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TL 4444 5917ECB4876 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Excavations at St Peter's Street, Cambridge, 1983

Description 1. Excavation was carried out on the site of Nos. 1 & 2 St. Peter's Street, 19th century terrace houses, which had been demolished prior to redevelopment. A trench 7.75m x 2.65 was opened, starting at the end of 
Wyman's Lane. 
4. A cobbled road that led into the Barbican of the Castle overlay Saxo-Norman postholes and pits.

A large 18th century quarry pit was found, containing Roman to 18th century pottery, as well as animal bone and clay pipes. It was cut by a deep brick cesspit, drains and a modern brick well.

Excavation of a small site at the top of St. Peter's Street took place in February 1983.  The purpose was to locate the outer walls of the Castle Barbican known to be in the area.  These were not found, but the cobbled 
road leading into the Barbican was exposed on the SE side of the trench, the rest lying under the present Whyman's Lane.  Pot-holes which had appeared in the road had been filled with earth and re-cobbled.  The 
road lay over Saxo-Norman post-holes and pits, and over a Roman pit. A circle of white stones, 50cm diameter, was found in the gravel beneath the Medieval road.  These stones surrounded a small pit in which had 
been placed a complete bowl with the spout damaged.  The sagging base and greenish salt glaze suggest a C10 date.  There were a number of Saxo-Norman sherds in the gravel around the pit.

Sources:

01/02/1983 - 26/02/1983

Unknown reference type: Alexander, J., Pullinger, J., Woudhuysen, M. 1974. Early Cambridge Excavations on Castle Hill 
1956-1988. 

Location: Unknown(1)

Unpublished document: Alexander, J. 1962. Excavations on Castle Hill, Cambridge, 1956 - 1961, Interim Report. Location: HER Parish 
(Cambridge Castle)

(2)

Article in serial: Alexander, J. March 1964. Early Cambridge: an interim report on the excavations at Castle Hill, 
Cambridge 1956-62. The Archaeological Newsletter, 7, 10: 222-6. 

Location: HER Cambridge 
file

(3)

Serial: Council for British Archaeology 1984. CBA Group 7 Newsletter 2 (New Series). Location: Archaeology 
library CBA

(4)

Article in serial: Alexander, J., Pullinger, J. 1999. Roman Cambridge: Excavations on Castle Hill 1956-1988. PCAS Vol 
LXXXVIII. 

Location: (5)

TL 4432 5940ECB4932 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Excavations at Fulbourn Manor nursery site, Cambridge in 
1984-85

Description 1. The report that Pullinger produced in 1985 and in 1986 showed that the excavations in 1984 produced very little evidence for Roman activity, whereas the 1985 excavations produced more substantial findings. 
There has been some confusion about the published interpretation by Alexander of this information.

Sources:

01/01/1984 - 31/12/1984

Unpublished report: Pullinger, J. 1985. Excavations in 1984, Cambridgeshire, Garden Centre Site, Castle Street, 
Cambridge. 

Location: (1)

Article in serial: Haigh, D. and Pullinger, J. 1987. Report for the Cambridge Antiquarian Research Group 1987 (CBA 
Newsletter). 

Location: (2)

TL 4456 5907ECB4939 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Excavations at Kettle's Yard, Cambridge 1984

Description 1. The footings of the SW Roman town defence wall were observed in an initial field observation and then small excavation. The wall stood to a height of 0.5m and  was estimated to be 2.5m wide. It was sealed by a 
thick layer of burnt material, containing 11th to 12th century pottery. Under the inner face of the wall a 4th century pottery sherd was found, and fragments of motaria, flagons and tiles were incorporated into the wall.

<191> During redevelopment of the site next to St. Peter's churchyard, the Roman town wall was excavated and a black burnt layer on top of the wall remains produced sherds of C12 pottery.

Sources:

01/01/1984 - 31/12/1984

Unknown reference type: Alexander, J., Pullinger, J., Woudhuysen, M. 1974. Early Cambridge Excavations on Castle Hill 
1956-1988. 

Location: Unknown(1)
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TL 4443 5940ECB4877 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Excavations at Castle House/Castle Court, Cambridge, 1984-
1986

Description 1. The Castle House area has been subject to extensive investigation in the mid 1980s, however, the full record has not been published. Due to the extensive nature of the investigation and the limited access to the 
full archive, this event will cover the 1984 excavations at Castle House, the subsequent excavation/evaluation at Castle Court in 1984 and 1986 as well as a watching brief carried out during development.

Sources:

01/02/1984 - 26/02/1986

Unknown reference type: Alexander, J., Pullinger, J., Woudhuysen, M. 1974. Early Cambridge Excavations on Castle Hill 
1956-1988. 

Location: Unknown(1)

Article in serial: Alexander, J., Pullinger, J. 1999. Roman Cambridge: Excavations on Castle Hill 1956-1988. PCAS Vol 
LXXXVIII. 

Location: (2)

TL 4445 5911ECB4940 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Excavations at No 10 Pound Hill, Cambridge, 1987

Description 1. A rectangular area, 15m x 10m, with a small extension in the SE corner at No 10 Pound Hill. The area appears to have been open land until the house was built in the 19th century. It did not have any cellars, and 
there was a small yard with stables and outbuildings. 

On the W side of the site there were 3 quarry pits, which contained Belgic pottery. They were sealed by a layer of silting which was then cut into by 4 rubbish pits, which contained 1st to 2nd century pottery. Another 4 
pits were cut into the bedrock, and they were cut by a ditch 2m wide and 1m deep, running NW-SE. The ditch was then recut, from a higher position as the land surface had been built up. The ditch follows the E limit 
of the earlier quarrying. 2 cess pits and 2 gullies that contained 1st century pottery and running NE-SW, cut the ditch.

4th century pottery was found during building work on the site (personal observation by J. Alexander).

Sources:

01/01/1987 - 31/12/1987

Unknown reference type: Alexander, J., Pullinger, J., Woudhuysen, M. 1974. Early Cambridge Excavations on Castle Hill 
1956-1988. 

Location: Unknown(1)

TL 44612 59184ECB1303 Arbury, Cambridge CityExcavations at Castle Hill, 1988

Description Work undertaken prior to building of Clare College hostel - may not be exact location

Sources:

01/01/1988 - 31/12/1989
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TL 4441 5928ECB4941 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Excavations at 73, 83 & 85 Castle Street, Cambridge in 1988

Description 1. The site lay between Nos. 83, 85 and No 73 and had been their garden. Further excavations were carried out in the plots of the mentioned houses in 1995. 

The earliest features, of late Iron Age date, were a number of pits and ditches, upon a surface of marl and gravels. An enclosure ditch XX ran NE-SW, curving SW, survived to a depth of 0.3m, and 0.5m wide. It was 
truncated by another enclosure ditch XXI, 0.6m-0.8m wide. Both ditches contained late Iron Age pottery. Another enclosure ditch XXII. The upper levels were removed by later Roman and 19th century activity. 3 
postholes and the fragment of a small gully (that cuts ditch XX) were also found at this surface.
An oval pit and a V-profile gully cut by another gully belong to a 1st century phase. A possible ditch terminal or pit, which was cut by a 17th century well, was found in the NW part of the site. It belonged to this phase 
stratigraphically.

The 2nd to 3rd century ground surface was leveled.  On this remade surface, a circular / pentagonal plan of a building, with a diameter of 2.5m, has been interpreted as a small shrine, with a SW entrance, by the 
excavator. A sherd of Lezoux, which is normally associated with religious sites, was found nearby  (it is presumptuous to assign religious interpretation from only one sherd without giving details of the vessel type). 
The structure is located 100m SE of the 2nd to 3rd century shrine found at Ridgeon's Gardens. No floor was seen within the building, but areas of ash and stones suggest some hearth activity. A possible yard with a 
cobbled surface lay to the S of the shrine. To the NW of the building burnt plaster and daub were found in a ditch that may be associated with the boundary of the shrine. Another 2 ditches, NW and SE of the 
structure, may also belong to this structure.

A build up of silts over the demolished building suggests that the area remained open until used as part of the cemetery of All-Saints-by-the-Castle. 3 NW-SE graves were excavated.

A 17th century rectangular well that truncated the ditch terminal or pit feature was found, as well as a small pit containing slag.  

There had been much post medieval disturbance of earlier features and the site area had been leveled for ground preparation for the houses around the site. This would explain the depth of the burials art only 0.6m 
below the present ground surface.

Sources:

01/01/1988 - 31/12/1988

Unknown reference type: Alexander, J., Pullinger, J., Woudhuysen, M. 1974. Early Cambridge Excavations on Castle Hill 
1956-1988. 

Location: Unknown(1)

TL 4442 5925ECB4942 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Excavations at St Johns Place, Cambridge in 1988

Description 1. Excavation of a small area of John's Place were carried out in 1988. It revealed a series of 3 intercutting gravel pits, stopping before reaching the chalk marl. They are suggested to have been 17th-18th century 
quarrying, although they contained fragments of Roman and Post-Roman pottery. There is a substantial drop in the level of the ground surface here and it most likely to have been a result of this quarrying. There 
was no evidence for the Cromwellian defences which were though to have been on this site prior to excavation.

 Site on Castle Street at corner of John's Place was excavated by David Haigh in 1988 in advance of St. John's College building flats.  Part of the trench came to within 2m of the wall bordering Castle Street, but the 
greater part of it lay farther back in the gardens of the old cottages.  Graves from the churchyard of All Saints by the Castle were found. See letter in SMR file for sketch plan of line of castle moat so far traced.

Sources:

01/01/1988 - 31/12/1988

Unknown reference type: Alexander, J., Pullinger, J., Woudhuysen, M. 1974. Early Cambridge Excavations on Castle Hill 
1956-1988. 

Location: Unknown(1)

TL 44590 59284ECB1033 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Evaluation at Shire Hall, Cambridge, 1991

Description The evaluation revealed occupation layers and recent landscaping layers. A large Roman ditch and the 19th century prison greenhouse was also found.

Sources:

CCC AFU January 1991

Unpublished report: Robinson, B. 1991. Shire Hall, Cambridge 1991. Car park extension. Location: HER (A-Z) 
Castle Ward

CCC Archaeological Field Unit Report 024
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TL 44414 59283ECB831 Castle, Cambridge CityEvaluation at 75, 83 & 85 Castle Street, Cambridge, 1993-
1994

Description An archaeological evaluation was undertaken at 75, 83 and 85 Castle Street between November 1993 and March 1994. This was in conjunction with building work at the properties to provide extensions and 
refurbishment of existing C19 buildings. Roman and medieval features were identified, including medieval inhumations associated with the Church of All Saints by the Castle.

Sources:

Cambridge Archaeological Unit 01/11/1993 - 30/03/1994

Unpublished report: Butler, R. 1994. Archaeological Investigations at 75, 83 and 85 Castle Street, Cambridge, 1994. Location: HER Cambridge 
ward Castle

Cambridge Archaeological Unit Report 103

TL 44557 59078ECB1125 Castle, Cambridge CityRecording brief at Kettles Yard, Cambridge, 1994

Description A watching brief leading to excavation was carried out when the access ramp was constructed to the side of Kettle's Yard Gallery. The site lies on the south side of Castle Street, part way up Castle Hill, some 200m 
NW of the river crossing along the eastern margin of Roman Cambridge. It was anticipated that skeletons from the churchyard of St. Peter's, to the immediate NW, would be recovered, as well as possible evidence 
of Roman activity.
The excavations exposed a Roman flax processing facility (or some other water-based facility) dating to the C3rd AD; a large masonry feature (a rammed footing / floor?) which may have been the remains of a 
Roman building; several pits of unknown function, and some 25 Medieval inhumations (these were formally re-buried on site by the Church).

Sources:

Cambridge Archaeological Unit 01/03/1994 - 30/04/1994

Unpublished report: Evans, C. 1994. Archaeological Investigations at Kettles Yard, Cambridge. Location: HER (A-Z) 
Castle ward

Cambridge Archaeological Unit Report 105

TL 44512 59183ECB1132 Castle, Cambridge CityAugur survey and test pit at the Castle Inn, Cambridge, 1994

Description 1. An archaeological assessment was carried out in advance of development at the rear of the Castle Inn, Castle Street in August and October 1994. A test pit revealed pottery dating from the C13th to the present; 
post medieval features, together with building debris and domestic refuse. It is possible that a medieval floor layer or wall foundation was reached in the bottom of the test pit but the area opened was too small to 
allow precise identification.  Archaeological deposits continued beyond the base of the test pit.

In spite of the limited scope of the work undertaken on this occasion, there was good evidence that the boreholes encountered the line and western edge of the Castle Ditch to the rear of the present building. The 
western edge of the ditch appears to rise up towards the back wall of the Castle Inn whilst the greatest depth reached, c. 4m, was beneath the present garden. The bottom of the ditch and the eastern edge were not 
encountered.

Sources:

CCC AFU 01/08/1994 - 31/10/1994

Unpublished report: Roberts, J. 1996. The Castle Inn, Castle Street, Cambridge. An Archaeological Assessment. we do 
not hold a digital copy of this report. 13 pages.

Location: HER (A-Z) 
Castle Ward

CCC Archaeological Field Unit Report A078(1)
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TL 44426 59279ECB830 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Watching brief at 73 Castle Street, Cambridge, 1995

Description Visits by Tim Malim and Tim Reynolds on 10/04/1995 and 11/04/1995 showed building works behind 73 Castle Street, Cambridge, which involved emptying out a brick vaulted cellar and digging a hole 5m W-E 3m 
N-S and 3m deep - the fill of all this area composed of homogenous organic silt with small stones and occasional soft (old) brick bits.  The 3m deep hole was not bottomed to natural and water seepage was 
occurring.  Tip lines were visible in the small section between the base of the hole and the brick floor to the previous cellar.  Due to the dangerous condition of the excavation there was no entry to the hole nor 
cleaning of sections. Human bone was found in the skip alongside the excavated soil - prob disarticulated and poss deriving from the lost med cemetery partly excavated by D. Haigh in 1988.

S2, Recording works were undertaken on 28/04/1995 by Tim Malim and Tim Sutherland of CCC AFU.  The site was now safely shored and sections were visible through the shoring. An auger hole in the centre of 
the excavated area showed increasingly wet dark clayey silts with some charcoal flecks extending  a further1.5m below the present level of the foundation. The height from the base of the foundation to the rubble base 
of the building next door i2.4m and the full height to ground level includes a further 0.5m. The base of the foundation "trench" is 2.9m below ground surface and the archaeological features contain a further 1.5m.  
Truncation of the top by 19th century building works (the rubble foundations) show that this feature (Castle Ditch) was at least 4.5m deep.  The fill bottomed into a stiff cream-buff coloured clay with some small 
gravels / large sands. Cleaning sections where visible through the shuttering showed details of the patterning in the fill.  Tim Sutherland cleared at the NW corn and found typical "pit like" tip lines - dark grey silts 
coming down into a "primary" ? Fill of gravels imbedded in a light grey / off white clay.  Finds showed human bone, late med or p med pottery in the silt and in the gravelly layer there was some samian and below this 
in "blsilts there was med green glaze pottery. Below was a very dark grey/b clayey layer with gravel that contained pottery with an orangey-yellow glaze on both sides.  The base of the foundation trench was 
encounter. The south section showed very homogeneous dark grey / brown silty fill with 30-40% small gravels - charcoal, pottery, tile / brick fragments. A 17th century brown glazed rim was found at 1.7m depth 
below the basof the rubble foundation to the building next door. There was definitband level statigraphy.  At 1.9m depth there seems to be a generalbreak in the fill so a more gravelly and clayey deposit was 
encounterwith a black burnished rim in it.Most of the north section was behind shuttering or concrete pillarsthe adjacent Housing Association building. Apart from the nw cornerall of the west section was behind 
shuttering and unavailable for inspection. East section has the 19th century cellar which has destroyed most of the section, and beneath that there was 0.6m of fill until the base of the foundation trench is reached.  
The remaining part of the section shows a dark grey / brown silt with rubble pieces of red brick and mortar and charcoal etc.  Because the fill was generally homogeneous it was considered pointless to draw any 
section.  Photos taken of NW corner and deeper part of foundation trench.

Sources:

CCC AFU 10/04/1995 - 11/04/1995

Verbal communication: Butler, R.  Development Control, CCC Location: 

TL 44494 59145ECB1134 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Evaluation at 19-37 Castle Street, Cambridge, 1996

Description Three trenches were machine excavated to evaluate the site.  The archaeology was severely truncated, but some deeper features had survived.  The majority of features excavated were Medieval or Post-Medieval, 
although some tentative evidence of Saxon activity was found, as well as residual Roman pottery.

Sources:

Cambridge Archaeological Unit 12/09/1996 - 25/09/1996

Unpublished report: Alexander, M. 1996. 19-37 Castle Street, Cambridge. An Archaeological Evaluation. we do not hold a 
digital copy of this report. 30 pages.

Location: HER (A-Z) 
Castle Ward

Cambridge Archaeological Unit Report 191

TL 4438 5948ECB5094 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Watching brief 241 Victoria Road, Cambridge in 1997

Description On watching brief for new extension, a black-grey stone-free soil was seen to 0.5m depth; this was tested with a rod and seemed to go down for a further 0.5m. This is on the line of Roman defensive ditch. No 
artefacts or feature cuts were seen. No evidence of disturbance of the black-grey soil was seen; this was also not disturbed by this development.

Sources:

CCC AFU 01/01/1997 - 31/12/1997

Verbal communication: Reynolds, T. 1997. Salvage recording at 241 Victoria Road, Cambridge in 1997. Location: (1)

TL 44419 59267ECB1133 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Evaluation at 71 Castle Street, Cambridge, 1997

Description A single test pit was excavated in the garden of 71 Castle Street, revealing part of a pit containing 4th century Roman pottery. No evidence for the castle ditch crossing the site was found.

Sources:

CCC AFU 17/09/1997

Unpublished report: Heawood, R. 1997. Romano-British Features at 71 Castle Street, Cambridge: An Archaeological 
Evaluation. 

Location: HER (A-Z) 
Castle Ward

CCC Archaeological Field Unit Report B010
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TL 44244 59377ECB1572 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Evaluation at Buckingham House, New Hall, Cambridge, 

Description Assessment trenching in advance of the rebuilding of halls of residence revealed extensive coprolite pits dating to the late 19th-early 20th century.  Any earlier remains would have been completely eradicated by the 
quarrying, although some residual early Roman sherds were recovered suggesting activity of this period on the site.

Sources:

Cambridge Archaeological Unit 01/01/1999 - 20/01/1999

Unpublished report: Lucas, G. 1999. Archaeological Investigations at Buckingham House, New Hall, Cambridge. Location: HER Cambridge 
ward Castel

Cambridge Archaeological Unit Report 305

TL 44484 59155ECB1128 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Evaluation at Keys Garage, Cambridge, 1999

Description Two evaluation trenches were excavated, revealing no archaeological finds or deposits.  Modern overburden directly overlay the natural.

Sources:

Cambridge Archaeological Unit May 2000

Unpublished report: Smith, J. 1999. Keys Garage, Castle Hill, Cambridge. An Archaeological Evaluation. Location: HER (A-Z) 
Castle Ward

Hertfordshire Archaeological Trust Report 0607

TL 44484 59155ECB1130 Castle, Cambridge CityRecording brief at Keys Garage, Cambridge, 2000

Description Following the evaluation, monitoring and recording was carried out during the redevelopment of the site. No archaeological features or finds were recorded.

Sources:

Hertfordshire Archaeological Trust 01/05/2000 - 31/05/2000

Unpublished report: Murray, J. 2000. Keys Garage, Castle Street, Cambridge. Archaeological Monitoring and Recording. Location: HER (A-Z) 
Castle Ward

Hertfordshire Archaeological Trust Report 0713

TL 44406 59165ECB1124 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Evaluation at the former Cow and Calf, Albion Row, 
Cambridge, 2000

Description Three trenches were machine excavated to evaluate the site, revealing three phases of archaeological remains: Romano-British pits, 15th-16th century gravel quarrying and metalworking, and 17th-18th century 
levelling of the site.

Sources:

Cambridge Archaeological Unit 11/09/2000 - 22/09/2000

Unpublished report: Mortimer, R. 2000. Archaeological Evaluation on the site of the former Cow and Calf Public House, 
Albion Row, Cambridge. 

Location: HER (A-Z) 
Castle Ward

Cambridge Archaeological Unit Report 400

TL 44306 59021ECB2996 Arbury, Cambridge City, Castle, 
Cambridge City, Newnham, Cambridge 
City, West Chesterton, Cambridge City

Watching brief on sewer shafts for Anglia Water, 2000-2001

Description Watching brief carried out on the construction of 15 access shafts along the line of a major sewer line, Cambridge, between autumn 2001 and spring 2001. The pipeline extends between Chesterton and West 
Cambridge. A significant Roman to Post Medieval archaeological sequence was excavated in shaft M5. Shaft M6 clipped what appeared to be the outer edge of the 4th century Roman town ditch and a post 
medieval river defence bank was observed in shaft M3. Post Medieval deposits and buried soils were observed in a number of other shafts also.

Sources:

Cambridge Archaeological Unit 01/10/2000 - 30/03/2001

Unpublished report: Cessford, C. 2008. Chesterton to West Cambridge Anglia Water Sewer Pipeline, Cambridge: An 
Archaeological Watching Brief. 

Location: HER Castle wardCambridge Archaeological Unit Report 840

TL 44704 59226ECB1127 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Arbury, 
Cambridge City

Evaluation at Magdalene College, 2001

Description Five trenches were machine excavated to evaluate the site, revealing late Medieval and Post-Medieval quarry pits, with some residual Roman pottery.

Sources:

Cambridge Archaeological Unit 09/01/2001 - 16/01/2001

Unpublished report: Regan, R. 2001. Archaeological Evaluation within Magdalene College, Chesterton Road 
Development Site, Cambridge. we do not hold a digital copy of this record. 15 pages.

Location: HER (A-Z) 
Castle Ward

Cambridge Archaeological Unit Report 416
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TL 44448 59305ECB1131 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Evaluation of land adjoining 68 Castle Street, Cambridge, 
2001

Description 1. Two evaluation trenches were excavated revealing substantial post-medieval truncation of the site.  A few Roman features were identified, and residual Roman finds were present across the site.  Little evidence 
for medieval use of the site was recovered.

2. Following on from the evaluation, a programme of monitoring and recording was carried out during a period of geo-technical borehole investigation. A few Roman features; ditches and pits, were recorded in the 
north-west corner of the site. There was substantial modern disturbance and truncation across the site.

Sources:

Hertfordshire Archaeological Trust May 2001

Unpublished report: Crank, N. and Murray, J. 2001. Land adjoining 68 Castle Street, Cambridge. An Archaeological 
Evaluation. 

Location: HER (A-Z) 
Castle Ward

Hertfordshire Archaeological Trust Report 0904(1)

Unpublished report: Britchfield, D. 2003. Archaeological monitoring and recording on land adjoining 68 Castle Street, 
Cambridge. we do not hold a digital copy of this report. 10 pages, some A3

Location: HER A-Z Castle 
Ward

Hertfordshire Archaeological Trust Report 1338(2)

TL 44406 59165ECB1416 Castle, Cambridge CityWatching brief at the Cow and Calf, Cambridge, 2003

Description Following evaluation in 2000, a watching brief was carried out during construction works on the site.  No further archaeological features were recorded, but residual Roman and Medieval pottery was recovered from 
the quarry backfills.  The watching brief confirmed the results of the evaluation, that any Roman or Medieval archaeology on the site had been almost completely destroyed by later gravel quarrying.

Sources:

Cambridge Archaeological Unit 01/04/2003 - 31/07/2003

Unpublished report: Cooper, A. 23/12/2003. Former Cow and Calf Public House, Cambridge: Archaeological Watching 
Brief. 

Location: HER (A-Z) 
Castle Ward

Cambridge Archaeological Unit Report 587

TL 44696 59214ECB2029 Arbury, Cambridge CityInvestigation at Sunnyside, Chesterton House, Cambridge, 
2003

Description Following evaluation, two areas were opened for further archaeological investigation.  The excavation confirmed that the northern area of the site had been subject to quarrying and landscaping, which had removed 
all archaeological remains, with the exception of a small ditch.  Residual Roman pottery was recovered, indicating the presence of earlier activity on the site.  The southern area of the site had not been subject to the 
same level of disturbance, but that the ground level had built up due to post medieval dumping and landscaping.  The level of activity noted in this area was not intensive, and the remains are thought to represent 
agricultural activity or dumping/hill wash from the area of Roman defences upslope.

Sources:

Cambridge Archaeological Unit 11/06/2003 - 18/06/2003

Unpublished report: Wills, J. 2003. Sunnyside House, Chesterton Lane, Cambridge: An Archaeological Investigation. we 
do not hold a digital copy of this report. 12 pages

Location: HER Cambridge 
ward Castle

Cambridge Archaeological Unit Report 562

Article in serial: Newman R. 2015. Planned Redevelopments in Medieval and Early Post -Medieval Chesterton, 
Cambridge. PCAS 104 89-106. 

Location: HER PCAS

TL 44597 59339ECB2199 Arbury, Cambridge CityMonitoring at 26 Magrath Avenue, Cambridge, 2003

Description A site visit was undertaken for the observation of foundation trenches  for a new conservatory, which were hand excavated to a depth of 600mm.  No archaeological remains were present.

Sources:

Cambridgeshire Archaeology 06/10/2003

Unpublished document: Gdaniec, K. 6/10/2003. 26 Magrath Avenue, Castle Ward, Cambridge. Location: HER Cambridge 
ward Arbury

TL 44434 59311ECB1689 Castle, Cambridge CityRescue excavations at 68-70 Castle Street, Cambridge, 2004

Description Emergency excavation and recording was carried out during renovation works beneath the cellar floors at 68-70 Castle Street. Two Roman features were observed, a ditch and a pit.

Sources:

CCC AFU 14/08/2004 - 15/08/2004

Unpublished report: Hickling, S. 2004. Excavations at 68-70 Castle Street, Cambridge. Location: HER Cambridge 
ward Castle

CCC Archaeological Field Unit Report 746
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TL 44448 59305ECB1934 Castle, Cambridge CityExcavation adjacent to 68 Castle Street, Cambridge, 2005-6

Description Excavation of an area of c. 155 m was undertaken in stages over the winter of 2005-6. A high level of truncation was noted on the site, caused by a substantial Civil War ditch in the SW half of the excavation area and 
by Victorian cellars.  The earliest features dated to the Late Iron Age, consisting of occupation layers, metalled surfaces  and cut features, with the possibility that some features be of an earlier date.  A substantial 
NNE-SSW ditch was established in the late Iron Age and remained in use until the early Roman period, although truncated by later remains. A number of Conquest period features were also identified, including  an 
eaves gully, occupation layers and a significant sub-rectangular enclosure ditch.  An increase in activity was evident in the early Roman period, comprising small pits, metalled surfaces and several ditches.  A 
steep-sided deep pit was excavated, suggested to be a rubbish or cess pit.  The early Roman features were covered by a garden soil, suggesting a change to more agricultural land use.  A small number of late 
Roman features were recorded, the paucity of features suggested to be the result of later landscaping rather than a decline in occupation activity. A single Late Saxon feature was identified, interpreted as a cess pit 
on account of its depth and environmental sample evidence.  Over half the site was truncated by a large ditch on a NE-SW alignment, which may have originated as the Medieval outer bailey ditch, but which was 
cleaned out during the early years of the Civil War.  This steep-sided ditch must have been at least 10m wide, and 4m deep, and contained a sequence of fills and backfilling episodes spanning the medieval period 
through to the 19th century.   Part of the western Civil War bastion may be represented by a 90 degree return of the ditch, which was observed in the SW corner of the site.

Sources:

Cambridge Archaeological Unit 14/11/2005 - 07/03/2006

Unpublished report: Ten Harkel, L. 2006. Archaeological Excavations at Castle Street, Cambridge. We do not hold a digital 
copy of this report. 98 pages, some A3

Location: HER Cambridge 
ward Castle

Cambridge Archaeological Unit Report 739

Article in serial: Cessford, C. 2008. Excavation of the Civil War bastion ditch of Cambridge Castle. PCAS 97: 137-47. Location: HER PCAS

Article in serial: Evans, C & Ten Harkel, L 2010. Roman Cambirdge's Early Settlement and Via Devana: Excavations at 
Castle Street PCAS 99, 35-60. 

Location: HER PCAS

TL 44560 59252ECB2601 Castle, Cambridge CityGeophysical survey, Shire Hall, Cambridge, 2006

Description Magnetometer and resistivity surveys were undertaken on the lawn between Shire Hall and the Cambridge Castle mound as part of the preparations for National Archaeology Week 2006.  The resistivity survey 
revealed areas of high resistance, which generally coincide with parchmarks on the lawn observed in 2004.  The features concord with structures at the entrance to the County Gaol, as represented on a plan of 
1927, with one discrepancy in the low resistance readings recorded in the area of rooms labelled "visiting boxes".  A number of anomalies were also recorded in the southern part of the survey, including a garden 
path depicted on the OS map of 1886.  A earlier plan of the castle suggest that the original moat was not detected during the survey.

Sources:

Archaeology Rheesearch Group 14/05/2006

Unpublished report: Archaeology Rheesearch Group 2006. Shire Hall & Castle Mound Cambridge. Location: HER Cambridge 
ward Castle

Archaeology Rheesearch Group Report 

TL 44574 59165ECB3119 Castle, Cambridge CityWatching Brief on repairs to Castle Mound fence, 2008

Description Three post holes were dug at the boundary wall for repairs to the boundary fence. The work was done under Class V consent (Health & Safety). Holes were hand dug to 40cm deep and 10cm wide. Only modern 
debris was located, showing a build up of modern material behind the wall.

Sources:

Cambridgeshire Archaeology 01/12/2008 - 31/12/2008

Unpublished document: Carroll, Q. 2009. Watching Brief on Cambridge Castle, December 2008. Location: HER Parish 
(Cambridge Castle)

TL 44606 59178ECB3182 Castle, Cambridge CityMonitoring work at Castle Hill, Cambridge, 2009

Description Archaeological watching brief undertaken during investigations into the retaining wall of Castle mound, Cambridge in March 2009. The wall skirts around the motte of the castle and three test pits revealed that 
there was a high level of disturbance directly beneath the wall. Pottery sherds of Roman and medieval date were found along with modern pottery but no features were recorded.

Sources:

Oxford Archaeology East 11/03/2009 - 12/03/2009

Unpublished report: Fairbairn, J. 2012. Evaluation at Castle Hill Mound, Cambridge. Location: HER A-Z Castle 
Ward

Oxford Archaeology East Report 1335

Unpublished report: Fairbairn, J. 2009. Cambridge Castle Hill: Monitoring of test pits at base of motte: Archaeological 
Watching Brief report. 

Location: HER Cambridge 
ward Castle

Oxford Archaeology East Report 1105(1)

Unpublished report: Atkins 2009. Castle mound investigation, Non Intrusive Survey. Report is in a ringbinder and includes 
the watching brief report (SCB21307) as section E.
Very large report we do not have a digital copy of lots of A3 and lots of Colour.

Location: HER A-Z Castle 
Ward

(2)
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TL 4430 5941ECB3192 Castle, Cambridge CityMonitoring of emergency sewer works, junction of 
Huntingdon Road and Victoria Road, 2009

Description Monitoring of emergency sewer works at the junction of Huntingdon Road and Victoria Road, Cambridge revealed no archaeological features or artefacts.

Sources:

Cambridgeshire Archaeology 27/04/2009

Unpublished document: Gdaniec, K. 5/5/2009. Observations of emergency sewer works at the junction of Huntingdon Road 
and Victoria Road, Cambridge. 

Location: HER Parish 
(Cambridge)

TL 4457 5906ECB3695 Castle, Cambridge CityEvaluation at 4-5 Castle Street, Cambridge, 2011

Description Following on from the evaluation (ECB3442) an excavation was carried out. Despite modern disturbance, 1st-4th century features were uncovered, including a well constructed cobbled surface. The vertical 
sequence revealed in Area 1 provides a generic narrative of medieval backyard activities and Post-Medieval building expansion. Due to the small area being investigated, further interpretation of the area is limited.

Sources:

Cambridge Archaeological Unit 14/11/2011 - 25/11/2011

Unpublished report: Cessford, C. 2011. No.s 4-5 Castle Street: An archaeological Excavation. Location: HER A-Z Castle 
Ward

Cambridge Archaeological Unit Report 1064

TL 4460 5917ECB3674 Castle, Cambridge CityTest pits at Cambridge Castle, 2011

Description Four test pits were excavated along the inside of the retaining wall surrounding the Castle mound. Evidence of deliberate backfilling  and the construction cut for the wall was found. A small assemblage of pottery 
was recovered dating to the 3rd-19th centuries.

Sources:

Oxford Archaeology East 02/01/2012 - 06/01/2012

Unpublished report: Fairbairn, J. 2012. Evaluation at Castle Hill Mound, Cambridge. Location: HER A-Z Castle 
Ward

Oxford Archaeology East Report 1335

Unpublished report: Atkins 2009. Castle mound investigation, Non Intrusive Survey. Report is in a ringbinder and includes 
the watching brief report (SCB21307) as section E.
Very large report we do not have a digital copy of lots of A3 and lots of Colour.

Location: HER A-Z Castle 
Ward

Unpublished report: Fairbairn, J. 2009. Cambridge Castle Hill: Monitoring of test pits at base of motte: Archaeological 
Watching Brief report. 

Location: HER Cambridge 
ward Castle

Oxford Archaeology East Report 1105

TL 4444 5942ECB3759 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Monitoring at Castle Park, Cambridge

Description Archaeological monitoring carried out at Castle Park in November-December 2012 during groundworks. The monitoring noted that the development impact area only encountered modern truncation and services, 
however, below the depth of development impact, evidence of 18th-19th century features were identified. The depth of ground removed varied between 1.13m and 1.58m.

Sources:

Cambridge Archaeological Unit 05/11/2012 - 10/12/2012

Unpublished report: Robinson, I. 2013. Castle Park, Cambridge an archaeological watching brief. Location: HER digital 
backlog

Cambridge Archaeological Unit Report 1150

TL 4458 5917ECB3976 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Monitoring of the works on Wall Repair at Castle Hill 2013

Description A watching brief was carried out during remedial conservation work at the base of the castle mound (DCB77) and retaining walls and Undercroft. The works included the provision of new fencing along the length of 
the existing wall, replacement of damaged brick wall, the removal of soil to the back wall.
The results give an indication of the over burden on the mound today and revealed parts of the original motte construction.

Sources:

Oxford Archaeology East 25/06/2013 - 23/07/2013

Unpublished document: Webster, M. 2013. Archaeological Watching Brief at Cambridge Castle Mound. Location: HER A-Z Castle 
Ward

Oxford Archaeology East Report 1519
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TL 4428 5945ECB4141 Castle, Cambridge CityEvaluation at the former Star Service Station, Huntingdon 
Road/Histon Road, Cambridge, 2014

Description In March 2014 an archaeological trial trench evaluation was carried out at the former Star Service Station, Huntingdon Road. Cambridge. The site was revealed to have been heavily truncated by remodelling in the 
20th century. A medieval ditch was encountered in the southern end of the site. In June 2014 archaeological monitoring was undertaken during the removal of fuel tanks but found no surviving archaeology.

Sources:

MOLA 14/03/2014 - 09/06/2014

Unpublished report: Ladocha, J. & Muldowney, E. 2014. Archaeological Trial Trench Evaluation and Archaeological 
Monitoring at the former Star Service Station, Huntingdon Road, Cambridge.. 

Location: HER A-Z Castle 
Ward

Museum of London Archaeology Reference 
14/141

TL 4454 5929ECB4415 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Excavation of Shire Hall Lift Shaft, Cambridge, 2015

Description Archaeological evaluation carried out in April 2015 in advance of the construction of a pit for a new lift shaft in the basement of Council offices at Shire Hall, Cambridge, adjacent to the front entrance of the building. 
The site is located 300m north-west of the River Cam on a deposit of Fourth Terrace River gravels overlying a spur of Lower Chalk. 

The excavation area was surrounded on all sides by foundation trenches and the walls of the extant building. A trench 2.54m x 3.10m was opened within the enclosed area. Archaeological deposits were present up to 
1.78m below basement floor level (3.21m below current street level) and were associated with occupation dating to the 1st century AD.

Sources:

Oxford Archaeology East 08/04/2015 - 15/04/2015

Unpublished report: Rees, G. 2016. A 1st Century AD archaeological sequence at the site of the new lift shaft, Shire Hall, 
Cambridge. 

Location: HER A- Z Castle 
Ward

Oxford Archaeology East Report 1766

TL 4453 5938ECB4567 Castle, Cambridge CityWatching Brief at Shire Hall, Castle Street, Cambridge, 2015

Description On the 25th September 2015, Oxford East archaeology monitored and recorded the excavation of a fibre optic cable trench at Shire Hall. The works, situated by the Civil War Earthworks at Castle Hill, were granted 
Scheduled Monument Consent by Historic England. The University of Cambridge was installing a new network cable into the Octagon building on Shire Hall’s campus. The trench was inserted along Magrath 
Avenue across the car park to the west of Wessex Place. Approximately 28m of trenching was monitored, aligned on the footpath. There was no topsoil disturbance and no archaeological deposit or natural geology 
was encountered.

Sources:

Oxford Archaeology East 25/09/2015

Unpublished report: Moan, P 2015. Archaeological Monitoring and Recording of Cable Trench at Shire Hall, Cambridge. Location: HER A- Z Castle 
Ward

Oxford Archaeology East Report 

TL 4473 5910ECB5143 Cambridge, Cambridgeshire, Castle, 
Cambridge City

Trial Trench Evaluation and Excavation at Magdalene 
College, New Library, Cambridge in 2018

Description 1. Archaeological investigation carried out within the gardens to the rear of Magdalene College in February 2018 in response to an archaeological condition on a planning decision for the development of a new 
library and gallery space. It was intended to investigate the nature of the boundary between the Roman town and the lower lying floodplain area around the bridge crossing, to assess whether any former channels 
still exist, and in particular to investigate the potential for Saxon settlement evidence, medieval monastic evidence and post medieval collegiate evidence. The development area currently lies to the rear of the main 
college buildings in the Fellows Garden. 

The evaluation comprised eleven boreholes, a level 2 earthwork survey and a mixture of six smaller test pits and five larger trial trenches. Three of the test pits contained no archaeological finds or features, the 
remaining trenches identified Roman to post medieval remains.

Sources:

Archaeological Solutions 01/02/2018 - 25/02/2018

Unpublished report: Barlow, G. & Boscoby, D. 2018. New Library, Fellows Garden, Magdalene College, Magdalene 
Street, Cambridge and archaeological evaluation. 

Location: HER (A-Z) 
Castle Ward

Archaeological Solutions Report 5532(1)
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Figure 1: The Main Prison Gate 

Castle Park: Location & Background 
 

The area currently known as Castle Park in Cambridge is a business park located on the junction 

of Huntingdon Road and the Ring Road, on the north-west side of the city centre. The area is 

bounded by Castle Hill, Magrath Avenue and Victoria Road to the south, north and west 

respectively, and by an offshoot of Clare College, known as the ‘Colony’ to the east. 

 

 

Figure 2: The Study Area (in red) 
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Part 1 - History & Development 

The current main landuse is as offices. The site contains the headquarters of Cambridgeshire 

County Council, which occupies the majority of the site, but numerous other bsuniesses operate 

out of the other office buildings. Most of the buildings are purpose built offices of varying date, 

but there are some remaining 19th century domestic houses fronting Castle Hill, also converted 

into commercial and retail premises, and other 19th century properties in commercial usage. 

Since 2012, Castle Park has been part of the Central Cambridge Conservation Area. It contains 

the following designated assets and recommended local list entries1: 

 

Name Location NHLE Status 

Caretakers House 42 Castle Street 1126235 II 

Social Service Dept Old Police Station, Castle Street 1336970 II 

Cambridge Castle Mound Castle Park 1006905 SM 

Civil War earthworks at the 

Castle 
Castle Park 1006886 SM 

Shire Hall Castle Hill Proposed BLI 

 

Topographically, Castle Park lies on the end of a ridge of high ground marked by Huntingdon 

Road, just where the ridge ends before dropping into the Cam Valley. This gives the site a very 

prominent location in the landscape. The geology is 4th River Terrace Gravels overlying chalk 

marl. This stretch of the River Cam is one of the last crossable sections before it feeds into the 

fenlands. 

 

The Castle Park area shows evidence of human activity from later prehistory onwards. This is 

no doubt influenced by two key topographical factors: 

 

1) Cambridge marks the last point on the river Cam where the river is crossable before it 

enters the Fens. 

2) This is the point of highest ground in the area, with views over the crossing point and 

surrounding area 

                                                 
1 Cambridge City Council 2004 
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Figure 3: Local Topography: the park (A), river (B) & Fen (C) 

 

These twin factors of communication and control drive much of the development of the area. 

Prehistory ( to 43AD) 

 

Castle Hill is known to have been the site for a defended settlement in the Late Iron Age, 

perhaps occupied from the 1st century BC, 100 years before the Roman Invasion. This Iron Age 

(or Celtic) settlement was quite large, and occupied an area of over 7 hectares and was 

positioned on Castle Hill to control the crossing point of the River Cam2. 

 

Excavations have revealed a large defended gateway to the northeast of Shire Hall and the 

settlement was protected by large defensive ditches (2m wide and 1.2m deep) and these were 

enlarged (3m wide x 2m deep) in the 1st century AD just before the Roman conquest3.  It is 

likely that the Iron Age settlement would have needed these defences due to its location in land 

between three of the most powerful Iron Age tribes in Britain – the Iceni, the Catuvellani and 

the Trinovantes. This position also may explain why gold and silver coins have been discovered 

and reflect its importance as a trade and regional centre before the Roman invasion. 

                                                 
2 Taylor 2004, pp.15-25 
3 CHER MCB2271 
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Roman (43 – 410AD) 

 

The Roman settlement (to be known as Duroliponte) first grew from the military fort built on 

the site to take advantage of its location controlling the crossing of the river Cam in the 1st C 

AD. This fort is dated to the first generation after the Roman invasion and was probably located 

here as result of the Iceni uprisings first led by Prasutagus (AD47) and subsequently by his 

widow Boudicca (AD61)4. A fort in this location controlled access and movement across the 

Cam. 

 

 

Figure 4: The Outline of the Roman Town 

 

The small fort constructed as a result was occupied for some 20 years, and between 80 &120 

AD there was little activity on the site. However, developments in the time of Emperor Hadrian 

saw the construction of a small planned town which developed as a trade and market centre in 

the 2nd century AD with evidence of small scale industry and a religious centre, including a 

subterranean shrine, but the town only had one public building, a small mansio or Inn. Probably 

always a small town, Roman Cambridge did not develop much in the 3rd and 4th centuries, 

however it was of sufficient importance to be fortified in the 4th century against the threats that 

                                                 
4 Tayor 2004 pp.25-39 
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the late Roman Empire was facing. The walled circuit included the northern and western 

boundaries of Castle Park5. 

 

In the 5th century it was abandoned, however it is likely its Roman walls may have still been 

standing as late as the 11th century. The Venerable Bede, writing in 731AD about the creation 

of the shrine of Aethelthryth of Ely, states 

 

“Accordingly she ordered some of the brothers to provide a stone to make a coffin of; 

they accordingly went on board ship, because the country of Ely is on every side 

encompassed with the sea or marshes, and has no large stones, and came to a small 

abandoned city, not far from thence, which, in the language of the English, is called 

Grantchester, and presently, near the city walls, they found a white marble coffin, most 

beautifully wrought, and neatly covered with a lid of the same sort of stone” 

Bede: Historia Ecclesiastica IV, 19 

Presumably the monks had visited a cemetery outside Cambridge, several of which are known 

from archaeological excavations, including one very close to the River Cam on Jesus Lane. 

Anglo-Saxon (400 – 1100AD) 

 

The extract above from Bede is the earliest reference to Anglo-Saxon Cambridge, and depicts 

an abandoned and ruined settlement. Certainly the early Saxon settlements are located on the 

other side of the Cam on the gravel terraces, but the strategic importance of the location meant 

it was readily resettled. It is known that the Vikings attacked and burned Cambridge in AD875, 

and possibly in response to this threat (ironically from the river), the area inside the Roman 

walls was reoccupied by the mid-10th century thus creating a defensible centre6. 

 

It is known that within the walls was the church of All Saints, and possibly a market place, but 

even by this point, the first elements of what would become the core of mediaeval Cambridge 

were being settled on the other side of the river, where access to the river banks was easier and 

flatter7. This marks the shift from the river as frontier to be controlled by a fortified strongpoint 

to the river the key economic driver for the town. 

Mediaeval (1050 – 1500AD) 

 

                                                 
5 Alexander & Pullinger 1999 
6 e.g. CHER MCB13079 
7 Taylor 2004, pp.39-51 
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By the time of the Norman Conquest, Cambridge was a thriving town. The Domesday Book 

was compiled in 1086 but it also recorded details of land ownership before the conquest, and 

the entry for Cambridge is very detailed. 

 

It records that the town was divided into 11 wards with about 400 houses, and that it was 

classified as a Hundred, or a significant area of settlement8. But the impact of the Norman 

presence is shown by the fact that in 1086 there were only 10 wards and 27 houses were listed 

as having been destroyed to make way for the castle. This shows the density of settlement, and 

early excavation on the site uncovered Late Saxon grave markers, indicating the presence of a 

church here, most likely that of All Saints9. This was a thriving community on the hilltop 

overlooking the river crossing. 

 

Although the Normans had been victorious at the Battle of Hastings in 1066, they did not have 

control of the country. It must be remembered that the Normans were few in number, and facing 

a suspicious and potentially rebellious population. William had experience of subjugating 

conquered lands, and did so by the building of castles. Cambridge Castle was built on his return 

from suppressing a rebellion in the north of England, so security matters were important to him. 

 

                                                 
8 Cambridgeshire Domesday folio 189a (Rumble 1978) 
9 CHER MCB13079 
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Figure 5: Norman Castle Building in the Bayeux Tapestry 

 

The Anglo-Saxons were familiar with the concept of a fortified place, and had relied on a 

network of structures called burhs to repel the Vikings, the castle was a new idea as it centred 

on the defence of an individual and not a community. The earlier burhs were designed to 

accommodate people and animals, yet a castle was not. Cambridge was never a burh – the 

nearest was at Huntingdon. There is some evidence of fortified manorial centres in England 

before the Norman Conquest, especially on the Welsh borders, but as the historian Orderic 

Vitalis, writing in the 12th century, said: 

 

‘The fortresses which the French call castles have been very few in the English provinces and 

on this account the English, although they were warlike and bold, were notwithstanding too 

feeble to resist their foes10’ 

 

William of Jumieges, writing slightly earlier, stated: 

 

                                                 
10 in Chibnall 1972 
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‘<William> guided by the prudence which he knew how to be mindful of in everything 

pertaining to a king, visited with extreme care the least fortified parts of his kingdom, and to 

repulse the attacks of enemies, established very strong castles in suitable positions, which he 

fortified with the best of his soldiers and plenty of pay11’ 

 

Castles were built in strategic areas, covering approach routes and main crossings. In 

Cambridgeshire, he built castles at Huntingdon, Cambridge and Wisbech, controlling the rivers 

and roads. Because it was imperative to site a castle at the point where it could be most effective, 

anything already there was simply destroyed; such as in this case nearly 10% of Cambridge. 

 

 

Figure 6: The Spread of Mediaeval Cambridge 

 

Cambridge Castle was a motte and bailey castle, having a central mound with a keep on top, 

and an outer area enclosed with a moat and wall. It was originally wooden, badly maintained, 

and was not rebuilt in stone for 200 years12. Fuller, a Cambridge antiquarian described it as: 

 

“This castle, built by him, was strong for situation, stately for structure, large for extent and 

pleasant for prospect; having in it, amongst other rooms, a most magnificent hall; the stones 

                                                 
11 in van Houts 1992 
12 CHER MCB5603 
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and timber whereof were afterwards begged by the Master and Fellows of Kings Hall…… 

towards the building of their chapel” 

 

Fuller appears to be referring to a later phase of the castle, but the impact of its size and location 

are evident. This castle was built by Edward I in 1283, entirely of stone, mainly from Barnack, 

but also clunch was used in the foundations. The work took 20 years and incorporated much of 

the then current thinking in castle design. It comprised an enlarged keep, with a high curtain 

wall around the bailey, an outer Barbican and drum towers on the corners. The bailey contained 

a Great Hall, chapel and kitchens. It held a garrison of 30, but by 1441 was in decline once 

more, when its stone was taken away to build Kings College13. 

 

 

Figure 7: Artist's Impression of Edward I's Castle 

 

This plundering of stone was symptomatic of the time, for as a ready source of good quality 

building stone it was an obvious source for the ongoing rapid expansion of the Cambridge 

Colleges as part of the ongoing development of Cambridge on the other side of the river. 

                                                 
13 CHER MCB5603 
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Post-Mediaeval (1500 – 1900AD) 

 

At the outbreak of the English Civil War in 1642, the site of Cambridge Castle was again 

brought back into military use as an artillery fortress. Cambridgeshire was regarded as being 

loyally Parliamentarian in the Civil War, yet its proximity to Oxford and its position adjacent 

to the Great North Road meant it was vulnerable to Royalist attack. An artillery fortress at 

Cambridge was begun in 1643 on the castle site to protect its headquarters. Building stone 

intended for Clare College was commandeered, and 15 houses demolished, presumably to open 

up firing avenues14. 

 

The fortress reused the castle ditch on the side closest to Chesterton Road, and three bastions, 

or defended cannon emplacements, were constructed: the one to the north –east being larger 

and copying the castle shape, whereas the ones to the east and west were smaller. By December 

1644 new ditches had been dug to the north and east, and the fortress was complete. This 

suggests that the fortress had four bastions, and so was similar to the Earith Bulwark. However, 

when considering the layout on the ground, this would result in a peculiar layout assuming that 

the castle lay inside the defences as it would give the fortress five bastions. Cambridge Castle 

never saw action in the Civil War, and its defences were slighted, or razed, in 1647.  

 

 

Figure 8: Known Location of the Civil War Earthworks 

 

                                                 
14 Osborne 1990; CHER MCB 5846 
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By the 18th century the only surviving buildings from the earlier phases of Cambridge Castle 

were the Civil War barrack block and the medieval gatehouse.  The gatehouse had been used 

as a prison since Tudor times, which had ensured its survival throughout centuries of political 

upheaval and abandonment. During the late 17th and 18th centuries many of the earthwork 

defences around the castle were levelled, including the north-western civil war bastion, and the 

moat surrounding the central motte15. 

 

Castle Street had been established in 1660-80 overlying the slighted Civil War earthworks, and 

the 18th century saw the development of housing along the Castle Street frontage.  Much of the 

area surrounding the castle continued in use as allotments and agricultural land until the later 

19th century, when it was developed for housing.  

 

 

Figure 9: Castle Gatehouse in the 18th Century 

 

In 1803 plans were drawn up for the construction of a new County Gaol by George Byfield.  

The new county gaol consisted of a brick-built octagonal prison building16.  A governor’s house 

and an imposing gateway were placed to the south-east of the gaol, the flat roof of the gatehouse 

                                                 
15 CHER MCB 5846 
16 CRO 
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acting as a place of public execution.  Constructed between 1802 and 1807, the new county 

gaol was a “state of the art” facility, its design reflecting contemporary thinking on prison and 

social reform. Documents relating to the County Gaol are held at the Cambridge Record Office, 

which include plans and lantern slides, in addition to registers and photographic records of 

prisoners and prison officers17.   

 

Alterations were made to Byfield’s design in 1863 by William Fawcett, which substantially 

increased the accommodation and the number of cells, particularly providing additional solitary 

cells.  Later annotations to the plan of the gaol can be seen in pencil on the drawing reproduced 

here. 

 

 

Figure 10: Internal Plan of Cambridge Gaol (with later alterations in pencil) 

 

                                                 
17 CRO 
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In 1840-2 the city courts returned to the castle site, and the medieval gatehouse was demolished 

to make way for a new court house, which was named Shire Hall or Shire House18. This 

building, which fronted into Castle Street, was designed by T.H. Wyatt and D. Brandon, the 

original plans for which are housed in the Cambridge Record Office.   It was designed in the 

Italianate style, drawing heavily on influences from Renaissance Italy.  However, as 

archaeologists working in the 1950s discovered, the construction of the law courts necessitated 

the lowering of the ground level by at least 3m, removing all traces of the medieval gatehouse.  

 

 

Figure 11: Castle Street & 'Shire Hall' in the late 19th Century 

 

The County Gaol or Cambridge Prison (as it had become in 1877) ceased in its role as a gaol 

by 1915, and was used as a store for government records by the Public Record Office19.  Legally 

Crown land, the site was acquired by Cambridgeshire County Council in 1928, and the 

octagonal prison was demolished to make way for the present Shire Hall. Built in 1931-2, the 

new Shire Hall used bricks from the former County Gaol20. 

                                                 
18 CRO 
19 CRO 
20 CHER MCB2268 
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Figure 12: Castle Hill 1885 (1st Edition Ordnance Survey) 

The foundations of the Gaol survive as buried features across the site and can be seen as 

parchmarks on the Shire Hall lawn during dry summers.  A geophysical survey has also been 

undertaken that mapped the location of the buried remains.  

 

Figure 13: Parchmarks outside current Shire Hall 
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Figure 14: Site Plan of Former County Gaol 1920s 
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Part 2 - The 20th Century 

By the beginning of the 20th century, the traditional role of Castle Pak as defender and judicial 

core of Cambridge had declined,. It lay on the edge of the main activity in the city, and was 

looking for a new purpose or use for the increasingly derelict buildings. This was to arrive in 

the 1920s with  new owners of the site. 

 

 

Figure 15: 1: 500 Ordnance Survey 1886 

The development of the site can be traced through detailed mapping from the 19th and 20th 

centuries. On the 1903 Ordnance Survey map, Castle Hill sits prominently in the centre, with 

the remains of ‘supposed Cromwellian earthworks’ running to the north. The prison is located 

by the outline of its perimeter wall, adjacent to the Police Station and Wyatt’s court house, both 

of which fronted to Castle Street. The area to the north of the site was still relatively open, apart 

from terraced housing and a Mission Hall on Gloucester Street, located where the current access 

to Castle Park is now, but underdeveloped from there to Victoria Road. 
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Figure 16:1:2500 Ordnance Survey 1903 

Around the site, the church of St Giles to the south was originally a small church dating in part 

from the 11th century, but was demolished and rebuilt in 1875 to a design by Healey of Bradford. 

The 11th century chancel arch was retained to separate the south aisle and chapel. Adjacent to 

this, ‘Castle Brae’ was constructed in the mid-late 19th century; this is a Grade II listed building 

described as: 

 

“Mid/Late C19. In the Tudor style. Red brick with stone dressings and blue brick decorations. 

2 storeys and attic. 3 and 5-light mullion and transom windows. Projecting porch. Tiled roof”21 

 

This is now part of Clare College, known as ‘The Colony’ and provides overspill 

accommodation for increasing numbers of students. The site has been extensively developed, 

some of which has caused problems with Castle Mound itself. 

 

The residential streets to the east also date from the later 19th and early 20th century. Hertford 

Street and Clare Street were laid out by the 1880, albeit not built up, and the housing here was 

in place by 1903. The space between Hertford Street/Clare Street and Castle Park was infilled 

by 1926, the former by the creation of Magrath Avenue. These streets of terraced housing are 

a key feature of the area, although in recognition of the era, Magrath Avenue also included a 

                                                 
21 NHLE 1111884 
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Picture House. This was closed in 1972, bought by Cambridgeshire County Council in 1979 

and demolished to make way for a residential home (now student accommodation). 

 

The remainder of the perimeter of Castle Park is that defined by Castle Street. This shows 

terraced housing on the north side up to the castle complex, and to the south side up to a nursery 

on the corner of Mount Pleasant and Castle Street, known as Ridgeon’s Gardens. Beyond this, 

streets of 19th century terraced housing and associated public structures (chapels, schools) 

‘tumbled’ down the hill towards Northampton Street, with the mediaeval church (12th century 

origins) of St Peter and the 15th century building that is now the Folk Museum. 

 

 

Figure 17: 1:2500 Ordnance Survey 1927 

The New Shire Hall 

 
Cambridge prison closed in 1915, as the prison in Huntingdon was deemed adequate for both 

counties, and after a brief spell as a branch of the Public Record Office, the site was acquired 

by Cambridgeshire County Council in 1928 which up to that point had been located on Hobson 

Street. The demolition included the governor’s house (located on the north-east corner of the 

prison walls), but not the police station, caretaker’s house or court house. The County Architect, 

HH Dunn designed a new County Hall that was twice the size of the existing one, and 

construction began in 1931, being completed in 1932. The construction reused much of the 

brickwork from the prison complex. 
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Figure 18: Cambridge Prison overlaid onto modern landscape 

Dunn was a prolific architect of civic buildings for the county. His other buildings include 

Milton Road Junior School (demolished without recording c.2007) in 1908, the Ruskin 

Building at Anglia Ruskin University (1909), the county hall on Hobson Street (1911), parts of 

the County School for Boys (Now Hills Road Sixth Form College) in 1924 and 1928, Papworth 

Everard Village Hall (1928) and Sawston Village College (the first of Henry Morris’ new vision 

for education) in 193022. 

 

Shire Hall is an imposing yet functional building, built in a Classical style. It is a rectangular 

structure, originally of three stories with a semi-sunken basement, with 15 bays along the front 

face. The main entrance is accessed by stone steps, with a matching stone surround. Above it, 

                                                 
22 Pevsner 1970 
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the public room there has a balcony accessed by French windows. Internally the building is 

arranged around two central wells, separated by the main Council Chamber. Within the 

structure, offices are accessed from corridors that run around the entire building. It is probably 

one of the better examples of government building in Cambridge. 

 

 

Figure 19: Shire Hall front view (1931 & 1957) 

Pevsner regarded it as “a large, indifferent, building with some classical detail23” in his 

Buildings of England, but he is generally unflattering of Dunn’s work, describing his Ruskin 

building as ‘nothing special, and nothing special followed in one addition after another.24’ His 

description of Shire Hall in this way ignores the fact that it was designed to function as a county 

hall, and it still does so. To enhance the functionality, Dunn designed it not only to be bigger 

than needed at the time, but also to be capable of supporting an additional storey in order to 

accommodate future expansion. The top floor was added by RH Crompton in 1957, lit by 

dormer windows, and sits comfortably with the original building. Crompton was the then 

County Architect, who also designed Cottenham and Comberton Village Colleges25. 

 

                                                 
23 ibid p.232 
24 ibid p.234 
25 ibid p.326 
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Shire Hall was not visible from the road as the Old Police Station and the Shirehall Courts 

blocked the view, but in 1953 the courts were also demolished, leaving an open space between 

the County Council and Castle Street. The frontage of Shire Hall sits uncomfortably with the 

main road, as it is only visible at an angle rather than front on. In fact the best view of the 

building is from Castle Mound, which in turn conceals it from the rest of Cambridge. 

 

Despite the provision for an additional floor, and the fact that the building had spare room at 

the outset, the council outgrew County Hall, so further building works took place in 1974, when 

the Octagon was constructed, named after the shape of the former prison building, and more 

recently in the 1980s with the construction of Castle Court and the other buildings on Castle 

Park. More recently, piecemeal development has taken place along the frontage of Castle Street 

adjacent to Castle Court. 

 

The construction of what was to become Castle Park was a major phase of development and 

change that removed much of the earlier 19th and 20th century work on the site. Gloucester 

Street and Gloucester Terrace remained with their terraced housing, but increasingly were 

surrounded by depots and other structures with a civic function that were constructed in the 

nearby open spaces. The Motor Taxation department was located here, for example, as was a 

library. This appears to have created an uneasy balance between residential and civic that by 

the 1960s had swung in favour of the latter. 

 

 

Figure 20: 1:10650 Ordnance Survey 1950 
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The 1966 Ordnance Survey of the area still shows Gloucester Street, but most of the terraced 

housing is gone, with the area increasingly given over to the civic function, the only exception 

being the buildings facing onto Castle Street. This dominance was total with the construction 

first of the Octagon building, a typical 1970s concrete and glass construction that is almost 

Brutalist in design, linked to the Shire Hall at each level by corridors, albeit that the link itself 

looks more recently modified. 

 

 

Figure 21: The Octagon Building (1974) - the recently modified link is right 

This was constructed on a car park, but in the 1980s, the remainder of the site between Shire 

Hall, along Castle Street and up to Victoria Street was cleared to create the business park, with 

seven modern office blocks some three or four storeys in height were constructed around Castle 

Court, a rectangular structure arranged around a central well, raised on “stilts” with two levels 

of car parking beneath. 

 

The design of these modern buildings does appear to attempt to draw correlations with the past, 

as the towers on Titan and Babbage Houses appear to reflect castle turrets, and give a drum 

roof feature that is replicated elsewhere. 
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Figure 22: Inside Castle Park 

More recently, the ‘Kings Keep’ block of flats on the corner of Castle Street, opposite the Old 

Police Station, have been designed to give the impression of a castle gatehouse. The success of 

these design flourishes is questionable, but the scale and density of these buildings gives a 

decidedly urban feel to the place26.  

 

 

Figure 23: "Kings Keep" (2008) 

Nevertheless there are still some surviving buildings from earlier phases. On Victoria Road is 

a small terrace of early 20th century terraced houses, and forming an island between the access 

road to Castle Park/Castle Court and Castle Street itself is a row of buildings with the Sir Isaac 

Newton pub and a series of two and three storey 19th century buildings, originally shops and 

                                                 
26 Cambridge City Council 2012 p.17 
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private dwellings. A perhaps surprising survivor is 102 Castle Street; a late 19th century house 

sandwiched between Titan House and Babbage House, and framed by ‘towers’ on each of the 

office building. 

 

 

Figure 24: 102 Castle Street - old and new 

Two of the buildings associated with the former prison survive, and are in use with the county 

council. These are the former Police Station and Caretaker’s House, both of which are Grade II 

listed. The Old Police Station’s description reads: 

 

“Late Cl9. Grey gault brick. 2 storeys, 6 windows, 2:1:3, the single one set forward over the 

main doors. The windows on the ground floor are recessed in arches. All are sash windows, 

those on the ground floor with cast-iron traceried heads. The set forward bay is rusticated, the 

doorway has an open pediment and panelled double doors. String course at 1st floor level. 

Parapet, roof not visible.” 
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Figure 25: Old Police Station 

The Caretaker’s House is described as: 

 “Early Cl9 gault brick. 2 storeys, 2 windows, sashes with glazing bars. Central round-headed 

doorway, panelled door with fanlight over. String course at first floor level. Hipped slate roof.” 
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Figure 26: Caretaker's House 

Both survive externally in this form but internally are now completely converted to office use 

with little indication of their original function. 

Archaeological Works 

 

This ongoing development of the site has allowed archaeologists to access the past of the 

Cambridge, and a series of nearly 30 archaeological excavations have taken place over a period 

of 30 years within the bounds of the Roman town, and it is these excavations that have provided 

most of the information available today. Unfortunately many of these sites have not been 

published in detail, but a gazetteer and synopsis is available in the county journal27. 

 

Excavations began in 1956 on the site of the Shirehall law courts following demolition a few 

years earlier, but unfortunately the presence of cellars hindered the fieldwork. Large amounts 

of fieldwork were undertaken in the 1960s at Ridgeon’s Gardens, the nursery site on the corner 

of Mount Pleasant and Castle Street. This area had been cultivated since the 17th century and 

represented the last major open space within the Roman town that was available to excavate. 

 

                                                 
27 Alexander & Pullinger 1999 
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Excavation continued until 1976 at Ridgeons’ Gardens as more land became available. The 

area of Castle Park had been used as a car park for Shire Hall since the 1960s, and was partially 

excavated in 1983, but from 1984 to 1986 a total of 10,000 square metres of site was excavated, 

representing the biggest area excavated in the Roman town28. 

 

Further opportunistic works were done around what is now Castle Park, often comprising the 

county archaeologist, a team of volunteers and a borrowed machine! Despite pressing 

conditions, all these works have added to the corpus of knowledge about Cambridge Castle and 

its predecessors. Work still goes on today, with most recently excavations outside Castle Court 

(on the site of King’s Keep) in late 2005 locating the Civil War bastion29. 

Castle Mound 

 
Castle Park has seen significant change over the past 100 years, but the earthworks have 

remained. The motte remains prominent at the front of the site, and the Civil War earthworks 

run along the north-east side. Both schedulings (18 May 1932 & 15 July 1960 respectively) 

predate the 1970s expansions so were protected to a certain extent, although issues of setting 

were obviously not as important as they are today. The Octagon in particular is very harmful to 

both the remains and setting of the Cromwellian earthworks, and one would hope that its 

construction would not be permitted under the current National Planning Policy Framework. 

 

 

Figure 27: Octagon Rear - harm to the SM 

                                                 
28 Alexander & Pullinger 1999 
29 Cessford 2008 
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The developments outside the study area have also impacted on it, in particular the building of 

Castle Brae and other buildings to the south. This is the area to the foot of the motte and 

inclusive of the moat. Excavations in 1989 in an area of car parking immediately south of Castle 

Mound identified a ditch some 10 metres wide and 4 metres deep, with a waterlogged base30. 

This is likely to have been either the moat of the Norman or Edwardian Castle, or part of the 

outer ditch defences of the Cromwellian fortress, or (most likely) a combination of all three in 

the same location. 

 

The construction of Castle Brae has however created a long term and unintended consequence. 

In an obvious attempt to create a more level area for both house and a surrounding garden, the 

Victorian builders constructed a level terrace by digging partially into Castle Mound and 

putting in a boundary wall. Over the years, movement in the mound has increased pressures on 

the wall, causing it to lean alarmingly in places. Concerned about further movement, this has 

been recently investigated by Cambridgeshire County Council. It was discovered that the wall 

is very thin with no significant foundation, a weakness exacerbated by a build up of debris 

behind it and by the digging of an ‘undercroft’ in the gardens31. 

 

The Victorian wall was never intended to be retaining wall, but subsequent changes have caused 

it to become so. A programme of works to alleviate the situation is underway; archaeological 

evaluation has shown that around 1 metre of the material behind the wall is modern infill, so 

this is to be removed, and the wall lowered by that height. This creates a much lower wall, more 

capable of standing up in its current form and obviates the need to dig into the mound to create 

stable foundation for a taller structure, and represents a good example of practical conservation, 

where impact is minimised for maximum beneficial impact. 

 

There is a final ‘twist’ in the development of the site, with a return to the original defensive 

function of the Castle site. During the Second World War, Cambridge was considered to be 

readily defensible in the event of a German invasion, and a series of anti-tank ditches were 

constructed around the city. 

 

Cambridge’s defences were a larger version of the same principles of fortification behind the 

original castle. The outer anti-tank ditches around the town were reinforced by trenches and 

road-blocks, and the strong point was the castle itself. The surviving Civil War embankments 

were reinforced with barbed wire, and slit trenches were inserted into the bastions. A company 

                                                 
30 Malim & Taylor 1989, pp.1-6 
31 Report by WS Atkins (2009) 
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of the 5 Battalion of the Cambridgeshire Home Guard manned these defences, but further plans 

were drawn up in 1942 to defend the site32. 

 

After the war, the castle was again ‘demilitarised’, but the tensions of the Cold War again saw 

the Castle in a defensive role. Cambridge was chosen as the site of RSG4, one of 12 nuclear 

bunkers for regional government located on Brooklands Avenue. In addition, local 

governments were required to have Control Centres in case of nuclear attack. The original 

centre was located in Shire Hall basement, and subsequently moved to beneath Castle Court.  

Fortunately, its services were never required, although it did function as an emergency control 

centre for a while, it now provides part of the archaeological storage provision of the council. 

 

The story of change to Castle Park may not be over. Questions have been raised over the 

suitability of the site for ongoing use as the main base for the county council, and in the 2013 

council elections, the main opposition Liberal Democrats included in their manifesto a pledge 

to sell Shire Hall, and move the functions within to other council offices, including those on 

Castle Park.33 It is unclear what future use is envisaged, but it is likely that changing 

demographics, politics and fashions will again change the face of Castle Hill. But perhaps for 

the first time in its history, the presence of nationally designated heritage assets on site may be 

a determining factor in any decisions regarding that future. 

  

                                                 
32 CRO ref. R55/26/24 
33 http://cambslibdems.org.uk/en/document/cambridgeshire-lib-dem-manifesto-2013.pdf  
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Part 3 - Heritage Values of Castle Park 

 
The current main land use is as offices. The site contains the headquarters of Cambridgeshire 

County Council, which occupies the majority of the site, but numerous other businesses operate 

out of the other office buildings. Most of the buildings are purpose built offices of varying date, 

but there are some remaining 19th century domestic houses fronting Castle Hill, also converted 

into commercial and retail premises, and other 19th century properties in commercial usage. 

Since 2012, Castle Park has been part of the Central Cambridge Conservation Area. It contains 

the following designated assets and recommended local list entries34: 

 

For the purposes of this work, attention will be focussed on the significance and values 

of the site as a whole, and how the designated assets relate to that, as opposed to 

focussing on the individual assets themselves. 

 

Name Location NHLE Status 

Caretakers House 42 Castle Street 1126235 II 

Social Service Dept Old Police Station, Castle Street 1336970 II 

Cambridge Castle Mound Castle Park 1006905 SM 

Civil War earthworks at the 

Castle 
Castle Park 1006886 SM 

Shire Hall Castle Hill Proposed BLI 

 

The two listed buildings are survivors from the 19th century prison (built in 1807) arre 

the Caretakers House, 42 Castle Street (NHLE 1126235), and the Old Police Station 

(NHLE 1336970). The two scheduled monuments on the park, Castle Mound and the 

Civil War earthworks (NHLE 1006905 & NHLE 1006886) lie contiguous along the 

eastern and south eastern edge of the park. The setting and significance of all these 

designated heritage assets can be considered to be compromised for the reasons that 

will be set out. However first it is necessary to comprehend their heritage values. 

 

Textual descriptions alone do not adequately explain the heritage values of these assets. 

The idea of Heritage Value is contained within the English Heritage publication 

‘Conservation Principles’ where it is defined as ‘An aspect of worth or importance, here 

attached by people to qualities of place. Designation is only one part of heritage value, 

                                                 
34 Cambridge City Council 2004 
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as something can be of importance to local people in ways that ‘heritage professionals’ 

may not have considered. 

 

A good illustration of these alternative values can be found within the Ecclesiastical 

Exemption, which exists partly to allow differing interpretations of importance based 

on mission to be a consideration alongside purely heritage conservation. Some 

incumbents of historic places of worship, particularly those of an evangelical 

inclination, may not consider a 1000 year old place of worship to have any value 

whatsoever, and only the font, Bible and pulpit are worthy of ascribing value to. 

Another example is the phenomenon known as ‘Mrs Miggins’ pew’: this is the place in 

the seating where ‘Mrs Miggins’ sat every Sunday for 75 years, so to all the other 

members of the congregation is associated with her. Should she pass away, the pew 

may remain empty as ‘it was her pew’. 

 

These are somewhat extreme examples but serve to illustrate the differing nature of 

values, the variety of which has caused English Heritage to offer sub-groups as follows: 

 

Evidential value  

 

Evidential value derives from the potential of a place to 

yield evidence about past human activity. 

 

Historical value  

 

Historical value derives from the ways in which past 

people, events and aspects of life can be connected through 

a place to the present. It tends to be illustrative or 

associative. 

 

Aesthetic value  

 

Aesthetic value derives from the ways in which people draw 

sensory and intellectual stimulation from a place. 

 

Communal value  

 

Communal value derives from the meanings of a place for 

the people who relate to it, or for whom it figures in their 

collective experience or memory. Communal values are 

closely bound up with historical (particularly associative) 
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and aesthetic values, but tend to have additional and 

specific aspects. 

 

 

These will be expanded further below. 

Evidential Value 

 

The term ‘evidential value’ is aimed mainly at archaeological remains, standing or 

otherwise. The chronological development of Castle Park has been set out in Part 1 of 

this assignment, but in summary remains from the following can be anticipated: 

 

Period Remains Potential 

Prehistory Later Iron Age enclosure and 

settlement 

Moderate: heavily intruded upon 

by later developments 

Roman Roman fort and later fortified 

small town centred on road 

crossing 

High: the Roman town was 

compact yet within perimeter areas 

f survival are expected 

Anglo-Saxon Late Saxon settlement: houses, 

church and cemetery 

Moderate: the castle construction 

destroyed much of this 

Mediaeval Post conquest motte and bailey 

castle, rebuilt and enlarged on 

occasion 

High: mediaeval castle albeit 

impacted by later developments. 

Scheduled Monument 

Post-

Mediaeval 

English Civil War artillery 

fortress, reused castle earthworks 

and structures 

High: presence of surviving 

earthworks albeit impacted by later 

developments 

Scheduled Monument 

Industrial/ 

Modern 

Prison and ancillary buildings; 

court house, Shire Hall, 

residential and civic buildings. 

Business Park 

High: location of prison known 

and high levels of surviving 

documentary evidence. Standing 

buildings. 

Listed Buildings. 

 



 36

The depth and complexity of the archaeological remains on the site have been 

repeatedly shown by many archaeological excavations in the area, usually taking 

advantage of small scale developments but occasionally larger openings occur. These 

have shown that in between the areas of disturbance deeply stratified remains do 

survive. In addition, fortification ditches have been present on the site in at least three 

phases, and of necessity these are very deep and wide, usually cutting into bedrock and 

thus very resistant to later damage. However there are better examples of both motte & 

bailey castles and civil war earthworks in Cambridgeshire35. 

 

The motte (as surviving) is roughly conical rising some 12.5m to a final height of 32.5m 

AOD. The angle of slope varies from 33 – 38 degrees. At the base it is some 62.8m 

north - south and 65.1m east – west at its widest point, although it has been terraced in 

places. 

 

                                                 
35 Below p. 
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Figure 28: Cambridge Castle - extent of surviving earthworks 

 

The civil war earthworks are more compromised. They only survive for a total length 

of just over 200m on the east side of the fortress, taking in part of the north-east bastion, 

the south-east bastion, the ramparts between and the connecting earthwork to the motte. 

The north-east is, unusually, significantly larger than the south-east one. 
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Figure 29: Civil War Earthworks - extent of survival 

 

Evidential value is also derived from its location, again covered in more detail in an 

earlier paper. In summary, the castle site is located at the last point on the river Cam 

where the river is crossable before it enters the Fens, and is the point of highest ground 

in the area, with views over the crossing point and surrounding area. These topographic 

features add to the value, being as they are part of the story of this area with relation to 

Cambridge. 
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Historical Value 

 

Historical value relates to the connection between the site and people and events in the 

past. Although this is intended to complement the evidential evidence, it also enhances 

it in several areas. It can be illustrative (i.e. a physical presence such as an earthwork) 

or associative (i.e. the location of a significant event).  

 

Previous work has identified Cambridge as being the frontier between East Anglia and 

the East Midlands, which places this high land point (by Cambridgeshire standards) at 

great importance. One of the greatest figures of early English history is Boudicca, 

Queen of the Iceni, for whom the Cam appeared to marked a frontier. Another 

connection can be seen six centuries later, the monk Bede wrote: 

 

Accordingly she ordered some of the brothers to provide a stone to make a coffin of; 

they accordingly went on board ship, because the country of Ely is on every side 

encompassed with the sea or marshes, and has no large stones, and came to a small 

abandoned city, not far from thence, which, in the language of the English, is called 

Grantchester, and presently, near the city walls, they found a white marble coffin, most 

beautifully wrought, and neatly covered with a lid of the same sort of stone36. 

 

This is the account of the translation, on the orders of the then abbess Seaxburgh, of the 

remains of her sister (and saint) AEthelthryth, founder of Ely Abbey, from her preferred 

simple grave to one deemed more suitable for the pilgrims increasingly visiting her 

tomb. This passage not only confirms the lack of decent building stone in 

Cambridgeshire, it is also possibly the earliest reference to the town itself, for the walled 

area so described must have been the study area. 

 

The remains of the later Saxon and mediaeval periods actually have little historical 

value. The castle was built by William the Conqueror who destroyed 27 houses to do 

so. Yet we do not know the names of those individuals, so it is difficult to ascribe a 

value that depends on labels to such: they remain invisible. The main historical figures 

                                                 
36 Historia Ecclesiastica Book XIX 



 40

of mediaeval Cambridge are connected with the rise of the University not the castle, 

and show the move in importance from the west to the eastern bank. 

 

Cambridge Castle was never besieged, but military history provides the next 

connection: Oliver Cromwell and the New Model Army of Parliament in the English 

Civil War. East Anglia was staunchly Parliamentarian in 1642, and Cambridge itself 

became the headquarters of the Eastern Association of the Parliament army, led by Earl 

of Manchester. In 1644, despite the victory at Naseby, Parliament had been unable to 

press home its advantage, due the nature of its army that meant it was difficult to force 

men from area to fight in another. In response, Parliament raised a ‘New Model Army’ 

of professional soldiers that would form the core of any future campaigns. The second 

in command was Oliver Cromwell, formerly Lieutenant-General of Horse in the 

Eastern Association, MP initially for Huntingdon and subsequently Cambridge.  

 

However it is probably the prison that gives it its greatest range of historical values. 

The logbooks and accessions registers are kept in the county record office, and contain 

page after page of faces and names convicted of a range of crimes that, with the 

increasing interest in social and family history, start to provide meaning to the 

parchmarks visible in the front lawn of Shire Hall37. It is probably no coincidence that 

the only photographs in circulation on the internet of the prison are from the private 

collection of the family of one of its last governors. 

 

There is also a note of caution in ascribing historical values to a place, and that is 

pseudo-history and the power of multi-vocality in modern life. In Cambridge this 

derives from the hypothesis by a Dutch journalist that the Trojan Wars were not fought 

in modern Turkey but in Cambridgeshire38. This is based on an alternative interpretation 

of historical sources, archaeological remains and topography. It is granted little 

credence in reputed academic circles but neither is the story of the Holy Grail and the 

Knight’s Templar, which one would definitely argue has added value to the heritage of 

Rosslyn and other areas. 

                                                 
37 Assignment Part I 
38 Where Troy etc 
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Aesthetic Value 

 

Aesthetic values are derived from how people react to and interact with a location. 

Castle Park is (with one small exception) an area of work, yet also provides some 

amenity to the workers and those around it. The Mound and the main lawn are well 

used public spaces, especially on summer evenings and lunchtimes. It used by tourists 

and dog walkers alike. However the location (drawing on its elevation) is a great place 

to appreciate the aesthetic value of Cambridge and the surrounding area, as the view 

from the top of the mound is probably one of the most spectacular in the area, and is 

most likely the main reason for people to come and visit. 

Communal Value 

 

Communal Value of a site is derived from the people who visit it and experience it: 

what it means to them. Here again the main values probably derive as much from the 

use of the site as from its physical remains. Some of these have already been set out: 

the family historians seeking details of a lost relative in the prison files; the tourists 

looking at the view; the Cromwell followers looking for their hero across the county. 

Yet there are others. 

 

Another use of the site is as a registry office for weddings. On weekdays and weekends, 

numerous ‘happy couples’ get married in Castle Park. The ceremonies take place in one 

building and invariably the resulting photographs will be taken with a backdrop of the 

Castle Mound or, if the bride’s dress allows, from the top itself. It is not known how 

many couples have had this experience on the site, yet a wedding day is a landmark 

event, and there can be no doubt that this marriage function adds communal value to 

the site and is a marked shift from an earlier place of incarceration and execution. 

 

Other communal values have developed from its location as publicly accessible open 

space in an increasingly built up area. Impromptu (often student) parties and gatherings 

both at the base and top of the mound, and a new role in Castle Hill open Days arranged 

by local museums all show this. Additionally it is the only sledge-able hill in this part 

of Cambridge (which in turn causes some harm to the monument itself) and finally, one 
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of the University Student Societies did (until the 1990s) greet the sunrise on May Day 

with ‘pagan ceremonies’ from the top of the mound39. 

 

 

Figure 30: Communal Values - Celebrating Cambridge Castle (2006) 

Part 4 - Significance 

 

According to Conservation Principles the significance of a site is consideration of the 

fabric and evolution, the heritage values and other associated places.  

 

The fabric and evolution of Castle Park has been set out in earlier parts of this work. 

What is present today is essentially a later 20th century business park which is an 

expansion of an early-mid 20th century civic function, incorporating remains of the 19th 

century structures. The form and layout is governed to a certain extent by earlier 

remains, especially the two scheduled monuments to the south and east that define the 

boundary, and alignment of Shire Hall is predicated by the now demolished court house. 

                                                 
39 Jomsborg ‘The New’ 
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However there is little elsewhere on the park to give an indication of the levels of 

significance and potential on this site, or to the depth of the story it tells. 

 

The significance of the designated sites themselves is compromised and harmed by their 

setting. The bailey of Cambridge Castle is lost, with the full extent remaining unknown, 

and the scheduling covers only the motte and part of the bailey up to the former prison 

wall. In comparison the scheduled castles at Huntingdon, Ely and Castle Camps are far 

more extensive and visible, containing as they do their bailey and a relatively 

uncluttered landscape. 

 

 

Figure 31: Castle Camps (South Cambridgeshire). 

The motte is to the top right with farm buildings on the keep location; the bailey is defined by thick 

hedgerows leading from the motte. 

 

Likewise the civil war earthworks: only one side with the partial remains of two 

bastions survive above ground – and are scheduled – although heavily impinged upon 

by the 1974 Octagon building. Again there are far superior examples, with Earith 

Bulwark and Horsey Toll foremost. 
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Figure 32: Earith Bulwark (Huntingdonshire). 

The earthworks of this fortress contemporary with Cambridge are clearly defined by the flooding in 

the Ouse Washes; the bastions are very prominent. 

 

The two listed buildings – Caretakers Cottage and Old Police Station – both have 

descriptions that only really detail their basic architectural forms. 

 

Figure 33: The Old Police Station 



 45

 

Figure 34: The Caretaker's Cottage 

 

The Cottage is 

 

“Early Cl9 gault brick. 2 storeys, 2 windows, sashes with glazing bars. Central round-headed 

doorway, panelled door with fanlight over. String course at first floor level. Hipped slate roof.” 

 

Whereas the Old Police Station is described as: 

 

“Late Cl9. Grey gault brick. 2 storeys, 6 windows, 2:1:3, the single one set forward over the 

main doors. The windows on the ground floor are recessed in arches. All are sash windows, 

those on the ground floor with cast-iron traceried heads. The set forward bay is rusticated, the 

doorway has an open pediment and panelled double doors. String course at 1st floor level. 

Parapet, roof not visible.” 

 

The problem with both of these structures is that they were built for a supporting role 

for a main building that no longer exists; namely the prison and (to a lesser extent) the 

courts. This does not come through in the descriptions, but then again, the Caretaker’s 
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Cottage has a Classical style pediment above the main door which is also not 

mentioned. Internally both buildings have been converted to offices and maintain that 

unease often felt in older buildings that have received a generic corporate makeover to 

reflect a new use. 

 

If all four designated heritage assets have had their significance compromised then to 

what extent do they still have value? Both scheduled monuments have been shown to 

have extensive historical and aesthetic value and Castle Hill in particular has wide 

ranging communal values. The listed buildings are more difficult to express; a good 

comparison would be if we did not have castle mound so were instead trying to define 

value based on a length of curtain wall. The Police Station is a very imposing building, 

and prominently located on a corner of the main thoroughfare. It is a pity however that 

it does not still have its sign or lantern. The cottage is tucked away by a car park’ no 

doubt out of sight of the main prison and governors house for a reason. That hidden 

location does enhance its value, but it is still difficult to give comparison to a value for 

what. 

 

The setting of the site has been frequently touched upon, and in particular how the 

archaeological significance of the site is influenced by the river crossing point and the 

presence of high ground on what was essentially a geopolitical frontier. Yet as 

Cambridge changed, the importance of the site changed as more and more activity was 

carried out on the eastern bank of the river, culminating in the foundation of the 

university and the growth of the historic core. This has made Castle Hill almost a 

suburb, and it is interesting to note the recent establishment of the ‘Castle Hill Open 

Day’, marketed to the residents and businesses of the area as the oldest yet still 

distinguishable elements of the modern city. As Cambridge continues to expand in all 

directions, this significance may take hold. 

 

The Significance of Castle Park is rooted in its role in the story of Cambridge. It marks 

the first 1000+ years of the city, with the first settlements and defences, taking 

advantage of geology and topography to determine the best place to develop. The past 

1000 years have seen a transition from ‘being Cambridge’ to ‘part of Cambridge’ as the 

town developed and grew in new directions, until its civic functions evolved into 

‘supporting Cambridgeshire’. Every part of this story has left its mark, meaning the 
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area is high in archaeological and historical interest. Yet it also has a social interest, 

moving from a place probably feared as a fortress, court and prison, to one appreciated 

and (in the case of wedding parties and school children in winter) eagerly anticipated. 

Castle Park remains part of Cambridge; it simply keeps redefining that relationship and 

thus its significance. 
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