchester from the 
I Ith to the 13th centuries. Type 55 is certainly an Ilchester product which had a 
wide distribution in the late I Ith and early J 2th centuries. Sherds of this type have 
been recovered from a pre- 1120 context at Barnstaple (personal communication 
T. Miles) and at many other Somerset sites (for the distribution of the type see Leach, 
forthcoming). The contemporary type 60 probably derived from the Taunton area. 
A large quantity was excavated by H. St. George Gray (1920-6) from the Taunton 
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Castle keep site (Pearson in C.R.A.A.G.S. forthcoming). A further group was re­
covered from a pre-1158 context below the town bank at the Hawkes Yard site, 
Taunton (Leach in C.R.A.A.G.S., forthcoming). During the later 12th century types 
98, 99 and .100 were introduced in llchester; they apparently supersede type 55 and 
are thought to demonstrate the continuation of a local industry there until the 13th 
century. The early medieval links between Stoke sub Hambdon and llchester are 
furthe r demonstrated by the occurrence of types 104 and 107, both of which belong 
to a class of British tripod pitchers which may derive from the Wiltshire area and 
which were well represented in llchester. Type 94 is also of considerable interest ; 
it describes a distinctive class of ridge tile which was imported from Dorset. An early 
date was suggested at Corfe Castle (R.C.H.M., 1960, 52), and at Jlcbester sherds of 
this type were found in I 2tb-century groups, ceramically pre-dating the introduction 
of local (Somerset) tiles. One small sherd of this type was found in the excavations 
(context C 13) but two larger sherds given to Taunton Museum in 1906 by R. H. 
Walter (Accn. No. 43125) were found on this site (fig. 6.4). In the same collection 
was a tile fragment of the same form but in a different fabric (fig. 6.5) ; this example 
is interesting because it is probably a locally made (Donyatt ?) copy. 

Thirteenth-century pottery types in this assemblage also derived from Ilchester, 
either produced or marketed there. Types 125 and I 89, both coarse ware, are cooking 
pot or storage jar forms; 125 being current in Ilchester in the late 13th century. 
The encroaching distribution of type 189 may demonstrate the waning importance 
and influence of the llchester market. Only a few sherds of this type have been found 
in the town but a large group found at West Mudford D.M.V. (Pearson, forthcoming) 
may indicate the centre of its production. One further late-13th-century type (122) 
of patchily glazed baluster jug was represented in the assemblage. This is the furthest 
west in Somerset that this type has been found and includes the handle ofajug with 
circle-and-dot decoration found on the Beauchamp Castle site in 1929 and given to 
Taunton Museum (Acco. No. A3130) (fig. 6.3). 

The economic collapse of llchester in the late 13th century is linked with the 
disappearance of the local pottery industry there. Until that time reliance upon this 
market may be reflected in the similar composition of non-local British wares among 
the Stoke sub Hamdon assemblage. Assuming the earlier importance of the Ilchester 
market in the distribution of ceramics, its decline resulted in significant economic 
changes which are reflected in this group. The influence of the pottery industry and 
market al Jlchester up to the 13th century is demonstrated by the pottery from 
Stoke sub Hamdon and from the nearby D.M.V. site of Barrow? in Odcombe parish, 
which has produced an assemblage of similar composition. 

The 14th- to 16th-century pottery types are dominated by products from the 
Donyatt kilns (Types 3, S, 11, 6 & 4). The most complete vessel from this excavation 
consisted of a type S, baluster jug (fig. 6, 2) (Context B9 and B3). This vessel was 
dented and warped and should be classed as a 'second'; it is interesting that it should 
have travelled for such a distance from the kiln site, where it can be paralleled with 
wasted sherds. The base of a similar jug came from St. Nicholas's Chapel, Stoke 
under Ham in 1901 (the W. W. Walter Coll. Somerset County Museum Accn. No. 
A3085). The change in pottery types used, and the new reliance on the Donyatt 
industries are illustrated by Table I. Types 187 and 190 are not recorded from Taunton, 
Donyatt or Ilchester; they may be local coarse-ware cooking pot types but are not 
in sufficient quantity to indicate either their range or origin. Type 161 is a coarse 
gritted ridge tile which has been found in Taunton. 

The 15th-century group (Type 11) from Donyatt is important because it has 
only recently been identified. Pottery of this period from Donyatt is very similar to 
that produced in the 14th and 16th centuries. lt embodies elements of both periods. 
A group from Taunton displays simjlar characteristics from a pre-1500 horizon and 
sherds of this type have been found in 16th century contexts. 

The post-medieval (17th to 19th centuries) pottery forms the largest single group 
in the assemblage. The constituent types reflect the composition of other groups in 
the area (see Taunton Excavations, C.R.A.A.G.S. forthcoming). The importance of 
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the Donyatt kilos can be seen in the quantity or vessels compared with other types, 
although its dominance wanes in the l9th-century group. Two sherds of l7th-century 
Nether Stowey ware (Coleman-Smith and Pearson, 1970) were recovered (Type 16). 
Pottery from this source must have travelled for a considerable distance and may 
reflect the pattern of trade in local markets (for insLance Taunton) or diverse trade 
routes. Other 18th-century types include English delftware (type 164), Westcrwald 
Stoneware (type 38), Stooewares ( 151) and fine slipwares from Bristol (type 74) and 
Staffordshire (type 73). 

Table I. shows the percentage of wares from main production centres in each 
period represented in the Stoke sub Hamdoo assemblage. It illustrates trends which 
have been observed elsewhere and shows that the late-13th-century ceramic horizon 
at Ilcbester can be seen in assemblages from nearby sites. The subsequent dominance 
of the Donyatt industries is adequately demonstrated as is its decline in the later 
18th and 19th centuries. 

Descriptio11 of the /1111s1ratetl Fl11ds (Fig. 6) 
6.1 Rim sherd, jar. Heavy quanzi1e grilled rabric, with coloured, whi1e opaque and clear quartzi1e 

gri1s angular and rounded up to 2mm in size; very densely gri11ed and wi1h surface erosion 
(Type 190). ?141h century. Con1ext 8 3. 

6.2 Rim, body and base sherds. baluster jug. Hard over-fired Donyatt fabric with external patchy 
green lead glaze over iron rich strips. Dented in the side and therefore classifiable as a ·second' 
(Type 5). 14th century. Context B9 and B3. 

6.3 Rod handle, jug, fine fabric with external patchy green lead glaze over impressed dot-and-dn::le 
decoration (Type 122). Late-13th- to early-l4th-century. Site of Beauchamp Casile I 929 (Somer­
set County Museum. Accn. No A 3130). 

6.4 Ridge tile crest, coarse off-white-yellow fabric, ex1emal green-yellow lead glaze probably made 
in the Poole-Wareham region, 12th-13th century (R.C.H.M., 1960). Identified at llchcs1er as 
GJ. R. H. Walter excava1ions, 1906; Somerset County Museum Accn. No. A3125. 

6.5 Ridge tile crest, similar 10 4, with a fine reduced blue and oxidized pink fabric or Donya11 type, 
13th- 14th ccn1ury. R. H. Walter excava1ions 1906. Somerse1 County Museum. Accn. No. 
A3125. 

6.6 Iron knire wirh cross-hatched bone pla1cs rivc1ed to the handle. Probably a late medieval 1ype 
(Pill-Rivers, 1890, Pl.xviii, no. 4). R. H. Walter excavations 1906. Somerset County Museum. 
Accn. No. A.3129. 

6.7 Clay pipe bowl, base stamped THO SMITH FIELD, made by Thomas Smilhficld of Salisbury. 
c. 1700 (Oswald, 1975, 198). Context C7. 

6.8 Pewter spoon bowl, handle broken off short. Similar examples from excavations at Donyan are 
attributed 10 tbe early 16th century (Colman-Smith and Pearson, 1970, fig. 7 no. l and rorth­
coming). Context E2. 
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