
1

Chester AntiquaryThe

2001 Issue 2 (Autumn/Winter)

Newsletter of the Chester Archaeological Society
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ExcavationsExcavationsExcavationsExcavationsExcavations

embers  of  the  Society’s  Fieldwork  Section
returned to excavate the Cheese Warehouse
site on Sealand Road, Chester over the early
May Bank holiday.

This, the third year of excavation, concentrated on the
area where in last year’s excavation a substantial section of
the eighteenth-century stone structure was exposed and ap-
peared to survive in very good condition.

This year we dug a large L-shaped trench and exposed
further evidence confirming the existence of the warehouse.
The remains consisted of parallel lines of narrow wooden
beams running in a north–south direction and supported on
a series of stone plinths.  The most obvious interpretation of
these features is that they supported a raised floor, although
the floor itself has not survived.  However, without examples
of cheese warehouses of a similar date to draw on, a raised
floor for circulation of air etc would appear to provide a sat-
isfactory solution to the storage of dairy products.

In addition to the floor supports, we also exposed what
appears to be the base of an inner wall running parallel to the
wall discovered last year and at right-angles to the floor sup-
ports, which suggests that the warehouse comprised at least
two bays if not more.

It is planned to revisit this site in the near future when we
should be able to expose more of the Cheese Warehouse.
Volunteers are always welcome.
Phillip Miles

Following the nine small trenches dug
in the in 2000, the 2001 excavations were
designed to examine questions about
the Roman amphitheatre itself as well
as the later history of the site. Three
trenches were excavated with the per-
mission of English Heritage and run as
a training excavation for students of
archaeology from Chester College of
Higher Education and the University of
Liverpool. In addition, local volunteers,
including members of the Chester

Archaeological Society, were involved.
In Trench X in the east entrance,

athough the historical sequence was
exactly as expected, the details of the
superstructure were not. We found that
the late third-century refurbishment had
entailed a thorough redesign, with a col-
onnade three columns deep inserted at
the point where the passage emerged
from under the stone seating. At the
same time, the door into the entrance
was narrowed. The colonnade was a

decorative feature, intended to be seen
from the seating opposite.

These details show that the mason-
ry walls reducing the width of the
entrance were not part of the Roman
structure. Previously thought to be the
base for an official box (tribunal), it can-
not have been such. Indeed, there are
no parallels for this form of masonry in
any Roman building in Chester. Indeed,
the closest parallels for this structure
are seventh-century crypts. Given that
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here has been a great deal
of discussion about the Con-
vention, and  a  lot of specu-
lation in the press, about its

impact on excavation work.  Many have
expressed concern that Article 3 of the
convention will prevent amateur archae-
ologists from working on excavations.

These notes set out the detail of
Article 3 together with the responses
of the Society, the Government and var-
ious archaeological groups.

‘To preserve the archaeological herit-
age and guarantee the scientific
significance of archaeological research
work, each Party undertakes:
i. to apply procedures for the authori-

sation and supervision of excavation
and other archaeological activities in
such a way as:
a. to prevent any illicit excavation or

removal of elements of the archaeo-
logical heritage;

b. to ensure that archaeological exca-
vations and prospecting are
undertaken in a scientific manner and
provided that;

c. non-destructive methods of inves-
tigation are applied whenever
possible;

d.  the elements of the archaeological
heritage are not uncovered or left ex-
posed during or after excavation
without provision being made for
their proper preservation, conserva-
tion and management;

e. to ensure that excavations and oth-
er potentially destructive techniques
are carried out by qualified, special-
ly authorised persons;

f. to subject to specific prior authori-
sation, whenever foreseen by the
domestic law of the State, the use of
metal detectors and any other de-
tecting equipment or process for
archaeological investigation’.

The Convention also includes ex-
planatory notes on each of the articles:
interestingly the notes on Article 3 are
much longer than the Article itself! The
notes following relate to ‘amateur ar-
chaeologists’ being involved in
excavation work.

Article 3 paragraph ie requires de-
structive techniques to be carried out
only by qualified, specially authorised
persons.  This does not mean to say
that members of the general public can-
not be engaged on excavations.  It
means that they must be under the con-
trol of a qualified person who is
responsible for the excavation.  Non-
professionals have in fact contributed
greatly to the development of knowl-
edge through assistance in excavation
of the archaeological heritage.

English Heritage strongly support
voluntary workers and ‘see no problem
relating to Article 3’.  They have stated
that ‘Rather than restricting the contri-
bution of the voluntary section there is
a need to increase its involvement and
to support improvement of standards
through means such as training’.  They
see no need for a licensing system.

The CBA’s position will be formal-
ised following its’ AGM on 29
September.

The Convention has been discussed
in Parliament (3/7/01).  In reply to a ques-
tion, Dr. Howels responded:

‘It is for each Government to apply the
European Convention on the Protection
of the Archaeological Heritage ( known
as the Valetta Convention) in ways that
fit in with national practice and legisla-
tion.  In broad terms, current measures
in place in the UK already meet the Con-
vention’s requirements. The Govern-
ment do not believe that additional leg-
islation, requiring a licensing system, is
required to fulfil Article 3.  Much archae-
ological work is already controlled
through existing mechanisms.  There
may be scope for developing a volun-
tary code of conduct for those who wish
to undertake archaeological work out-
side the existing systems of control’.

The Council of the Society discussed
the Convention at its last meeting and
decided that Article 3 will not affect the
Society’s excavation work and it was
not necessary for the Society to take
any specific action.

David Roberts

The VThe VThe VThe VThe Valletta Conventionalletta Conventionalletta Conventionalletta Conventionalletta ConventionSt John’s Church is traditionally said to
have been founded in 689, it is possible
that this masonry belongs not to the
Roman structure but to the Saxon
church.

Trench XI was located on the seat-
ing bank to the north of the east
entrance. A complete series of deposits
was excavated from Roman foundation
deposits up to the older line of Little St
John’s Street, moved to its present po-
sition in 1957. The significance of these
results is that, for the first time, we have
a complete sequence of deposits show-
ing the history of the site.

Trench XII was located to the east of
the north entrance. In addition to un-
covering parts of the foundations of St
John’s House, parts of an earlier build-
ing were located. An inscribed
datestone found in the 1960s records a
structure of 1664.

The most unexpected discovery in
this trench was that part of the so-called
‘concentric wall’  survived to just 10 cm
below ground level. This means that the
wall must stand at least some 1.8m high.
This wall  supported the rear part of the
seating and joined the outer wall by
vaulting over a corridor around the pe-
rimeter.

Since 1960 it has been believed that
the stone amphitheatre was preceded
by a timber structure, in common with
many of the military buildings inside the
fortress. Certainly, a timber framework
was already in place when the sand ex-
cavated from the arena was dumped
over its foundations. However, we can
now show that so, too, was the ‘con-
centric wall’; moreover, this wall must
have been built before the timber fram-
ing. This means that the timbers do not
belong to an earlier building but repre-
sent the support for the front part of the
seating for the stone amphitheatre. The
1960s excavators were puzzled by their
inability to locate these supports; it now
emerges that the supports were there
all along, carefully recorded, but com-
pletely misinterpreted.

It is hoped to return to the site next
year to continue excavation of the
trenches begun this summer and per-
haps to excavate further trenches,

The website, with pictures from this
season’s excavations, can be found at:
http://www.kmatthews.org.uk/amphi-
theatre/

Keith Matthews
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party of twenty-six members
and  friends  set  off  on Fri-
day 31August for the five-
day excursion to Chiches-

ter and its hinterland.  The journey was
broken by a stop for lunch at the Black-
lock Arms, Banbury.  Thunderstorms
could be seen around us throughout the
journey, but sunshine greeted out ar-
rival at the Langstone Hotel, Hayling
Island, situated right beside a small in-
let.  Dinner that evening was followed
by a lecture on the archaeology of West
Sussex by James Kenny, Chichester
District Archaeologist.

Saturday morning was taken up with
a guided tour of Chichester with suffi-
cient time thereafter to visit buildings
of particular interest such as the Cathe-
dral and the District Museum.  The
elaborate market-cross at the centre of
the city, one of its chief landmarks,
proved of especial interest to Past Chair-
man George Storey as it was gifted to
the city by one Bishop George Storey in
1501, a possible relative.  The afternoon
saw the party travel the short distance
to Fishbourne Roman Palace where we
were given a conducted tour by Muse-
um Director David Rudkin.  The palace
is thought to have been built c AD 75
for the philo-Roman King Togidubnus.

Sunday morning, the only period of
wet weather during the entire trip and
that very brief, was taken up by a tour
of Porchester Castle.  Built in the late
third century as a link in the chain of
‘Saxon-Shore’ defence forts, this has the
most intact circuit of Roman walls in
Western Europe.  A royal residence was
built in one corner of the enclosure dur-
ing the reign of Henry I and it was here
that Henry V addressed his forces be-
fore embarking for France and his
stunning victory at Agincourt in1415.
For those who climbed to the top of the
impressive keep, extensive views could
be had over both the Roman fort and, in
the distance, Portsmouth Harbour.  Na-
val vessels seen at anchor included the
aircraft carrier HMS Illustrious and the
helicopter carrier HMS Ocean.  Lunch
was taken at the Weald & Downland
Open Air Museum of rescued and re-

stored historic buildings, ranging from
a medieval manor house to a nineteenth-
century plumber’s shop.

Monday was the busiest day of the
trip.  It began with a guided tour of Pet-
worth House, residence of the Dukes of
Somerset.  The present house, built in
the late seventeenth-century and hous-
ing an art collection which includes
works by Bosch, Titian, Turner, Gains-
borough, Reynolds and Van Dyke,
stands in 700 acres of parkland land-
scaped by Capability Brown.  Fragments
of the earlier thirteenth-century manor
house have been unearthed during re-
cent restoration works.  After lunch the
party moved on to magnificent Arundel
Castle, the seat of the Dukes of Norfolk
– the premier dukedom in the realm – for
over 700 years.  Much of the present
fabric represents restorations of the ei-
thteenth and nineteenth centuries but
the impressive twelfth-century circular
keep and neighbouring gatehouse still
survive.  The day concluded with a visit
to the idyllically sited Roman villa at
Bignor, notable for its extremely impres-
sive fourth-century mosaics.

Leaving Hayling Island behind early
on Tuesday morning our first port of
call was Butser Ancient Farm where we
were given an entertaining tour of a
recreated Iron Age farm replete with
large round house and the beginnings
of a full-sized replica of a Roman villa.
Lunch was taken at the nearby and ex-
tremely pleasant Hog’s Lodge Inn.  The
journey home was very restful due to
the comfort of the vehicle provided by
Voel Coaches and we arrived in Chester
at 7.12 pm, only 12 minutes later than
our target time.

David Mason

The NorthgateThe NorthgateThe NorthgateThe NorthgateThe Northgate

DevelopmentDevelopmentDevelopmentDevelopmentDevelopment
Most readers will be aware of the latest
proposals for the redevelopment of the
city centre.  Previously known as the
Forum Phase II scheme, this has now
become the Northgate Development,
encompassing a much larger area
stretching from Hunter Street to the
backs of properties along Watergate
Street.  Vast portions of this area were
excavated in a hasty fashion prior to the
previous development in the 1960s.
This was when many buildings at the
centre of the legionary fortress – such
as the enigmatic Elliptical Building, a
neighbouring well preserved bath build-
ing and part of the headquarters
building – were exposed and then de-
stroyed.  Nonetheless, very important
evidence relating to both Roman and
later periods was recovered.

The scheme currently being designed
(the result of a partnership between the
City Council and London & Amsterdam
Developments Ltd) will preserve the re-
maining archaeological deposits
wherever possible and will be preceded
by formal and thorough archaeological
investigation.  However, in the recent
exhibition staged at the Town Hall,
which presented the outlines of the
scheme, there was one facility noticea-
ble by its absence.  I am referring to a
permanent exhibition where the results
of the 1960s’ and later excavations and
their contribution to our understanding
of the development of the very core of
the historic city could be presented to
the public. At the moment, apart from
the tiny fragment of the Roman strong-
room, the fascinating story of the city
centre lies untold. There may be some
embarrassment about the scale of
archaeological destruction which the
Council allowed in the past but here is
the opportunity not only to make some
form of reparation but also to provide a
much-needed addition to the facilities
for tourists who come to learn about
Chester’s history.
If you share my desire to see a perma-
nent and substantial archaeological
exhibition including the Northgate De-
velopment then make your views known
by writing as soon as possible to Mr A
Farrall, Head of Planning, Chester City
Council, The Forum, Chester CH1 2HS

David Mason

ChichesterChichesterChichesterChichesterChichester

Changes to the LectureChanges to the LectureChanges to the LectureChanges to the LectureChanges to the Lecture
ProgrammeProgrammeProgrammeProgrammeProgramme

The lectures on 3 November 2001 and
27 March 2002 have had to be ex-
changed.  Thus the lecture on ‘Maritime
Aspects of Roman Chester’ will now be
on 3 November  and that on ‘The An-
derton Boat-Lift Restoration Project’ will
now be on 27 March.
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The Chester Antiquary is published
twice a year, in Spring and Autumn.
We welcome letters and articles
from Members.  Contributions for
the next issue should be with the
newsletter editor, David Roberts, no
later than 1 March 2002.

 Moseley Old Hall is famous for its as-
sociation with Charles II who sheltered
there in 1651.  The priest’s hole where
he hid was a very tight squeeze.  We
were shown around by a large seven-
teenth-century soldier who gave added
character to the tour.  The gardeners on
the trip were particularly impressed by
the beautiful knot garden, viewed best
from the upper windows of the hall.

Lunch was taken at Tamworth, which
has a fine Norman castle standing high
above the river.  The castle has an ex-
cellent museum which includes many
coins from the Tamworth mint. We were
disappointed not to be able to go into
St. Hilda’s church which dates from the
twelfth century.

The final part of the visit was to the
Roman site of Wall.  It is a well present-
ed site clearly displaying what was an
important army post with its bath house
and associated buildings.

Society Information

ContactsContactsContactsContactsContacts

Chairman Dr Alan Comyns, 21 Churchward Close, Eversley Park, Chester
CH2 2BG. Tel (01244) 382668.
Vice-Chairman Dr David Mason, Ochr Cottage, Porch Lane, Hope
Mountain, Caergwrle LL12 9HG. Tel (01978) 760834.
Email djpmason@dircon.co.uk
Honorary Secretary Dr David Mason (contact details as above)
Membership Secretary Mrs Kathryn Miles, 10 Deansway, Tarvin CH3 8LX.
Tel (01829) 741207. Email philkath.chester@virgin.net
Honorary Treasurer Mr E S R Warwick, 167 Lache Lane, Chester CH4 7LU
Honorary Editor Dr Peter Carrington, Chester Archaeology, 27 Grosvenor
Street, Chester CH1 2DD. Tel (01244) 402028. Email p.carrington
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Honorary Newsletter Editor Dr David Roberts, 2 Llwyn Bach, Mold CH7
1GW. Tel (01352) 758408. Email drmold@genie.co.uk
Honorary Librarian Dr D Nuttall, Tel  (01244) 660501
Excursions co-ordinator Mrs Prue Wendt, 28 Church Lane, Upton,
Chester CH2 1DJ. Tel (01244) 382786
Fieldwork co-ordinator Mr Phillip Miles (address as for Mrs Kathryn Miles)

LibraryLibraryLibraryLibraryLibrary

Members are reminded that they are welcome to come in and browse
through the Society’s library at Chester Community History & Heritage
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Shrewsbury is a lovely town with so much of interest.  The
visit started at Rowley’s House Museum, where coffee was
waiting for us.  It is a beautiful house and an excellent muse-
um and we could have spent all day there but there was
much more to see in the town. the Abbey, St Mary’s Church
with its tall spire, the association with Darwin, and many,
many east window in St Alkmund’s Church.  Painted in 1795
it is a copy of a painting by Guido Reni (1639).

After lunch we travelled on to Wroxeter.  The fourth larg-
est Roman city in Britain, it dates back to the earliest days of
the Roman occupation – a truly fascinating site which gives
a clear view of a major Roman site.

The finale to the trip was to have been at Bronze Age
stone circle at Mitchell’s Fold.  Unfortunately, our way was
barred by Foot and Mouth notices before we could even see
the monument.  We only succeeded in alarming the local
farmer who dashed across his field fearful that we would
ignore the ‘Keep Out’ signs.

Both trips were, as usual, well organised by Pru Wendt,
she also provided us with useful notes on each of the places
which we visited.
David Roberts
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