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Epitaph of Thomas de Missenden 1369.

INTRODUCTION in advance of the byilding works, selected areas,
external to the main house, were excavated, led
The former monastic site and 18th-century houkg Peter Yeoman for BCM (Areas 15). Figure 3
known as Missenden Abbey lie at the south emthows the areas excavated during 1983 through
of the village of Great Missenden in the paristo 1988. A watching brief was maintained
of the same name, centred on NGR SP8975 0lfdring the construction work in 1984 and 1985,
(Figs 1 & 2). In 1947, the house became an Adultcords made of archaeological and architectural
Education College owned by Buckinghamshirkeatures (Areas 625, 3031) and all major internal
County Council. Since the 1990s it has beeevations drawn. Restoration and construction
owned by Buckinghamshire New University an@vork was almost complete when, on the night of
has remained as a training facility ever since. 19 July 1985, the main building was gutted by
In 1982 it was decided to refurbish the existing UH $00 WKH LQWHULRU ZDV GHYV
abbey buildings and build a new residential bloakedieval roof of the east range, with only the
under the auspices of the Architects’ DepartmetaDOOV OHIW VWDQGLQJ 'LVDVWU
of the County Council. It was believed that muckevealed much new archaeological information
of the medieval abbey, including the conventudlad been previously concealed behind panel
church, west range and various ancillary building and plaster. Where possible these exposed
ings, had been demolished and lay buried in tfeatures were recorded and a photogrammetric
grounds of the present-day building. In 1983 arglirvey of the standing remains was undertaken
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Ficure 1l General location

by R. Dallas of the Institute for Architecturaloutside the abbey which yielded further useful
Studies, York. stratigraphy (Areas 32, 42). In March 1988, during
The rebuilding of the abbey within thethe laying of a new drive west of the abbey, the
remaining facade necessitated the erection whlls of the previously unseen west range were
an internal steel girder framework, secured hyncovered (Area 43). A rescue excavation was
ODUJH IRXQGDWLRQV FXW W L QdontsdJ Rtk JnelpMfioi th&® RabktyRMUAeKH
abbey. This led to the destruction of much stra#\rchaeological Group, and all useful information
¢HG PDWHULDO EXW DOVR SURMe@ddG DQ RSSRUWXQLW\ WR
record stratigraphy revealed in the stanchion pits The site archive and full Level Il report are
(Areas 26, 29). At much the same time, sectiohgld by BCM (CAS No 1855). Although much
were cut through a series of service trenchéasic information was secured and a few specialist
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Ficure 2 Great Missenden, showing the location of the present-day Missenden Abbey and associated
buildings, including the Abbey Farmhouse

reports prepared, lack of funds prohibited compl

tion of this broad study and publication. In 20F1)2%;:JREAT MISSENDEN

the Chess Valley Archaeological and Historicdlocation & Geology

and Society (CVAHS) discovered the archive arMdissenden Abbey is positioned on level ground
undertook to review and complete the accumat FL21m OD on the southwest side of the inter
ODWHG GDWD H[DPLQH DOO RittgvisueanQdb th&riveg IRishourre RIRE QuAsy H
and improve reports, digitize all photographs, an@ORQJ WKH YDOOH\ ARRU )LJ
draw and tabulate data associated with the origirfere lies in a northwest to south-east valley system
abbey buildings. This work has been undertakéorming a ‘gap’ in the Chiltern Hills and along
with the intention of publishing all that is knownmuch of its length has down-cut through the chalk
about this one-time foremost feature of the Chistrata with the Middle Chalk forming the valley
tern landscape. ARRU 7KLV LV REVFXUHG E\ KHDY\
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Ficure 3 Overall plan of investigations at Missenden Abbey

gravel and alluvial deposits lying over a considePrehistory, Roman Period & Medieval

able depth of disturbed, transported and weathefeddence for prehistoric occupation of the abbey

Middle Chalk which in turn overlies the ‘intact DUHD LV VFDQW $ QXPEHU RI ZRU|I
un-weathered chalk strata (Bailey 2009; Green faund during the excavations (below) but further

Beckley 2010, 9). Such a position, on a plateau iimdication of occupation was not encountered.

a high valley adjacent to a seasonal river,isareldKH ¢(¢HOGV VXUURXQGLQJ *UHDW C
tively common location for an Augustinian abbepA LHOGHG HYLGHQFH Rl ALQW ZRUNLC
(Robinson 1980). The river and the pond northwedtHROLWKLF WR %YURQ]JH $JH ERWK D
of the abbey are fed from springs such that wat& XULQJ (¢HOG ZDONLQJ $ VPDOO DF
OHYHOV AXFWXDWH ZLWK W K poti¢iy MRt Wvas also found during excava
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tion, suggesting the presence of a Romano-Britigfas possibly erected by Hugh de Noers, son of
settlement nearby and indeed Chiltern riversid#illiam de Missenden (Page 1908), who was a
valleys were a favoured location for villa estatesupporter of King Stephen and may have worked
(Branigan 1971, 8). Twenty-one Roman coin$p sever communications between Wycombe and
reputedly found in the grounds of the abbey, wekawridge, likely held by supporters of Queen
given to the County Museum in 1947, althoughlatilda (Secker 2003).
their provenance remained uncertain. Other areas
surrounding Great Missenden encompass a vari
of archaeological sites, including the prehlstorixME HISTORY OF MISSENDENABBEY
earthworks of Grims Ditch (Davis 1981, 23-3) anHistorical references to Missenden Abbey and its
Roman settlements alongside the Misbourne, e$tates have been dealt with elsewhere in varying
which two are near Amersham (Beckley & Greedegrees of length and accuracy (Beevers 1956;
2009, 30; Zeepvat & Radford 2010, 75). MediParker 1888; Jenkins 1962; Page 1905; Page 1908;
eval moated sites such as those at Redding Wi€kye 1992). Here it is proposed to give only an
(Jenkins 1938, 39, 83, 174) and Chalkdell Woaslitline of the history dealing particularly with
(see below) are also within walking distance.  information which has direct relevance to the

In Great Missenden, itis likely that Church Streetrchaeology of the abbey, particularly its buildings.
represented the original town during the medieval
period, with a green at one end which would hawundation in the 12th Century
developed into the market square when the abbdyssenden Abbey was founded by William de
gatehouse was built on its south side. This medilissenden in 1133, the lord of Peterly Manor in
eval town lay on the old road from Chesham tO LVVHQGHQ WKLV LV YHUL¢H G LQ
High Wycombe via Peterley, Little Kingshill andRI FRQ¢;¢UPDWLRQ 3DJH +
Hughenden. The present-day High Street derivastially led by Abbot Daniel with seven canons,
from a planned late medieval element of the tovwmas an Arrouasian house of the Augustinian order,
(Fig. 4) which could have accommodated up to 2&lped by a modest endowment from William de
burgage plots, each2F yards by 176 yards (Chev Missenden (Page 1905, 369-376; Jenkins 1962).

enix Trench 1996, 251-2). The Abbey, dedicated to the Blessed Virgin
Mary, attracted benefactors, among them ‘all the
The Medieval Enclosure best-known names in the county of Buckingham,

Medieval earthworks are situated in Challkfor example Richard de Urvill, Walter Giffard,
dell Wood, Frith Hill R0Om to the north of St Walter de Bolebec, Turstin Mantel, Manasser
Peter and Paul Church (Fig. 4), and stand abd@anmartin, Simon de Gerardmoulin and Hugh de
the abbey grounds. They comprise a D-shap&dirnay (Page 1905, 369—-376). William de Missend
enclosure, measuring 58m north-south and en’s son, Hugh de Noers, also made a grant of land
F28m east-west, with substantial earthwork® the abbey and by the end of the 12th century
VKRZLQJ D GHJUHH RI |IRU Withegdbbewha®lgnd¥and khty/imBudkingharshire,
D ULQJZRUN FDVWOH )D U O HOxfordshirg, Hangoshire, Wowiblk, Suffdlk/ Hert
stronghold seems to have been constructed ftadshire, Middlesex and London.

exploit a commanding position overlooking the The abbey has a well-documented history,
Misbourne valley and perhaps the early medievimcluding the 14th-century Missenden Cartu
village. The site is overlooked by higher grounthry, which lists the extensive lands owned by
to the east suggesting that it was not defethe abbey and the names of those who granted
sive and indeed it is associated with an adjaceght land (Jenkins, 1938; 1955; 1962). The second
section of hollow-way. A survey of the earthelement of the foundation charter suggests that
works and investigation of tree throw holes othe canons moved into an existing homestead or
the site revealed late 11th-century shell-temperédd temporary lodgings erected for them. There is
ware, suggestive of an early foundation, whilevidence from papal bulls that the monks took over
later ware indicates that the site was in oceupa pre-existing small parish church and its associ
tion into the later medieval period (Cater 199&ted buildings (Jenkins 1962; Kaye 1992, 11).
241-243; Secker 2003). This ‘adulterine’ castle is most likely that this was located within the
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Ficure4 Great Missenden: medieval settlement, the Abbey, church and manor FRS\U-LJKW % XFN
KDPVKLUH &RXQW\ &RXQFLO

present-day abbey grounds, a scenario supportédcarved stone found in the church boiler room
by the 1983 excavations when clear evidence which appear to date to the 10th to 11th century;
pre-foundation buildings was uncovered on sitne is a fragment of an Aylesbury font, the other
(Yeoman 1983). However, Davis (2004) argues piscina fragment with a cushion capital. While
that this evidence could point to the existence of &avis's observations should be kept in mind, other
early 11th-century church on the hill overlookingcenarios are possible. For example, these stone
the abbey, prior to the present-day church of Béms could have been rescued from the abbey site
Peter and St Paul, which was founded in the laéter the dissolution and carried to the church as a
12th century. This proposal is based on two piecesminder of what had gone before.
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13th Century PRQH\ WR ZLW JURDWY DQG VWH
The abbey is said to have grown to a strength aff the Lee (Jenkins 1962, xvi) and was sentenced
twenty-six canons in the mid-13th century. Imo be hanged, drawn and quartered. Eventually he
1247, Henry lll, a regular visitor to the abbeywvas pardoned and allowed to return once more as
gave timbers from the royal forest at Brill forabbot (Kaye 1992, 18).
the construction of a guest house (Jenkins 1962,
xiv). A few years later, in 1254, a further six oak&5th Century
were donated for the rebuilding of the churctBy 1400, the canons were described as ‘bachelor
Part of this reconstruction may have includedthERXQWU\ JHQWOHPHQ PRUH SRO
addition of a chapel which was noted as ‘recenttfF KDULWDEOH EXW OLWWOH PRUH
founded’ in 1268 (Peacock 1883, 101). This mag Q OLIH WKDQ WKHLU OD\ QHLJK
have been ‘the chapel of St Augustine within th#9) and their number fell back to twenty (Page
monastery’ (Parker 1888, 382). In 1276 Abbdat905, 369-376). The visitations of Bishop Gray of
:LOOLDP RI /RQGRQ UHFHLYIHnGolry, hatiweer DIBLNaNd 143RWere associated
the King to establish a chantry in the conventualith injunctions to the abbot to restore and repair
church for the soul of Hugh de Sandford (Paghe monastery and its manors; he advised the
1905, 369-376). abbot to keep yearly accounts, to ensure that the

After its prosperous start, the second half of thriildings were renovated and that there were

WK FHQWXU\ VHHPVY WR KDYH @RMNQKD FELQ RFXVO W R/ LIXHD fROU UHO L
the abbey, with several references to the Abbofig62, Abbot Robert Risborough appealed to the
debts in the Close Rolls of 1272-9 (Kaye 1992, 1King for protection against the priors and canons
In 1281 commissioners were appointed by Edwaedhd they were made to give sureties not to injure
| to take the abbey under the King'’s special prote& LP RU VHW ¢UH WR KLV KRXVH -
tion for four years as it was ‘in danger of dispersidiis evident that some repairs were carried out in
and ruin’ and a further commissioner was succethe 15th century as this is the date of the claustral
sively appointed in 1282 (Page 1905, 369-37Gpof, probably over the dorter, a notable feature
However, it seems that by the end of the 13tR1 WKH HDVWHUQ UDQJH RI WKH K
century the status of the abbey was much improv&@85 (Yeoman 1985, 26-28).
and it was reendowed in 1293 by a second William
de Missenden. So substantial was his endowmetBth Century & Dissolution
that he was credited inaccurately with founding th&ccounts of further visitations in 1518 by

abbey (Kaye 1992, 7). Bishop Atwater, and in 1530 and 1531 by Bishop
Longland, are the most informative regarding the
14th Century abbey buildings. p,W ZDV DOVR HQMRLQHC

%\ WKH VWDUW RI WKH WK FWRRDWUWHWKRX@® GBXD/®I GUR;EH SU
culties seemed to have been relieved (JenkilSXLOGLQJ >KRQHVWDP GRPXP@ IR
1962). The wealth of the abbey increased KLFK WKH\ FDQ HDW WRJHWKHU
bringing with it a corresponding increase in sizXQWLO « KH VKDOO FDXVH WKH UH!
DQG LQAXHQFH DQG ZLWK WHHSDAYHEUWPRHGPBRWHWOD QWVHU W
Buckinghamshire benefactors, continued t6iQMRLQHG «WR SURYLGH D KRXVH
accumulate lands and rents which it retained un®@ DQRQV LQ WKH LQ¢;UPDU\« /THW« V
the dissolution (Beevers 1956, 3). During the 14tWKH PRQDVWHU\ EH DVVLJQHG ZK&F
century, the abbots were generally of well-knowtHDW ZLWK WKHLU UHODWLYHYV DQG
families including two Marshalls of Missender883). By 1530 only the abbot and eight canons are

and in 1339 William de la Mare, the brother ofecorded (Jenkins 1962, xviii) and it is also noted
Thomas, later the abbot of St Albans (Page 190bat n7KH $EERW VD\V WKDW WKH F
369-376). However, the general reputation of thEXLOGLQJV Rl WKH PRQDVWHU\ DUFL
abbey and its abbots was low and the Bishop haRKQ :HGRQ WKH 3ULRU VD\V WK
to intervene several times. In 1361 Abbot RalDUH PXFK RXW RI UHSDLU 'RP -RI
Marshall was convicted of pKDYLQJ W UDKIWR WRRKH/ BORLVWHU QHHGV UHSI
DQG IHORQLRXVO\ IDOVL¢ HGInpiatnsKetfecBvBIiH@Urdrdeds) Were ndefile by
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Bishop Longland in 1531 regarding the door of th€799 and 1802 (Kaye 1992, 36). In 1801 the house
Lady Chapel, the doors from the church into theas already described gsZ KROO\ UHEXLOW« ¢ W'
quire and cloister, the cloister door leading intotheQ WKH 9HQHWLDQ 6W\OH DQG UHC
¢HOGV DV ZHOO DV UHSDLUV WRHVBIOWXEOGWYJ Y Q WHIHALO CZHFR U
the belfry (Page 1905, 374) and to the pJ U H D3W. 14 B Mttdr\df 1802, Mrs Oldham wrote that p W K H
RI WKH PRQDVWHU\ HOQWHUL QK ROQWHR 2W K HY®I IUW V@O H JAR XXUQ\RRRIKRY W
(Peacock 1883, 61). YHQLHQW« KH KDV QRW DEVROXWHO
As was the case for most churches and abbey, KH ZDOOV KDYH QRW EHHQ HQWLL
Missenden Abbey was dissolved in 1538, and it KHLU IRXQGDWLRQV EXW KH KDV Z
possessions passed to the King. In 1541, Queehy HU\ JUHDW H[SHQVHY (Kaye 1992, 37). Th
Elizabeth granted to Richard Greneway for 2iassed into the hands of John Ayton, a stock
years yWWKH +RXVH DQG VLWH Riroki#rKiH 180® whblit &sGady WHIW K JUHDW FI
Rl O\ WVHQGHQ«ZLWK DOO +RXvH MPCGLIHMHHQW DHEWRUHG LW >WEK
6WDEOHYVY 'RYH +RXVHV <DUGNMU DUVFERVGIVEOMHU GHRQ VWY IRUPHU F|
ODQG DQG VRLO O\LQJ ZLWKLQVWEKH R/AL BVIHF R L WWHKFHW YRG0l apei 992, 40
PROQDVWHBKT« I XUWKHU JUDQWh¥ egVateHto BS¥drge GCla@idgion, whose family
RI WKH PRQ>DVWHU\@ ZKLF KemKiktd Hribill 1947, vhanKlie X Qate viasl sold to
RUGHUHG WR E HBGWhP RDis ME HEBuelinghamshire County Council. Page (1908,
XL, 69: note in Bodleian Library). Greneway wa847-353), wrote: uy7KH KRXVH « VWDQGV RQ
succeeded as tenant in 1559 by Richard Hampdéd) WKH FORLVWHU« 7KH FKXUFK ZK
followed by a series of further tenants until Qqueed R1 WKH FORLVWHU LV FRPSOHWH(
Elizabeth granted the house to Robert Earl I LWFKHQ JDUGHQ QRZ FRYHUV LWV
Leicester, who sold it to Sir William Fleetwood,R1 WKH HDVWHUQ UDQJH RI WKH FOL
ElizabethrspODG 5HFRUGH Kae 1982Q GRQ®DUJIH PHDVXUH SUHVHUYHG D(

29). FHQWXU\ URRI ZKLFK FRYHUHG WKH
HILVWHQFH DQG PD\ EH VHHQ LQ YI
18th-Century Rebuilding QRZ RFFXS\LQJ WKH XSSHU VWRU\ R

The house remained as the Fleetwood famiWKH SUHVHQW NLWFKHQ PXVW DSSU|
home until 1787. During this period, in theVLWH Rl WKH FKDSWHU KRXVH« 7KH Z
mid-18th century, Browne Willis recordedUDQJH ZKLFK « FRQWDLQHG WKH IUI
MKHUH DUH VRPH UHPDLQV RIVWGRH «DWKRMBWRIDEEH\ZHVWHUQ UL
YL] DQ FOR\WWWHUH >DQG@ VRKHNVKHHRFOREGVIKHHU BARWQKWKHY ZDONYV |
FKXUFK VWRRG WKR >KRZ@ LQUZILWK H] &G IQUBEIHRQ FO EXROGLQJIV
EH GLVFRYHUHG 8QGHU WKH/RY®RX QRRKDNVULODGWO\ IROORZLQ
EHHQ IRXQG VHYHUDO FRI{QRUPGG VPRPRYKHWRHD QE \ZWVWHUQ ZD
ZDV IRXQG RQH RI WKH VWRMORKWWHU® ZzDV DQ HQWLUH
FRUSVH D ODPS DQG D FUXFL AaicKing bieKrithd-rRdI1880sfokhD tBat the
QRW EHHQ H[SRVHG ORQJ W Ronaktid wodtdon khg@ Rad beerP de@olishidd dnd
EHIRUH LW WXUQHG WR DVK i$ Yol lehdath theRmgirQdrieway (YeDrarE1985,
WKH RUGHU RI 0UV )OHHW ZRIB-«28F R&ByL tilW tHeGwallih® bfGhaNoRginal
WKH JURXQGT (Browne Willis MS IV, @ashmage remains and can be seen as one enters
Bodleian Library). In the margin to the abovethe present-day abbey. It includes the remains of
it was noted uy7KH UHPDLQLQJ D U&¥indoWw fMhZ tRe Yhbhidghid/dorter and a stone
WR KDYH EHHQ WKH FKDSW Budgod&®Rts § fFdrmer iKdtlar FlGoRvaY (Ka&ye) 4092,
VHHP WR KDYH JRQH URXQ®G6WKH JDUGHQ WKH ZHVW
VLGH RI WKHP ZKHUH WKH FK Dis 1983l eXayativhns tf GhR thedieval lakbely
SUREDEO\ VWRRG WKH FKXU &lgwetiKaHdadic siddndlogitall fvani@work © be
WHUUDVV WKH\ DUH DERXW establiskdd Edrd Histinct areas recognized. During

In 1787 the ‘abbey’ house was bought by Jamé&ser ‘construction-associated’ excavation, func
Oldham, an industrialist, who let it to a successidion and dates of some locations were less certain
of tenants until he and his family moved in betweeand attention is drawn to this where it occurs.
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Figure 5Area 1 and adjacent areas, showing the position of the medieval walls associated with the
church

courses high in a shallow foundation trench [256]

and showed evidence of a westward return at its
southerly end. This footing was butted on its west

The Crossing VLGH E\ D ALQW FREEOHG ARRU >

A major area of excavation (Area 110Bm2) was UHPDLQV RI D FKDON ARRU > @ D
located north of the existing building (Fig. 3) andcc\ D VROLG ARRU RI FKDON ZLWK A
led to the uncovering the crossing, a central pdetature found in this area was a post-pit [250].

of the conventual church lying to the west of the & RPPHQWYV D Q G : ThigwalUi&ting W D W L R
main chancel arch. Here, the excavated levels aleQG DVVRFLDWHG ARRUV PD\ EH
presented as six or seven separate phases; margoafe certainty, as the remains of the earliest

the features observed in each level are numberguirch on the site. Wall footings of similar stratig

and appear in square brackets in the text. Wheegphy and early date were found in Areas B/ni
UHOHYDQW FURVV VHFWLR Q bGheWastabd/9, 180 EbSHE hbrthSedR (Fig.I8)Y DUH
shown. Figure 5 shows a plan of associated ardasting [256] appears to form part of the east end

ExcAvATION OF THE EARLY CHURCH
& ASSOQATED BUILDINGS

and the medieval walls. RI WKH ¢UVW FKXUFK FKDSHO SUH
foundation. Post-pit [250] was a likely footing for
Phase 1: 11th-12th Century (Fig. 6) scaffolding during construction, or perhaps a more

$ QRUWK WR VRXWK ZDOO |R&mahért corfgdrent oiXtite datly AimligMramed
nodules in a sandy mortar, survived at twohurch.
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The exact date of this structure is uncertaievidence of an opening in wall [180]. It is of interest
However, footings of similar stratigraphy and earlthat the alignment of the wall was marked out in
date were found nearby when Areas 5 and 19 wetag, a feature found below other stratigraphically
excavated. The absence of Saxo-Norman ceraméegly walls elsewhere, providing good evidence
suggests that this phase is not 11th century amfdon-site’ ironworking. Puddingstone base [104]
that the church is not pre-conquest. It has beahthe south end of the wall in Phase 2 proved to
suggested that the foundation of the abbey in 1188 a long-standing feature of the church and the
was a ‘take-over’ of a pre-existing parish churcpresence of ogee-shaped socket [221] suggests
(Robinson 1980). If this is correct, it is likely thathat it would have supported an upright column.
this simple structure was the early parish churéfinally, one possible scenario which might explain
subsumed by an abbey built in the early years wé&nch [137] is that it marked the position of a
the 12th century. long-standing stone screen wall, discussed further

in Phase 4.
Phase 2: 12th-Early 13th Century (Fig. 7)
%\ WKLV SKDVH WKH HDUO LHUPAR&KIIMRIH ¥tel B Gebt@yERgHIY VHDOHG
over by a 5cm-thick surface [217] of grey-browhe start of this phase saw the laying of a thin
JUDYHO VDQG FOD\ FRQWDLQEYDWARQQWKDGBGKDARRWAOG @ ZKLFK F
iron-smelting slag. The earlier wall footing [256most of the area. It also marks the creation of an
was removed and its gulley sealed with a band @pening through wall [180] which splayed out 25
slag lumps [iron-smelting remains] mixed with sandegrees to the west. The north side of the opening
[219]. The new surface [217] provided a level basE RPSULVHG ¢ QHO\ WRROHG FOXQFK
for a wall [180] running across the eastern end of tteree courses above ground level, a layout which
excavated area and parallel with the original wadliggests that a column may have been part of the
[256] described above. This new wall, 2m widesuperstructure. Shortly after this entrance was
FRPSULVHG Rl ALQW QRGXOHMVWHMEQIQVENGE RWKRUD@WHUH ARRU
mortar, survived to a height of 1.25m. NotablywalZ LWK > @ D EURZQ FOD\ DQG PRUW
[180] appears to have aligned with a secondafhis was subsequently cut by four postholes, of
wall [291] in Area 5 (Fig. 5), about 18m to thavhich three are shown, and by grave [249] (Fig.
west. At the northern end of wall [180], a ramp dfl).
UDPPHG FOXQFK > @ ZLWK D @G@wW (229,086 d&p Br PR3 Rong, was
on top, butted against its west face (Fig. 8). AlargeGHQWL¢{¢HG RQ WKH VRXWK VLGH RI
puddingstone [247] was found in the upper footingselatively close to the nave-chancel wall. It was
which projected further east of the excavated arkaed with chalk blocks and shaped clunch pieces
[Fig. 8]. At the south end, another large puddingnd contained an almost complete, extended male
stone [104], projecting 1.1m from the wall face, wat QKX PDWLRQ > @ 7KH EDFN;OO [
built into the footing. A socket 0.23m deep [221]associated with the burial, indicated the presence of
subrectangular in plan with an ogee-shaped indebt FR1,Q $ VHFRQG JUDYH > @ ZDV
and stepped base, was uncovered on west side of tBit DWHO\ DERYH WKH UVW ZLWK R(
puddingstone. Late in this phase, a mortar spretdir bases; inevitably the earlier grave was much
[234] was laid, sealing the side of the clunch rangisturbed. The second grave was larger and more
> @ DQG DFWLQJ DV D EDV H sbphistibatedDde i ptiSnd KdsOmadA RiRobiseven
[170]. Finally, it should be noted that the west side tfen tooled clunch blocks, neatly assembled such
WKH H[FDYDWHG DUHD ZDV G R\PLDQW VWHEH BAVDR EBINNZIOWMKI® GMRL QL C
trench, [137]. snugly. In addition, a head socket, with cap-stone,
was constructed at the west end. No skeletal

&RPPHQWYV DQG : Th&dydSchanywdramaiRsQuere found in the grave. A cross-section
in this area, and particularly the position of ththrough these burials and the surrounding stratig
IDFHG ALQW ZDOO U H S UrapuyHQIMEtratted b Fig@e©OID. UJHPH QW
and reconstruction of the church and are likely to Contemporary with these graves, various
KDYH EHHQ FRQWHPSRUDU\ ZJWMSK IWKHWR WK HF ABRRWWAHIUH PDGH
range. During Phase 2, it is notable that there is side of the area, the base of a shallow footing [192],
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Ficure 8 Area 1, north-west to south-east facing section

F5.6m long with a short projection to the northpartition, or perhaps an arcade of stone. This
was uncovered. This feature butted against th&gucture could have formed one side of a narrow
Phase 2 puddingstone base [104] and sealed $oeath aisle, which may have been matched on the
ogee-shaped socket [221] on its upper surfacerth side of the church, although it is not always
JXUWKHU UHSDLUV ZHUH P D Gid caSeRthatvdaakabbeir s twie HisiBdoHtramsepts.
PRUH H[WHQVLYH PRUWDU ARR U \VZ GV | 9PXGW RYRZEDAMKH WKHVH
only a small area survived. any precision, although notes on remodelling of the
church in 1254 may be relevant. The Missenden

&RPPHQWYV DQG : Th phass, UbstMyLe tulRr®) (Jenkins 1962, xiii) states that ‘Henry
eight or nine decades, marked the developmdht who was a frequent visitor, took a practical
and use of a new, enlarged church. In particular, emerest in the building (or re-building) of the
opening was made in the wall to create a steppaiobey church by presenting the canons in 1254
GRRUZD\ DUFKZD\ LQWR WKH wWtH Zix B&kR frdin th&QreyaDfarastdABri. ($evbn
to the east. This may have been associated witlyears earlier he had given them timber out of Brill
screen, the S X O,SllvMingRhe choir from the forest for the building of their guest house’.
nave. Previously the altar is likely to have been
positioned to the west of this new extension. Phase 4: 14th Century (Fig. 12)

The two burials are arguably among the earlieshe initial surface of this phase was made up of a
to be laid within the new church, and being iWWKLQ UDPPHG FKDON ARRU > @ |
a central position at the east end of the nave ard WK D WKLFN PDNHXS OD\HU > @
therefore likely to be high-status individuals. ItisFOD\ PRUWDU ARRU VXUIDFHV ZKlI
possible that the remains from the second graffeig. 10). Beneath this were features associated
(206) were removed later, perhaps to be re-buriadth trench [137], cutting through to Phase 2 and
within the more prestigious chancel. 1 levels, resulting in the removal of the west side

There appear to have been frequent repairs ®l WKH DUHD 7KH HPSW\ WUHQFK >
WKH LQWHULRU 7KH ALPV\ @QDWK WAV ®IHDR/RWIYH GLV@LQFW WL
suggests that the wall supported either a timb&LOW\ FOD\ PL[HG ZLWK EXLOGL
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Ficure 10 Area 1, west-east section
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Ficure 11 Area 1, section showing the three intercutting graves in the south-east part of the excavation

FOXQFK FKDON DQG PRUW D Ulong-ktahdinD febtyr© Dclr &\a stdt® @rded wall
E\ D WKLFN PDNH XS OD\HU xwhic@mayhe&eSddriéd- thé Wwelster® Wall of the
FOD\ PRUWDU ARRU VXUID FéhNest 2iahdelKIn Yhéx Xd3& iHight ig expected
time. Also in this phase the east-west cross watl have been demolished when access to a new
[192] of Phase 3 was dismantled and four largdancel [180, 188] was established further east,
SRVWKROHV GXJ RQH RI ZK lkoKghrit apgeais Bohate BurWedluatiHaGeast the
with smashed peg tiles. These temporary featuresd of the 13th century. It is notable that the burials
were sealed by aOR.2m deep makeup layer anday between it and the chancel wall.
ARRU > @ A row of postpits, all B50mm diameter and
*UDYH > @ ZKLFK FXW W K UiRel JrdicaitikeHofAsRarfaldingXweieDfeurRd/ along
of the previous phase, was reveale@8m east the line of Phase 3 wall [192], which had been
of Phase 3 Grave [206]. It was lined with roughemoved. This points to major rebuilding, probably
clunch and chalk blocks [173] and the one-tim@cluding lengthening of the nave. The evidence
SUHVHQFH RI D FRI¢{¢Q ZDV VXJIRHVIV AR FEY WERB NHKXSTHREXOG VXJJH
of three nails. The skeleton [190] and west end af 14th-century Penn tile pavement, evidence for
the grave had been considerably disturbed in thdaich is provided by tile fragments found in later
distant past, with some bones removed and othemtexts. It has been suggested that these construc
placed over the pelvis. Furthermore, at a later ddten activities likely coincided with re-building
when a culvert was dug across the area, the et WKH SDULVK FKXUFK LQ WKH ¢ U\
end of grave [163] had been completely destroyemkntury, on the hillside less than 100m from the
Grave [163] appears to have been dug around thiebey (Page 1908, 347-353). Housing of the lay
time when Grave [206] may have been reopenedrish congregation would have allowed the canons
for apparent removal of the skeleton. to re-model their church to suit their requirements
and increasing wealth.
&RPPHQWY DQG ,ThiWwWwds a petivd D VtaR@L63] was placed in a position suggesting
of major alterations to the abbey church, althoughperson of some rank, and it is relevant to note
the exact nature of work done is speculativéhat a benefactor, William de Missenden, died in
The nature of trench [137], discussed in Pha4836 (Page 1905, 369-376) and was buried at the
2, is puzzling. It may well mark the location of abbey. It is clear from available records and litera
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ture that this individual was regarded as effectiveRhases 6 & 7: 16th-19th Century (Figs 15 & 16)
re-founding the Abbey (Page 1905, 369—-376) alktkcavation of these later phases revealed deep,
there is a good chance that he would have beextensive deposits of compacted clunch, mortar,

buried in such a position. FKDON DQG ORDP VHDOLQJ WKH XSSt
(Fig. 10). The earliest of these levels [62] was 0.25m
Phase 5: 15th Century (Figs 13 & 14) thick and had been cut through by a line of large

Limited investigation in the eastern part of Arepostholes. This activity was contemporary with
LGHQWL¢HG D QHZ PDNHXS ti@ bpéhidg of twagnf hddraved [(34V163]Hand the
WK FHQWXU\ ZLWK D VXSHUWVPPYRKLG FAERWFK FOBRWRQHV IROO

[107]. These layers had slumped to the east (Fleurther demolition rubble was deposited until

10), a problem which seems to have been solvedsgmetime in the 18th century when cellars [47] were

placing a large puddingstone [227] on a levellinguilt in the south-east part of this area. Notably a

EHG DQG UHEXLOGLQJ WKH Zdéspwut [d6Dwas Ridg WasRof Wide<sid rvini i) illar |

WKH VWRQH ,Q WKH VRXWK Z2ZHs¢ ¥eeninkPHask R Rihichzvia¥ ingotpo@iet Xt

with mortar, sand and clay [93] and a new watiteps leading down into the cellars from the north

erected, of which footing fragments [94] survived63]. A second cellar ran to the east (Fig. 9), across

Ten postholes were dug soon after, including twibe line of Phase 3 wall [180].

SDUDOOHO OLQHV RI IRXU EXW RQFH WKHVH KDG IX0O;,0O0HG

WKHLU XVH WKH\ ZHUH EDFN (&ORPAPGH QO E DD AR L EONSS) BV DW LR Q

overlaid. compacted demolition rubble indicate a gradual
In addition to these maintenance activitieslestruction of the church which in turn supplied

Grave [144] was dug more or less above Grabelilding materials subsequently used in an area

(206), although slightly to the north-east. Thithat was eventually developed as a house. The

latest grave was cut down to a depth of 0.5mpstholes were probably made for demolition

DQG KRXVHG D FRI¢Q FDUY HaffoldifgyPand thé Ldandaged dae kbFthe graves

of clunch, 1.95m long (see Fig. 41). A head socketiggests that this was in the immediate postdisso

was carved out at the west end and a centhafion period, when the sanctity of the church was

GUDLQ KROH LQ WKH EDVH deRdyed &htd mudh KiHheFoRilding ddolished to

not been made to measure: the skeleton [147] haehate possible reuse. Such activities were perhaps

been squeezed into position, dislocating the featt the time of Richard Greneway’s occupation of
and arms with lower arms and hands wedgéie house in the early Elizabethan period.

EHQHDWK WKH SHOYLV 7KH FRI;{Q OLG KDG EHHQ

VPDVKHG VRPHWLPH ODWH U Thé KitingelabdO\djedeDtBMIdRds (Wi B)V

period saw Grave [109] place®rR north of the $UHDV

three compacted burials. This comprised a simpBbservations along the southerly stretch of the pipe

cut with no lining and contained the fragmentariyench in Areas 12 and 13 provided information

remains of an adult male skeleton (127) parthbout the internal arrangements of the chancel.

destroyed by a 19th-century culvert. The earliest deposit was slag layer [351] running
&RPPHQWYV DQG : Qh KdgsatdH HDQWHIRWK D ZDOO FRUQHU RI ALQW

DERYH GHVFULEHV WKH ¢ QDGB2]in ArdaD12 (Fig3 U1 & 18) WitR a\thk Hayer

Dissolution. During this time, no major changesf sandstone and clunch plastered on its west face.

were made to this part of the church: most of tHehis was matched to the west by a corresponding

work described can be explained as maintenarmaner [363] with a simple roll moulding on the

ZLWK WKH OD\LQJ RI QHZ AR Rauge. X\Wall(J35] ¥xtorQed nbHMardsRids 0.2m

tion or repairs of the superstructure: for examplbgfore stepping at an angle to the east by 0.3m.

scaffolding work is likely represented by the posthese two features were perhaps continuous with
pits. This phase also marks the last use of this atba north-south wall [180] in Area 1 and with the
as a church. east-west wall [360] in Area 13 (Fig. 5); the walls
While the two burials discussed here were somere all 2m wide, supported on a slag layer and
years apart, the paleopathology report presemtscombination likely formed the chancel walls.
some evidence to suggest a familial relationshipBeyond the immediate entrance walls [345] and
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Ficure 14 View from above of Area 1 excavation in progress, 1983
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FicurRE 16 Area 1, Phases 6 and 7, photographed in the early stages of excavation

[363], the pipe trench widened to 1.3m and revealedin Areas 6 (Fig. 20) and 7 (Fig. 19) wall [301]
D VHULHV RI ARRU OHYHOV é&ohtiduedA5i waskviard RiRwWIEY poilt ther@QwWds
consisted of a mortar bedding [348] supporting splayed entrance doorway (314), of which only
D SDYHPHQW RI GHFRUDWH G ti&H@sQreVédl @as Yreserve@. Thisyddctidn of the
which survived L Q VLW X although all were vegliweaia offset slightly to the south, such that its
(Fig. 18). north face did not exactly align with the north face
In Areas 7 (Fig. 19) and 8 (Fig. 5) a corridoof the wall in Area 8. Further west the wall [301]
wall [330, 327], opposite the south wall of théurned to the south revealing a second doorway
proposed chancel, was visible beneath the nror{B11]. The doorways [311, 314] may have given
ernmost wall of the present-day house, with iccess from the monastery living quarters into the
south face offset from the internal face of thehurch; the passageway was later narrowed by a
‘modern’ north wall. In Area 8 the wall was facedmall stub added to the turn in the wall (316). It
with siliceous sandstone, whereas in Areal2nf is interesting to note that post-excavation work
WR WKH ZHVW WKH IDFLQJ FRPSULNB8 RAWQMD U XEE®HHQXMIW K G D P
some chalk and clunch [330]. An extension afhich was in line with walls (313) and (301) but
this wall into the adjacent Area 11 (Fig. 5) endedas further to the north and thought to be part of
FLm beyond the east end of the present-day hotlse nave.
but was later extended to the east [359], using aTurning to the trench section in Area 19 (Fig.
different construction technique with mortar2l), a north-south wall [374] butted by the ubiq
ALQW DQG FOXQFK 7KH QR uttMKslddodepdsiR[B76) Hds\eviddléll. H RisvwaR Q
showed traces of white plaster, as did the so uWHDOHG E\ D FOXQFK DQG PRUWDU
face of the adjacent but older wall [327]. ThRe SSHDUHG WR EH D QHZ ARRU DVV
reconstructed ground plan indicates that thedevelopment of the Abbey. This, in turn, was
walls would have been divided from the proposeRYHUODLG E\ D ODWHU ARRU > @ C
chancel by a corridor. substantial deposit of smashed medieval window
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glass [380], covered by a collapsed ceiling vaul& RPPHQWYV D QG ,Qovibinth® &llHha D W L R C
The Area 19 trench was solidly packed throughoabove data allows a partial reconstruction of one

its length with intact rib voussoirs, between whichart of the abbey church during its middle to late

were heaps of collapsed, faced chalk blocks whigeriod. Over time the abbey may have grown in

had been the webbing between the ribs. status and been enlarged: it seems possible that the
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chancel was enlarged and was repositioned furthiére Nave(Figs 3 & 5)
to the east. The structural evidence supports tifeaeas 5, 17, 32, 35, 41)
LGHQWL¢FDWLRQ RI D WK F BeQavsé Uf\the Kibitod-radrel o im@igatiad Jn
the positioning of entrances and there is evidentteese areas, the evidence for the structure of the
WKDW 3HQQ WLOHV ZRXOG K Dndve isRayrhedtarg TWeksutih Rait of thel chingh. V
easterly area. The proximity of burials immediZDV LGHQWL¢{HG E\ WKH ALQW UXEE
ately to the west of wall [180] suggests that th{801] in Areas 32 and 41 (Fig. 22) continuing the
is the western-most chancel wall. In its earliesffset line of wall [301] to the east (Fig. 5). The
years, the chancel may have been further to theund surface in the excavated area north of wall
west and was possibly open to the nave or perhd@8l] was extensively disturbed. Wall [301] and
divided by a simple low railing. Thereafter, oncassociated walls, including those to its immediate
the 1215 ‘protection of the sacrament (Eucharisgbuth, suggest a grouping of rooms to the south of
was enforced, the chancel is likely to have bedime abbey church: these are discussed below in the
screened off and perhaps repositioned (Harsection on the South Transept.
1977, 105). Judging by its length and allowing In Area 5 (Fig. 23) wall footings [294] running
space for the altar, it seems likely that the 13t RUWK VRXWK ZHUH LGHQWL¢{HG ZLW
to 14th-century chancel would have housed chair Area 1 (Fig. 6) and [374] in Area 19, all forming
stalls. part of the pre-monastic or early post-foundation

The restricted nature of the excavation preventetiurch (Fig. 5). This early wall was replaced by
assessment of a possible eastward extension of BeVROLG VHW Rl ALQW DQG JUDYHO
FKDQFHO DUHD +RZHYHU WKHDICGCHOW @; EEBWAR QIDWQ BEXIPW. RQ D E
tioning of wall [383, 384] in Area 19 suggests latetFOXQFK WLOH DQG FKDON > @ 7K
expansion of the abbey church. This in turn shouALWK WKH ¢(UVW IRXQGDWLRQV RI I
EH FRQVLGHUHG EHDULQJ L (chercl @ithvhig shnbe\patiera BIBowdeiGin A@ &5\,
of the collapsed ceiling and window glass [380]2, 13 and 19. Wall [291] can be assumed to be an
in the same area, features suggestive of improwetegral part of the 12th-century monastic church.
PHQWY PDGH WR WKH DEEH\ LQruiHeHNaRtIDiWAtea W Kuthhliyble@ With Wal
century. [291] was a 2.2m-wide wall [368], set on founda

WLRQV RI SXGGLQJVWRQH EORFNV W
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mortar footings (Fig. 24). The two lowest courseE HHQ LGHQWL¢{¢HG O\LQJ WR WKH Zt
of clunch facing had survived on the east side ofossing the nave. These walls are parallel to the
the wall but much of the rest was lost. The walllestern wall of the chancel, wall [180]. It seems
EDVH > @ ZDV DEXWWHG E\ ARIRtbaYthe/Rivénddaisiad \aileaBt QrethEVskiuth
solid nature of the foundation suggests this walide as indicated by the alignment of walls [801] and
was also load-bearing. [301]. The width and length of the nave would have

,Q 7TUHQFK ' )LJ D SRRU®D B DG RMHUMWWZIPE QUHAHFWLQJ WK
[369] 0.85m wide, running north to south, wawvealth of the abbots, as observed for several similar
uncovered. One possibility is that this was abbeys in Buckinghamshire, for example Notley
post-medieval replacement of the west end of tiidbey, founded by Augustinian Canons 1154-1164
church but it is more likely a separate buildingPantin 1941, 22—-48) and Lavendon Abbey, founded
since the wall was butted to its west by chalk ary Premonstratensian Canons 1154, (Page 1905,
WLOH ARRUYV 384-386). The 1980s excavated areas overlying the

position of the abbey church cover about 45m of the

&RPPHQWYV DQG : (BWdéents Ubt Verihhis Ri@inal length, so that it is unsurprising
pre-monastic and later walls [291 and 368] ha?/ KDW WKH QDO IXO0O OHQJWK RI
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established. It has similarities with Notley Abbeyoof tiles. To the north in Area 28, a medieval chalk

which started as a cruciform building of some 67MA\RRU VXUIDFH DERXW P ZLGH ZzD
LQ OHQIJWK EXW ZDV FRQVLGHUBGQWW RDYBDUDRAQPBGQEYBO ZDO
length greater than160m. and large chalk blocks with a white-plastered clunch

facing surviving on its west side (Figs 3 & 28).
The Transepts (Fig. 3)

$UHDV &RPPHQWY DQG : The/ptaxignityHoV D W L R ¢
nave to the cloister in Area 6 is not surprising as it
South Transept/Sacristy and Cloister is often the case that the nave of a church extends

Outside the nave the possibilities for excavation weaéong the north side of the cloister with a door
limited. Areas 6 and 7, which have been alluded between them at the north-east angle (for example,
when considering the adjacent Chancel includesge Webb 1921, 130-142). The northern entrance
part of a group of buildings which would have be€f814] opens directly onto the abbey crossing so that,
used by the abbots and their staff. The layout jpfdging by position and doorway size, this room
Area 6 is shown in Fig. 20; here it is clear that the likely to have been either the south transept or
west reveal of the doorway turned to the south amdcristy. These were the usual location of the night-
marked the medieval west wall [313, 308] of the eastiairs from the dorter, and it is perhaps the case
range. This wall originally had been continuouthat the reduction in width of wall [338] in Area 9
but was subsequently pierced by a late mediewtlits west end (Fig. 25) may have been necessary
doorway [311]. A step down to the west through thte accommodate the staircase in the south-west
GRRUZD\ ZzDV D PRUWDU VXU I|Dofrtér bf ¢he trandafpt. Of thah Rérd thg cadeK wall
11 tiles surviving [320]; this walled and tiled are§338] would have marked the division between the
is considered to mark the remnant remains of tkeclesiastical and domestic parts of the Abbey, and
cloister walkway. The remaining features shown ithe roof of the dorter would have ended here. It is
Fig. 20 derive from the post-dissolution period. TLR@ RWDEOH WKDW WKHUH ZDV QR EXI
earliest walls [301, 302] in Area 7 form a continuith Q WKLV DUHD DGMDFHQW WR ZDO
with the Area 6 walls [313, 308] (Fig. 5). seen in section further north.
The domestic east range was separated from the
church by a late medieval broad wall [338], 1.6North Transept
wide, running east-west and visible in Area 9 (Fidt is very unusual for a conventual church to be
,WV IRRWLQJV ZHUH EXW VEsy@me&hicaViK it bagidlayduit] ¥orat MRSRhten
levels [336] and [335], found in this area. Later, walkbbey the existence of a matching north transept
[338] was refaced with courses of vertically stackedust be assumed rather than proved. The only
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FIGURE 22 Areas 32 and 41, plan showing the footings of the south wall of the church

evidence for its existence was seen in a north-southin summary, Figure 26 shows a hypothetical
VHFWLRQ PDGH XS RI FOXQ F lgrddrg @lar of @&Vearlypab@y cRURCW ar@ Figure

with a corner or end [367] in Area 17, Trench B7 shows the relationship between the medieval

(Fig. 5). In Area 19 the faced wall [383] perhapshurch and the ranges of the abbey.

formed the eastern wall (Fig. 21), although this

would have made the church asymmetrical. AlteThe East Range (Figs 3 & 28)

natively, this may represent the later addition of$ UH D V

a chapel to the north transept, while the southKH HDVW UDQJH VKRZHG HYLGHOQFF
transept was maintained as a sacristy. UHSDLUV UHEXLOGLQJ 7KH IX0OO0O ZL
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FiGURE 23 Area 5, section showing wall footings similar to those in Areas 1 and 19

West East
\- ‘\ H a o o S @ oo g :,'
. ' - o © 9 < =
s Q = 3 é, CIOQQ(_:OQD 3 O =
Do:é:laac?goobﬂﬂsoa’_ec.‘::ﬁ:.
Robbing = 368 Clunch wall face i
: trench s : o, 2T P aopome
—~ &Rl R ORGGE
| o T LRk ~\~~\mg;gggg::zzm::::::x::::~:3£33$355t wE
ﬁ\ oo, - SSRIRNERENY, /
o8 N / 0o 1 ___2m Brick
L m— ]
Flint & sarsen culvert
wall footings

Ficure 24 Area 17, Trench C. Section of a substantial, wide wall, aligned with wall (291) in Area 5

was preserved in the later buildings. NLWFKHQ ARRU DQG FRQVLVWHG R
The medieval west wall (Fig. 28) extende@.20-2.40m wide, abutting the original medieval

through Area 6 [308=313=316], Area 10, AreF KDON ARRU OHYHO > @ LQ $UHI

28A [637] and Area 29 [588]. At the time of excaF. The surviving medieval wall, much altered in

vation, wall [637] lay beneath what was then th® RZHU DUHDV VXUYLYHG WR HDYH
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FicurRe 25 Area 9. The domestic east range and church were separated by late medieval broad wall (338)

level there were three arched windows witheen inthe south end of a surviving east wall upper

dressed stone jambs and lintels [371] in Area #ea, identical to those present in the west wall.

(Fig. 29). These were 3.50m apart, the southern The position of the south wall of the range is

most [373] being 1.7m from the junction of the easincertain, although it is possible that it lay beneath

and south ranges. The width of one window hate south wall of the modern abbey. Evidence of

been reduced from 1.65 to 1.25m with the additiggossible medieval walls on the same alignment to

of decorated splayed clunch: bar or shutter holdee east and west, e.g. walls [648] and [535] in the

were observed on the inside faces of the revediuth Range, may have marked an internal- divi

Although each window was 2.4m tall, the windowWLRQ DW JURXQG ARRU OHYHO )LJ

sills had not survived. There was no evidence séems certain that the east wall continued to the

windows at lower levels. As in Area 6, a medievalouth and upwards to the roof. Elsewhere within

doorway reveal [588] was distinguishable in Arethe surviving east range, there seems to have been

29, but with a Tudor facade (Fig. 28). A furthe® FURVY ZDOO EHQHDWK WKH ODWHL

medieval opening [725] in wall [637], Area 27, alsthe west wall of the range returned towards the

survived but was fragmentary as it had been muehst, but much disturbed by the construction of the

damaged by the later cellar opening. (UHSODFH $ GLYLVLRQ KHUH ZRXOC
Much less of the east wall of the range was seproximity of doorways [588] and [725], which

DERYH JURXQG DOWKRXJK LWYH ODFWHQVWRRWZRRHSDUDWH UR

complex medieval origin. These appeared as ealdyel. The northernmost of these rooms had a

walls running roughly north to south in Area 9FKDON ARRU > @ ZKLFK zZDV UHPDL

Area 29 [578], Area 28D [706], which lay beneattP HGLHYDO ARRU VXUIDFH GDLG SUL

a Tudor wall) and Area 36. These easterly waltion of the Tudor chimney. The construction of a

showed similarities with the west wall, since alpost-medieval cellar had destroyed the medieval

ZHUH EXLOW RI WKH VDPH ALWhdohX@BOH LQ \HOORZ VDQG\

mortar and were 2.50m wide. A single windowwas % HWWHU VXUYLYDO RI ARRUV D
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FicurE 26 Possible ground plan of the early abbey church and its junction with the monastic quarters

observed in service trenches which lay beyond KH ODWHVW ARRU OHYHO ZDV D
the south-east corner of the abbey (Fig. 3: Areasreused 14th-century decorated and plain Penn

29, 36, 37 and 42). In Area 36 the east wall of thiges, indicating a probable 15th-century WHU P L Q X\
UDQJH ZDV LGHQWL:{HG FRQWSRXWQIRW RV WIKH ARRUN K KZILWEXDNY LG
possible medieval wall running at right angles iof the pavement seen by McVicar in 1876 (Floor

an easterly direction from the corner of the moderaiLOH UHSRUW W LV QRWDEOH WHEK
abbey buildings. Both were made up of the samethis area reached 0.30m, while there was very
ALQW UXEEOH DQG \HOORZ VI sk iR R&JNorD ParRdE ti¢rangdd Baralli@l to
surviving west and east walls of the range. Flithe possible medieval wall and somewhat to the

rubble in grey mortar may have represented aorth, a short length of wall [577] in Area 29 was

earlier wall or perhaps just footings. ConsiderabtEhserved with a quoin at its junction with the east
ODWHU ARRU GHSRVLWV KD G waH[5Vg) of tkd_ranye. X)BfoRuUDatelR Wekgraung H V

of the wall, and also lay close to a nearby walhrea in the angle between the east and north-east
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Ficure 27 Plan showing the arrangement of domestic walls (green) as they were in the medieval period
and their likely attachment to the church (blue). The latter is laid out based on the location of associated
wall sections. Area 43 (orange) contains a complex of buildings dating to the 12th century

ranges was heavily disturbed and no further-deas it is in most other Augustinian houses. It was the
WL¢{¢DEOH VWUXFWXUHYV ZH U Hdasih#it &xi0 ¢f @edieval domestic ranges and the

south range originally butted against it. It seems
&RPPHQWYV DQG ,Th&VeHidrd Wetd3ohikbdly tRaDthe east range continued several metres
to doubt that the east range was the site of the dorterthe south of the modern abbey wall, and possibly
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range was measured, drawn and recorded by John
Chenevix Trench and John Bailey. The east range
roof was an excellent example of a medieval roof
with four half-bays and six trusses of arch-braced
collar form surviving and dated to the mid-15th
century. Part of the roof had been dismantled and
UHDVVHPEOHG ZKHQ WKH XSSHU
was given a ceiling; this section was put back
with its centre line displaced 0.482m to the east.
JLIXUH $ VKRZV WKH URRI SURyg (
LPPHGLDWHO\ SULRU WR WKH ¢UH
JLIXUH % VKRZV WKH SUR¢OH ZKL
existed until the mid-15th century. It was noted
that the timbers extending downwards from the
principal rafters were sawn through at their feet
with some length loss. The principal rafters would
not have been affected, since they had usable
tenons shaped on their feet; furthermore, there
were carpenters’ marks on the principal rafters
and holes in the common rafters at the expected
GLVWDQFHYV )ROORZLQJ WKHVH PR
that outward thrusting of the roof was prevented by
the ‘mass wall' of short horizontal timbers which
were joined to rafters at the inner end by vertical
ashlar pieces. The triangulation of the feet of the
rafters and distribution of the load over the whole
length of the short horizontal timbers solved the
‘thrust’ problem. Photographs of the roof struc
WXUHYVY DV WKH\ ZHUH EHIRUH WKH
in Figures 31 and 32.

The roof was supported by twin butt purlins and
a double row of windbraces and all had the same
quarter-round-and-ogee moulding. There was at
least one truss beyond the northernmost one, which
was morticed for purlins and windbraces and
carried the carpenter’s mark ‘VII'. These marks ran
in order with the southernmost being Ill, indicating
that there had been two further trusses to the south
when the roof was originally eight bays long. It was
noted that the missing trusses had been reused in

Ficure 28 Area 28, layout of wall footings and

FKDON ARRU LQFOXGLQJ PH C{)VLQQQ}*B‘@”S% fpne marked ‘II. The roof span
etween principals and the inner faces of the walls

even further. Thus, the windows in the west wallere both 8.2m and the trusses were 2.82m apart.
ZRXOG KDYH ORRNHG GRZQ IURPKWKHI RQUWW BRRRYH BGRRWWID QQHC
into the cloister garth and were probably matchehich, from its position next to the choir of the

on the east side by corresponding windows, fF K XUFK PXVW KDYH EHHQ WKH GR

which only one has survived. sleeping quarters for a community (Page 1905,

369-376; Jenkins 1962). Judging by its form, the

The East Range Roof (Figs 30, 31 & 32) likely date of the roof is post-1450 and perhaps its
Q ¢UH GHVWUR\HG W K H'reodra®ion, Rebuil@lng WasG@tndigted by Bishop

Abbey. Shortly before that, the roof of the eastongland’s explicit instruction; Y WHP ZH LQLR\Q
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FiGURE $UHD SDUW RI D VXUYLYLQJ PHGLHYDO ZDOO ZLWK WKU

WKH DEERWW WR UHSDLUH WKWXNFKX9HKQ G ORI WRIGL (GFRUVWLRQ RI
cUPDUN DQG RWKHU EXLOGL QehNielE N pdrgbleLdaté foy e eteY iy the &arly
PRQDVWHU\ DQG HVSHFLDOQ9thehtirnEHOIUD\ DQG ZLWKLQ

WKH PRQDVWHU\ VRR WKDW LW PD\ DSSHUH WR XV WKDW

WKH WKLQJ LV LQ KDQG DQGTh&/$outt Rarg&AyQ3 & B3IVK HIITHFW

(Peacock 1883). The only surviving domestic$ UHDV

accounts for the Abbey are for the eighteen months the south range the medieval walls had been R

from Christmas 1531 to St John's Day 1533, whe@ DUJHO\ GHPROLVKHG WR JURXQG Al

the considerable sum of £37 14s 8d was spent GXGRU UHFRQVWUXFWLRQ Rl WKH KR

repairs to the buildingslL Q UH S D U D W L Burfadesd etk X&a$onably preserved, such that a
/ILQFROQVKLUH 5HFRUG 21¢{FHRKFHHQWRSUDEORRVMAKH JURXQG AR

7KH ZRUN PD\ VW L Ostudfed dHshewhHQFiguReL33 Jor Area 26. This

on when the house was dissolved. Post-dissolutioomprised a range, all of one build, which was not

changes included the insertion of a massive briekered during the medieval occupation. The basic

chimney stack rising through the roof north abutline was made up of wall bases [533], [535=566],
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Approx. apex of
o =—— — original roof

- Top of new rcof

FIGURE OHGLHYDO URRI VWUXFWXUHVY UHFRUGHG SULRU WR WKH
the East Range roofs while C shows the South Range roof structure. D shows a remodelled double ogee
moulding from a South Range beam dating to the 15th century

> @ DQG > @ PDGH RI Al WeX Erfeaiktete@wMdR INAH survived to
yellow mortar, often with large sarsen blocks a®of level, but had been abbreviated with a later
footings. Within this area, subdivisions with wallvidening of the east range. A late Tudor staircase
footings [537], [639] and [540] outlined a largepositioned on the north side of this wall in Area 15
central single room with a passage to the westjramy coincide with the positioning of the medieval
longer chamber to the east and a further passatgirs. In the same area, the reveal of a north-facing
beyond. Chimney footings [536] projecting to th&vindow was observed within the wall and three
north were built into the north wall of the centrasémall medieval windows with splayed reveals, now
room. A large drain [567] built of unmortaredblocked, were uncovered in the south wall of the
sarsen blocks ran north-south, crossing below thenge. Cornerstones [364] of clunch and siliceous
east chamber and emerging further north in Arsandstone were visible at the junction of the west
27. and south ranges in Area 16. In addition, a door
Walls and other features existing above grourithme made of large clunch quoins and more than
had mostly been rebuilt in later periods. Howeve2m in height was uncovered at the south end of the
at the east end of wall bases [535=566], a mediest wall of the east range. Circumstances in this
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9LHZ DORQJ RQH RI WKH (DVW 5DQJH URRIV SULRU

Ficure 32 View of wind braces and purlins of the
(DVW 5DQJH URRI DV LW ZDV SULRU "
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Ficure 33 Area 26, wall footings and bases of the South Range and the chimney footings on the north
side of the area

DUHD PDGH LW GLI{FXOW W Royth\VatErI&dorlstaiKcage KTHe latge BeWraIRE@@M K L S
DQG DJH RI ARRU OHYHOV DSDIUWKIDRPUHIISBRFGIL [LQQ W WH ODVR U W K
WKH HDUOLHVW ARRU OD\ L Qthekitdtherr bt heWiaDnihg liduBeP At Ed€iHdndd ofD
EHDWHQ FKDON ARRU > the@ndgeQua$ Bl phBsage, [§illiig access to the areas
been replaced by a mortar surface. and buildings beyond the cloister, whose shape and
Observation of pipe trenches in Areas 34, 38, 3dnction can only be guessed at.

DQG FRQ;UPHG WKH H[LVWHQFH RI IXUWKHU PHGL
HYDO VWUXFWXUHV DQG AR RTbe 8outh Rargd RooWR WKH VRXWK RI
the modern building. The roof of the south range was also much altered,

but enough of the original structure remained to
&RPPHQWY DQG , Dh¥ Hduts Wadgd' Estatlish Qhat it was a clasped purlin roof with
was the monastic domestic area and it seetwg collars, two pairs of purlins, and tied beams
PRVW OLNHO\ WKDW WKH ¢ Ucdmber&dRiR ld g2ridle/ cuv& KFigk BOQ ® QTihére
refectory (frater). An unusual feature indicatedias studding both above and below the tie beam
E\ GUDLQ > @ LQ $UHD in e YUK wWah) elMéh@eFdfl wRittle-and-daub
the reredorter in the south range, separating tteD QHOV 3HJ KROHV VXUYLYHG ZK
dormitory (dorter) from the refectory but withthe ties were braced downwards to the walls. There
access from the dorter via a door in Area 25. Theere two tiers of wind-braces, one to each purlin.
medieval day stairs leading from the cloister tdhe width between walls was 7m and the space
the domestic rooms seem to have been repladetween principals slightly less.
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The original roof was probably builtl®00, but of these features seem to be the wall footings [5031]
was later reduced in height by having the prirand [5017] which in turn are similar in make-up
cipals shortened to just above the upper collao wall [5049] some .8m to the south-west. Wall
rather higher on the south than on the north, so tlg@41] may date to a similar period since there is
the top of the roof was not quite horizontal. Thevidence that attempts were later made to narrow or
effect would have been to bring the top of the rotfock the gap between the walls [5041] and [5049]
roughly into line with the ridge of the east rangdyy extending wall [5041] with a new structure, wall
where the wall plate was about 2m lower than {B058]. The walls [5044] and [5063] running north
the south range. on the same line as wall [5031] are akin to wall
Presumably, it was during this time of rernod> @ DQG PD\ UHSUHVHQW D FF
elling that a length of reused timber was incerp@ddition. The earliest surfaces of Area 43 yielded
rated in the roof. This had double ogee moulding@ DWH WK FHQWXU\ SRWWHU\ FRQ¢|
on both arrises, and bore a medieval paintingas laid out early in the abbey’s history.
which was judged to date from the 15th century; Towards the end of the abbey’s life a series of
unfortunately, the nature of the painting was netdditions were made to the west range, including
described (Fig. 30, D). A scar on what had been thesmall kitchen to the north-west corner (Fig. 35).
VRI¢W VXIIJHVWHG WKH RQH Wis RdinpBdedia/ pitehé&dHileRnleaith OOR]©N its
able ceiling beam from a parlour or solar, databierth side, a door in the outside wall and a midden
to the 15th or early 16th century. At the east end [B007] in the yard outside. The latter was made
this roof a complex arrangement of heavy timbetg almost exclusively of oyster shells and pottery
had been contrived to allow the barrel vaultinffagments dating to the late medieval period.
of the 18th-century ceilings of the room below t& KH PHWDO ¢(QGV IURP WKLYV DUHD LC

penetrate the roof space. century. Later, the area north-east of the kitchen
was enclosed by a rough rubble wall partly made

The West Range (Figs 3 & 34) XS RI WK FHQWXU\ JOD]JHG EULFN'
$UHDYV surface had been laid on its east side. A fragment

The west range had been systematically demof what appeared to be the south wall of the church
ished during the immediate post-dissolutiowas noted near to the northern entrance.
period, and the walls robbed to foundation level.
As aresult, little information was recovered duringt RPPHQWYV DQG :, QW WvesS thipg DW LR Q
WKH ZDWFKLQJ EULHI +RZHY tas pkobéibly th@ BisbotS Kdayirgs RadndVits Hize
1988 salvage excavation provided some mfomndicated it was of an early date. Kitchens and
mation about the outer part of the range. middens added later were typical of features

The east wall of the range survived only at itassociated with expanding personal comfort at
junction with the north wall of the south range [364he expense of monastic purity (for discussion see
in Area 16, although the continuity of its line waaye 1992, 21). However, an alternative expla
marked by the west wall of the modern buildingQDWLRQ LV WKDW WKHVH QDO DOW
all else had been completely robbed out. Ontg have been poorly constructed, were in response
Area 43 (Fig. 34) provides an idea of the originab Bishop Longland’s detailed instructions in the
size and complexity of the buildings. The widtli530s and may not have been completed by the
of this area included three ranges of rooms whic LPH WKH DEEH\ ZDV GHFODVVL¢{HG
could have formed part of the west range or been a
separate building attached to the earlier buildingehe West Range Roof
this latter possibility is supported by the ‘attachetihe west range roof was all of a piece, only 3.8m
building’ described at Notley Abbey (Pantin 1944ide and of clasped purlin form with queen struts.

+ ,2W KDV SURYHG GLI¢FXIOAs \WiBedobe edrly 1BHTAtdY. W R
any of the features shown in Figure 34, and there is
very limited surviving text for this area. HoweverThe Cloister (Fig. 3)
the basic ground plan of Area 43 is made up oS UHDV
remaining walls, loose mortared rubble footingkittle was seen of the original medieval cloister
DQG D VHULHV RI FOXQFK DQBDREKDWO 8 XAR RV E R WK DPOUHVIWQ G C
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FiGURE 34 Area 43, excavation plan

full width of the cloister alley was observed in théess substantial and could have been the base for an

west and north (Fig. 3: Areas 21, 41 and 32) and carcade. Further south in Areas 26 and 27, the width

be extrapolated around the whole circuit. In Aread the passage through the south range probably

32 and 41 (Fig. 22) the north wall of the alley [801tepresented the full width of the east alley. The

which was 0.5m wide, was the south wall of thguadrangle associated with Area 27 had little that
church, while the south-alley wall [839] was muctv DV LGHQWL¢ {DEO\ PHGLHYDO DSLEL
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Ficure 35 Pitched tile hearth added to the west range towards the end of the abbey’s life

FKDON FOXQFK VXUIDFH ZKLPXKBIS DHBIDH G/ LIV SDDWFIKDHW KDOORZ vV
Area 6, on the east side of the cloister has beéhFRRS ¢ OOHG ZLWK D JUH\ VLOW\ F(
described in detail in the South Transept sectionaverage which may have been associated with the
Despite the lack of cloister features, an arcadeRQVWUXFWLRQ RI WKH DGMDFHQW

capital was found which could be dated to the latcoop’, and sealing the silty clay, was a surface of
12th century, indicating that the cloister wallswer&/ RXJK ALQW FREEOLQJ RU KDUG VW
erected at an early stage in the abbey’s history. a large cooking pot [1063] (Fig. 45) set upright

in its north-east edge, perhaps as a feeding bowl

The External Buildings (Fig. 3) for chickens or animals. In Area 2a, over 800
(Areas 2a, 2b, 3,4, 5) sherds of pottery were recovered, of which a large
number were of the same fabric as the cooking pot.
Area 2a A deposit of ‘cess’ was apparent on the cobbles.
An area of EOOm2 was excavated to examine the
northern part of the precinct (Fig. 36). 3KDVH OLG WR /DWHK stoveK &HQ W)
EXLOGLQJ EXLOW RI URXJK ALQW C
3KDVH WK W R NoWegoditsidD WisKdhalk blocks, was exposed at the east end of the
date were found. area, and the south-west corner was excavated.
Later reconstruction had obscured much of the
3KDVH WK WR (DUTDé& ealiekt dtinysy KU these were probabh0.80m wide

feature was a large, circular depression [1071] atiginally. Further excavation revealed that this
the west end of the excavated area which was &milding comprised two joining walls, one running
in length north-south, its west side lay outsideorth-south [1068] and the other running east-west.
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The latter wall [1069] spanned a length of 6.1m,

two courses high and continuing beyond the limits

of the excavation; the north-south wall survived to

1m in length, one course high and was at an angle

to [1069]. Both walls were built directly on top

of the natural gravel surface without foundation
WUHQFKHVY 1R FRQWHPSRUDU\ AF
within the building. The likeliest function of this

building would be as a barn. Alternatively, it may

have been part of a guest range.

Also during this phase, a pit [1003], 1.9m long
east-west with sloping sides, was dug to the west of
WKH EXLOGLQJ 7KH SLW ZDV RQO\
of the phase. The water table prevented excavation
of this feature beyond a depth of 0.70m.

3KDVH W K It &veisQ@wyXitJ this phase
WKDW SLW > @ ZDV FRPSOHWHO\
large-scale alterations were being made to the

stone building in the east of the area. These ebser
vations, together with an area of mottled green

clay associated with decayed cess or dung, perhaps
reinforce the view that this area was part of the
abbey farmyard. Two post-pits [1013] and [1054]

were excavated, which may have been the remains

of insubstantial lean-tos built against stone
boundary wall [1207] to the north in Area 2b (Fig.

37), or the central posts of hayricks. The south wall

> @ ZDV UHEXLOW ZLWK D FKDON
nodules and set back 0.30m from the line of the
original internal face. Over the rest of the area a
OD\HU RI EURZQ JUH\ ORDP ZDV GH
cobbles on the surface.

3KDVH W K TBeHe@stVexid) of the area
was terraced [1058] to a height 00.F4m along

a north-south line I6m west of wall [1068]. At
the same time the west wall of the building was
demolished and replaced with an offset wall [1052]
which did not return at the previous junction but
continued southwards. A pit [1059] located at the
south end of the terrace was probably a robbing
cut of the earlier wall [1068]; the size of the pit
suggested that this corner had been buttressed.
The east face of the new wall [1052] was set back

F0.40m from that of wall [1068]. Faced with chalk

EORFNV RQ WKH LQWHULRU DQG Al

surviving in places to three courses high, the core

RI WKLV ZDOO ZDV FUXVKHG FKDON
The new building was obviously much larger

FIGURE 36 Area 2a, excavation plan
WKDQ WKH ¢UVW WV QRUWKHURQ
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3KDVHV DQG WK WR WK &HQW)
barn was demolished early in the 19th century and

a large amount of soil was dumped across the area

in the following centuries.

Area 2b

1%07t_ The foundations of the existing boundary wall on
1208 ooty S WKH QRUWK VLGH RI WKH DEEH\ ZHU
shown in Fig. 37). The earliest fence line was repre

L sented by a deep post-pit [1209]. This was replaced
~—1—1209 by a stone wall footing [1207] set in a construction
N POstPIt  trench [1208] which was rebuilt in the 18th century
ZLWK QHZ ALQW IRRWLQJ > @ 7KH
7/ wall standing today [1205] was probably built in

the early 19th century.

0 1m Area 3
————— A trench was opened in this area to determine
whether there were any monastic buildings located

Ficure 37 Area 2b revealed the foundations of immediately north of the church (Fig. 38),

a boundary wall on the north side of the abbey,

associated with a deep post-pit 3KDVH  No deposits of this date were found.

FKDON ARRU > @ DQG DQ HEDWHK ARR (DU®\L AMHSRBSpidast
apparent south of the dividing wall. By the end dfix surfaces comprising thin layers of clay, crushed
this phase an occupation deposit had built up insidench, chalk or sand were excavated. From these,
the north part of the building, and the terrace had Y HU SRWWHU\ VKHUGY ZHUH UHF
EHHQ DOPRVW FRPSOHWHO\ LOKKOWEHEG RI FRDUVH JUH\ EODFN SRW
earliest layer, including part of a bowl which was
3KDVH WK WR. Th¥ KWall& léfCtve Xdund upright resting on the surface of the layer.
building described above were demolished and tBeme of the pottery was decorated with thumb-im
remains sealed with brown loam. A rectangulgressed clay strips (Fig. 45). No structural
timber barn, outlined with dashed lines in Figurevidence was found, and it is impossible to state
ZDV EXLOW ZLWKLQ WKH DUHIZ KHKW¥YH W RV KWMK FHAHVUXHULQWHU QDO R
barn measured internally 14m by 7.7m. Large padtinch was stone-dressing waste and the nature
pits [1028, 1037, 1032, 1005] were found at eadi the other constituents suggests that this was a
corner, with some smaller intermediate holesorking area, perhaps a mason’s yard used during
[1011, 1009, 1020, 1041, 1022] forming the outlinthe construction of the abbey. This would explain
of a substantial timber frame. However, the walthe lack of archaeological features.
which may have existed between the uprights had
left no trace. Remains of two internal roof support8KDVH OLG /DWH . NoKuheGuvfxdds
[1007, 1016] were found, of which the latter was atere laid, and the area was divided by a north-south
the central point of both axes. Beyond the westemtH QFH R1 WLPEHU SRVWY SUREDEO\ LQ¢
a further two post-pits [1035, 1039] which couldFive postholes [442, 434, 437, 440 and 428] were
possibly be part of the barn were uncovered. Tle&cavated: the southern-most was 1.8m north of a
barn entrances(s) were probably on the south afrdinage or boundary ditch [430] which ran at right
west sides, as the north side was too close to #gles to the fence. Originally funnel-shaped in
boundary wall and an easterly approach over unevgan, this feature was widened at a later date.
remains of buildings was probably unsuitable. A
VPDOO SDWFK RI ¢UH UHGGHQ3K® WIRYO > @ WKV MNoresardeyw X U\
near the north-east corner of the barn. activity.
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Ficure 38 Area 3, excavation plan
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3KDVHV WK  $/QKHEWEIW X
cobbled surface was laid over the area, probably
the 18th century, and this was overlaid by a seco [~ __ =~ Jfececomer
cobble surface with fragmentary remains of & - uneven ground
outhouse and drain. =~

= manhole

Water Supply

The Misbourne is a chalk river which rises near Gre
OLVVHQGHQ DQG ARZV VRXWK
WKH ULYHU &ROQH 7KLV ULY
before modern ‘down-stream’ water extraction, b
now appears only seasonally. It runs in a canalis
stream from the north around the north-east corr
Rl WKH DEEH\ DQG ARZV LQWI
lake, Warren Water, created in the 18th century |
the Oldham family. The canalisation was probab
medieval since the line of the sewer (567) bene:
the reredorter meets the line of the nearby river
the north. The sewer was serviced by water dra
from the river. The river leaves Warren Water ar
continues towards nearby Shardeloes, gradue \
increasing in volume as it travels downstream.

hedge

p possible
"~ exit channel?

e = Possible pond limits

10 metres 40 50

hedge

Contour interval = 10cm

Ponds Ficure 39 Contour survey of probable
A sub-rectangular pond, north-west of the abbey, VKSRQGV LGHQWL/,/HG DORQJ WKH L
existed prior to landscaping and development of Missenden Abbey
the general area. A machine-dug trench (Area 4)
shown in Figure 3 was located beyond the easfip is reproduced in Figure 39. The earthworks
end of this pond and a section cut through tla@e shallow, the amplitude being no more than
PRGHUQ LQ¢c¢OO GHPRQVWUDWH & thi¢ lsauth-edgtkcbrvierl bf Bhe/ eebkial @obd/
originally much larger. Fed by a spring the wateghe contouring suggests an exit channel to the
OHYHOV AXFWXDWHG ZLWK WueHwithHRAK& @¥ideDo® Gf dirdlarVoHa irels
OLNHO\ WKDW WKLV ZDV RU L Jit@eDother twd. Fhid epp&tehDreyudavit 6f Rhess
Local tradition has assumed that this pond, thi#atures and their spatial organisation suggests a
still survives in part, close to the gateway, was tlieliberate piece of engineering while their shapes,
MDEERWITV ¢(VKSRQGY 'DYLV sizes (BOm x B80&i) ¥nd/lbdatib® $trongly support
pond was unlikely to have served all the needs W KHLU UHFRJQLWLRQ DV D ¢VKSRQG
the monastic community and the river may have
fed other ponds which were destroyed durin@atehouse
18th-century landscaping. Abbey Farm in Church Street backs onto the
(YLGHQFH RI ¢VKSRQGYV KD jtountstHhQMisBeXides Alb€y MiildiHgs and was
grounds of Missenden Abbey (Davis 2005, 11-1Zprmerly the gatehouse to the abbey. The position
Three possible ponds were recognized 400m dowof the modern-day house relative to the abbey
stream from the abbey site, between the river ahdildings is shown in Figure 2. A survey of Abbey
the London Road (NGR SP8989 0060). The pon#farm was carried out prior to restoration in 1991
were set at intervals of 3Bm and their centresand revealed that the building incorporated the
formed a line roughly parallel to a 100m-straightemains of a medieval structure. The building,
length of the river running immediately on theiwhich is listed Grade II*, retains features dating
west side. CVAHS undertook a detailed survey ¢b the early 15th century and perhaps earlier (see
these anomalies. Elevations were recorded at Historic England, List Entry 1158934 for full
intervals across the site and the resultant contalascription of the house structure).
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Ficure 40 Abbey Farm in Church Street was formerly the abbey gatehouse. The sides of the original
carriage entrance way are marked by two rows of stone blocks in the frontwall :LWK SHUPLVVI
'DYLG %LUNHWW S$SUFKLWHFW DQG +LVWRULF %XLOGLQJ &RQVXC

The gateway was probably a shaped opening-’tg”E N
WKH IURQW ZDOO DV GH¢QH E\E\%/KH YHUWLFDO SDUDOOHO
columns of quoin stones which were exposdduman Burials
during restoration in the early 1990s when the
rendering was removed from the front of the hous&nne Stirland and Yvonne Edwards
One column is shown immediately to the right dfive graves were excavated in Area 1 and are
the door and the other 3m further right (Fig. 40konsidered here in chronological order. Age at
Dendrochronology dates for a tie beam and death has been estimated using the attrition rates of
gueen strut in the roof gave felling dates of 1408rothwell (1981, 72) and pubic symphysis changes
indicating that the gatehouse range was built at thtialculated by McKern & Stewart (1957, 75—85).
time. These dates were obtained by D.H. Miles
and D. Haddon Reece and reported in Vernacul@rave [249], Burial [228]: Area 1, Phase 3 (Fig. 9)
Archaeology 1993. The entrance occupied th&his burial lay in a grave lined with stone and was
central bay, with an unheated chamber above. below the present-day water table. The grave was

After the Dissolution, the gatehouse becamecanstructed with a single course of rough clunch
farmhouse. The original gateway was blocked amtbcks partially mortar-bonded, forming a rudimen
the walls of the upper chamber were decoratéary lining. Constriction of the skeleton suggests a
with red and black geometric shapes. A dendr&cR1¢;,Q EXULDO ORVW RI WKH KDQG I
chronology date of 1538 has been obtained faith the uppermost vertebra (atlas and axis) were
other timbers in the house and for the demolitiantact while long bones and pelvis were fragmented
of a chimney stack. It also seems that there waito several pieces. The height of the skeleton, size
ODUJH XSSHU ARRU KDOO ZL \WfkheDonglbshS8OaRd-HéaR @yahrsHridgdrdl ihek
wall. More details of the interior construction ofkull suggest that this individual was male. Heavy
the house can be found in the site archive. tooth wear, especially on the molars, indicated that
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he was between 45-60 years old. Various bon€HIW ORZHU OHJ ERQHYV WLELD DQG
of the feet, especially on the right, showed vegrm bones (humeri) were absent. The size of the
JRRG HYLGHQFH IRU WKH SUHbBohE® &nid thieIshhRexoiMhe &V dridifatéGhat this
by radiographic examination (I Watt 1985, perss a male skeleton. Heavy wear on the second and
comm.). All the tarsals were affected with lytichird molars and evidence for enamel hypoplasia
lesions, with similar lesions on metatarsals arsliggest an age around 25-35 years. There was no
phalanges. This individual also had arthritis of thevidence for major injury during life, or any patho
feet, affecting the articulations of various tarsals ataljical condition. The ends of two long bones and
the left-hand second phalangeal joint on the left @ne vertebra were blackened: this is likely due to
Watt RS ).FQnwhe left-hand side of the rear skulstaining from rotting clothing (decayed cloth was
was a large outgrowth of bone about 20-30mm found with skeleton 147) or more likely staining
diameter and raised about 10mm from the surfad®. manganese oxide released during decempo
This looks very similar to a bony growth called asition of organic matter. The oxide is formed
‘ivory osteoma’ which often occurs on skulls anE\ R[LGLVLQJ EDFWHULD ZKLFK RFF
are frequently seen in autopsies but appear to dmnditions (Rushton & Cassella 2008; Dorn &
without symptoms (Roberts & Manchester 1995pbalander 1981), and Yeoman (1983) had noted
There was also a developmental defect of the lowtbiat some burials were near to the top of the water
thoracic vertebra where the neural arch had devilble. Notes written during the excavation also
oped separately from the main body of the borguggested that this burial had been disturbed and
This individual's teeth showed no signs of caries @ossibly robbed.
abscesses.
Vertebrae and ribs showed evidence for arthritSrave [144], Burial [147]: Area 1, Phase 5
together with a generalized porosity or pittingFigs 13 & 41)
of the surface of the skull which may relate to # KH FRI1¢;Q LQ WKLV JUDYH ZDV FDU
GLHWDU\ LURQ DEVRUSWLR QpiggdH¢f Elumti With & Xookket@d) hdall e Gthere
KRRG 7KH VNHOHWRQ DOVR W&Ralds e RagvhergarpreéviaRQof B cluwck .
hyoid, thyroid and costal cartilages, often a featufedrain hole had been inserted through the bottom
of age. In addition, there was good evidencRl WKH FRI¢Q 7KHUH ZDV D SXUSOH
of enamel hypoplasia of the teeth. This causpslvis and the hands of the skeleton lay under the
bonding of the crowns of some teethandisares@HOYLYVY :LWKLQ WKH FRI¢{¢Q OD\ WKI
of periods when growth during childhood ceasesmains of a male skeleton, aged around 2030
and enamel production halts. This event occurreHDUV LW ZDV QRWDEOH WKDW WKF
between two and four years of age and may repreade to measure for this individual and the feet
sent weaning stress. were squashed into the space available. The skull
was almost complete and brachycranic (reund
Grave [206], no burial: Area 1, Phase 4 (Fig. 12) headed), with a cranial index of 82.7. The height of
Here the grave construction was made up oftlae skeleton was greater than 1.72m. Burial [147]
stone lining comprising seventeen large, toolethared an anomaly with burial [109] (see below),
FOXQFK EORFNV FDUYHG WRingWlick X&VarQeRAN faeeR of W dhldaBei at Khe
head socket was bipartite with a cap stone and bastculation with the navicular, was so reduced in

slab beneath. size as to be almost nonexistent. All four calcanei

from both skeletons were identical in appearance
Grave [163], Burial [190]: Area 1, Phase 4 such that it is possible to suggest that these two
(Fig. 12) men may have been related in some way.

The grave was made up of a single course of chalk,Skeleton [147] also had multiple pathology
ALQW DQG WLOH EORFNV ZL Waed@inG Rsvrigit IO iv DHEIG thia\heaq bf theD S
with the associated skeleton buried in a wooderna — the olecranon process — was dropped and
FRI¢(¢Q ZLWKLQ WKH JUDYH Od&pavdel Wrid OiatVbeEeo frédbuteiVaarligHib this
present and generally broken into several piecasdividual's life. The distal articulation of the
DSDUW IURP WKH ¢ QJHU D Q G hiwerds wds @lsb\affboied virtIQpittifyl aid Kdie
lower arm bones (ulna), which were intact. Thépping, and some involvement of the head of the
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radius. There was a large area of subperiostealatively recent past and consequently many of
swelling on the lower part of the humerus shaft ithhe bones were missing, including the lower arms,

the area of insertion of the brachialis muscle, whiclertebra and upper legs. However, parts of the

is responsible for articulating the elbow; there weskull including the sides with mastoid processes
DOVR VLJQV RI DQ LQADPPDWaRdjaws With MmarndRIEs RePe Weaseht BiRIQipper
surface. This individual appears to have fracturegrtebrae including atlas and axis were also

his elbow earlier in his life, but retained the use oétained. Both collar bones (clavicles) were present

the joint in a restricted manner (W. Birkby 198®%ut only single upper arms and scapula. The left

pers. comm.), such that he would have beenunalleRZHU OHJ ERQHV WLELD DQG ¢E
to turn the elbow from the wrist. A heavy fall orfrom both sides were also recovered. As described

the right elbow may have been the cause of sucfoa burial [190], the lower leg bones of skeleton

severe trauma. Curious grooves running across {h27] all showed black staining as did parts of the

tops of both lateral mandibular incisors suggests&ull, humeri and scapula. As noted previously this

heavy side-to-side chewing action across the-ante likely due to manganese oxide staining, as here

rior teeth. Arthritis was also observed as well ake top of the water table was visible immediately
similar skull pitting, as seen in the case of skeletdr@neath the burial.

[228]. Skeleton [147] had also suffered from four ,Q WKLY LQVWDQFH LW ZDV PRUF

abscesses, all on upper molars. sex to the skeleton, especially in the absence of the
pelvis, which shows features that are commonly

Grave [109], Burial [127]: Area 1, Phase 5 XVHG WR VHSDUDWH PDOH IHPDOH

(Fig. 13) processes and intermediate thickness of the eye

Unfortunately, this burial had been cut througbrbit hint that this skeleton is female. Both left and
diagonally by a wide brick culvert sometime in theight maxilla showed evidence of loss of teeth long

Ficure 41 Area 1, Phase 5: Grave 144
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before death since the cavities left behind were The pottery types present are typical of those
LQ ¢OOHG E\ ERQ\ JURZWK K HouthBEckihgQdn3hire RiRi@he Bliviounding
were moderately worn suggesting a person4dfd Fareas of south-east Oxfordshire and Middlesex.
years of age. The individual was likely to hav@&he pottery was recorded in detail using a cembi
been E.7m tall, with no signs of any pathology. nation of the type-codes in common use in London
and Oxfordshire (MOLA 2015, Mellor 1994). The
Pottery author would like to thank John Cotter, Barbara
E\ $QGUHZ 6DJH Hurman, Chris Jarrett, Berni Seddon and Lucy
'UDZLQJV E\ $QGUHZ 6DJH ®XitfinghathUoNtRe® as8sRa@c® and Brett Thorn
%XVWRQ -LOO +HQGHU DQG GDRBRAMRIQr theéalr¥ss to previously published
assemblages to identify parallels.
Overview Numbers in bold in the text refer to illustrated
A relatively large assemblage of medieval anekamples in the catalogue.
post-medieval pottery, comprising over 4,000
sherds weighing a total of 42.76kg, was recordé&bttery from Phases 1-7
from Areas 1, 2a, 3 and 43 of the excavations
(Table 1). With a few exceptions, the assemblagkU H D
was fairly fragmented with only small proportiong he highly fragmented assemblage from Phase 1
of vessels present. ltis likely that a sizeable amouatDVY GRPLQDWHG E\ WKH PDWHULDO
of the assemblage represents material re-d218]. This and other contexts in this phase showed
posited from elsewhere as part of construction aadbroadly similar pattern, dominated by local
make-up deposits. Notwithstanding the above, theid-11th to mid-12th-century chalk-tempered
assemblage provides important information, ndDQG ODWH WK WR HDUO\ WK FHQV
only in terms of understanding the developmerE RDUVHZDUH MDUV (0&+ DQG 0%) 0%
of the abbey, but also our understanding of tlseveral of which showed evidence of having been
patterns of ceramic consumption in the this aresed for cooking, with smaller quantities of South
of the Chilterns and the development of the potteHertfordshire greyware (SHER). Saxo-Norman
industry of Potter Row. and 13th-century or later material was entirely
Over one-third of the assemblage came froabsent with the exception of a single sherd, strongly
18th and 19th-century deposits (Phases 7 & 8). Theggesting a mid to late 12th-century date for this
pottery from these heavily disturbed later phasestivity.
has been recorded in detail in the site archive butWith the exception of a handful of sherds the
is only afforded limited discussion in this report. whole of the Phase &semblage came from layer

TaBLE 1 Distribution of pottery assemblages across areas and excavation phases

Phase $UHD $UHD D $UHD $UHD
6KHUGW J 6KHUGW J 6KHUGW J 6KHUGW J
Unphased 19 271 248 3792
1 243 2143
2 500 4735 138 3579 211 3120
3 216 1748 1 11 6 74
4 693 4840 230 1844
5 148 1121 131 990
6 141 1431 60 472 8 8l
714 9051 323 2477 93 981

Totals 2674 25340 883 9373 318 4256 248 3792
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[217]. There were numerous links between thiped early Surrey ware (DESUR) (Fig. &),
layer and Phase 1 contexts and there is nothingcimarse Surrey-Hants Border ware (CBW) along
the ceramic record to distinguish betweenthe tWd LGH D VLJIJQL¢{¢FDQWO\N LQFUHDVHC
phases. It seems reasonable to suggest that Plgsarstall and Potter Row types (Fig.4847-50).
2 pottery is predominantly pre-13th century. Onl$outh Hertfordshire-type greywares formed the
two very small sherds of 13th to 14th-century typelominant element. The 12th-century coarseware
were recovered from socket [221], suggesting tiedements of the assemblage were highly fragmen
.00 RI WKLV IHDWXUH PD\ Eéatyand sppebredtd<ie @sitidl redéposived mae
Phase 2. rial. The bulk of the pottery dated from the mid-13th

Phase 3 was dominated by material taken fram 14th century, though there were a small number
D ODUJH PDNH XS OD\HU > @of 15ihiéenhtury Riferds Of Dateé Uordon-@pe ware
produced a small 12th-century assemblage simil@L.ON) and early Border Ware (EBOR).
to that from Phases 1 and 2. No pottery was recov In contrast, the overlying Phase 4 layers [98,
HUHG IURP WKH HDUOLHVW JU08Y 133>134@53ENe Y ddiinidteg GyQaterl Porterw H U
grave [206] immediately above [249] containe®ow-type wares (PRMH) with South Herts-type
%ULOO %RDUVWDOO W\SH ZDdehwarss fyp€s Drifiing & iklch keduced element.
indicated an early 13th-century date. Small quantities of London-type wares and Surrey

Posthole [215] which was sealed by footingnd Surrey-Hants types were present as well as
> @ FRQWDLQHG ODWHU  WgostntQiaVaX typestinditatng adate DSthACetDre O
pottery (BRIM OXAM) as well as a possibly intru date for these layers.
sive sherd of late-medieval sandy redware (LMSR). 7TKH VPDOO DVVHPEODJH IURP WK
The layers sealing this [191, 199] contained 12tilontained sherds of broadly 13th to 14th-century
and early 13th-century types only. Layer [199]ate and a single small sherd of Cistercian ware
contained 22 sherds from a single early OxfordURP WKH XSSHU (O0OO0OV RI JUDYH >
Ware pitcher (OXY) (Fig. 488 and no other of this material cannot be relied on since this grave
pottery. It seems likely that this was a vessel usa@s considerably disturbed in the distant past and
and broken in the church during the course of tleiring the cutting of a culvert. It is possible, there
various works that were carried out in this phasefore, that grave [163] may in fact be later. A small

The subsequent layers [150, 162] culminating uantity of pottery recovered from the series of
PRUWDU ARRU > @ FRQWD L QRt&eDiQits QnE Pdstholels Qahtdined & Sireand \of
RI %ULOO %RDUVWDOO DQG [soRerydf B8HHto RN Bth-contdrik B/pde \(SaHywW
(PRM), strongly suggesting this activity dates té#¢« RUGHU ZDUH ODWH PHGLHYDO
the later 13th or possibly early 14th century. ABotter Row types present).
ZRXOG EH H[SHFWHG RI PDNHWh8stGhbreHwgié dhepdGlinAsRiRtdeen layer
repairs, most of this material is extremely frad108] and layer [93] in Phase 3] contained a
mentary and mixed, with only small proportionsV LIQL¢(FDQW SURSRUWLRQ RI OD
of individual vessels present. redware (LMSR) that was absent in layer [108].

The assemblage from Phase 4 was characterigé@d various Phase 5 postholes contained -occa
E\ D VLIQL,;FDQW LQFUHDYVHsidng shetd$ 6f GubtelR-Bdingshile GBader wWand
wares and Potter Row types, and a mark¢BORD) indicating a later 16th-century date for
decrease in the proportion of the early coarseward¢ KHVH OOV 7KH ARRU EDVH > @
relative to South Hertfordshire-type greywaresequence of activity contained a few sherds of
The assemblage is dominated by two distinpbst-medieval redware, also indicating a later
JURXSV RI PDWHULDO ZLW K U@thWwektdry;dat€© YhdRlimited) dmQunkof>potteay
(297 sherds) and the overlying make-up layers afrom the two Phase 5 graves [144, 109] spanned the

ARRUV > HWF @ V-K Hhedival pefdd @Qr@l dpéad to be residual. The
tities of pottery were recovered from the variou¥ KHUG OLQNV EHWZHHQ WKHVH ¢
postholes, pits and graves. appears to be a result of the re-opening the graves

7KH YDULRXV {00V RI WUHDQEG WKHAY FRRQY/\DHTXHBEQW EDFN¢ OC
wider range of fabric types than seen in previous The assemblage from Phase cbntained a
phases and included London-type wares, devéypical range of later 16th and 17th-century
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pottery types; post-medieval redwares (PMRhases 4, 5 and 6 were remarkably homogenous,
black wares, Surrey-Hampshire Border wares aadd whilst South Hertfordshire type greyware
tin-glazed wares (TGW). A few sherds of Stafdominated in each of these phases, much of the
IRUGVKLUH VOLSZDUH FDPH | d&drianappears @oCbeRresitiualHa® Brifalb>qué@nti
suggesting this feature may have dated to the lies of late medieval or early post medieval types
17th century. are present in each of the phases. Even the lowest

A large proportion of the pottery from Area;, OOV RI SLW > @ )LJ FRQWDLQ
1 came from Phases 7 and 8. The material framedieval Potter Row type and late medieval sandy
Phase 7 could be divided in to two periods e&dware, suggesting that this feature was open
DFWLYLW\ (UVWO\ WKH FR QMiVatledst e I8tQ caRturfg KH FXOYHU WYV
and cobbled surfaces containing a range of early
to mid-18th-century pottery types and secondlprea 2b
later features and layers containing later 18th addst ten sherds came from the construction
19th-century types. trenches for footings [1206] and [1207]. With the

:KLOVW WKH TXDQWLW\ RI HM{KHSWHK FF@® RW OUV RHDWAH R % ULOO %
rial would seem to support the presence of sortteese were mainly of South Herts greyware types,
form of pre-existing institution on the site, thesuggesting a mid-13th to early 14th century date
amount of linking sherds between slag layer [217)r these features.
DQG FKDON ARRU > @ ZRXOG VXJJHVW WKDW > @
LQFRUSRUDWHY UH XVHG ARRAkaPIDWHULDO IURP WKH HDUOLHU
11th to 12th-century [218]. However [218] included’ he assemblage from the earliest Phase 2 layer
South Hertfordshire greywares and therefore s @ ZDV GRPLQDWHG E\ ALQW WHPS
unlikely to date much before 1170, in which caddertfordshire-type greywares and South Hertford
there seems to have been some kind of almasire greywares. Whilst the assemblage from
immediate re-working of the buildings layout. = Phase 2 was less fragmented compared to other

The sequence of pottery from Phases 4 and 50stUHDYVY SKDVHV RI WKH VLWH WKHULI
SUREOHPDWLF IRU SKDVLQJ @hHddolggx@ Revelbprit@ FiK the a@semVWlages
securely medieval but subsequent features arelattHFRYHUHG IURP WKH VHTXHQFH RI
than the current phasing would suggest. The-over A handful of medieval sherds were recovered
lying Phase 4 deposits date to the late 15th centuirpm Phases 3 and &he assemblage from Phase
whilst Phase 5 spans the 16th century. This maycontained a range of residual medieval pottery
indicate re-use of the buildings in the 16th centurtypes alongside 16th and 17th-century types. 18th
One marked feature in Phase 6 is the decline in tlied 19th-century types were entirely absent from
guantity of residual earlier medieval pottery. these features.

Two features of the assemblages from Areas 2

Area 2a and 3 distinguish them from Area 1. Firstly, the
With the exception of two sherds, all the potterfack of 12th-century pottery compared to Area
recorded in Phase 2 came from a single hand-mddenay indicate that these areas were developed
early South Hertfordshire-type greyware jaslightly later in the abbey's history. Secondly,
(Fig. 4627) which, as described elsewhere, wasnlike the construction and make-up deposits seen
set upright in the area of hard standing [1070h Area 1, the pottery assemblages are smaller
possibly as a feed bowl for chickens. The jar closend more domestic in nature. There is a lower
SDUDOOHOV WKH RXWSXW RI ®HWFH@W D PHSRE WGLHFIRHIU D MCHEBY WD EOH
and combines both combed decoration and applig@ peripheral, domestic nature of these areas of
thumbed strips. Farley (1988, 75-76) tentativethe abbey precinct.
proposed a chronology suggesting that the use of
applied thumbed strip decoration was a feature Afea 43
WKH ¢QDO HDUO\ WK FHQW XWilstStkeDvdde & |assenrblage FoiV hoReDy fom
sherd of later medieval Potter Row-type ware wagea 43 was dominated by later medieval and
recovered from cobble layer [1056]. 16th-century types, the pottery recovered from a

The remaining ceramic assemblages frosmall number of features provided evidence for the
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chronological development of Area 43. The earliepale grey or colourless quartz; occasional sparse
group of sherds came from layer [5051] whichk QH WR YHU\ FRDUVH DQJXODU AL
contained fragments of a South Hertfordshireoarse rounded red or black ferrous compounds;
JUH\ZDUH MXJ DORQJVLGH Drathmed@amddcoise shell Knd rifdderate to-abun
FHQWXU\ ALQW WHPSHUHG FRDQWH QZDPHNWD 0%$)6
(Fig. 4630). Thereafter there seems to have been Of the estimated seventeen vessels represented
relatively little activity until a point sometimein the assemblage all were jars. Many of these were
during the later 15th to mid-16th century. A numbesooted and appear to have been predominantly used
Rl IHDWXUHYVY LQFOXGLQJ AR évbkingpots@ars ReRaZovnnbrdyti&ve clubbed
occasional sherds of later medieval Potter Raw thickened rims with an often pronounced
type (PRMH) and late medieval sandy redwaiaternal bevel. These are sometimes embellished
(LMSR). The assemblage from layer [5052] andith thumbing around the rim or bevel. There are
midden [5007] contained late medieval sandsiso examples of applied thumbed bands around
redware (Fig. 425, 26) alongside a few sherds ofthe neck. Combed decoration is common on body
16th-century types (post-medieval redwares astierds and occasionally on the rims.
Border ware).

Whilst it may be that Area 43 was not fuly(DUO\ 6RXWK +HUWIRUGVKLUH W
HIFDYDWHG WKH ODFN RI UHBSHEX Bi@ 43WK; FiyV 462F)HhesWexdntly
coarse wares compared to Area 1 indicates thmen reviewed by Blackmore and Pearce (2010).
whilst the west range was moderately early in the has previously been termed ‘M40 ware’ or
history of the abbey it was not part of the origindDenham-type ware’ and forms part of a wider

development. group of ceramic traditions focused on the
Chilterns that includes ‘South-East Oxferd

Pottery Fabrics shire ware’ (OX162) (Mellor 1994, 86). ESHER
SURGXFWLRQ FHQWUHY KDYH EHHQ

OHGLHYDO and Uxbridge and these are thought to form part

of a wider concentration of rural kiln sites located

(DUO\ OHGLHYDO &KDQBMZH:P $HHe iK@neABlleyHJones, O'Connell & Poulton
Fig.421;Fig. 4635 DV GH¢{QHG E\ 9L Q999, DIQ A14H RegeHddly material that closely
(1991, 70-72) appears in mid to late 11th-centurgsembles material from Denham (Farley 1988,
deposits in London but is common in late 11t69-71) or Uxbridge (Knight & Jeffries 2004,
or early 12th-century layers at St Albans. It has * KDV EHHQ FODVVL¢{HG&G DV (6
also been recorded from elsewhere in Buckind) DEOH ALQW WHPSHUHG ZDUHV RI
hamshire and in south Bedfordshire. The datirigadition are discussed below. Production at the
of this type was recently reviewed by ThompsoRenham kiln is thought to have dated from the late
(2011, 115) who suggested that the type may hal#h century and lasted until the mid-13th century.
continued in use longer outside of London. The Whilst jars were by far the most common form
evidence here supports this as it appears contgimesent in the assemblage there were also €xam
porary with Phase 1 and possibly Phase 2. Soples of bowls, curfews, jugs and lids. Jars typi
of the material is certainly residual but it woulatally had everted thickened rims with an internal
seem that the industry continues into the early bevel, sometimes with thumbed decoration around
mid-12th century. the rim. There were a smaller number of clubbed

The fabric typically has a ‘soapy’ feel and isims. Both combing and applied thumbed deeora
PRGHUDWHO\ KDUG ¢UHG ,W tiovi viiasPpteGenivoR bGdies &hdlad hiotetboel this
with brown or reddish-yellow external marginsvas combined in a number of instances, including
DQG VXUIDFHV ,W LV FKD U DtRe/xdtiplety jdrGFids ¥87 Qokh PVaRe X dfl Arka
coarse inclusions of rounded grey chalk or calcéta. The forms present, jars with combing and jars
HRXV DOJDH OLPHVWRQH LQ with WhumBeld Hecbrfivvi | Wdpeictivelyy Qlawy Kd1
surfaces and sometimes internally these have bedhKH PLGGOH WK WR HDUO\ WK
burnt out leaving only a rounded or sub-rounded WK FHQW XU\ SKDVHV RI SURGXF
void; sparse medium sub-rounded to sub-angulearley (1988, 75-76).
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JOLQW WHPSHUHBGAERQUNMNHZDUHBOVR FRPPRQ 7KXPEHG RU
Fig. 4419, Fig. 4523 Fig. 4629 30) were the was commonly used. Applied thumbed strips and
dominant type from the Phase 1 features. Thdrands of wavy combed decoration were occasion
was considerable variation within this broad grouglly used.

RI ALQW DQG TXDUW] VDQG WVAP $yHdd Hyepedt R \tohFempbkhXy with
Fabrics were commonly oxidised, ranging frorthe earlier phases of ESHER and OX162 types
light red or reddish brown to pink or pale greylate 11th to early 13th century) but the lack of
DQG UDQJHG IURP VRIW WR WAB DMLY Phase K& Aréa 3 sLbgBstZ thay te
a sandy feel. Most examples were micaceous witidustry had declined by the early 13th century.
PRGHUDWH WR FRPPRQ YHU\ {QH WR PHGLXP VXE DQ

gular and sub-rounded quartz although there wd® UO\ OHGLHY D O (QfY:RAgHA62AB)U H
VLIQL,FDQW YDULDWLRQ -UBugrhall Yikibar df ReBsaly, ihclvdg aDpQssible
JXODU TXDUW]RVH VSDUVH WwakRrifgha tdveDratddergddTHhis\ly pe iy dérdrion
FRDUVH DQJXODU ZKLWH JUHin Adn@aly edrteh David Ryth-easkeRD Qo
WR YHU\ FRDUVH DQJXODU \sKile an@ fdxrS B hajerlpRrQofVate D1t b Gate
ALQW RFFDVLRQDO VSDUVH 13ti@dentWRasseRmbladgastih Qxierg (NEeDob 8K,
ferrous compounds and occasional sparse medi68s).

to coarse sub-rounded to angular calcareous-inclu

¢ QJ

sions. 6RXWK +HUWIRUG@HKERIHg.*4BA\ZDUH

ODFURVFRSLF DQDO\VLV RI9Wi4. 4314 Fig RIXx18-18/ ), RigyHI§ X, 132, 36,
discrete fabric groupings proved problematic &¥). A major pottery industry of the late 12th to
LGHQWL{HG YDULDWLRQV RIevKHthREtuy, foaQsedon\safh@leiiorGsHine
SUHVHQW ALQW DQG TXD U Wahd nBrith WiddesestbaR hasl iecelitRoe&ntsubject
ranges on a broader continuum. This is an isstte detailed study (Blackmore & Pearce 2010).
that was highlighted by Mellor (1994, 84) withAround half of the vessels recovered were jars;
regards to South-East Oxfordshire Ware (OX168)yerted clubbed and thickened rims with internal
and these wares form part of the same broad Chikvels were dominant but some more unusual rim
terns based tradition. Blackmore and Pearce hdeems were recorded including expanded rims with
recommended terming those types previousiery pronounced internal bevels, similar to form

referred to as ‘M40 ware’ as ESHER. However) DV GH¢{QHG E\ %¥ODFNPRUH DQG

whilst there is some overlap in the characteristidg0). Around one quarter of the vessels were jugs:
of the fabric of these wares with that from Denhaim spouted pitcher was also recorded. Bowls and
and Uxbridge, and like ESHER they appear to loishes formed a smaller element but included less
ODUJHO\ KDQG EXLOW ZLWK \toiren ¢ rignLfgrknk @nédluging BevEralHikt®@ned
there is considerably more variation in terms dérms (Fig. 4314; Fig. 4631). SHER appears to
the range of inclusions, and particularly in fabribave been the primary choice for utilitarian wares
colour, with oxidised and part-oxidised examplesn the site during the later 13th and early 14th
being far more common in comparison, suggestiegntury and dominates later residual elements of
D YDULDWLRQ LQ WKH ¢ ULQJthgvadderilpBeORIJ\ DQG SUDFWLFHYV
from the production centres at Uxbridge and
Denham. With the exception of a few sherds, thte ULO O % R D U V WBRIMD ®X\AWS Hrig.ZD UH
material does not parallel that attributed to th#8.39-41; Fig. 52A, B, E, H. BRIM OXAM,
cUVW SKDVH RI SURGXFW LR QFiB. WA43IR 22 WFid. UABR 24, Fiy.KZFBURY.K
1983). 52A, C, D, F, G, I). The products of the pottery
Forms were mainly jars with a small humbeindustry that developed around Brill from the late
RI ERZOV RQO\ D VLQJOH M X 12th [zéhtlr® bn@akts Jdin® al EnfalP bt ISignif
assemblage. A variety of rim forms were recordetant part of the assemblage. Two fabric types

everted thickened rims with internal bevels (e K DYH EHHQ GH/;QHG 2;%$: DQG 2;%0

Fig. 424, 6) were dominant, with clubbed rims1994, 111-118) and both are present here. A single
(e.g. Fig. 423; Fig. 4629 and upright slightly sherd of OXAW is present in Phase 1 and in small
thickened thumbed or pinched rims (e.g. Fig242.quantities in Phases 2 and 3, whilst OXAM does
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not appear until Phase 3 and it is not until PhasekdlDUG ¢ UHG SDOH JUH\ WR SLQN O
WKDW HLWKHU IDEULF DS SH Didbkic Wi gvdy X@)dak Fe R facesiv@ivaluy L H V
Coarse unglazed wares that formed the major pa8D QW ¢(¢QH WR YHU\ (QH URXQGH
of OXAW production (Mellor 1994, 111) compriseSDOH JUH\ JUH\ TXDUW] RFFDVLR
only ¢.20% of the OXAW assemblage here whicPHGLXP VXE DQJXODU WR VXE URX
is largely dominated by decorated tablewares. ThiEXDUW] VSDUVH URXQGHG ¢QH WR
contrasts with Walton Street, Aylesbury, whereompounds and occasional sparse angular pale
RYHU KDOI RI bOO WKH H[FDYDWHH GAHQWO DQ% R R VU VRWDVW O$ B/DEAW |
(including OXAM) were coarsewares (Thompsory, UHG WKLV W\SH PDWFKHV WKH |
2011, 115-6). SBRWWHU 5RZ 7KH IDEULF LV VLPL

Jugs were by far the dominant form preseiypes (Jarrett S H U V) ditffobgh there are other
DPRQJVW ERWK 2;%: DQG 2;%paraliels wbishWsh@altd beOc@nsidered. Jars were
Boarstall products only comprisel3% of the the most common form and several had distinc
Phase 4 assemblage they represented over 25%iw&f inturned rims with an internal bevel (e.g. Fig.
the jugs in the same phase. Jugs were often-de4844, 46). These parallel published examples
rated with applied rouletted strips, sometimes iRl p6DQG\ ALQW\ DQG VKHOO\ zZD!
contrasting iron-rich clay or slip (Fig. 52). Walton Street, Aylesbury (Thompson 2011, 115).

Jars with simple everted (Fig. 48. DQG ADQJHG

SRWWHU 5RZ®ERMEBARQ Bidd 495. rims were also recorded. There were also jugs and
PRMF, Fig. 4842, 43, Fig. 4944, 46. PRMH, Fig. a handled bowl with a form of loop handle (Fig.
4947-50). The only known pottery production site4842). The forming of this handle appears to have
in the immediate vicinity of Missenden Abbey idbeen strengthened by some form of internal struc
located at Potter Row, about one mile to the norttW X UH WKDW KDV EXUQW DzZD\ GXU
Surveys undertaken during the late 1970s addep socket or hollow within the body of the vessel.
HDUO\ V LGHQWL¢{HG ZDVWHThe deddrdp fabri€ gf@up, PREKD dorge&ponds
post-medieval industry (see below). Three maid LWK WKH pKDUGY )DEULF IURP 31
JURXSV RI PHGLHYDO IDEULFVDZAHGNH DLEBHFW.IV, KBGUGQGJH® DQG O
was proposed that there were two phases to titrees with a ‘streaky’ matrix. There is abundant
industry; a 13th-century phase producing coarseQH WR YHU\ ¢ QH RSDTXH DQG JC
gritty unglazed wares and a later medieval phasedium sub-angular opaque and glassy quartz and
SURGXFLQJ ¢QHU JOD]JHG ZDWHYH $WVOKZRRWKHU\ FRDUVH URXQ
153-155). As part of preparing this report theed ferrous inclusions, rare very coarse white clay
author reviewed the previously published matericsHOOHWY DQG UDUH ¢QH WR PHGL?
from Potter Row in order to identify parallelslugs dominated the assemblage with only a few
within the assemblage. examples of jars and bowls: one uncommon form

,Q WKH PDWHULDO IURP W KasilpossilleRnatéringthat G-igz48)OINakends
surveys the coarse wares (PRM COAR) were titemmon on PRMH vessels, both jugs and jars:
dominant type. However, it was only possible tbowever, its use was relatively restricted to necks
identify very small quantities of parallel materiahnd shoulders of jugs and the bases of jars, and was
in the assemblage. There were some similaritiefien just seen as spots and splashes. Both thin
EHWZHHQ WKH ALQW WHPSH UlHaE (yelbb)Udlive-grden) & copi$ey speckled
and the reviewed Potter Row material, but thend mottled glazes were used. There were some
vast majority of the Potter Row material was morexamples of more consistently glazed vessels.
abundantly quartz-tempered and contained low8ome less common forms of decoration included
TXDQWLWLHYV RI ALQW $ ODWHG YIOLSH RD\FRW UNVSEVZDQGE ¢ QH L

350 &2%$5& ZHUH LGHQWL ¢ HG BRsherzaitibwed o RMF and PRMH

VPDOO QXPEHU RI WKHVH ZHUHth éel dbhd phasé @f We Potzl RiddPindustry.
blage. The two main fabric groups in the asserdlowever, as discussed above there is evidence
blage that paralleled that from Potter Row weifeom Area 1 Phase 4 that PRMF may pre-date
PRMF and PRMH. PRMH. The possible parallels with ESHER and

350) ZzDV D ¢QH JUH\ PLFD BHERXWesREpGoH drDeatli¢ 13th-century date
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for PRMF than that proposed by Ashworth for th& KHD P Z K (@®HBEA: Bigl BO52) were recov
‘soft’ Fabric 2. The absence of PRMF from Areared in residual contexts.
43 compared to the relative abundance of PRMH Small quantities of other medieval types
indicates that PRMF declined sometime in the lateere present in the assemblage, often in residual
14th or 15th century whilst PRMH continued ircontexts. These included late 11th to early
production in to the early 16th century. Ashworti3th-century$ V KD P SV W H D @ntl\até $4th ZD U H
notes the similarity of forms between Fabrics 2 and 16th-century +HUWIRUGVKLUH+£W\SH OD
3 and the post-medieval products and it seems tHatH G X F H.GCo#tibéntdl imports were limited
the Potter Row pottery industry may have lastéd occasional fragmentary and residual sherds. A
continuously from the 13th to 17th century. single residual sherd of late- 12th to 13th-century
(DUO\ 5RXHQ ZDUH was recovered along with

/IDWH PHGLHYDO @D&RGRigh45257 hahHful of sherds of mid-13th to mid-17th-een
26 7KLV WASH ZDV D VLJQL gurDEDN QRPRIR Q RIEW\GNEHIROF early-14th
the assemblage from Area 43 with only smalb mid-17th-century 'XWFK UHG HDUWKHQZD/|
TXDQWLWLHYV IURP WKH RWK &ldd r&ctveredvron? Iéthﬂ&dld\/&ll—bEﬁNm’edW\AélH
relatively late date (late 14th to late 16th centurgpntexts.
of this type and the lack of late medieval activity
LQ $UHD 7KH GLVWLQFWLYBRNRGHUDWNOOKDUG (UHG
reddish yellow to red fabric sometimes with a midransitional types such as late 15th to 16th-century
WR GDUN JUH\ FRUH KDV PRG&HYVMMMH PCBTD EH. B&ID apivate Qbth
to medium rounded to sub-angular opaque quattz mid-16th-century (DUO\ 6XUUH\ +DPSVK
and rare sub-angular coarse to very coarse quaBtrder Ware(EBORD: Fig. 5065) were present
LQFOXVLRQV VSDUVH ¢ QH WIiR snalllduanties. THhe Dikatiad Elénent bRtQe
FRPSRXQGY DQG VSDUVH W R niaiPpopd-QedieMdl asge@blageLWwad dominated
visible in surfaces. The vessels appear largelyutby SRVW PHGLHY IRMRU Hg 5B2) HV
tarian: largely undecorated jugs, jars, frying paréb) this was supplemented in Phase 6 by a
and dripping pans. One large vessel with pulled feghall number of % ULOO+W\SH SRVW PHGLI
parallels a jug from High Street, Uxbridge (Knigh{BRILL, BRILL SL) (Fig. 4524, Fig. 5164).

-HITULHV éJ "HF RUDMWéerea® table \an® kdliny M&es appear to be
and where used clear glaze was restricted to uaggely of mid-16th to 18th-century 6 X UUH\ +DP S
on the insides of vessels only. A small number shire Border Ware (BORDBG: Fig. 5066,
sherds were decorated with broad stripes of whiB®ORDG: Fig. 5067, BORDY: Fig. 5069, RBOR:
slip and some vessels also had relatively cruée. 5058) or mid-16th to late 17th-century 3aRWWHU
VFUDWFK RU LQFLVHG GHFRUIRYERQ SRIQ S\RWHW EFRBRPBY(BIGR UZ D U H
KDQGOHV 2QH IU\LQJ SDQ V NILED®S §8). knCaQuiEiad ltb thd® Rotte lURNE whide
decorated with scratched crosses. and buff fabrics a small group of green-glazed

Medieval Surrey and London-type waresUHGZDUHV ZDV DOVR LGHQWL¢{HG 7KH
were found in relatively small quantities fromEURZQ ZLWK DEXQGDQW (QH DQG Yt
Phase 2 onwards. These included 11th-centuyQG JODVV\ TXDUW] DQG VSDUVH ¢ (
FRDUVH /RQGR Q2W & HithZbntuk, ferrous inclusions. Most of the sherds have a thick
/IRQGRQ W\SiHcludilpUfragments from glossy dark green glaze, often internally and exter
a Rouen-type jug (LOND: Fig. 5B. and nally. Inthe case of one vessel the glaze is bubbled
15th-centuryODWH /R Q G RMidM e Ho Zand)with traces of accreted waster material. A
early 13th-century 6 KHO O\ V IS3W:\FigD thbidest number of sherds that matched this fabric
4313 Fig. 4415) was concentrated in Phase ZHUH LGHQWL¢{HG E\ WKH DXWKRU D
deposits. 22 sherds of late 13th to late 14th-centunaterial from Potter Row (Bucks County Museum
&RDUVH 6XUUH\ +DPSVKCBMW AsdRaed.HIWoug 9IS): the quantities are small
Fig. 5054) were recovered from Phases 4, 5 arahd it may have been produced elsewhere. A jar
Area 43. In addition, a few sherds of mid-12th tand a lid came from Phases 4 and 5 and dishes
early 13th-century '"HYHORSHG (DU O Wwée fdlhdl in Z&sidudl contexts. This material
(DESUR: Fig. 5361 and mid-14th to 15th-centurymay represent a transitional phase of the industry
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which would have overlapped with the productio(ESHER); bowl with an incised wave form deco
of PRMH. ration; an everted slightly thickened rim with
As can be seen from Table 1, there was a largevelled outer edge and sooted both internally and

assemblage from the 18th and 19th-century levelsternally [445].
in Areas 1 and 2. Whilst the assemblage provides 6KHOO\ VDQG\ ZDUH 66: ERZC
a general insight in to the consumption and use afange [451].

FHUDPLFV LQ D ZHDOWK\ KR XM.FsEURMEr iRyt shiré dieyOnand/(BHER); \Wtkost
early 19th century, the nature of the deposits meaomplete spouted dish; in-turned form with exten
that interpretation would be limited and consesive scratch marking on base [453].
guently are not discussed in this report. The assem
blage is dominated by post-medieval redwares, btUHD D 3LW > @ (Fig. 44)

DOVR LQFOXGHYVY D VPDOO D WshelgsabdyMarR (SHN; kar; DiowhH V
including a small quantity of Chinese and English6. South Hertfordshire grey ware (SHER); bowl;

porcelain. EODFN ZLWK LQ WXUQHG ULP DQG
to create lid-seating.

Catalogue of lllustrated Pottery 17. South Hertfordshire grey ware (SHER); jar;
RUDQJH EURZQ

$UHD 3KDVHYV (Fig. 42) 18. South Hertfordshire grey ware (SHER); jar;

1. Early medieval chalk-tempered ware (EMCHJlack. .

MDU ZLWK ADW WRSSHG HY-HUWKHGVVHR GHW K$ ¥ HW\ SIURW LWHP SH

QHQW LQWHUQDO ADQJH EHY tMAF)FgRely EHerG witDapiliad tRuinbXs8ipsHhbd

face of rim and combed decoration in crossindecorated with combing.

bands on body; sooted interior [218]. 20. South Hertfordshire grey ware (SHER); jug
OLVVHQGHQ $EEH\ ALQW WihRdiH bidtWw@ WitR BMO VYaws 20D &idthbing and

(MAF); jar with thumbed rim; black; vertical thumbing along both edges.

combed decoration; hand-built [252]._ %ULOO %RDUVWDOO W\SH ZDUH
OLVVHQGHQ S$EEH\ ALQW WlhRdEHvith-b&le gréeb glazélonZuppgi-Hace.
(MAF); jar; buff with a clubbed rim [217]. %ULOO %RDUVWDOO W\SH ZDU|

OLVVHQGHQ $EEH\ ALQW WRPOKWUHGE XIRDUKMUBDZHWK DQ RU

(MAF); jar; buff with combed decoration, ancombed horizontal and wavy decoration.

everted, thumbed and thickened rim and an

internal bevel [218]. . $UHD OLGGHQ > @ (Fig. 45)
OLVVHQGHQ $EEH\ ALQW WHPO HVWIGQBRIMUYEHEAD AHQW WHPSH

(MAF); buff sherds with combed decoration [217](MAF); bowl; buff; applied thumb strip below rim
OLVVHQGHQ $EEH\ ALQW Wah® &Hritekha ineifed WaveforzniecHration.

(MAF); jar; buff [218]. 24. Brill type post medieval ware (BRILL type);
OLVVHQGHQ $EEH\ ALQW WHREBUH®D FRDDUB\ZDEWHUQDOO\ .

(MAF); jar; black with thumbed rim [218]. brown glaze.

8. South Hertfordshire grey ware (SHER); jar25. Late Medieval Sandy Red ware (LMSR type);

black [217]. jar.

9. South Hertfordshire grey ware type (SHERG6. Late Medieval Sandy Red ware (LMSR type);

type); jar; buff [218]. frying pan handle crudely decorated with scratched

crosses.

$UHD 3KDVH (Fig. 43)

10. Early South Hertfordshire-type coarse war§ UH D V D (Fig. 46)

(ESHER); almost complete black jar with combed?7. Early South Hertfordshire-type coarse ware

decoration [452]. (ESHER); complete black jar with everted squared

11. Early South Hertfordshire-type coarse wamém with a rounded outer edge; hand built and

(ESHERY); jar with a reddish—brown body and black QLVKHG RQ ZKHHO $UHD D > @

surface; everted rim with internal bevel [452].  28. Early Medieval Oxford ware (OXY); pitcher;

12. Early South Hertfordshire-type coarse ware RQWLQXRXV ¢(¢QJHULQJ DURXQG E
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FIGURE42 Pottery, 1 to 9 from Area 1, Phasesland2 VFDOH

glaze all the way down to the base; faint incised %ULOO %RDUVWDOO W\SH ZDUH

decoration around body. Area 1 [199]. bowl with orange glaze on inside. Area 2a [1001].
OLVVHQGHQ $EEH\ ALQW WHP SHUHD® PRPUYWHWZIDOIMHW\ISH ZDUH ¢

(MAF); jug with clubbed rim. Area 43 [5026]. with a lustrous olive green glaze. Area 1 [133].
OLVVHQGHQ $EEH\ ALQW W B5PERMHy WEd@RVvE BhallkHtermperdd Waid/(EMCH);

(MAF); bowl! with in-turned rim; brown with a buff sherds with combed horizontal and wavy

brown slip on the interior. Area 43 [5051]. decoration on the outside. Area 1 [194].

31. South Hertfordshire grey ware (SHER); bow86. South Hertfordshire grey ware type (SHER

externally reduced with an in-turned rim. Area Type); buff sherds; horizontal heavily incised lines

[195]. and a sooted interior. Area 2a [1034].

32. South Hertfordshire grey ware (SHER); judd7. South Hertfordshire grey ware (SHER); jug

externally reduced. Area 1 [195]. handle with thumbing along both sides. Area 1 [143].
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scale: 10cm

FicurRe 43 Pottery, 10 to 14 from Area 3, Phase2 VFDOH

%ULOO %RDUVWDOO MXJ $UHBUIFYO7WRDUVWDOO ZDUHV $UHDV
%ULOO %RDUVWDOO W\SH ZD WU L% 0%RBUVWIKXOO WISH ZDUI

with external lustrous green glaze; upright slightlsounded jug; external speckled green glaze;-hori

in-turned thickened rim with slight collar which iszontal combing. Area 1 [133].

decorated with applied faces; deeply grooved strap %ULOO % RDUVWDOO W\SH ZDUH

KDQGOH ZLWK GHHS 8 VKD S Hj&; Bt Rds@ating\AVeDHEMBHG KROHYV

at handle junction. Area 1 [149]. %ULOO %YRDUVWDOO W\SH ZzZDUI
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scale: 10cm

FiGURE 44 Pottery, 15 to 22 from Area 2a, Pit 1003 VFDOH

scale: 10cm

FiGURe 45 Pottery, 23 to 26 from Area 43, Midden 5007 VFDOH

almost complete jug; external speckled olive greeADQJH VRPH IRUP Rl ORRS KDQGOH

glaze getting thinner towards the base and two sgis. Area 1 [182].

of horizontal incised lines. Area 43 [5048]. SBRWWHU 5RZ W\SH ALQW ZDUH 3%
SRWWHU 5RZ W\SH ALQW ZMBIH 350) KDQGOHG

ERZO HYHUWHG ULP ZLWK SURPLQHQW LQWHUQDO EHYHO
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FicurRE 46 Pottery,27 to 37 from various areas and contexts VFDOH
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spots of orange glaze internally and externally.
Area 2a [1043].

3RVW OHGLHYDO :DUHYV (Fig. 50)
51. Developed Early Surrey ware (DESUR); jug;
buff, splashes of green glaze around shoulder.
Area 1 [172].
52. Cheam White ware (CHEA); jug handle; grey
with some olive-green glaze. Area 43 [5000].
&LVWHUFLDQ ZDUH &671 MDU E
FicurRE 47 Vessel38 (Area 1) showing faces on rows of horizontal grooves; internal and external
a yellow-green background VFDOH dark brown glaze. Area 3 [415].
54. Coarse Surrey-Hampshire Border ware (CBW);
SRWWHU 5RZ ZDUHV $UHDV jug lag€jgntnal and external green glaze. Area
3BRWWHU 5RZ W\SH ALQW Z43[B600.350) MDU $UHD
2a [1043]. 55. Early Surrey-Hampshire Border ware
45. Potter Row type coarse ware (PRM COARJEBORD); bowl; buff with an interior green glaze.
jug with handle attached; buff; stabbing at handkerea 1 [44].
junction and in a single line along middle of handl&6. Surrey-Hampshire Border ware (BORDBG);
Area 1 [182]. . barrel-shaped mug; at least four deep horizontal
SRWWHU 5RZ W\SH AL QWgrdoed With a3ddivn extémalland a green internal
slightly coarser than others; unusual in-turneglaze. Area 1 [114].
slightly thickened rim with internal bevel. Area 2&7. Surrey-Hampshire Border ware (BORDG);

[1044]. bowl; a partial speckled green glaze on the-inte
47. Potter Row type hard ware (PRMH); jar; buffiior. Areal [136].
small trace of glaze on body. Area 1 [182]. 58. Surrey-Hampshire Border ware (RBOR); jug;

48. Potter Row type hard ware (PRMH); jug; bufinternal and external speckled brown glaze and
thumb pressings on either side of the handle. Aredth a combed pattern. Area 43 [5000].

1[93]. 59. Surrey-Hampshire Border ware (BORDY);
49. Potter Row type hard ware (PRMH); wateringowl with internal yellow glaze and traces of glaze
pot; red with trace of glaze. Area 1 [93]. externally. Area 1 [44].

50. Potter Row type hard ware (PRMH); jar with

_/\ O scale: 10cm

FIGURE %ULOO %RDUVWDOO DQG 3RWWHU 5RZ SRWWHU\ 39to043fro
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3RVW OHGLHYDO :DUHV (Fig. 51) 61. Essextype Post-Medieval black glazed red ware
60. Potter Row type Post Medieval ware (PRPM(PMBL); jar; three horizontal grooves; internal and
barrel-shaped mug with two horizontal groovesxternal black glaze. Area 2a [1201].

and an internal and external streaky brown gla&2. London Area type Post-Medieval Red ware
Area 1 [44]. (PMR); bowl with brown internal glaze. Areal [73].

):—_ . scale: 10cm
N

47

FicurReE 49 Potter Row pottery, 44 to 50 from Areas 1land2a VFDOH

scale: 10cm
N T e

N\ - 755 '\

Ficure 50 Pottery, 51 to 59 from various areas and contexts VFDOH
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63. Potter Row type Post-Medieval ware (PRPMprovided new information on how far west these

dish; buff with interior green glaze and stampsvares spread. In this regard the assemblage shares

Area 1 [44]. similarities with assemblages from the Colne Valley

64. Brill type Post-Medieval ware (BRILL type);to the east of the Chilterns, for example High Street,

dripping dish with thumbing around rim; completéJxbridge and High Street, Harmondsworth. Unlike
SUR¢{OH VRRWHG $UHD > @VKRVH DVVHPEODJHV ZKHUH %ULOC
65. London Area type Post-Medieval Red warare only present in very small quantities (Knight

(PMR); jar with a deep horizontal groove; glazeé& Jeffries 2004, 49) they constitute an important

internally with brown glaze. Area 1 [74]. part of the 14th to 15th-century assemblage here
66. Potter Row type Post-Medieval ware (PRPMglthough unlike Walton Street, Aylesbury the
dish; buff; internal green glaze. Area 1 [14]. %ULOO %RDUVWDOO SURGXFWV KHU

decorated jugs, Ltablewares rather than uili
*ODJHG 'HFRUDWHG 6KHUGYV téfigns&ares. It would seem that Missenden Abbey
$ WRS > @ % > @ (> @ isvery mach & tbd Itohdé6yRdD tHese two market
stall type ware (BRIM OXAW). areas with the demand for the bulk of their pottery
A (bottom) [134], C [182], D [156], F [133], G [133],needs meet by local products and from sources in
> @ %ULOO %RDUVWDOO WduhHettiiddhire%ars,tbe Thdies Valley, whilst
J London type ware (LOND); Rouen-type jugoULOO %RDUVWDOO ZDUHV DUH SUL

[1015]. for decorated tablewares. Given that early medieval
chalk-tempered ware is a major part of the Phase 1
Discussion and 2 assemblage the lack of St Neots ware on the

The assemblage from Missenden Abbey is not orgite, a 10th to 12th-century type common in assem
important for our interpretation of the developmentlages from Aylesbury (Thompson 2011, 114) may
RI WKH DEEH\ EXW LW KDV D O Vilidatd th&) this niwkéd pai€@i@d stidtehasharisintQ J
of the development of the nearby Potter Row pottetiye 12th century or earlier.

industry. It has also furthered our understanding of

how the market areas of the major pottery productiémimal Bones

centres of the surrounding area interacted in tHe\ <YRQQH (GZDUGYV

Chilterns. The presence of Surrey-Hampshii2uring the excavations in the 1980s, animal bone
coarse border ware and early border ware hiiagments were collected and sent for storage

scale: 10cm

Ficure 51 Post-medieval pottery, 60 to 66 from Areas1and2a VFDOH
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FGURE 3KRWRJUDSKV RI VHOHFWHG %ULOO %RDUVWDOO SRWWHL
ware pottery fragment from Area 2a (J)
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ZLWKRXW LGHQWL{FDWLRQ 7KLV ZB)Y Deld¥d ¥ XheeB-HiEed/ k& @brae, but the
since animal bones are valuable for learning abduwto cow bones, an incisor and pelvis fragment
the subsistence economy of past settlements amgle found in contexts [252] and [237]. These two
the nature of the local environment. To remedyontexts comprised a linear spread above natural
this omission, the bones were recovered frodQG D YHU\ ORRVH 00O RI D UREELQ
VWRUDJH DQG ZHUH VRUWHG UHFRUGHG DQG LGHQWL¢HG
by a small group of CVAHS enthusiasts. The bonB KD V H WK WR (DIbis phaseK &HQ W .
collection comprises more than two thousamsheep and sheep size fragments (n=17) were
bones dating from the late 11th century to possib#pminant, making up around half of the assem
the 18th century. A copy of the full animal bonélage (n=36), with pig and cow showing equal
data set from this study is deposited with the sipgesence. One pig metacarpal was unfused at
archive. its distal end, suggesting that pig exploitation
In the present study, we mostly consider onlyccurred while animals were still young. Thirteen
WKRVH ERQHYV ZKLFK FDPH | URBRdnetMiKthe vevy Karly dégodsit HQNEXK [A0], were
to the late 16th-century contexts. The areas invdeund sealed by culvert [34] but containing slag;
tigated include Area 1 which comprised part of th&l others associated with slag were recovered
abbey church, adjacent to the choir stalls; Area Fagm contexts [217]), a construction layer below
an external building which lay north-northwestoD ODWHU ARRU VXUIDFH DQG > @
the main building and Area 3, a broad trench cut tmte that that all the bones, apart from two, were
the north of the church. The latter contained layeassociated with slag, much of which has been laid
with no evidence of walls and is likely to have beesiown to mark the wall-base of the area. Two sheep
a working yard. Finds made in Area 43 which liesone fragments, not bedded on slag, were found in
WR WKH ZHVW RI WKH H[LVW L $dke? R21]QFig.X7) \Gh@BH rQay Hake Held & pilkaA \
mentioned. Summaries of each of the recoverédshould be noted that the west side of this area
data sets have been tabulated and are showrcamprised a later large man-made trench [137]. It
Tables 2-5. LV ZRUWK QRWLQJ WKDW WKH (UVW
In the following discussions, animal counts arencountered in an upper level of this phase; at such
shown in brackets (n): it should be noted thatnotad WLPH WKH UDEELW KDUH ZDV UDU
the contexts mentioned appear in the illustratiorasfter (Bailey 1984).
Small numbers of goats may have been present
DPRQJVW WKH VKHHS VKHHS \WIK]BIVIHQ L POD.@ WHD W BT hieHUB tKMERBHOQV X U \
WKH WH[W EXW QRQH ZHUH LBHBRRQHWGQ /W LY WIKMR BRDWHK ZDV
PHQWLRQLQJ WKDW ¢ VK ER Qtd VheZuppernd3tReWalkHsQrifaReX apaivtbl d e ser
in the four areas discussed, despite evidence ftegree the layer immediately below the footings.
D VHULHYV RI ODUJH PHGLHYDEXKHNE&E BRIQKES \DLG M DERIQMNV WHRRQW L Q
the river Misbourne, near the Abbey (Davis 2006\W KH ODUJHVW DVVHPEODJH Q z
7TKHUH LV JRRG HYLGHQFH W K(BAB) iaWdK c&the Jre¥) FoAds Hnakvidgd Go Widst
supply meals to monasteries, as has been describedhe remainder, apart from three bird bones.
for Eynsham Abbey I\QVKDP SF JR YCohhext [LBOHWas an extensive make-up layer, as
WRU\ &RPPLWWHHYV )DVKSR Q Gnas&he RssbdstdtdHedel [154] and provided 72%

Rl WKH SKDVH ERQH ¢QGV Q Z
Area 1 (Table 2) VL[ FRZ FRZ VL]IH VHYHQ SLJV VH"

WKUHH ELUGYV DQG XQLGHQWL¢HC
3KDVH WK WR Hel &lev2hl i@evtiXwhs evidence of some canine gnawing on a sheep

¢DEOH ERQHV DQG WKLUW H H QelXanGdd\@ WriehRE @ltile B RIQ tHatapodial H
recovered. The most abundant recognisable boness distorted by bony overgrowth around the

(n=7) were pig elements: four phalanges, twead.

metacarpals and an incisor, almost all of which An unexpected observation was the presence of

ZHUH UHFRYHUHG IURP FKDO®M ARRMBWS PMQGEZRORM MKWKLQ JUDYH
pig phalanges showed some pathological changeay have been deposited by chance or represents
&RQWH[W > @ RQH RI WKH ORYSNRL ARKEYROHYHGCGWSRVLW IRU JU
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TABLE 2 Animal bones from Area 1, 11th to 16th century

'DWH WK WK WK HDUOPLWKODWH WW K WK
3KDVH

1,631,63 1,631,63 1,631,63 1,631,63 1,631,63
horse 3 0.8 1 0.4
horse size 4 1.6
cow 2 18.2 1 3.0 1 18 23 6.4 28 11.2
cow size 5 15.2 6 10.5 62 17.3 93 37.3
deer 1 0.3
sheep 8 24.2 13 2238 58 16.2 27 10.8
sheep size 2 18.2 9 27.3 21 36.8 145 404 71 28.5
pig 7 63.6 6 18.2 13 2238 47 131 16 6.4
pig size 8 2.2 2 0.8
dog 1 0.3
dog size 5 2.0
cat 1 0.3
UDEELW KDUH 1 3.0 1 0.3 3 1.2
bird 3 5.3 7 19 8 3.2
rodent 3 9.1 2 0.6 3 12
Total 11 33 57 359 261
uid 13 3 56 150 920

from which human remains had been removedccasional lamb repast. The pigs, which seemed to
Grave [206] lay immediately above an earlidoe killed most frequently while relatively young,

burial, grave [249]. included one maxilla with un-erupted teeth, a
mandible with teeth erupting and a gnawed ulna
3KDVH W KTeHQimaKidnes in this ERQH  7KH VLJIQL(FDQW LQFLGHC

phase were divided between twenty contextgsarticularly of cow and sheep bones, suggests that

some of which are mentioned here. Large numbeEESRQHY ZHUH WKURZQ DZD\ RU GLV!
Q RI ERQH VSHFLPHQV ZHaddilyJrhkRIRtNeHlOgd GemséltediBay have been

sheep-size were most numerous (n=203), followeIXDUG DQLPDOV DQG RU SDUW RI W
E\ FRZ FRZ VL]H Q D Q G SdoateStLif isvioftH nofng that a single metatarsal

and scattering of small numbers of horse, birdf a deer was recovered from this phase, giving

rabbit, cat dog and rodent bones. It is interestispme credence either to hunting as an activity or

to note that at this level cattle appear to be matee presence of a deer park.

frequent than seen in Phase 3. Amongst the cowA mix of bone fragments (n = 57) from the
ERQHVY UHFRYHUHG IURP WK L&onHRQ AhH{alV spetiEls W ZeiHdBuriietatl in
PDUNV ¢YH ZHUH JQDZHG HRladglasxaiaded/ witG can@xd [1850 Bontext [151],

metatarsal was arthritic. Seven of the sheep boneEK LFK LV UHFRUGHG DV D UDPPHG

were gnawed, and two sheep metacarpal longntemporary with grave [163], yielded 23 bone

bones were unfused; the latter suggesting a vérggments of mixed species. Contexts [171], [172],



66 < (GZDUGV - +HQGHU DQG 0 :HOOV

> @ DQG > @ Q W R W D O togdthdrivithRaXllwe Bf lcrdpK H coivsidering this
separate ‘tip-lines’ associated with trench [13&vent, it is perhaps worth noting that, leaving aside
at the western edge of the excavated area. Tttig great famine of 1315, famine arose in waves in
feature was overlain by context [134] (n=53 boneBngland as late as 1351 and 1369 (as well as the
ZKLFK UHSUHVHQWHG D VHD @QlabGe) AdR RddociBtedQuitiD pid¢ weRtiG@ky Ibihja/
[133] (n=57 bones), and comprising an uppsields from agriculture, loss of fodder for animals
WKLFN OD\HU RI FOD\ FKD O NetcDHoHBRVI998W KH WUHQFK FXW

A much larger number of animal bones (n=134)

ZHUH UHFRYHUHG IURP WKH 8QDVYRJ RIWIHEWMWQSLBIERMes anirgal

and [158], which also contained a large number @ RQHV  Q ZLWK FRZ FRZ VL]H E
smashed tiles. A smaller post pit also containef@ XPHUR XV Q FORVHO\ IROORZ|
a mix of animal bones (n=14). These feature§ KHHS VL]H ERQHV Q DQG PDQ\

alone account for 361 of the 509 recovered animai-size (n=18). Small numbers of horse bones
bones and sit well with the possibility that thewere present (n=5) as well as hare remains in small
arise from ‘dumping’ waste in postholes duringumbers (n=3). Many of the cow bones showed
the re-building period and the later cutting ofthop and cut marks and evidence of sawing;
‘robbing’ trench [137]. similar features were not noticed for sheep which
This unusually rich distribution of animal boneshowed only two separate canid puncture marks on
within the abbey church suggests that either a) thetibia and long bone. The small number of bird
DVVRFLDWHG ARRU OHYHOV 2ZdrgdHvas bbbty iom cKickEng B a6 octhkighal
D VLIQL,FDQW SHULRG RI UHiaxkbi@IGLQJ RFFXSDWLRQ RU E
many of these bones have been disturbed down In this phase the general distribution of animal
wards by later activities and derive from latelbbones was rather different from that of earlier
GXPSLQJ RI DQLPDO ZDVWH phEdds,sibcg swhighXrpddddrtivn ortige HokWles were
possible since the row of post-pits may signpostRXQG RQ ARRU VXUIDFHV UDWKHU
scaffolding: furthermore, Page (1908) supporte®B WHG ZLWK VODJ RU XVHG DV EDFNy¢
this view by noting that construction work hadnany bonesc(73%) were uncovered on a level
taken place at the abbey and the parish church in bedow a mortared surface, context [93] (n=92), a
early 14th century. However, given the associatiod DQG FOD\ OD\HU FRQWH[W > @ Q
with the ‘tip-lines’ mentioned above and asseciaV XUIDFH FRQWH[W > @ Q DQG
tion with Phase 5 (Fig. 13), which shows evidenirface, context [76] (n=2). The remaining mix of
of considerable large modern cuts through tlimal bones were also retrieved from posthole
existing surface, it seems possible that this magntexts [102], [103], [116] and [118] (n=57) and
have led to a downward transfer of animal borfeom a pit in context [106] (n=2). One rodent long
from upper levels. Nevertheless, the large numbeone from context [147] was found in proximity to
of animal bones recovered from this level of exca human skeleton.
vation strongly signals that livestock production This phase sees the time when there is evidence
and farming were active in the immediate area. that the church and associated buildings needed
It is not known whether Missenden Abbey warestoration and repair. However, apart from some
affected by the famine of 1315, when harvest fail5th-century improvements in the eastern range
ures were rife and sickness abounded amongfgtre is no clear evidence that this was undertaken.
sheep and cattle. At this time sheep and catBerthermore, by the early 16th century the numbers
QXPEHUV ZHUH VLJQL ¢ FDQWA® pridssHh&ditihGhed\ald-tke chukeb Miildings
prices for meat and wool were doubled. It is intehad fallen out of repair (Page 1905; Kaye 1992).
esting and relevant that the written records (Page
1905; Kaye 1992) indicate that towards ‘the close RUH U H F H.QAter $he Didfdltion of the
of the thirteenth century’ the abbey seems to hasbbey church, during the late 16th to 18th centuries,
fallen into great poverty. As a result it was takeWWKHUH LV OLWWOH (UP LQIRUPDWLF
into the king's protection for four years, because of the area where the church once stood. However,
the serious danger of ‘dispersion and ruin by wideig, sheep and cattle bones continued to be dumped
spread disease (murrain) among sheep and hortbese until the 19th century.
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Area 2a (Table 3) of the cat bones and a sheep metatarsal showed
A survey of the lowest level reached in Area 2signs of chewing. Context [1044] is a soil spread
found only a few Roman pot fragments whiléelow [1034] which in turn is made up of overlying
medieval levels or structures were not encounterebbles, chalk lumps and charcoal, giving rise to
The period of each of these layers is uncertaincentral ‘island’. A central post pit [1054] cuts
but they seem likely to range between 14th afitD44].
18th-century dates.

3KDVHONE hundred and nine animal bones
3 KDV HHei2 28 animal bones were recoveredere recovered in all. Context [1034] yielded 81
from context [1044], an area of scattered cobblesnes which were recovered from a layer of loamy,
and chalk lumps with a suggestion of cess conteoharcoal-grey soil which overlaid a cobble surface.
These bones included two bird bones, a carpoméf the bones recovered from this area, 29 were
acarpus from the water-loving common teal, Annas QLGHQWL¢{DEOH IUDJPHQWYVY ZKlI
creccaDQG DQRWKHU ORQJ ERQH QFRXBRLG VIRXMUERQHAWRZ VL]H ERQ
ZHUH WKH PRVW DEXQGDQW KHHRYEBRHASGVE|H KHHEPHQWY W 72
sheep-size (n=6), voles (n=4) and cats (n=2). Oaevertebra, eight small mammals and three birds

TaBLE 3 Animal bones from Area 2a, probably 14th to 18th century

3KDVH D E

1,63 1,63 1,63 1,63 1,63 1,63
horse 2 2.6
cow 1 3.6 3 3.9 3 13
cow size 13 46.4 1 13 45 20.2
deer
sheep 2 7.1 8 10.4 9 4.0
sheep size 4 14.3 38 494 131 58.7
pig 2 2.6 8 3.6
pig size 1 1.3 4 18
goose size 3
dog 1 13
dog size
cat 1 3.6 1 1.3 2 0.9
cat size 1 3.6 1 13
chicken 3 13
UDEELW KDUH 1 13
bird 2 7.1 4 52 14 6.3
small mammal 4 14.3 9 11.7 1 0.4
¢ VK
Total 28 72 223

uid 37 7
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including a tibiotarsus and a carpometatarsu©@ D\ DW WKH HDVW HQG RI WKH VLW
A smaller context [1048], comprising a layer of, OO RI D SLW 1LQHW\ ¢YH VKHHS \
PLIHG ALQWY DQG SHEEOHV GHHOGHG INHER UFR ERPHN B @ ZKLC
FDW FDW VL]H KXPHUXYV D QG sheefsizB kmaidOaCcoDriteddor6DaJdf thétatal
RI VKHHS VKHHS VL]H ERQHY ER@QG® DUKNPRYOHU WP IXRMMKO FRZ FRZ VL]F
scapula. The remaining contexts [1067], whicAl1%. Notably, fourteen bird elements including a
FRPSULVHG DUHDV RI PRUW Dsddiudg gn® kumeriwedrer hiotbdblesS aZ firatyuent
patches of mixed chalk rich deposits [1201] an®@V SLJ SLJ VL]H ERQHV %RQHV IURP
[1203] included largely small numbers of sheeghree chickens were also recovered.
sized ribs and long bones.

Area 3 (Table 4)
3K D V.Hwo hundred and thirty animal bones
were recovered from this level, the majority3 KDV H WK WR HDTh®39 aniial & HQ W X L
being associated with context [1015], the loweERQHY IUDJPHQWY IURP WKLV SKDV
.00 RI SLW > @ DQG ZLW Krorh Bight¢dhfakts and w@e dafninatéd by sheep

TaBLE 4 Animal bones from Area 3, Phases 2,3 & 6

'DWH WK HDUO\ WKG ODWH WK WK WK
3KDVH
1,63 1,63 1,63 1,63 1,63 1,63
horse
cow 1 3.3 3 33.3
cow size 4 13.3 1 50 1 111
deer
sheep 3 10.0
sheep size 12 40.0 4 44.4
pig 6 20.0 1 111
pig size
goose size
dog 1 50
dog size 3 10.0
cat
cat size
chicken
UDEELW KDUH
bird 1 3.3
small mammal
¢ VK
Total 30 2 9

uid 9 1 1
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bones, with relatively high incidence of ribs, longhey have yielded useful data based on animal

bones, vertebrae and skull fragment. The lack bbbnes. Excavation of Area 1 shows that during

VWUXFWXUDO UHPDLQV P HD QdMe WfKH2Warly Whaa&s\ paiticularfy Xt@ Warly R

determine whether these had been deposited X#th century, animal bone was being deposited in

LQWHUQDO RU H[WHUQDO AR BddodiaXidsh MitF Blag. The slag itself was largely
laid down to mark the ‘new’ wall positions. This

3KDVH OLG ODWHA sWwie dbl @rasende of bone indicates that the building team
femur, cow-size metatarsal and fragment of bomeere either ‘eating on the job’ or dumping waste
were recovered from this level. food. Furthermore, two animal bone fragments of
this period were found at the base of a socket pillar,
3KDVHV DQG W K N¥ rRcortfédk whiehQuasXelther being repaired or removed. It is
activity. also of interest that rabbits may have been present
since they were rare in medieval England and may
3KDVH WK WR WK &HQW Kave beew impuotieds dheir meat would have been
FRZ FRZ VLIH Q DQG VKH H&sdkdd HhBmurily] By tiig elite of the Abbey
remains were recovered. while their fur was used for elaborating clothing
(Bailey 1984; see also Thetford Warren Lodge,
Area 43(Table 5) (QJOLVK +HULWDJHRUJ XN YLVLW

The walls of the west range were uncovered durimg direct evidence that domestic warrens were

laying of a new drive. Two sets of animal data wetwuilt at the Abbey. The 14th century seems to have
retrieved and appeared to indicate a temporal shiffen a period of upheaval. There was presumably

from sheep as the major food source to cattleinti® QHHG IRU UHQRYDWLRQ ZKLFK L
ODWHU SKDVH $OWKRXJK LWhy &xtéhkive &ixriditioMoR afirkaV hah€s &cb¥g H V
the earliest features yielded late 12th-centutWKH ARRU VXUIDFH DQG ZLWKLQ S

pottery. appearance of a new slag layer, also associated
with discarded bone. As noted previously, the
Summary people doing this work, presumably over a length

Considering that these excavations were undef time, were supplied with plenty of food during
WDNHQ LQ GLI¢FXOW RIWHQhizieodidd @RidditdG FRQGLWLRQV

TaBLE 5 Animal bones from two phases in Area 43

&RQWH[WV + +
3KDVH 1,63 1,63 1,63 1,63
horse 1 15
cow 3 79 20 29.9
cow size 4 10.5 20 29.9
sheep 17 25.4
sheep size 28 73.7 5 75
pig 2 5.3 4 6.0
pig size

bird 1 2.6

small mammal

Total 38 67

uid 4 10
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Area 2a in contrast to Area 1 seems to haeelge, is decorated with incised parallel lines, and
been on open working area, with a cobbled surfacther areas decorated with punched dots. Rivet
and a shallow pond. Activities which took placéoles are situated in pairs a#Ofam intervals
here, marked in part by the presence of a possiblese to the beaded edge. (A1, C65, P7).
FRRNLQJ IHHGLQJ SRW VXJIJHVWYW DO GHEDDQGCLWHERHDWHG KLQJ
rearing piglets, lambs (and goats), chickens, calvVe8mm, possibly for a book or box and in the form
and perhaps ducks. For Areas 3 and 43 the dafaa denticulate leaf, decorated with alternate
ZHUH VFDQW DQG GLI¢FXOW ségRentsiofQiD-¥eds akd RlaiD metal Wil umehedD U

SKDVH GHSWK dots, with an iron hinge. The back is heavily
corroded. (Al, C93, P5).

Metalwork 3. A strap-type mount (2 pieces), overall length

E\ -LOO +HQGHU ODULRQ :HGQI6rvn ®wihVa G-sRaPedH Eettior,. Hyllded on

ZRUN E\ ODUN &ROODUG the upper curved surface and decorated with

For the present study, 394 iron and copper-allgadrooning and pinholes at intervals. It has an

objects were examined and recorded (Table @&nimal head terminal and is dated to the 12th to

Approximately 20% of the copper objects and 5%3th century (Egan 1998, 70). (A3, C403).

of the iron objects in the original site archive had

been conserved, but since the 1980s much of tBteHOW )LWWLQJV % XFNOHYV (Fig. 54)

remaining metalwork has deteriorated. The presehtA notched buckle chape with a bell-shaped body

authors have produced a photographic catalogueaofd a rivet hole at the end. Size 27mm, dating to

DOO PHWDO (QGV QRZ GHSR 3tWehtury (Oaltay\&kRogstrs 2062, R8YF3KnoY H

5RV 7\UUHOO %XFNV )LQGV /[IPTNHMRLLRZPYFHU KHOSHG

ZLWK LGHQWL¢(FDWLRQ 5. A very rough and broken, double-sided ‘spec
This report is divided into three sectionsacle’type pewter buckle with the prong missing is

focusing on copper alloy, iron and lead respedated to 15th to 16th centuries. (Egan & Pritchard

tively. In the descriptions, A=Area, C=Context1991, 86, nos 350-370). (Al, C65, P7).

P=Phase. NI = not illustrated. $ UHFWDQJXODU SODWH ZLWK VOL.
and broken at the other; size 45 x 12mm (Egan &
TABLE 6 lron and Copper-alloy objects Pritchard 1991, 86, Nos. 350—370). (Al, C73, P6).
from the excavations ?IIA f - brok it d
. A fragment of a plate, broken on all four sides
Area URQ  Copper Alloy with part of a rivet hole surviving; size 38 x 11mm.
1 185 99 (A1, C74, P6). NI
2a 23 3 8. A damaged ‘forked’ type belt chape plate. Dated
WR WK FHQWXU\ :DUG 3HUNLQV
2b 2 2 LXXV.19). (A1, C76, P5).
3 25 23 9. An early 15th-century lyre-shaped buckle.
43 31 1 Analysis by S. La Niece of the British Museum
Research Laboratory showed the buckle and
Totals 266 128 pin metal to be copper alloy of 9% zinc, 8% tin,
1.2% lead with traces of iron and antimony. The
Copper-Alloy Objects buckle had been mercury silvered. Similar surface

ORVW RI WKH FRSSHU DOOR\trgain@™ ha# hedn d&ddt€©@d\bh ;aDbiEoddH from
and are described below. These have been divideitlington, Norfolk, and a belt chape from Dinas
LQWR ¢WWLQJV EHOW ¢WW LR (IBoDkGLaENICENRGDHAIry 1988)X(E1VCaD,Q G
buttons, lace tags, needles, dress pins and mis&s).

laneous objects. 10. A broken buckle plate having two pairs of rivet
holes of size 35x16mm. (A1, C93, P5).
JLWWLQJV (Fig. 53) 11. A broken cast trapezoidal strap guide of size

$ EURNHQ GHFRUDWLYH JLXOa%HnG. (QuawayQ Rodges ZDB2Q 2903, no.
possibly from a box, and having a solid, beaddd377). (A1, C108, P4).
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FiGUrRe 53 Objects of copper alloy, 1-3 VFDOHYV DV VKRZQ

12. A bar mount with a rivet hole at each end ari). Two joining fragments of a strip of size 65
one hole in the centre, length 18mm, used asxa8mm pierced by a pair of rivetholes across the
belt stiffener and dated to the late 13th-early 14#iort axis. (A3, C406). NI

century. (Egan & Pritchard 1991, 196—7, No. 106@1. A trapezoidal plate fragment; size 20mm. (A3,
(A1, C108, P4). C408). NI

13. A strap mount with a rivet hole at each en@2. A small rectangular plate fragment; size 26 x
the central part being a truncated ellipse; lengémm. (A3, C445). NI

25mm. (A1, C108, P4). 23. A square, double loop buckle, decorated with
14. A small fragment of a strap-end plate of lengihcised diagonal lines between a raised border,
16mm possibly from a belt, having two partial rivetvith a 15th-century date (Egan & Pritchard 1991,
KROHV VLGH E\ VLGH ,W LV ®8 Rd? 447 AhH 60y (AMBKCID6H. X QFKHG
rouletted decoration of opposed triangles parallel to

the long edges and dated to the 13th to 14th centBW X GV % XW W R Q V (Fig. 54)

(Egan & Pritchard 1991, 137, nos 629-630). (A24. A circular gilded button with a wire loop shank
C134, P4). of diameter 17mm; post-medieval date (Al, C44,
15. A buckle plate with traces of gilding wad$>7). NI.

broken at the fold; size 22 x 20mm. One side of ti25. A domed button with the loop broken off,
plate has a notch for the pin close to one edge. (Alameter 9mm (A1, C67, P7). NI.

C234, P2). NI 26. A stud of width 14mm, with head formed from
16. A double-sided ‘spectacle’ type buckleDQ LUUHJXODU IROGHG VKHHW KD
possibly pewter, with a broken prong; size 18 R7). NI.

23mm, dated to the 15th to 16th century. (Egan & $ (¢WWLQJ SRVVLEO\ IRU D WH]
Pritchard 1991, 86, nos 350—-376). (A1, unstrat.). consisting of a slightly domed-head stud with a
17. A trapezoidal strap-end plate with rivet holesentral hole, three rivet holes and the shank missing.

and notch, of size 50mm. (A2a, C1015). Diameter 19mm, dated to the 16th century (Wood
18. Two fragments of a strip; width 7mm. (A2a¢, HO G QR (JDQ BULWFKD
C1044). NI no. 899). (A1, C73, P6).

19. A double oval frame, cast ‘spectacle’ typ28. A gilded, domed-headed stud with an incised

buckle with the prong missing and white metatar decoration; head diameter 9mm and stud
coating, of size 21x30mm and dating to the at®@ HQJWK PP W FRXOG EH-D ¢WWL
14th to early 15th century (Egan & Pritchard 1991ure or book (Egan & Pritchard 1991, 162). (A1,

83, nos 332-339). (A3, C401). C108, P4).
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29. A stud head mount made of sheet metal pres88d Tweezers with one arm broken. (A2a, C1034).
into a domed six-foil rosette with one central hold9. A spiral rod with one end turned into a hook of
and the shank missing; diameter 14mm. The helathgth 68mm. (A3, C401).
has two pairs of rivet holes, one smalland onelarge, $ WXEH Rl UROOHG VKHHW PHWD
either side of the central hole. Dated to the 14dnd and pierced by a rivet hole; length 95mm. (A3,
century (Egan & Pritchard 1991, 113 and 121, nG401). NI.
520; Oakley 1979, 254, CU60-61). (A1, C108, P4).
Iron Objects
IDFH 7DJV (Fig. 54) A small proportion of the iron was conserved in the
30. There were six tags from Area 1 and orpost-excavation period and some was x-rayed, but
from Area 3 which were of similar manufacturethe majority consisted of heavily corroded uniden
comprising a thin sheet of copper alloy, rolled oWL¢, DEOH OXPSV 7KH REMHFWYV ZKL
folded to form a tube. None had been riveted (Egaave been divided into knives, lock furniture,
& Pritchard, 1991, 281). One tag (illustrated) waarrowheads, horse equipment, building ironwork,
15mm long; the others varied between 24mm asdissors, nails and miscellaneous objects.
32mm.
.QLYHV (Fig. 56)
Needle 41. A fragment of a knife blade, size 50mm
31. A broken needle with the point and some shaificluding tang. (A1, C14). NI.
made of striated drawn wire; length 35mm. (A42. A fragment of a knife blade, size 70mm

C81, P5). NI. including tang. (A1, C44). NI.
43. A straight-backed blade, size 170 x18mm,
Dress Pins including a scale tang with three copper-alloy

Fifty-two pins were found, of which 7 wererivets in position and mineralised wood around
KHDGOHVYV 7KH KHDGHG Sdn® Wet.Z hieltdhg isvadenel atshé Gommel end,
according to Oakley (1979, 260): 3 H1; 40 H2; anfdrmed of three parallel copper-alloy plates at right
2 others. The H2 types had a length range fraammgles to the tang, held in place by a single iron
1834mm. All but two came from post-dissolutiomivet. A trace of copper alloy survives between the
contexts, and these two may be intrusive. Thiang end and the blade and there are cutler's marks
H1 types (lengths 27, 32, 37mm) were from preRQ WKH EODGH &RZJLOO GH 1HHUJ
dissolution contexts, as were the two others. Onek$87, 22, no. 155). (Al, C110, P5).
these had a shaft 39mm long with a hemispherigsd. A heavily corroded part of a knife blade, size
head; the other had a disproportionately thin sha8)mm with tang. (A2a, C1027). NI.
41mm long, with a soldered globular head. NI.
/IRFN )XUQLWXUH (Fig. 56)

Miscellaneous (Fig. 55) 45. A padlock key of size 140 x 13mm with a loop
32. A wire chain, possibly for hanging an oil lamperminal, straightened at the bit end. Dated to 12th
and dated to the 14th to 15th century (Egan 1998,13th century (London Museum Medieval Gata
132). (A1, C24). logue 1940 1993, 147 & 149). (A1, C11, P8).

$ FXUWDLQ ULQJ VOLJIKWG AXBYWIit IdrQoMaBbdw @ndia D Rokan b Wwith
edges, dated to late 17th century (A1, C65, P7). N triple ring decoration on the shank; size 90mm
34. A ring fragment, gilded on the exterior witi{Al, C19, P7). NI.

gold and silver (A1, C81, P5). NI. 47. The outer casing of the barrel of a padlock;
35. A twisted rod, rectangular in section (Al, C10length 50mm (Egan 1998, 93, No. 244). (A1, C65,
P5). NI. P7).

36. A cord of twisted wire, linked by looping;48. Possibly a bent barrel padlock key, with a loop

length 272mm, diameter 4mm. One possibility iat one end and at the other end, a bit with three

that this is part of a monastic scourge (Hender grojecting wards; length 170mm (London Museum

Wells 2016) (A1, C150, P3). Medieval Catalogue 1940 1993, 149, Type C. (A1,
7ZR VWUDQGV Rl ¢ @1p0minU B74RP6OH QJ WK

diameter Imm (A1, C234, P2). NI. 49. A circular key bow with a ring around the junc
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Ficure 54 Objects of copper alloy, 4-30 VFDOHYV DV VKRZQ

tion between the bow and shank; size 68 x 45mBR. A key with a kidney-shaped bow; length 80mm,
(AL, C74, P6). NI. and dated to 15th century (London Museum Medi
50. A heavily corroded key of length 88mm witkeval Catalogue 1940 1993, 141, Type VII). (A43,
an oval bow and elaborately toothed bit, and dat€$000).

to 14th century (London Museum Medieval Gatéb3. A key of size 100 x 50mm with a kidney-shaped
logue 1940 1993, 139, Type IV). (A1, C93, P5). Nbow, found within the building during reconstruc
51. A key with a circular bow and toothed fore-edgion. The shank is decorated with discs and a
to the bit; size 60mm, and dated to 14th centubaluster close to the bow. Dated to the 15th century
(London Museum Medieval Catalogue 1940 1998, ondon Museum Medieval Catalogue 1940 1993,
139, Type V). (A3, C413). 141, Type VII). (A43, unstrat.).
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Ficure 55 Miscellaneous metal objects, 32-39 VFDOH

$ U UR Z KFYD5B)V %XLOGLQJ(FiYB&ZRUN
54. Two heavily corroded cross-bow arrowheadduch of the ironwork was recovered from
or possibly ferrules each of length 30mm. (AJost-medieval contexts. However, two objects are
C108, P4). NI. believed to be medieval:
55. An arrowhead of length 50mm. Dated t88. An S-shaped hook of size 120mm (Ottaway &
WK WK FHQWXU\ /RQGRQ ROgerg PORE 2836). GALHOT74H).0
Catalogue 1940 1993, 66, Type 16). A fragment 6D. Masonry cramp of length 100mm. (A1, C140,
a ring-porous hardwood, possibly oak, surviveld?2). NI.
ZLWKLQ WKH VRFNHW ,GHQWL¢{;HG E\' $ OLOHV ,W ZDV
QRW SRVVLEOH WR EH PRUH W6FHNNVRRUY FigvV36H VDPSOH ZDV
SHWUL¢HG RU SRZGHU\ $ & 60.BBken scissors originally of size 108 x 28mm.
(AL, C44). NI
+RUVH (TXLSPHQW (Fig. 56) 61. Broken scissors of length 80mm. Dated to the
56. A trapezoidal harness buckle of size 58 ¥DWH WK HDUO\ WK FHQWXU\
50mm with a rolled sheet around the strike plate,
and dated to 13th to 14th centuries (Clark 1998ails
56). (A1, C6, P8). The total number of nails recovered was 68, of
57. Late medieval horseshoe, width 100mm, witlthich 63 % came from Area 1 and 31% came from
folded calkins and six holes arranged three on eaklea 43.
side. (A3, C413). NI.
Miscellaneous (Fig. 56)
62. A broken decorative disc tinned on both sides,

$
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Ficure 56 Objects of iron, 43-67 VFDOH

diameter 38mm, with a raised rib parallel to thé4. A broken, decorative strip with a rivet at the
outer edge and within this two rivet holes. (AL, CTHQG SRVVLEO\ D ERRN ¢ WWLQJ RI
P8). NI. (A1, C150, P3). NI.
$ ADW SHQWDJRQDO SODWHA RibeZler@tw $OmmP plerZedWyKa nail. (A1,
four equal, slightly curved, sides and one long€r195, P4). NI.
side. There is a punched dot decoration around & Two strands of thin wire. (A1, C218, P1). NI.
edge and rivet holes close to the edge. (A1, C®Y. Possible part of a tool, such as a small pitch
P6). NI. fork; size 50mm. (A1, C218, P1).
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Lead Objects dated were recovered from Phase 4, including a

None of the lead objects were present in thate 13th to early 14th-century bar moub®)( a

archive. However, the records show that 7itrap-end plate from the 13th-14th centui#),(a

pieces of lead had been found in Areas 1 and13th-century stud-head mourt9( and a 14th to

6HYHQWHHQ ZLQGRZ FDPHV Z5thkEntur@ Hr@Wéaghy)GInDRQa3e [ W Hbelt

discussed in the medieval window glass reporthape plate and a key were recovered which dated
IUDJPHQWY ZHUH LGHQW L gihé 14ih\ceMuryB; 60aldRd iriKatyxe-dRdped

molten waste and thirteen were pieces of ‘buildingpuckle of the early 15th centurg)(

lead, including a decorative down-spout head A small copper-alloy plate fragmer22j was

IURP D WK WR WK FHQW X lWalsoFrecQuivdd [fkvm RreaCB) Phasel 2RArom Area

WKH RWKHU SLHFHV ZHUH L G3 GmelLobjbdisQuere savedV&KhbdorE,(a\keik U HH

came from medieval contexts in Area 1. ThegB2) and a part of a pair of scisso8d)( all of which

comprised a twisted rod with a square sectiodated to the 15th century.

of length 37mm and width 1.5mm [81]; a circular

disc of diameter 24mm and thickness 1mm [133Toins (Fig. 57)

a bar notched at one end measuring 75 x 12\ ‘U ' 0 OHWFDOIH $VKPROHDQ

4mm [138]. None of the lead came from context2 [ IRUG DQG * /DPE %&O0 3KRWRJ

earlier than Phase 3 and most came fromthelal@d NH & RUFRUDQ

medieval and early postmedieval Phases 5 and)&A IWHHQ FRLQV IURP WKH DEEH\ ZHL

Although not found during the excavations, theoin numbered 16 was found in the archive, but not

1977 discovery in the abbey grounds of a leadGHQWL¢{HG DW WKDW WLPH 7KRVH

bulla (seal), issued by Pope Alexander Il (Popleave not been found in the archive.

+ VHHPV WR FRQ¢{UP WKH WK FHQWXU\
foundation of the abbey (Pike 1978). A=Area, C=Context, P=Phase. NI = not illustrated.
Summary Medieval

Many of the metal objects recovered were ndt Edward | or Il. Canterbury Mint. Silver. Long
LGHQWL¢(DEOH )HZ ZHUH G D Wrbsb.BAZY-1BPQ R\1R3I1A8, RA.WH OLVWHG
in the catalogue, excluding dress pins and lace 5LFKDUG ,, G /RQGRQ OLQW
tags, 30 were recovered from medieval and la@81, P5). NI.
medieval phases. The others were found in p&tEdward. Penny. York Mint. Silver. Fourteenth
medieval deposits in Area 1, and of these 11, datiogntury. (A1, C65, P7).
to the medieval and late medieval periods (Phadesst-Medieval
6 to 8), were probably redeposited after the dissé. Hans Krauwinckel. Jetton.1680-1610. (A1,
lution of the church. C15, P7).

Various phases of Area 1 yielded interesting. Hans Krauwinckel. Jetton.1680-1610. (A1,
metal objects. From Phase 1 (11th to 12th centu§)4, P7).
contexts came two iron objects comprising stranés Hans Krauwinckel. Jetton.1680-1610. (A22,
RI ZLUH DQG SDUW RI DQ XQLG3¥QWL;HG REMHFW SHUKDSV
a small tool §6, 67. These were found below slagr. Inscribed... AVEMARIA Jetton. 16th century.
OD\HU > @ LQ DQ HDUO\ FKI\OR7ARARU ZKLFK SUREDEO\
formed part of the earliest church built on the sit8. Jetton. Nuremberg. 1500-1510. Reverse:
Phase 2 (late 12th to early 13th century) yieldéduremberg symbol, therefore post-1500. Obverse:
three objects, all situated in slag layers, includirign of St Mark (= Venice). Legend: jumble of
a broken copper-alloy buckle plate with traces ofieaningless letters = 16th century. Lombardic
JLOGLQJ WZR VWUDQGV RI ¢ @terih® $S&akes © Lihé Hude8555.D hetetdie Q
masonry crampl§, 37, 59. Two undated objects, FL500-1510. (A1, C60, P6).
a twisted copper wire cord and a brokenirondeco -DPHV , G 8QGHU OLFHQFH WR '
rative strip 86, 64 were recovered from [150], an& Richmond. 1614-1625. Has a mint mark or
extensive make-up layer in Phase 3 (mid to late 13ihivate code mark (a triangle) above the crown.
century). Finds which have been independent{p12, unstrat.).
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$ &OLBWRULDQ G $ &

&KDUOHV , G +
&KDUOHYV , G * $ & 3 1,
&KDUOHYV ,, G $ & SumBnary
13. Richard Webb at Amersham in Bucks. TokeAll the coins appear to have been redeposited apart
[16] 66. (A1, C49, P7). from the Edward | or Il silver coinl) found in
:LOOLDP O0DU\ G * PBase& and3lated to the 14th century, and the Hans
15. William & Mary. Jetton. Late 17th centuryKrauwinckel jetton ) found sealed in the mortar
(AL, C15, P7). NI. bedding of a late Tudor tile pavement.

Ficure 57 Coins from the excavations VFDOH
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Architectural Stone 34. Halsey 57: large piece of perpendicular tracery
E\ -LOO +HQGHU DQG 0DU L RWithtWoa@sps sunviviiigon EhR 1@ ht-hhhd side of a
EXWLRQV E\ 'U OLFKDHO 2D Widd/cuspedHighh th&absdndee Wfld gylazing groove

+%0& DQG 1LFN *ULI{WKV 0ahd baxkRrdréry Bu@QgesisGhis is from a blind wall
The architectural stone used most at Missendarcade. It is likely there was a surrounding roll
$EEH\ KDV EHHQ LGHQWL ¢ H GnbadiddR butwhid Wa3 Kdvhed M@ €@ His® (Fig.
M&OXQFKY ,W LV D (QH PDVVE¥D) FKDON ZLWK D KDUGQHVYV
and resistance to weathering that makes it the odly. Halsey 59: An early 13th-century arch
naturally-occurring freestone in the area. Suchoulding, with an ogee (double curve bending
a freestone has been incorporated into a RomagnUVW RQH ZD\ DQG WKHQ WKH RWKH
villa at Totternhoe, several medieval churchdike the keel of a ship) roll moulding, with a deep
within a 50—mile radius and parts of Westminstérollow and a thin quirked (sharp groove to one side
Abbey, Windsor Castle, Hampton Court, St Albansf a convex moulding) roll to the intrados (inner
Cathedral and Woburn Abbey. curved face of an arch) (Fig. 58.E).

In the 1980s, 245 architectural fragments frofl. Halsey 48: A damaged piece of 12th-century
Missenden Abbey were catalogued and latealf shaft of approximately 300mm diameter.
photographed and re-numbered. Unfortunately, tB2. Halsey 51: A thin rectangular stone decorated
RULJLQDO SRVLWLRQ RI WKHWZH W K GVKIM M QINIQRYMOBY IHZXDO KR
context numbers were recorded. Richard Halsésrminate at one end, suggesting this is the top
HIDPLQHG IUDJPHQWYV DQGRY UPFONVEGIDRVRIGD ARWHG SLODVWHU
them; twelve to the 12th century, twelve others telief) or even a triglyph. The decoration is not well
the 13th century, six to the 14th century and foexecuted, the tooling is very smooth. Presumably
ZHUH GHVFULEHG DV PHGLHY e comédHiidi GpDsihietliethHfdatliFe\\pevh&ph!
main building phases of the medieval abbey. The  IRUPHU GRRU FDVH RU (UHSODF!
remaining two stones were ascribed to the 16hQVFULEHG ZLWK JUDI¢WL ZKLFK D
century and to the Victorian period. This studiRoman numerals Il, IV, V and VI (Fig. 59.A).
has made use of data stored in the site archive, &d Halsey 41. A damaged voussoir (wedged-
uses Halsey's report in a limited manner since shaped stone forming arch), perhaps 13th century,
SURYHG GLI{FXOW WR PDW F Withild/paBGaheVrblinoSiMhh R BevourRlightii H
stones currently catalogued in the site archivihicker with a deep hollow between.
Information collected during this study has beeB0. Base or capital of a small column; on display in
placed in the site archive. Some of the architectutdissenden Abbey (Fig. 59.B)
fragments are on display at Missenden Abbey (FigR. Halsey 38: A damaged voussoir, with a broad

58A). plain chamfer and diagonal tooling, possibly
indicating a 12th-century date. There is a shallow
Catalogue (Figs 58—62) recess outside the chamfer and the face that could

What follows is a numeric list taken from the 1998 H AXVK ZLWK D ZDOO LV KDPPHUHG
catalogue, with descriptions of stones and mastriangle. This may be a voussoir from a rere-arch
cases their Halsey number, where they have bgarchway formed across the wide inner opening
recognized from recorded descriptions, drawingsg a window), the triangle being a guideline for a
DQG SKRWRJUDSKYV 'H¢ QLW ISR@W WHIUHH UWDINIHOVHURWR GHFRUDW |
Pevsner (2010). 76. A ceiling boss (Fig. 59.C).

78. Halsey 56: A piece of 12th-century attached
7. Part of a decorated cusped arch from a blind wahaft, about 180mm in diameter, with more than
arcade with clear rasp marks (Fig. 58.B). three-quarters of the circumference free of the
12. Halsey 46: (Fig. 58.C). surface to which the shaft was attached.
21. Halsey 37: a door jamb fragment, possibly 12#9. Halsey 54: A fragment of broad hollow chamfer-
century, dated by diagonal tooling and deeprebat.Q G UROO PRXOGLQJ ZLWK (QH WRF
32. Halsey 40: a 13th-century jamb, with a thin roleen in stones 51 and 142 (Halsey 48 and 53), so
moulding and hollow chamfer to the edge of thpossibly of the 12th century.
opening. 122. Halsey 47. Five pieces of a perpendicular
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FicurRE 58 Stone display at Missenden Abbey together with four architectural stone fragments VFDOH
VKRZQ
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scale = 20cm
T

Ficure 59 Architectural stone fragments A-D, various dates VFDOH

limestone moulding, possibly from a string coursé42. Halsey 53: A damaged 12th-century roll
although stones show very little weathering. moulding with a broad hollow chamfer to one side
141. Halsey 45: A piece of mid-12th century chevrdihe other side is damaged).

ornament, presumably from an arch moulding. 168. A photograph from the original catalogue
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Ficure 60 Architectural stone fragments E-G, various dates VFDOH

(Fig. 59.D) showing a stone intriguingly carvedhields: 7KH OHIW KDQG RQH FRXOG F
with legs, some human and some animal. &ODUH RU PRUH SUREDEO\ D JUD|!
171. Halsey 58: A head corbel (projectingVKH GH &ODUH DUPV« 7KH ULJKW
supportive stone) from the left-hand springing oD UHVHPEODQFH WR D PHUFKDQWY
an arch. A tonsured monk is depicted, in a goog WHHQWK FHQWXU\ DUH IUHTXHC
state of preservation. The very thin roll edge t¢ KLHOG« 2Q WKH ZKROH , DP LQF
the arch emerging from the head, the toolinganrd KLHOGYV DV pPGRRGOHVY SHUKDS)
the slightly mechanical feel suggests that this ® HIW KDQG RQH EDVHG RQ GH &
a post-medieval piece. The facial characteristicSUHVXPDEO\ KDYH EHHQ ZHOO N
suggest a Victorian date (Fig. 60.E). Missendeni!(Fig. 60.F)

3DUW RI D GRRU MDPE ZLW3R. Ouh&re gaital BiRi@Mh Styleli@ded@riation
two shields. The left-hand shield bears a reseseen at Wolvesey Palace, Winchester (Zarnecki,
blance to the arms of the de Clare family who hadblt & Holland 1984, 185) (Fig. 60.G).
a connection with Missenden Abbey (Page 1908P5. Halsey 7; Voussoir from a 13th-century
The following is an extract from a letter dated 198%ult-rib (rib forming part of vaulted ceiling),
IURP 1LFN *ULI¢WKV UHJD U toQabiyWwiKabolt G22Q W L240. Rie Wdfeldting
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Ficure 61 Architectural stone fragments: voussoir (A: V F D énd small window mullion (B: QRW WR
VFDOH
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double-roll moulding is separated by a row gbieces of worked stoneere found inArea 1 and
tightly formed early English dog-tooth mouldingsare described below and illustrated in Fig. 63.
7KHUH LV VLJQL{FDQW UH P Dx0riteyt) P<Phadd KIG-Vidt illzstranen.
some colour, mainly red. This voussoir is in the
display case at Missenden Abbey (Fig. 58.A), arild Chessman, height 55mm, width 25mm, described
has been drawn (Fig. 61.A). Similar voussoirs wees a ‘Castle carved from small reused piece of
noted in Area 9, reused in the facing of wall [33@rchitectural stone (clunch) decorated crudely with
and in Area 19. two arched doors on adjacent faces. String course
208. Halsey 13; Part of a hood-mould (projectinginning above is formed by pre-existing features’.
moulding above an arch to throw off water) of afC129, P5). Fig. 63A.
arched door or window of 13th-century date; the & R 1wifd a well-made head-hole and shoul
outer moulding is very much more weatheredered sides, carved from one piece of clunch which
than the inner moulding and with a deeper hollomeasured 1.95m in length, with walls 90mm thick.
between roll mouldings. The inner mouldingisnotW LV OLNHO\ WR KDYH KDG D FRI,
limewashed. thick. Traces of a centrally placed drain hole were
224. Halsey 12; Base of a small window mullionRXQG LQ WKH FRI{Q EDVH ,Q PRI
(vertical member between window lights), eackevere fracture, presumably caused by frost, had
side with a moulded base of apparently identicAd SOLW WKH FRI¢;¢Q LQ WZR DW WKH
form, presumably of early 14th-century date. &RI¢ Q /L ®ig.®3B shows anumber of stones,
A glazing groove is visible and the base of th©O LQLQJ D FRI¢{¢Q FRQVLVWLQJ RI V
VWRQH VKRZV WKH UHPDLQV Rty Ia@e] todRe® cluhthQblbcks/WwKigh wieRe not
limewash is visible, but the stone is very dirty (Figeused material. The east ‘feet’ end consisted of
61.B, not to scale). a single rectangular block laid long-ways, 340mm
233. A vault boss (Fig. 62). Notes regarding thisng by 220mm in depth. The cist tapered outwards
stone were discovered in the archive: ‘The ontp a maximum width of 500mm at the shoulders,
place in a vault where two ribs could possibl\. [the west end, with straight edges formed by
intersect as in this stone is at the central highake faced blocks placed side by side. The adjoining
point of a bay. This is borne out by the curvature fDFHVY ZHUH SDUWLDOO\ GUHVVHG
the rib segments. The lack of longitudinal or transiot mortared. A head socket carefully carved from
verse ridge ribs shows that the vault must haweYH EORFNV RI FOXQFK ZDV FRQVYV
been quadripartite, La Wault with two pairs of end, resting on two large blocks which had been
diagonal ribs dividing each bay into four triangulaplaced in a hole much deeper than the rest of the
compartments or cells’. cist. A single cap stone was found sealing the head
socket only. (C229).

Abbey Farmhouse: In the loft of the Abbeyl. Marble Fragment. A piece of porphyry (a
Farmhouse, a voussoir dated late 12th to early 1332 U SOH UHG VWRQH FRPSULVLQJ
century was located (Davis 2000, unpublished)f crystals of feldspar or quartz) in the shape of
This voussoir is a wedge-shaped stone used in thériangular prism with two polished faces of size
construction of an arch. It could have been part approximately 20mm square. Two of the sides
the archway of the gate, though it could also beappear to have been cut. Probably part of an inlay
VWUD\ ¢ QG IURP WKH DEEH)\ Liwhv&hGnportant place or feature in the church.

It has been noted that many of the stone-fra(C108). Fig. 63C.
ments have traces of coloured paint, some with
more than one colour. The most common colo®ainted Wall Plaster (Fig. 63)
used was black followed by red, white and pinkE\ ODUN &ROODUG DQG 3HWHU <HRI
Brown, yellow, green and grey paint was alsbess than 400 square centimetres of painted

found on a few of the stones. wall plaster was recovered, 90% coming from
Area 1 and the remainder from Area 2a. Of these
Stone Objects (Fig. 63) fragments 95% were white, 3% red with a few

E\ ODUN &ROODUG DQG 3HWH lfragreRtP @igch were pink, cream or blue. The
Apart from the architectural stone, a number dPRUWDU ZDV ZKLWH ZLWK DQJXOD
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Ficure 62 Architectural stone fragments: vault boss VFDOH
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FiGURE 63 Various stone objects and painted wall plaster VFDOHYV DV VKRZQ
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up to 8mm in size. Some traces of decoration weaad A3, C401, were of little interest. Not illus
noted on the plaster from Area 1, but all the coloutsated.
were very faded. These pieces are described below.
Window Glass(Fig. 65)

1. Two joining fragments about 70 square centE\ -LOO .HUU +%0&
metres formed the largest piece recovered. Thee glass was catalogued with notes available
plaster was cream with a red design and showédQ WKH VLWH DUFKLYH 7KHVH (QG
evidence of a repair. (C34). lllustrated (Fig. 63D).below. Much of the glass dated to the 14th century,
2. One very small piece of white plaster showed ¥ XJIJHVWLQJ SRVVLEOH UH EXLOGLC
straight black line 5mm wide, less than 11mm awayea of the church. Some glass showed signs of
from a curved red line.8mm wide, suggesting along-term placementt Q VLW X prior to burial and
panel outlined in black with a red line decoratonEHIRUH GHFD\ FRUURVLRQ ZKLOH RW
(C81). to have been disturbed prior to burial by falling

7ZR SLHFHV VKRZHG D ZK Lstéhewerk Soetiitd Gn tHeX 1Bth WdniRiQ. There
suggesting a coloured border around a centrdlDV QR HYLGHQFH RI ¢UH EXUQLQJ L

white panel. (C118). church.

4. A small pink fragment with hints of a white line

decoration. (C191). '"HeQLWLRQV *UR]ILQJ D PHWKRG I
shaping glass used in the middle ages pre-diamond

Bone Objects (Fig. 64) cutting. This results in a characteristic bitten edge.

E\ ODUN &ROODUG Came = a lead divider for holding together glass in

Unfortunately the bone objects have not beenstained-glass window. Lead shadow = where the
located, so what follows derives from an originafd ODVV ¢WV LQWR D FDPH 4XDUU\ S
report and information retrieved from the siténto regular geometric shapes.
archive. All the bone objects are from Area 1 apart
IURP WKH EREELQ WRJJOH D QAbbIavigtleds zded khé #R:HCNID R Bolour of
Area 3. C=Context, P=Phase. glass not discernible; NPV = no paint visible; NGE
= no grozed edges; T = thickness; C=Context;
%REELQ 7RJJOH 7KLV LW HPEBPhEde \NI BnoSilisiraed.D W LR Q
through the shaft and wear marks around the hole.
Diagonal scoring of the shaft is visible in place#rea 1
The length is 57mm, and the hole is 5Smm deep. White glass, now almost completely opaque.
(A3, C421). 9HU\ ADW 2QH JUR]JHG HGJH ([WHL
+DUS )LGGOH WXQLQJ SHJ SE WY VXHUWIUAH VX 1 8 J PP OHDG V
with a squared head and shaft broken at the tunimiggburial. 14th century. T = 2mm. NPV. (C1, P7).
hole; length more than 42mm. There is a scoremaxk.
above the hole and damage to the head in the fo2mToo small for detailed comment. T = 2mm.
of notches on each corner, suggesting the use aEZiD. NPV. NGE. (C8, P7). NI.
wrench. This item was likely used for tuning aB. White glass. Minimal external surface weath
instrument with a peg-hole accessible from eithering. Possibly vessel glass. T = 2mm. NPV. NGE.
VLGH HJ D O\UH IUDPH KDU&4).MNKWH RU ¢GGOH (JDQ

1998, 286). (A1, C74, P6). JLYH IUDJPHQWYV RI ADW ZKLWH JC
3. Pin. A pin broken along the shaft. (A1, C10&entury, now corroded to brown. The largest piece
P4). has a very precisely grozed edge. Other fragments

B8QLGHQWIR; K® LGHQWL ¢ HGNGER RdHeaR shisldaviz Whe interior surface bright
were found in Al, C14 & C37, only one of whichwhile exterior surface is scuffed with pronounced
is illustrated. ZKLWH EURZQ GHSRVLW 7 PP 139
5. Pegs. Three pegs were recovered. One, witha 2QH IUDJPHQW RI ADW ZKLWH JOD
length of 22mm. was knife-trimmed, exposing above. T = Imm. NGE. NPV. (C59). NI. .
rectangular section and tapering to a blunt pointt+ 6PDOO IUDJPHQWYV RI ADW ZKLW
(C108, P4). The remaining pegs, from Al, C10&67), (C74). NI.
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FicurRE 64 Bone objects 1-4 including a bobbin, tuning peg and pin VFDOH

9. 14th century, painted glass broken into 2-83!. Off-white glass. Surface shaled, some exterior
fragments; background shows foliate design witlieathering. Iridescent. T = 2mm. NGE. (C102) NI.
circles and stems picked out of matt wash. Veyb. Very crude grozing. Surface covered with
perished; pronounced exterior corrosion withccretions. T=2mm. CND. NPV. (C108). NI.
heavy pitting. T = 3mm. CND. NGE. (C76). Fig16. Border strip. Green, complete. Some grozing. T
65A & B. = 3mm, Length = 40mm, Width = 25mm. (C108).
10. Glass fragment painted with two lines of reNlI.
paint. No exterior corrosion. T= 3mm. CND. NGE17. Border strip. CND. Grozing. Exterior corrosion.
(C81). NI. T = 34mm, Length = 80mm, Width = 25mm.
11. 15th to 16th century date, with one roughi{C108).
grozed edge. Traces of paint on interior surfad8. Nimbus or central boss design from decorative
EXW GHVLJQ QRW GLVFHU Q L EMnHow.6@dss-Kar¢hivig-pickedQodit Bf nalt RasK
surfaces. T = 3mm. (C81). NI. (C108). Fig. 65C & D.
12. As for 4 above. (C93). NI. 19. Painted fragments. Possibly drapery. Very
&RUH ZKLWH &XW JUR]HG Hegishdd/exteRoY \Corio@ad.| ONOP NGE. (C108).
ornament. T = 8mm. NPV. (C93). NI. NI.
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Ficure 65 Medieval window glass, fragments of various designs from Areas 1and19 VFDOH

JUDJPHQW VKDOHG DQG ¢ \sa&t Yétween a/ clusterPof f&ul 'dots within a line

NPV. (C134). NI. strip. Grozed edge. Other fragments had painted
21. Fragment, one grozed edge. Very decaydihes but were too small to ascertain the design.
CND. NPV. (C178). NI. Fig. 65E.

Area 2a Lead Cames

22. White glass fragment with exterior corrosiorSeventeen medieval lead cames were found in
15th to 16th century. Interior core glassy. T = ImnAreas 1 and 3, none earlier that Phase 4 (14th
NGE. NPV. (C1001). NI. century), which ties in with the general dates for
23. Fragment with exterior pitting. T = 3mm. CNDthe glass.
NPV. NGE. (C1001). NI.

Post-Medieval Window Glass
Area 3 Twenty-six post-medieval clear glass window
24. White glass fragment, very decayed but Hoagments were also recovered from Areas 1, 2a
exterior corrosion. No lead shadow. Very similaand 3. Also present were some early post medieval

21 T =2mm. NPV. NGE. (C401). NI. rilled cames.
25. Fragment perished. T = 1mm. CND. NPV.
NGE. (C403). NI. Vessel GlasgFig. 66)

26. 15th to 16th century fragment. (C413). NI. E\ -LOO +HQGHU DQG ODULRQ :HOOV
27. 15th to 16th century fragment. (C424). NI.  The vessel glass was very fragmentary and most

28. Two fragments with red colour but corrodedf the fragments were found in post-medieval

Good grozed edge. T = 3mm. NPV. (C451). NI. contexts and are not discussed here. However, three

Area 19 pieces were found in Area 1 in medieval contexts

7KH ARRU OHYHO RI WKH FKDQRIBOD bH KU LAHAY GRXYGFE® WVERIG EHORZ
EH FRPSOHWHO\ FRYHUHG LQ D ¢(¢QH OD\HU RI VPDVKHG

window glass [380], originating presumably froni. A glass button, black with a copper attach-

the destruction of an east end window (notes Inyent ring, dated to the mid to late 13th century.

Peter Yeoman). Many of these fragments hg@150).

corroded surfaces and only a few showed groz2dA clear body sherd dated to the 14th century (not

edges: however, two showed discernible patternshown). (C158). Not illustrated.

29. The corner of a quarry trellis design of inteB. Two fragments of a blue vessel with gold painted

secting lines. NI. decoration. Dated to the 14th century although

30. A formalised border design picked out of a matiey could be earlier, possibly the 12th century.

wash on white glass and consisting of a beadi(@195).
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One of these (Fig. 67A) had a short neck at 80mm.
These are dated tdl690 (Dumbrell 1983, 30).

2. Ten of the necks had single string-rims and
tapered sides, and so should date to befar&@—
1780 (Dumbrell 1983, 31). One of these (Fig. 67B)
had a single thin string-rim which is far from the
lip, and is dated t0.1670 (Dumbrell 1983).

3. One fragment (Fig. 67C) has a long neck at
100mm. This has been given a datec.d710 by
Collard & Speed, although it could be slightly later
(Dumbrell 1983, 30).

4. One neck (Fig. 67D) is unlike the others in that
although the neck is tapering, the single string-rim
LV ADW GHHS DQG UHJXCQ&P ,W KL
by Collard & Speed. However, Dumbrell (1983, 39)
shows a similar English neck dated789, and a
French neck dated ¢.1850. If it is English, then the
date of ¢.1789 could be correct (Dumbrell 1983,
31). However, it was found in the same context as
a base with ‘PARIS’ on the bottom, so it could be
French with a date of1850.

Three necks had double string-rims and bulbous
sides, and so date to post-1770:

5. One (Fig. 67E) dated tol800 (Dumbrell 1983,
32).

6. The second has been dated to ¢.1815 (Dumbrell
1983, 32). NI.

7. The third (Fig. 67F) has a very deep string-rim
and so has been dated to the late 19th century
(Dumbrell 1983, 32).

FIGURE 66 Vessel glass of the 13th and 14th-cen
tures VFDOHV DV VKRZQ

Wine Bottles (Fig. 67)

E\ -LOO +HQGHU DQG ODULR®BassldOOV EDVHG RQ DQ
HDUOLHU UHSRUW E\ ODUN & RODDdotkie HaseBvas nasufaet@ed in France and
ILQHW\ ¢ YH ZLQH ERWWOH MWiasidifiergnt #dinihe otbdds: Rith KCO. IRARIS’ on
mostly from Area 1. No whole bottles were foundhe bottom and ‘E’ in the centre of the punt, which
All the glass is deemed to be post-medieval. Thesas very shallow at 10mm. This has been dated to
sherds were mostly greenin colour with an occasiorthe 19th century. (Dumbrell 1983, 31). (Fig. 67G)
brown fragment, and very variable in thickness.

Many of the bases and necks were iridescent a@fl the remaining ten bases, the diameter range
exfoliating. Seventy-one of the pieces, consisting ofas 69—87mm and the kick-up height range was
WZHOYH EDVH IUDJPHQWYV ¢ Y20-QahmNAI bddl sRdigft\sidés, Indidating a late
body sherds, were too small to be dateable. Of th&th-century date. None are illustrated.

remaining dateable fragments, thirteen were necks

and eleven were bases. Summary
Regarding the thirteen necks, a broad range of
NI = not illustrated. datable types was represented, ranging from
c.1670 to the late 19th century, although the
Necks majority (nine) dated from the late 17th to early

1. Seven necks had a single string-rim which wasth century. The eleven bases had a much smaller
QHDUHU WR WKH OLS DQG H L \daeHangE, Y Beh@ Bt 6 18tH-RextQre tyiges RameA D W
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FGURE 67 Post-medieval wine bottles, necks and bases, 17th-19th century

manufactured in Paris, dated to the 19th centurythat the bottle was made before 1860 (Historic
The post-medieval kitchens and cellars wel@lasshouse — antique bottles and glass KWWS ZZZ
close to Area 1, so it is not surprising thatsomanlp QW LTXHERWWOHY JODVYVY FRP OHI
wine bottle pieces were found. It is interesting t® JH RI1 D QWL T Xrid tRaRefard/ theHbottles
note the preponderance of late 18th-century basappear to date to the 19th or early 20th century.
as this was of course the period when CharlesThe following reference works were consulted:
Oldham bought the house and let it to successidedges (2011); Beck (1973); Historic Glass Bottle
tenants. Perhaps they were the remnants of Rous& HQWL,FDWLRQ DQGKWWEPIXWERQ

warming parties! VKD RUJ ERWWSbtlety Qdb Hi[steridaP
Archaeology); Breweries and Bottles — Newport
Mineral Water & Medicine Bottles (Fig. 68) Pagnell Historical Society (Mkheritage.co.uk);

E\ 6XH %DUWRQ DQG 0DULRQ Bditlelioaks.com (Digger Odell Publications);
Seventy-four glass fragments from bottles othémntiquebottles.co.za; Antique-bottles.net.

than wine bottles came from Area 1 Phase 7.

70.3% were mineral water bottle fragments ambbreviations: C = context: NI = not illustrated.
23% came from medicine bottles. There were no

complete bottles. The fragments comprised neckdineral Water Bottles

bases and body sherds. Many of the fragmeritsA thick glass pointed base of a Hamilton bottle.
were light green and iridescent. None of the bottl&€&nbossed ‘Co, ‘EET’ and ‘OR. The Hamilton
bases had pontil marks, which usually indicatdmttle was patented in 1814 but did not become
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popular until the second half of the 19th centuriedicine Bottles

It was egg-shaped so that it had to be stored onlfis Octagonal clear glass base. Embossed: ‘ENO’S

side. C1. NI. ... VESCING ... SALT'. Eno's salts have been
7KUHH ERG\ VKHUGV D Q Guaidable $in¢eitheZekirly A890s; @B2. NI.

together to form the lower part of a bottle with 82. The body of a blue polygonal medicine bottle

dimples, embossed with a lion and ‘MINERALwith no markings. Length 7.5cm, width 5cm. C32.

WATERS’, ‘WER’ and ‘... MARK, the lion being NI.

the trademark of the Lion Brewery in Princes

S5LVERURXJK ULVERURXJK Rathkr Ratle® RU\ SULQFHYV ULV

ERURXJK WRZQ & 1, 13. Early screw top. Thin transparent glass. The

3. Part of a dimpled bottle with a punt and witscrew top began to be common in the 1920s. C32.

1877’ and "... TLEFORD’ embossed on the side ofI.

the bottle (see 6, below). C1. NI. 14. Two unusual small mid-green bases approxi

4. A 19th-century neck fragment with metal inserbately 3.5cm and 5cm in diameter with punts and

of diameter 2cm. The metal insert would hav&oping sides. C32. (Fig. 68E & F).

held a marble which constituted the stopper. The

marble was kept pressed against the metal inséttiss PanelgFig. 69)

and a rubber washer by the gas pressure of tBR&d -LOO +HQGHU DQG ODULRQ :HO

carbonated drink. C1. NI. HDUOLHU UHSRUW E\ : &ROH
5. A body sherd embossed ‘TRADE’ and ‘BRIn the entrance hall of Missenden Abbey is a
C14. NI. window containing nine panels of German and

6. The bottom half of a six-dimpled bottle 5cniNetherlandish glass which were recorded and

in diameter, embossed ‘SYKES, MACVAY &described by W. Cole with a view to publishing

CO MAKERS CASTLEFORD’ around the basein the &RUS XV 9LWUHU XP as part of a catalo
Lettering on the side of the bottle is indistinct butletherlandish glass in the UK. These panels were
‘PATENT’ can be read. Sykes MacVay and Cariginally displayed in the library and dining room
acquired the Albion Glass Works in Newcaste oD QG DUH WKH RQO\ RQHV VDYHG
Tyne and moved it to Castleford, Yorkshire wherole, pers. comm. 1987).

they were operating by the 1880s. They were takén St Cornelius (17th century). He stands in a
RYHU E\ -RKQ /XPE DQG &R Pa8d3cpe D)) the poRel @aea\and cross. He holds
FORVHG LQ FDV W OHIR bissyrbial, askhbmW R U\ FDV

html). C14. NI. % &KULVW %OHVVLQJ WK WK F
7. Mineral water body and base. embossed wi@hrist, with ‘Salvator Mundi’ on a scroll at the

a lion, ‘RISBORO BREWERY’ and ‘MINERAL base. May not be Netherlandish.

WATER'". 6cm diameter (see number 2 abovel. St Anne holding the Virgin and Child (1613) and

C30. NI. standing in a landscape with the inscription ‘Anna

8. Green base, of irregular thickness (up tdrancx beghyken 1613 at the base.

0.8cm) and diameter 8 cm with a small punt. TH2. The Last Supper (1525). An early roundel
wording around the base reads ‘C. OPPEL & C&EHVLJQ ZLWK VRPH RI WKH ¢JXUFE
FRIEDRICHSHALL. German 1880s. C. OppelLeuven.

& Co. exported worldwide ‘bitter water’ for its E. St Louis with Donor (1525-1540). The saint has
healing powers. C32. (Fig. 68A). D AHXU GH O\V RQ KLV UREH $ FOI
9. Light green Hamilton bottle (torpedo shapedjoat-of-arms hangs from a tree. It is possibly of the

body embossed on the glass with HWEPPE & CGchool of Leuven.

‘WATERS), ‘D STREET' AND ‘ERS STREET". J. F. Burial of a Monk (1525-1540). A monk is being
Schweppe and Co became Schweppes Ltd in 189t into a grave and by the graveside is a staff and

From 1832 until 1895 their address was 51 Berndssll. It may be the burial of a leper. Two lions by

Street, off Oxford Street. C32. the grave have human faces.

10. A group of 5 clear glass narrow necks, dated@ St Matthew. Standing looking at a book, and

the late 19th century, a bottle commonly called 1aolding a builder’s rule; the latter is generally
bullet-stopper”. C32. (Fig. 68B, C & D). associated with St. Thomas. In the distance are a
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Ficure 68 Mineral water and medicine bottles, 19th and 20th century

castle and a church tower. Inscription ‘S. Matheuscluded is information describing a large bequest
1621 of Penn tiles given to the County Museum in
H. A Battle Scene (1525). In the foreground is #8947 by the Carrington family, then the owners of
warrior who has fallen from a horse. God thMissenden Abbey. In addition, there are descrip
Father blesses a woman and other warriors. tions of 72 decorated Penn tiles laid on either side
I. St Adrian (17th century). He holds the anvil andf the church altar in St Peter and St Paul in Great

sword with a lion at his feet. Missenden. These are thought to have been given
to the church by the Carrington family when the
Floor Tiles (Figs 70-74) church was restored in the 19th century. Decorated

-LOO +HQGHU DQG ODULRQ :IPénhotiles leddeteGduring ad Bxta@atibhlin 2006
UHSRUWYV E\ * 6WHYHQVRQ-DIQ GeOddltdch & GO P&hG tilet) Duhd during

LQJV E\ PHPEHUV RI &9%+6 renovation of Abbey Farmhouse are also included

7KLV UHSRUW GHDOV ZLWK V\('Fabiei\)RRU WLOHV IRXQG LQ WKH
excavations in 1983, the subsequent watching Stevenson (1985) made a careful study of the

briefs 1984—-1986, and the excavation in 1988. AISOLVVHQGHQ $EEH\ ARRU WLOHV IURF
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TaBLE 7 Floor tiles from Missenden Abbey and other sites in the immediate vicinity. Tiles are shown
DV WRWDO QXPEHUV ZLWK WKRVH LQ EUDFNHWY LQGLFDWLQJ LC
listed

Area 3HQQ 3HQQ Penn 6W $OEDQWKHU 7RWDO ,Q 6LWX
GHFRUD®MHBRUDXWHIHFRUDWHG
and EXW
recognised unrecognised
1 75 (5) 42 (1) 153 (3) 15 51 336 (9)
2a 1 12 13
3 11 23 42 2 44 122
2b 2 2
6 4 (1) 6 (1) 3(3) 13 (5) 11 large
undecorated
tiles
12 12 (9) 2 7(3) 21 (12) 5 Penn tiles
22 6 (2 6 (2) Floor of
Tudor tiles
28 14 (14) 4 (4) 5(5) 23 (23)
32 5(3) 1 10 (9) 16 (12)
36 1 2@ 2@ 5() Pavement
of re-used
Penn
decorated
tiles
43 1(2) 4 (3) 5(@4)
Given to 73 8 (7) 53 (18) 1(1) 3(3) 72 (32)
museum
in 1947
Abbey 22 2(2
Farmhouse
Total 133 (38) 80 (12) 278 (40) 18 (1) 127 (12) 636 (103)
Chancel of 72 (72) 72 (72)
Great
Missenden
Church
Excavation 12 12
in Great
Missenden
Church

vations: the present report builds on and extendsGHQWL/;/HG ZLWK QXPEHUV IURP
his work. For the present study, 636 intact tiles alithmes (1980). A photographic record has been
fragments were examined. Where possible, tilegposited in the site archive.

decorated with a recognizable pattern have been
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FIGURE *HUPDQ DQG 1HWKHUODQGLVK GHFRUDWHG JODVY SDQHOV
and dating to the 16th to 18th century

Tile Types designs common in Penn tiles. An established
industry was active in Penn by 1332 but had
Penn-Type Tiles ceased production before the beginning of the

Most of the tiles from the abbey are Penn-typksth century (Stevenson 1985, 71). Penn tiles are
tiles of the 14th century, made either in Penmsually square in a hard, red sandy fabric with
about 10km from Great Missenden, or elsewhetiee edges bevelled to slope inwards from the top
in Buckinghamshire or Hertfordshire usingf the tile. The size is variable and ranges from



