
PLATE I 

Crown copyright reserved. 

Martinsthorpe from the air, looking west. 

(Reproduced by permission of Dr. J. K. St. Joseph). 



EXCAVATIONS AT MARTINSTHORPE, 
RUTLAND, 1960 

by 

J. S. Wacher, B.Sc., F.S.A. 

The excavations at the deserted mediaeval village of Martinsthorpe, Rutland, 
were carried out after part of the site had already been heavily ploughed. 
In view of this, only a small amount of structural evidence was obtained, but 
this was not altogther negligible. The opportunity was also taken to survey 
the remaining earthworks covering the village, in an adjacent field north of 
the excavation site (fig. 2). 

The owners of the land, Messrs. Gunthorpe Farms Ltd., must be 
thanked for their kind co-operation in allowing the excavation to tak.e place. 
The writer would also like to thank the Rev. Dr. Sherwin Bailey, then Rector 
of Martinsthorpe, for checking some of the sources of documentary evidence. 

INTRODUCTION 

The deserted village of Martinsthorpe lies on the Upper Lias clay, half
way between Oakham and U ppingham, and about one mile to the west of the 
main road which joins these two towns (fig. r; map ref. SK866046). Although 
the only field to remain unploughed shows many surface irregularities (Plate 
I), some of these must have been caused by Martinsthorpe Hall and its 
associated buildings, erected on the site of the village by the earl of Denbigh 
in the late seventeenth century. Indeed, the last surviving house on the site 
of the village was once the Hall stables. These later buildings were apparently 
in the centre of the village, and only by going outside these areas of confused 
earthworks is it possible to find traces of the village itself (Nos. r-6 on fig. 2). 
Perhaps the most interesting survival of the earlier period is the moated site 
which lies north of the surviving house. It is possible that the lord of the 
Manor never resided at Martinsthorpe, and this site, which appears never to 
have been completed, would well repay further investigation. 

Little showed on the surface of the field which had already been 
ploughed, although in places some slight terraces. on the hillside suggested 
house platforms, and one of these was selected for excavation. 

There is very little documentary knowledge of the village. It is not 
recorded in Domesday Book, and the earliest mention is not until rr99. In 
the lay subsidy of 1327 there were I4 householders and 39 paid poll tax in 
1377, the quota being 41s. The 1445 relief was a high one of 50% and a 
similar sum was allowed in 1489. Possibly as early as 1130, the manor was 
part of the estates of the de Montfort family, in whose possession it remained 
until the reign of Henry VI, although it appears to have been subinfeudated 
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Fig. 1. Martinsthorpe and district. Crown copyright reserved. 
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to the Seytons in the early thirteenth century. Finally it passed by marriage 
to William Feilding. The Feildings were ennobled by James I and took the 
title of earls of Denbigh in 1622, when a country seat was built by them at 
Martinsthorpe, presumably after the village had been deserted. The family 
were Roman Catholics and a domestic chapel was included in the house, 
which was sold to the duke of Devonshire in 1755. The house was then 
pulled down, except for thei wing containing the chapel, which was re
dedicated to St. Martin and used for Anglican worship until the beginning 
of the present century. There is only one reference to an ecclesiastical 
building before 1755, when in 1589 the rector was presented for having no 
sermon or service in the church. It would follow that the village had become 
deserted by this date, and was not depopulated to build the Hall. 

THE EXCAVATIONS 
The way in which a site was selected for excavation has already been 

described. Since no great depth of stratification was likely to be found, it 
was decided to clear a complete area, which was divided into three parts for 
ease of recording: viz. Areas I, II and III (fig. 3). 

Area I, the first to be uncovered, revealed the paucity of structural 
remains. The recent ploughing had penetrated to the undisturbed clay, 
leaving intact only those features which were below its surface, and a scatter 
of stone which did follow definite patterns. It appeared likely that these 
spreads represented the destroyed walls of a house, and this was confirmed 
by a four-foot length of wall, running north-south near the centre of the 
area ·(Plate Illa). The wall was constructed of large facing stones with a rubble 
core, only one course surviving. Apart from these traces of masonry there 
were also a number of shallow ditches or gullies. One ran north-south along 
the east side of Area I. Another, which ran eastwards for a short distance 
from the west side of the Area, had originally been lined with upright slabs 
of stone, some of which had fallen flat into the bottom of the gully. This 
gully appeared to run out through the east wall of the house and seems to 
have discharged its contents into a wide, shallow depression which had 
become filled with the scatter of stones from the walls. It is of course possible 
that these gullies, particularly that running along the east side of Area I, 
were foundation trenches for wooden buildings, although there is insufficient 
evidence to be certain that this was so; nor is it possible to be certain 
whether they are all of the same period. 

There was at one place in Area I a small hearth about 15 in. in diameter. 
The burning was not intense, nor was the pit, in which the fire had been 
made, more than 2 in. deep. 

In Area II the spread of stones from destroyed walls continued. There 
was also an area. of well-preserved cobbled floor belonging to a later building
period, which can probably be dated to the sixteenth or seventeenth centuries 
(Plate Ila). 

This floor, which was constructed of both flat slabs of limestone and 
large smooth cobbles, deserves a more detailed description. Most of the 
limestone slabs, with the exception of the stones bounding the outside of the 
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Fig. 2. A plan of the surviving earthworks at Martinsthorpe. 
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PLATE II 

(a) The cobbled floor of the sixteenth-century byre, with gutter running 
through the building. 

(b) The point at which the gutter runs through the wall on the east side of the 
floor. 



PLATE III 

(a) The surviving part of the east wall of the house, with its accompanying 
scatter of stone. 

(b) The north-west corner of the house, with the covered drain, running 
outside the walls. 
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floor, were set on edge, and the south end, where the floor .sloped up towards 
the ground surface, had been badly distul'bed by ploughing. At the bottom 
of the downward slope a gutter ran across the floor from east to west, at either 
end of which were set large blocks of stone so as to continue it beyond the 
limits of the floor. At these points the drain had been roofed by flat stone 
slabs, placed on top of ,the large blocks (Plate Ilb ). 

The south-west comer of the floor was raised 4 in. above the normal 
level, to form a low platform 4 ft. wide by 5 ft. long, which was kept in position 
by flat stones set on edge, the surface of the platform being constructed in the 
same way as the floor. 

Little evidence survived of the building to which this floor belonged. 
On the west side, close to the point where the drain entered, two large post
holes were fouµd. Apart from these, no other structural features were 
encountered, and the ,true form of the building must remain uncertain. 
There oan be little doubt that the floor was surrounded by walls based on 
sleeper beams laid directly on the ground. The provisions made for the 
drain to pass through the walls at either end would suggest that this inter
pretation is probably correct. The edges of the floor were carefully made 
along the east and west limits, to form straight sides, where they must have 
lain up against the bases of the walls. 

There would seem to be little doubt as to the purpose and use of the 
building. The heavy cobbled floor and gutter both suggest use by animals, 
although in this context it is not so easy to explain the small raised platform at 
the south-west corner, but it could have supported a manger. The floor 
showed little wear, and the life of the building cannot have been long. It is 
possible that it was part of the complex of stables and outbuildings which 
must have accompanied the seventeenth-century mansion. Part of the 
building, however, lay in the adjacent field, where it could not be excavated 
and where the surface features, which had not here been ploughed, bore no 
relation to the excavated plan. Since at this point most of them owe their 
origin to the seventeenth-century occupation of the site, it would appear 
most likely that here they overlie our building which must then belong to an 
earlier period, probably to the closing years of the village, although this is not 
entirely supported by the ceramic evidence. 

More survived in Area III. A large mass of jumbled stone in the north
east corner cannot be satisfactorily explained. South of this, the corner of a 
house wall was found, 2 ft. wide and constructed of cobbles set in clay. 
Outside this wall, on the west side, there was a covered drain, 6 in. wide and 
6 in. deep. which had been most carefully constructed with slabs of stone 
placed in an upright position along the sides and similar flat slabs fitted 
together to form the roof. The direction of the flow inside this drain was 
southwards (Plate Illb ). 

Inside the house, in what must have been the north-east corner of a room, 
were the disturbed remains of a rough paved floor, with a shallow post socket 
r ft. square set in the internal angle of the wall. 

West of the house and outside it, were traces of gravelled surfaces; one 
large post-hole; and a short section of a shallow gully or beam trench. 
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CONCLUSIONS 

It must be apparent from the foregoing account that little interpretation 
of the structural finds can be made. There seems to be no doubt that the 
excavations took place on the site of a house and it is possible to suggest its 
outlines. But it is impossible to distinguish different structural periods, the 
only exception being the building with the cobbled floor which is clearly 
later than the other house. 

In contrast to the lack of structural information, the excavations did 
produce some dated pottery, which, although it cannot accurately be called 
stratified, does give a composite picture of the total life-span of the village. 

THE POTTERY (Fig. 4) 

The pottery found is representative of the period from ·the twelfth to 
eighteenth centuries. The groups contain forms common to the regional 
mediaeval pottery of both Leicestershire and Lincolnshire; and, as might 
be expected in an area forming the boundary between the two, certain hybrids 
occur, possessing characteristics of both. 

JUGS 

A number of jug fragments are present, but none were large enough for 
the sizes of the vessels to be reconstructed. Some belong to glazed jugs of 
Stamford ware (8): another fragment (1) bears the impression of a grid 
stamp applied to a pellet of thick white clay, like a mid-thirteenth century 
example from Cank Street, Leicester,r and another from Oakham Castle.2 

Yet another (3 1) is decorated with a series of incised wavy lines between low 
cordons, after the pattern of jugs from Potters Marston, Leics.3 Also 
represented are jugs with white slip decoration below a pale green or yellow 
glaze (16) and with lines or zones of small circular impressions (25, 41). 

BOWLS 

Three early bowls are represented by sherds 21, 38 and 40. They are 
shallow vessels with simple upturned rims, often turned inwards and thumbed 
below the lip on the outside. This type occurs more frequently on sites in 
the eastern part of the country, where it is usually associated with St. Neots 
ware: Elsworth4 has produced an almost identical bowl. 

One small bowl in Stamford wares is represented by sherd 20. In 
Rutland this has parallels at Alstoe Mount6 and Oakham Castle7 in the 
Norman period. 

With the exception of 22, which appears to be a rectangular fish-dish 
of fourteenth century date, the remainder all belong to the seventeenth and 
eighteenth centuries. The commonest form is represented by sherds 2 and 
5, made in hard creamy-buff ware with a good yellow glaze. These occur 
at Humberstone,8 Leicester, where they are dated to the seventeenth century, 
and at Oakham Gastle,9 where they are associated with clay pipes dated 
1640-80, although at Martinsthorpe they appear in conjunction with 
eighteenth-century wares. 
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COOKING POTS 

Stamford-ware pots are represented by a rim fragment, 43, and by a 
number of sherds of wall and base, too small to illustrate. Alstoe Mount 
and Oakham Castle again provide parallels. 

The coarse-ware pots represent both the squared, moulded rims of 
Leicestershire10 (6, 29, 37); and the simple everted rims of Lincolnshire, 
paralleled at Chapel St. Leonardn (17, 18, 39). But there is also a type, 
represented by sherds 4, 13, 19, 26 and 30, for which no good parallels can 
be found. They have the simple rim of the Lincolnshire forms with a thick 
band of clay applied below the lip to give a silhouette more like the Leicester
shire examples. This type of rim would appear to be a hybrid of the two 
distinct regional forms. 

INDEX OF POTTERY (Fig. 4) 
I.2. Plough soil; 17th-18th centuries. 

r. Body sherd of jug. Reddish-buff ware, pitted. Vertical raised band of white 
slip and applied blob with stamped lozenge pattern. Very thin pale yellow glaze 
unevenly applied. Residual. 

2. Large bowl with flaring rim. Hard creamy-white ware, very smooth. Good 
yellow glaze. 

3. Large bowl with recessed rim. Hard pale pink coarse ware with dark reddish
brown slip. Dark brown glaze over parts of interior. 

4. Rim in coarse pitted reddish-buff ware. Recessed flat rim with groove. Short 
neck. Residual. 

11.2. Plough soil; 17th-18th centuries. 
5. Large dish in white-buff ware. Thin yellow glaze, not over the inside of the 

rim. 
6. Rim in red gritted ware, similar to 29. Residual. 
7. Rim of grey stoneware mug. Siegburg ware. 
8. Fragment of wall and lower part of thumbed handle from a glazed Stamford 

jug. Residual. 
II.3. Over cobbled floor. 17th century. 
9. Rim similar to 3. 

III.2. Plough soil. 17th century. 
10. Handle; pink under surface; grey core; white upper surface. Dark green glaze 

on outer surface only. Residual. 
II. Handle similar to 10. Pink-buff ware, grey core; small calcite grit. Pale green 

glaze over part. Residual. 
12. Oval handle in pink-buff ware, grey core; small calcite grit. Pierced. Residual. 
13. Similar ware to 12. Residual. 
14. Rim in pale brown, calcite-gritted ware, grey core. Flat top. Residual. 
15. Rim of jug in pink calcite-gritted ware; grey core. Traces of white slip. Pale 

green glaze. Cordon on neck. Residual. 
16. Body fragment from jug in hard pale grey ware, inside surface fired reddish

buff. Some very small calcite grit. Vertical applied bands of thick pale
coloured slip, separating rows of elongated pellets. Overall mottled green-yellow 
glaze on outside. Residual. 

111.3. Tumbled stone at north end. 14th-15th centuries. 
18. Rim in fabric similar to 17. 
17. Rim in red-brown gritted ware; grey core. Thumb-prints round inside of rim. 
19. Rim in fabric similar to 17. 
20. Rim in hard creamy-white Stamford ware. Residual. 
21. Rim of wide bowl; with finger-tip impressions just below it on the outside. Dark 

greyish-buff ware with large and small calcite grits. Residual. 
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22. Square or rectangular dish in hard granular pinkish-red ware; grey core. In
complete mottled green glaze over rim and inside. 

23. Grooved handle in brown-buff ware, grey core. Stabbed; small splashes of 
green glaze. Residual. 

24. Strap handle in creamy-buff ware. Incomplete mottled green glaze. Residual. 
25. Body fragment from jug in similar fabric to 16. Irregular zones of applied white 

slip, with horizontal rows of stabbed holes. Overall pale yellow glaze on outside. 

l .7. Remains of east wall of house; 14th century. 
26. Rim of large jar or wide-mouthed jug in hard grey ware, pink externally; small 

grit. Very weathered pale green glaze over exterior and inside rim and neck. 
27. Flat, splaying base of jug in hard orange-red ware; creamy-buff slip over surfaces, 

with splashes of pale green glaze. Continuous line of finger-tip impressions all 
round the outer edge of the base. 

1.6. Tumbled stone outside east wall of house. Late 13th century. 
28. Rim of cooking-pot, with short neck, plain, slightly everted and thickened rim; 

flat topped. Heavily pitted, with large calcite grits, in light greyish-buff ware. 
29. Rim in reddish-buff ware; medium and small grit; grey core. Bevelled outer 

edge. 
30. Fabric similar to 29. 
31. Shoulder of jug with slight carination, in brown-buff granular ware, with 

splashes of green and yellow glaze; two zones of zigzag graffito decoration 
between raised cordons. 

32. Part of rim, neck and handle of jug in hard grey ware with pinkish tinge 
externally. Small grit. Splashes of green glaze. Solid oval handle with pierced 
upper surface. 

l .3. Gully down east side. Late 13th-14th centuries. 
33. Everted rim in harsh granular ware, pale buff-brown, with grey core. A cooking

pot of very large diameter. 
34. Rim similar to 33, of cooking-pot of very large diameter; long neck and recessed 

seating for lid. 
35. Turned-out rim of long-necked cooking-pot. The rim is slightly thickened and 

turned up. In greyish-buff ware, smoother than 33 or 34. 
36. Fragment of a spout or hollow handle in hard greyish-buff ware with an orange 

surface. Thick clear pale green glaze applied over outer surface and trickling 
down inner. 

1.8. Tumbled stone outside east wall of house. 12th-early 13th centuries. 
37. Rim of cooking-pot in reddish-buff ware, grey core. Short neck; flattened rim; 

small calcite grit. 
38. Rim of wide bowl, similar to 21. 

l.4. Gully down east side. Late 12th-early 13th centuries. 
39. Rim and shoulder of cooking-pot similar to 28, with well-developed shoulder. 

Pale pink-buff ware, with large and small calcite grits. 
40. Bowl similar to 21 and 38, but with smaller finger-tipping. 
41. Fragment from body of a jug in very hard dark-grey ware. The body is 

decorated with vertical applied bands of clay, dividing zones of horizontal 
lines of stabbing. Dark-green glaze outside. 

Il.6. Post-hole on west side of cobbled floor. 12th century. 
42. Sagging base, 12 ins. in diameter, of large cooking-pot, in greyish-black calcite-

gritted ware. Pinkish exterior. 

II.9. From below cobbled floor. Up to 18th century. 
43. Rim in hard pinkish-buff Stamford ware. Residual. 

II.4. Set in cobbled floor. 14th century. 
44. Ridge-tile in hard red granular ware; grey core; cut terminals; good thick green 

glaze. 
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FLINT (Fig. 5) 

Both found on the surface of the undisturbed clay. 

I. Small scraper, fresh and unpatinated. Probably Late Bronze Age. From I, 3. 
2. A flint core from which a number of flakes have been struck. From I, 3. 

,://JA 
Fig. 5. Flint (½). 

METAL OBJECTS (Figs. 6, 7, 8) 

I . Small, flat, circular lead disc with a raised beading round the upper edge. 
Possibly a weight. From I, 7. This appeared to carry surface decoration or 
other marking and was thus cleaned in stages, with careful examinations in 
between. Although irregularities of surface were plentiful, nothing was seen 
at any stage-nor is anything likely to have been lost in cleaning-that seemed 
significant either to Mr. S. E. Rigold or to myself. Weight on receipt, 44·I gms., 
after cleaning, 40-95 gms.-a loss of 10% with respect to the final weight. 
Assuming the corrosion products were basic lead carbonate, Bo% of this loss 
would represent metal originally present, giving an original weight (uncorrected 
for losses not retained in corrosion products) of 43·3 gms.12 

2. Curved, circular-sectioned lead bar, tapering at one end. From III, 3. 

1 

~ 2 

Fig. 6. Lead objects (actual) 
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3. Part of a thick lead sheet, possibly from a water tank or some such container. 
From III, 3. In this irregular fragment no edge need be original except, clearly, 
the remains (slightly over half?) of a rectangular nail hole. The fragment has at 
some time been bent, and corroded in that position, being subsequently flattened 
out into the present state. It is difficult, therefore, to assign any specific 
significance to the fact that the (larger) portion "below" the bend has been 
difjerentially corroded, especially on the "back" surface (judged by the remains 
of metal around the nail hole, i.e. the opposite side to that from which the hole 
was made) which has been affected hardly at all, compared to the region around 
the nail hole. This might be consistent with a use of the sheet as suggested, or 
in roofing. 

4-19. A variety of nails. Little typological distinction can be made. 7 is a "fiddle
key" type and 12 with its almost cubical head is uncommon, but can be matched 
by a I 3 / I 4th century example from Seacourt, Oxon. 

20. A rectangular-sectioned iron bar bent in the form of a right-angle to make a 
hook or holdfast. X-ray showed in places a cross grain which, although not seen 
on the surf ace here, has often been observed where visible "woody grain" has 
been mineralised for a small distance on either side of the iron object. In such 
cases the iron salts absorbed into the wood register as "iron" on the X-radiograph 
at the same time as they consolidated the "wood" to the object. Despite the 
absence of superficial indications, therefore, it is quite likely that the object is 
part of a bracket or similar fitting originally associated, and here buried, with 
some wooden object. From II, 9. 

21. An iron staple, from II, 2. 
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22. An iron loop. It is interesting that the X-ray here strongly contradicts visual 
evidence on the overlap: it shows none in terms of metal similar to the rest of 
the loop, and indeed favours a clear gap; yet superficial inspection suggests that 
the overlapping material in fact shows a solid section. It seems unlikely that a 
"foreign" fragment should have been present in just the right position. On 
balance, and having regard to the structure of the "expanding'' metal at the 
overlap, it seems more likely that the X-ray is right; but the evidence must 
remain ambiguous, and the condition is a borderline example. From III, 3, 

23. Part of an iron hasp, from III, 3. 
24. Fragments of an iron knife-blade, with the tang and point missing. X-ray 

showed a diamond-shaped inlay in non-f erous metal on the blade. From I, 2. 

25. An iron socket or ferrule made by folding a wide strip of metal round a former. 
Mutually opposing rivet holes appear for fastening to a handle. From III, 2. 

26. Part of a knife-blade with an almost square bolster, and part of a scale tang 
running in a plane at right-angles to the blade, with a stout copper-alloy rivet 
piercing the tang in the same plane as the blade. From II, 2. 

27. A thin bar of iron, circular in section, but flattened and bent at one end, with 
a thickened knob at the other. This could be a simple form of key or latch
lifter.13 The X-ray clearly indicates four partly corroded "ribs" or ridges close 
to the head. Although superficially similar to a screw thread, they are here more 
likely to represent ribs in view of the possible function of the object; the thread 
cannot, however, be ruled out. From II, 2. 

28. Part of a hinge plate or binding, broken across the terminal nail hole. From I, 5. 
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Fig. 8. Iron objects (½). 

29. A rectangular iron buckle with pin, which could be late. Probably a harness 
buckle.14 X-ray showed no trace of any non-ferrous metal decoration or plating. 
From I, 2. 

30. A rectangular iron buckle with the pin missing. Copious residues of non-ferrous 
metal plating showed almost everywhere in the X-ray. Despite local concen
trations of this metal, there is no evidence for anything other than a simple 
plating, although the possibility of some simple form of decoration on the cross
bar cannot be excluded. From II, 3. 

31-33. Horse shoes, sufficiently heavy to be from cart-horses. 31 lacks calkins, 
while that on 32 is small and turned-over. Both probably date to the period after 
the 15th century. 1 5 33 is too small a fragment to be certain about. From III, 3, 
III, 2 and I, 5 respectively. 
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OBJECTS OF STONE (Fig. 9) 

The Geology Department of the City of Leicester Museum kindly examined and 
identified nos. 1-4 and 6; no. 5 was identified by Dr. P. J. Adams of the Geological 
and Survey Museum, whose comments are here reproduced. 

1. Part of the lower stone of a quern of Mountsorrel granite. It was found lying 
on the surface of the field and it may have been ploughed out of its original 
context. 

2 . Fragment from a sculptured cornice or moulding of shelly Lincolnshire lime
stone, which outcrops in Rutland. Found lying on the surface of the cobbled 
floor, II, 8. 

3. A hone of Keuper sandstone, from I, 2. 
4. Fragment of a Keuper sandstone hone from II, 3 above the cobbled floor. 
5. Fragment of a jet (?)whetstone. The following passage occurs in the Geological 

Survey Memoir for the Leicester sheet (NS 156): "In the clays (lower beds of the 
Upper Lias in a section at Allexton, 4 miles south-west of the site) large masses 
of wood, converted to jet, are found. These after being soaked in oil to prevent 
cracking, are used by the workmen and others for whetting." A possible tool
mark, .suggesting that a pointed tool had been partly inserted into one section 
to induce cleavage at that point, showed on the surface. It is possible for the 
resultant "vitrainy" surface to have re-weaithered since to match the rest of 
the then existing surface texture. From II, 2. 

6. Fragment of a quern (not illustrated) of Derbyshire millstone grit, from I, 3 
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ANIMAL BONES 

Site Sheep 
Reference Ox &Goat Pig Horse Deer 

I, 2. 3 16 1 
3 9 2 

I, 3. 9 3 l l 
2 10 3 

I, 4. 2 
1 

I, 5. 

I, 6. 2 l 
2 4 

I , 7. 1 1 

II, 2. 7 19 3 2 3 
2 6 2 

II , 3. 17 74 2 6 2 
5 31 1 5 

II, 5. 6 
1 4 

II, 7. 3 8 . 1 1 

II, 8. 1 2 1 1 
1 1 

II, 9. 7 9 2 2 
1 7 2 

II, 10. 6 15 2 2 
3 1 

III, 2. 1 9 2 2 
4 3 

III, 3. 7 21 4 2 2 
3 4 2 

Total 
Bones 52 192 18 20 10 

% 16.l 59.7 5.6 6.2 3.1 

Total 
Teeth 20 86 7 14 2 

TABLE I 
Comment 

Dog 

1 

1 

3 
1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

11 

3.4 

l 

Cat Oyster Bird 

1 

l 

1 

1 

1 4 

16 1 

4 

2 

1 3 

1 1 

8 

1 1 

2 

19 17 11 

5.9 

17 

TOTAL 
Bones 
Teeth 

21 
14 

15 
15 

3 
l 

1 

8 
6 

19 

35 
10 

104 
43 

6 
5 

15 
2 

7 
2 

22 
lO 

27 
4 

14 
7 

40 
9 

322 

130 

The table was compiled from identifications kindly made by Miss J. E. King, 
British Museum (Natural History), and by Mrs. M . Jope, Queen's University, Belfast, 
who named the bird bones. All the birds represented were Domestic Fowl (Gallus 
sp.), except for Goose (Anser sp.) one bone each in II, 7 and III, 3; and possibly Teal 
(Anas crecca crecca L.) in II, 10. All deer bones are from Fallow Deer with the 
possible exception of one antler tine fragment in III, 3, which is unspecified; the 
only two teeth, from their size, are attributed to Red Deer. 

In the circumstances, cioser consideration is unlikely to be useful. More than 
one individual is clearly represented in many cases within a given group; on the 
other hand, bones from only one dog appear to be present in II, 3 and II, 8, and 
similarly, only one cat need be considered for I, 7,1 6 
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SUMMARY OF PETROGRAPHIC DATA FOR SAMPLES FROM MARTINSTHORPE, RUTLAND 
(Submitted by the Iron and Steel Institute) 

No. Description Mineralogy Remarks 

600199 Grey porcellanite to white fine Angular quartz grains in a metakaolin matrix. Interstitial Resembles a "cooked" sand-
From quartzite with coating of black porous dark brown to black glass in places. Near to bubbles stone. Probably a piece of 
I, 2. slag and pale green glass. Non- the glass contains finely precipitated magnetite (Fe30 4). In slagged refractory. 

Magnetic. some slaggy pockets, quartz is replaced by tridymite (both 
Si02). 

600200 Black slag with mamilated to Coarsely crystalline fayalite (2Fe0.Si02) slag with some 30 % Viscous slag of partially 
From reniform surface. Numerous of dendritic wustite (FeO) and with a few cubes of magnetite. smelted ore. Not fully 
I, 2. small pores internally. Non- Pores form 10 % and are up to 0.3 mm. in diameter. Little reduced. 

Magnetic. limonite (general FeO.OH) occurs in some pores. 

600201 Similar to 600200 but weakly Crystalline fayalite with magnetite dendrites and a little globular Viscous slag of partly reduced 
From magnetic. wustite. Variable structure from coarse to fine fayalite. ore. Less reduction than 
I, 4. Porosity 15-20%, Some coarse areas of magnetite occur. 600200. 

Contains sliver of ?refractory material composed of angular 
quartz grains in metamorphosed ?clay?. Brown glass patches 
in refractory material. Fayalite in places is largely altered to 
hisingerite (Fe20 3.2Si02.nH20) and bowlingite (complex 
aluminosilicate). Pores often lined with goethite (o:FeO.OH), 
Opal (Si02.2H20). Chalcedony (Si0 2) and limonitic material. 

600202 Very porous dark brown to Angular to subrounded quartz grains mostly with undulose Probably refractory composed 
From green slaggy material. extinction; some composite. Mostly fractured. Size 0.02-0.3 of local sandstone. 
I, 6. mm. Matrix of pale brown to pale green glass containing a 

few bubbles. Rounded grains appear to be corroded. Glass 
penetrating cracks. 

600203 Black slag very similar to Not Determined. -
From II, 5. 600200. 

600204 Very similar to 600200 but Perlitic texture. Fayalite and fine magnetite. Magnetite Viscous slag of partly reduced 
From weakly magnetic. Yellow particularly concentrated near lobe peripheries where the ore. Less reduction than either 
III, 2. green alteration on fracture fayalite is more acicular. Magnetite here forms 30-40 %. 600200 or 600201. 

surfaces. Pores 2-3 %, Little limonite in some pores and magnetite 
particles. 

600205 Very similar to 600200, but Not Determined. -
From not so porous. Very weakly 
III, 3. magnetic. 

TABLE 2 
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REFRACTORY MATERIALS AND SLAGS 

Seven specimens from Martinsthorpe were submitted to the Research and 
Development Department of the United Steel Companies Limited, Rotherham by 
Mr. H. Cleere of the Iron and Steel Institute. Mr. N. H. Harbord and Mr. W. 
Davies reported as follows : 

"The purpose was to determine whether distinct differences in hand 
specimen could be related to differences in petrography. Several samples were 
studied by means of thin sections only. The petrography is summarised in 
Table 2. The samples are consistent with an origin in ferrous metallurgical 
processes and are composed of refractory and slaggy materials. The origin of 
the ore is probably local in the Northampton Sands Ironstone and the high 
oxide content of the slaggy materials suggests that they are representative of 
an intermediate stage in the process of iron production." 

NOTES 

1. K. M. Kenyon, Excavations at the Jewry Wall site, Leicester (1948), p. 244. 
2. T.L.A.S., xxxiv, 28. 
3. T.L.A.S., xxviii, 60. 
4. Proc. Camb. Ant. Soc., xlix, 57, Fig. 3, 21. Misquoted as Elmswell. 
5. For a general account of Stamford ware see J. G. Hurst in Proc. Camb. Ant. 

Soc., li, 37. 
6. Ant. J., xvi, 405, no. 25. 
7. op. cit., 25, no. 8, but without rouletting. 
8. T.L.A.S., xxxv, 31; Group M. 
9. op. cit., 31; Group 3. 

10. Jewry Wall, op. cit., 234. 
11. Ant. J., xxxiii, 214. 
12. The comments in this and following sections printed in italics have been kindly 

supplied by Mr. L. Biek (Ancient Monuments Laboratory). 
13. London Museum Catalogue (no. 7), 145, no. 2, dated to late 12th cent. or later. 
14. ibid., Plate LXXIX, 3. Undated. 
15. ibid., II5. 
16. But a second smaller dog is additionally represented in II, 3 by a single tooth. 


