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PART I — H I S T O R I C A L 

B y F , H . PAVRY 

PRINCES RISBOROUGH has been traditionally associated with the Black Prince 
(1330-76), hut so far there has been Little evidence generally available to 
confirm this association. 

However, in 1951 the author made a study of published transcripts f rom 
the Register of Edward the Black Prince, and found there no less than fifty-
two entries between the years 1346 and 1365 referring to the Prince's M a n o r 
a t Risborough. These entries are reproduced as Appendix A I , by kind per-
mission of the Master of the Rolls, Public Record Office. A facsimile of fol. 
! 16, 1357, appears at Plate I . 

It is apparen t from the Register that the Black Prince's M a n o r included a 
stud fa rm of considerable importance. 

I t was reasonable to suppose tha t the M a n o r was within the moated site 
west of the church, known as the Mount, and this supposition was supported 

* The thanks of the writers of this joint paper arc due to the fol lowing: the late Mr. T. 
East, then owner of the Mount, who not only gave permission for the dig but co-operated 
most cordially throughout it; Mrs. Vaughan, of the Manor, for much local lore and for 
affording opportunities for local contacts; Mrs. Elizabeth Eames and Mr. J. S. Gardner, 
for visits and much expert advice on the subject of tiles; the Editor, Mr E, Clive Rouse, 
for his co-operation in collecting data of Penn tiles; Mr. T. A. Hume, Honorary Curator of 
the County Museum, Aylesbury, for a visit and much co-operation; Miss Robin Austin, of 
the same Museum, for reporting on horseshoes found on the site; Dr. F. Y. Henderson, 
Director of the Forest Products Research Laboratory, Princess Risborough, for reporting 
on wood samples; Mr. A. N . Kennard, Chief Assistant to the Master of the Armouries, Tower 
of London, for advice on the dagger and arrow-heads; Mr. Errol White, Keeper of Geology, 
British Museum (Natural History), for reporting on geological specimens; also Miss Judith 
King, Miss P. Lawford and Mr. G. Wilkins, of the same Museum, for their work in 
identifying the animal and bird bones and the shell; Mrs Margaret Raines-Thomas (Margaret 
Wood) and Mr. P. A. Faulkner, of the Ministry of Works, for much expert advice on medieval 
domestic architecture and for kindly reading through the draft; Mr. J . G. Hurst and Mr. 
G, C, Dunning, of the Inspectorate of Ancient Monuments, for identifying the pottery; 
The Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery Office, for permission to reproduce extracts from 
the Black Prince's Register and Pipe Roll 17 Ed. II; the Direct or-General of Ordnance Survey 
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by numerous signs of medieval occupation from surface finds in allotment 
gardens in the Mount, including pottery, tiles, a key and an arrow-head. But 
it was not until a small-scale rescue dig was carried out by the Ministry of 
Works in the autumn of 1955 that the site of the medieval Manor was almost 
certainly established. The report on this excavation is given below in Part II. 

An interesting connection between the Register and the excavations in 
1955 is to be found in relation to fol. 262 of 28th June, 1363, which records 
payments to one John Bassett for repairs to the great chamber (la grande 
chambre) inside the moat and the great stable (le grand estable) outside the 
moat. 

It is believed that the excavations of 1955 may have revealed the former. 
The site of the latter remains to be found, but it is noteworthy that an air 
photograph of Princes Risborough shows, and examination of the ground 
confirms, that a wide, shallow depression or ditch lies in an angled loop 
between the western corner of the Mount and the moat in the watercress beds 
on the northern outskirts of the town, adjacent to the present Manor Farm. 
This feature has been added to a reproduction of the 25-in. m a p (Bucking-
hamshire, Sheet XXXVTT. 7i which is shown at Fig, 1 by kind permission of 
the Director-General of Ordnance Survey. It may well be that this ditch 
enclosed the stable and grazing of the Prince's stud. 

The history of Princes Risborough is dealt with in detail in G. Lipscomb's 
History and Antiquities of the County of Buckingham (London, 1847), Vol. 2, 
pp. 42640, ' and here it would seem appropriate to give only a few references 
to the more important Lords of the Manor before and after the t ime of the 
Black Prince. But before proceeding to these, it is necessary to quote two 
paragraphs of particular relevance to the M a n o r : 

Page 427. "Near the west side of the churchyard are several trenches and 
banks, called the Mount, anciently enclosed with a moat , and supposed to 
have been the site of the Palace of Edward the Black Prince, but by Mr. Wise 
called a Saxon camp. 

"The site and contiguous lands, having been granted to the Hampdcns in 
the reign of Elizabeth, descended, with the rest of the estates of that family, 
until, at the decease of John, last Viscount Hampden, it came into the 
possession of George Robert Hobart-Hampden, Earl of Buckinghamshire, 
who caused the decayed mansion, which had been long in a neglected con-
dition, to be taken down; and it is believed that no vestige now remains of 
the Palace of the Black Prince, nor of the habitation in which the Canons of 
Notley had a temporary abode, when supplying ecclesiastical duties here. 

"Tradit ion assigns the name of Princes Risborough to the connection 
between the town and Palace here with that renowned hero." 

Page 434. "Brook House on the north-western part of the town was, during 
many years, the property of the family of Penton of Hampshire. Queen 
Elizabeth called upon Mr. Penton when Her Majesty visited Hampden in one 
of her Buckinghamshire Progresses; but certainly not in the present building, 
which must be of more modern date.2 The house in which Mr. Penton then 
resided was an old mansion, of which some remains were recently standing 
close to the churchyard. It had long fallen to decay, but had once been dis-
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tinguished with rude caryatides, supporting its projecting windows; and there 
was therein, a curious niche, immemorially called Queen Elizabeth's oven."' 

George Rober t Hobart-Hampden succeeded to the title in 1816, and so it 
seems reasonably certain that a building of some importance had recently 
been standing at the Mount about one hundred years ago, at the time when 
Lipscomb was writing his history of the County. ' It is surprising that no 
illustration of the building was apparently available to Lipscomb, and that 
there is no known illustration of it available to this day, e.g., in the possession 
of the Earl of Buckinghamshire. 

T h e following extracts f rom Lipscomb's History indicate the extent of the 
royal interest in the Manor . 

T h e Manor was part of the royal demesnes at the Domesday Survey and 
"Risberg had been a town of the Earl Harold". The Lordship of Risborough 
was given by Henry I I I to his brother, Richard, Earl of Cornwall, It continued 
to be held by Edmund , Earl of Cornwall, till his death in 1300, when it again 
reverted to the Crown and was settled in dower on Queen Margaret . [There 
appears to have been a stud farm at Princes Risborough in the reign of Edward 
I I as testified by the stud account under the name of Brother John de Redmere 
during the years 1318-24. (Pipe Roll 17, Ed. II.) A note, kindly prepared by 
Mr. A. J . Taylor, F.S.A., is given at Appendix A l l . Like Appendix AI , it is 
reproduced by kind permission of the Master of the Rolls, Public Record 
Office,] In 1330 John of El tham, Earl of Cornwall, had a grant of the Honour 
of Berkhampstead and the Manor of Risborough. In 1343 the following entry 
occurs in the Calendar of Close Rolls.1 " T h e Manor of Risborough, Co. 
Buckingham, . . . which the King granted to Edward, Prince of Wales, to hold 
under a certain form." In 1550 the Manor was settled by Edward VI on 
Princess Elizabeth. In 1558 Queen Elizabeth I granted to Francis Pigot the 
demesnes of the Manor of Princes Risborough. In 1619 James I granted the 
Manor to Prince Charles. 

In conclusion, the relevant entry in the Oxford Dictionary of English Place 
Names is quoted. 

*'Risborough, Monks and Princes, Buckinghamshire, tyatm easteran 
Hrisanbyrge 903 BCS 603, Risenbeorgas 1004 Wills, Riseberge DB, Monks 
Ryseberge 1290 ADiii, Pryns Rysburgh 1433 Pat. 'Hills covered with brush 
wood. ' First element O E hrisen adj. . . . 
Monks R. belonged to Christchurch, Canterbury. Princes R . was held by the 
Black Prince." 

PART I I — T H E E X C A V A T I O N S 

B y G . M . KNOCKER 

T H E SITE 

DIRECTLY south-west of the churchyard of the parish church of St. Mary, 
which is not precisely orientated, lies the roughly rectangular earthwork known 
as the Mount (Fig. 1). It measures about 280 by 240 by 220 by 280 ft. The 
remains of a bank run round the south-eastern, north-eastern and north-western 

133 



sides, with a narrow and probably recent ditch along the south-western and the 
remains of a moat along the north-western sides. 

In the Department of MSS. at the British Museum is an extremely rough 
and undated, pencilled sketch (Add. MS 9460, f. 125) by Samuel Lysons, Esq., 
and probably of the very late eighteenth or early nineteenth century, marked 
"Princes Risborough Black Prince's Palace". It is obviously a pace-measured 
plan of the Mount . It shows an entrace, no longer visible except as a slight 
depression, through the bank into the churchyard and marks "drawbridge" 
against the present entrance. He has correctly observed the lack of a "val lum" 
along the south-west side and notes, also correctly, "ditch deep here" along 
the north-western side. The space now occupied by the new graveyard he notes 
as a "pleasant situation". His cardinal points arrow, however, shows that he 
has failed to observe that the church lies north-east and south-west. He gives 
no hint of any ruins within the Mount. The sketch is reproduced as Plate X by 
permission of the Trustees of the British Museum. 

The present writer was told by a resident at the adjacent village of Horsen-
den that local tradition had always said that the Black Prince's Palace was 
made of wood and set upon a mound within the earthwork There- is no trace 
of a mound or motte inside the earthwork as it exists today, but its name may 
be evidence of an early mound. 

In 1944 a drainage trench was dug half-way across the interior of the 
Mount, roughly parallel and close to the south-western side. The work was 
watched by Mrs. Audrey Williams, F.S.A. She found a layer of broken tiles 
and chalk and flint footings. (See Fig. 2.) One of the workmen on this job 
remembers the footings of a wall about where marked on Fig. 2, but the 
present writer was unable to locate it. 

The above notes constitute about all that was known of the Mount before 
the present excavations were carried out. As a matter of interest, its position, 
contiguous to the parish churchyard, is to a certain extent paralleled by the 
church and church farm at Ash ton Keynes, Wiltshire. There, the church farm 
is surrounded by a moat which separates the farm garth f rom the churchyard, 
the latter itself being enclosed by an earth bank formed by extensions of two 
sides of the church farm moat bank. 

T H E PRESENT EXCAVATIONS 

In the early par t of 1955, the owner, the late Mr. T. East , informed the 
Chief Inspector of Ancient Monuments, Ministry of Works, that he contem-
plated building within the Mount , which is scheduled as an Ancient Monu-
ment. and accordingly a rescue operation was arranged from 21st August to 
21st October in advance of development. 

It was not a promising site upon which to start. Most of the south-western 
third was occupied by a much overgrown, disused orchard; the centre third 
was taken up by a cinder car park, with a long brick storage shed running 
along one side and a smaller shed along the other; the remaining third was 
given over to allotment gardens. 

Taking local advice of the discovery of pottery in the relatively clear area 
in the southern corner, the writer ran trial trenches there and immediately 

134 



discovered wall footings. These were opened up and the buildings shown on 
Figs. 2 and 3 were discovered. 

These consisted of two blocks of buildings adjacent to each other but 
not necessarily strictly contemporary, as follows: 

(1) A block of rooms (Rooms I. II, I la , I I I , FVa, IVb, V, Va , and 7Vb> 
set domino-fashion near the southern corner of the earthwork. Large quanti-
ties of decorated tile, found in some of these rooms, appeared to show that they 
were living-rooms and they will be called the Solar Block.6 

(2) A Long Range (VII, V i l a , VIII) extending in a north-westerly direc-
tion f rom the Solar Block with a projecting wing (Room VI) projecting to the 
north-east at the junction with the latter. The Range measured 80 ft. by 15 ft. 
and was divided into at least two sections, one of which contained an off-central 
hearth. N o decorated tile was found in those parts of it which were opened up, 
but a number of roof and plain paving tiles were found. 

Examinat ion of Fig, 3 shows that these two groups of buildings were 
apparently not built as a single entity. T h e south-western wall of the Long 
Range (Wall R) was considerably thicker than any other and did not line up 
with the corresponding walls of the Solar Block. While Wall W, or rather the 
line of it, for only a shadowy indication remained, formed a wall common to 
the Long Range and Solar Block, Wall R appeared to butt against it, indicat-
ing either that the Long Range was a later addition or that its original south-
east gable was pulled down when the Solar Block was built. 

A t the opposite end of the Long Range, Wall R appeared to project beyond 
the north-west gable and to form a curtain wall along this side of the Mount 
not protected by a bank or moat. I t is possible that Wall R also originally 
extended south-eastward as far as the north-eastern boundary of the Mount, 
following roughly the line of the south-eastern walls of the Solar Block and 
the slight slope marked by hachuring on Fig. 2. 

Trial trenches at many other places within the earthwork (Fig. 2) revealed 
no walls other than a f ragment near the putative entrance to the churchyard. 
Evidence was, however, found of extensive cobbled floorings, showing that 
much of the interior was a. cobbled yard. Near the present entrance gate in 
the south-east bank was such a cobbled patch with a limestone block which 
may have been a mounting block (Plate IX). The little pottery, however, which 
came from that area was mainly eighteenth-century ware. It is understood from 
local sources that a building with a tiled floor may exist below the allotments 
in the northern corner of the Mount . 

Before describing the excavations in detail, some general observations on 
the nature of the soil and certain constructional features may be of value. 

NATURE OF THE SOIL 

Over most of the area (Figs. 4 and 5) the lower sub-soil at about 3 ft. 
below modern ground-level was sterile, dark clayey loam. Above, lay a bank 
of lighter clayey loam about 1 ft, thick, charged with scattered chalk fragments 
and relics. On top of that at a depth of between I ft. and 1 11 6 in. was a scatter 
of broken tile, both floor and, to a lesser extent, roofing. This layer, which 
occurred almost everywhere and which has been called the tile layer, must 
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represent the level of the accumulated fallen walling and debris at the time 
of the main destruction of the Manor. Overall was about 1 ft. of top-soil. 

CONSTRUCTIONAL FEATURES 

In the preparation of this part of this paper the writer has received much 
help f rom Mrs. Margaret Karnes-Thomas (Dr. Margaret Wood, M.A. , D.Lit.. 
F.S.A.) and from Mr. P, A. Faulkner, A.R.I.B.A., of the Ministry of Works. 

W A L L S 

The walls of the Solar Block, as found, were nowhere more than 1 ft, high, 
rarely more than one course remaining. They were made of dry-set flint or 
chalk and were between 1 ft. 6 in. and 1 ft, thick. Walls M and K (Fig. 3) were 
equipped with offsets and, judging by these, it is estimated that the walls were 
set in shallow foundation trenches, no more than 6 in. deep, of which no trace 
could be seen in the section. 

Such a light construction makes it almost certain that the upper part of the 
walls was correspondingly light. There was no indication of a timber and 
wattlc-and-daub construction and it is considered most probable that the mam 
walls were built of the local chalk mud charged with chopped straw, known 
in these parts as witdhert. This form of wall construction can be seen in many 
nearby villages, as at Haddenham" (see Plate III). The walls of the Long Range 
were similar to those of the Solar Block, except that Wall R was 3 ft. wide and 
that Wall S, beyond its junction with Wall 2 , was of limestone instead of flint. 
Room VI, on the other hand, may have had walls constructed mainly of flint. 
Plate VI I I shows that Wall U, at least, was solidly built and the great quantity 
of flint rubble found both inside and outside Room V I indicated that the 
stonework of its walls rose to some height. 

FLOORS 
As already mentioned, large numbers of decorated paving tiles were found 

in the Solar Block. These tiles, which are described at Appendix B, were cer-
tainly made at the Commercial Kiln at Penn, which is thought to have been in 
production throughout the fourteenth century.' A plot of the tiles found shows 
that Rooms I, Ha and III probably had tiled floors and possibly also Rooms 
II and VI . There was a complete lack of decorated tiles in the Long Range , 
although a certain number of plain, brown-glazed tiles were found there. 
Hardly enough, however, were found to justify a belief that the Long Range 
was paved throughout. With the possible exceptions of the south-eastern part 
of Room I, the area round the hearth in Room VII and in Test Trench 2, 
no evidence was found of the actual flooring upon which the tiles had been 
laid. 

R O O F S 

Mrs. Kaines-Thomas, commenting upon the lightness of the wall construc-
tion, remarked that the buildings were probably roofed with thatch. This may 
have been so in some places; nevertheless, a number of roof tiles were found 
scattered throughout the various rooms, although nowhere in the numbers that 
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T H E M O U N T , P R I N C E S R J S B O R O U G H , B U C K I N G H A M S H I R E 

FIG. I . 

Based upon the Ordnance Survey Map with the sancdon of the Controller of 
H.M, Stationery Office. Crown Copyright reserved. 
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would have been found had tiled roofs collapsed and been allowed to lie. 
Possibly only the eaves and perhaps the gutters were tiled, Salzraan* draws 
attention to the constant need for repair of medieval roofs in general. This was 
borne ou t at Princes Risborough by the discovery of a number of roof tiles 
bearing traces of mortar , having 110 doubt been used for patching, as js indeed 
the modern practice. He points out , however, that the lowest layers and some-
times all layers in a tiled roof were pointed or rendered with mortar.5 Some 
of the roof tiles at the Mount were glazed. (See Appendix B.) I t is probable 
that R o o m VI I I in the Long Range had a penthouse roof. There were no 
indications that it was aisled nor of the method of construction of its gable 
ends. 

DATING EVIDENCE 

T h e only positive dating evidence was afforded by a worn Bristol penny of 
Edward I, struck 1280/1, which could have been lost around 1300. It was 
found at or just below the base of the cobbled floor footings in R o o m IVa. 

T h e pottery ranged from a few sherds of thirteenth-century or earlier ware 
in the extreme west corner of the earthwork to seventeenth- and eighteenth-
century stoneware near ihc present entrance gate. The bulk of it, however, fell 
within the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. The large quantities of decorated 
paving tiles, found mostly in tlic Solar Block, were products of the Penn kilns 
during the fourteenth century. These tiles and the bulk of the pottery were 
found in a layer which occurred just below the top-soil over the whole site. 
It has been called the tile layer, but it might with equal truth have been called 
the destruction layer, for it seemed to march with the destruction of the 
medieval manor . 

In general, it may be said that the Mount started its existence in the thir-
teenth century, perhaps in the reign of Henry III . T h e pottery and tiles 
complement the extensive literary evidence of heavy occupation dur ing the 
fourteenth century, while the accumulation of fourteenth- and fourteenth/ 
lifteenth-century pottery and tiles in the tile layer point to the destruction, 
or at least the substantial alteration, of the Manor at the end of the fourteenth 
and the beginning of the fifteenth centuries. Pottery of the fifteenth and six-
teenth centuries, two early sixteenth-century jettons, as well as literary sources, 
give evidence of occupation of the site during the late medieval and Tudor 
periods, although it is hard to imagine that caryatides, however rude, graced 
the buildings whose remains arc under examination or thai "Queen Elizabeth's 
Oven" was to be found there (see Par t I). I t is clear, however, that there was 
occupation of some part of the Mount as late as the seventeenth or eighteenth 
centuries, and it may well be that further buildings await discovery beneath the 
allotment gardens. 

T h e present excavations did not succeed in establishing a satisfactory 
pottery sequence. During the long period of activity within the earthwork 
there can be no doubt that extensive robbing of most of the serviceable tiles 
and stonework took place. This , coupled with recent horticulture and orchard 
planting, must be held to account for the virtual lack of clearly-defined floor 
levels and for the diversely-dated pottery found in the tile layer. 
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