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SUMMARY

Oxford Archaeology North was commissioned by Stotsbhaimited to undertake an
archaeological watching brief during ground worksaiated with the construction
of a cycle path (NGR: NY 0330 3622). The developnsite is located within an area
of archaeological potential and accordingly the ohatg brief followed
recommendations issued by Cumbria County Counatddic Environment Service
(CCCHES).

Along the course of the cycle path only compar&iehallow stripping of the topsoil
was undertaken and no features or artefacts ohaatbgical interest were identified.

For the use of Stobbarts Limited © OA North: May 2010



River Ellen, Maryport, Cumbria: Archaeological Waitet Brief 3

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Oxford Archaeology North (OA North) would like tdank James McGonigle,
Stobbarts Limited for commissioning the projectaiks are also expressed to Jeremy
Parsons of the Cumbria County Archaeology Senfimehis advice. The watching
brief was undertaken by Dave Maron who, along whte Jepson and Richard
Gregory, compiled the report. The report was ediigcRichard Gregory, who was
also responsible for project management.

For the use of Stobbarts Limited © OA North: May 2010



River Ellen, Maryport, Cumbria: Archaeological Waitet Brief 4
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1.3.2

CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE PROJECT

In April 2010, Oxford Archaeology North (OA Nb) was commissioned by
Stobbarts Limited to undertake an archaeologicatclwag brief during
ground works associated with the construction oy@e path on land adjacent
to the River Ellen, Maryport, Cumbria (NGR: NY 0338622). The
development site is located within an area of aolagical potential and
accordingly the watching brief followed recommenaias issued by Cumbria
County Council Historic Environment Service (CCCHEShich were set out
in a brief dated 2% November 2009. The project design which resportded
this brief is attached (Appendix 1).

THE LOCATION AND SETTING

The watching brief was undertaken within aeaalocated on the southern
fringe of Maryport’'s town centre (Fig 1). This aréa low-lying and is
dominated by a meander of the River Ellen. The atgbrief site lies within
an area designated by English Heritage as beingligh Archaeological
Importance and also falls an area designated asridable Park by the local
authority.

The area of observation was along the routa pfoposed cycle path which
ran in a north-east/south-west direction from aistarg cycle path, to the site
of a proposed footbridge over the River Ellen (Ejg This route skirts the
southern edge of the River Ellen and is position&din land that is contained
within the river's meandgPlate 1).

HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOL OGICAL BACKGROUND

Within the immediate environs of the watchimigef areaare a series of

known archaeological sites, which have relevancthéoevolving history of

Maryport. These sites, and the general histornhisf drea, form the subject of
an earlier OA North report (2007) and the intenti@me is to merely present a
background summary. The sites do indicate, howeett, the area, found
within the meander loop, contains important evidgefar Roman, medieval,

and industrial-period activity.

Roman: although the focus of Roman activity lay to thethaf the modern
town, Roman artefacts have been recovered fromerkigons of the watching
brief site. These include three coins of Hadriame(®enarius of Hadrian AD
117-38, and two Aes issues of Hadrian AD 117-38) ame unworn
Antoninianus coin of Trajan Decius, which were digered in 1978 to the
north-east of the watching brief site, on Castld. Hin addition, a hoard of
Aes-issues of the first and second centuries (tiefu coins of Hadrian) was
found inc 1920 (Shotter 1995). Whilst the precise contextete coins is not
known, it has been suggested that Castle Hill veassiply the site of a Roman

For the use of Stobbarts Limited © OA North: May 2010
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1.3.3

134

1.3.5

1.3.6

1.3.7

1.3.8

tower, forming part of the Roman western coasté&mses running down the
coastline (Bellhouse 1989).

Other potential evidence for Roman activitythis area includes a possible
Roman road. The position of this road, which istteld on Ordnance Survey
mapping, is postulated as running to the south-efasgte watching brief site.

Its alignment is based on the discovery of cobldadaces, interpreted as
elements of a Roman road, which were observed 80 Ihd 1920 on the

southern side of the river (Bailey 1926).

Medieval: evidence for medieval activity in the area is acoed to Castle Hill,
a large prominent earthwork located to the norst-ed the watching brief
site. Although the origins of this earthwork are olear, it acted as a fortified
site during the later medieval period, and might,eorphological grounds,
have formed a twelfth-century motte (Perriam an@iReon 1998).

Industrial: two significant industrial-period sites are lochtevithin the
immediate vicinity of the watching brief site. Tleasclude a paper mill and a
shipyard building.

The paper mill was purpose built on behalHamphrey Senhouse in 1756 as
part of the planned town of Maryport (Jackson aackdon 1969), and was
located immediately to the east of the watchingftarea. Eighteenth-century
mapping indicates that the site comprised a dotroleted building, which
was associated with a north/south-aligned millrades millrace presumably
drove a waterwheel positioned on the paper milkimuthe early nineteenth-
century, paper milling ceased at the site and thi&lihg became the Ship
Launch Inn (OA North 2007). Further modificationsn& made to the building
over the course of the nineteenth century. Theskided the addition of a
semi-detached house by 1834, and the constructiarrape walk and ropery
by 1868. However, it seems likely that the milljoaing house and ropery
were given over to the Ritson shipyard in the tajtears of the nineteenth
century (bid). This site now survives as a series of earthwaorksch define
the mill buildings and the headrace element of mhiédrace, and also a
boundary wall surrounding the paper mitlid).

The shipyard building, whicformed part of Middleton’s Shipyard, was
located immediately west and was constructed betw&45 and 1834il{id).

It appears, however, that ships were not direetiynthed from this building,
as there are berths and slipways located to thité nbthe paper mill. By 1858
the shipyard building had been amalgamated into ekganding Ritson’s
shipyard, located on the opposite bank of the Riastem (bid). The shipyard
building survived throughout the nineteenth andnireth centuries, though it
is probable that after the demise of shipbuildmd/iaryport, just before 1914,
the building would have been used for general bedirs and berthing. The
ruinous remains of this building are still visiblpong with several adjacent
discrete areas of disturbed ground, which probabklyesent shipbuilding
debris and demolition rubblé(d).

In addition, to the paper mill and shipyarddng, recent topographic survey
by OA North (2007) has also identified two areapatential ridge and furrow

For the use of Stobbarts Limited © OA North: May 2010
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cultivation to the south-west of the watching brgfe and also a small
embanked earthwork feature. All of these features lkely to be post-
medieval in date.

For the use of Stobbarts Limited © OA North: May 2010
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2. METHODOLOGY

21 PROJECT DESIGN

2.1.1 Prior to the initiation of the work, a project dgsifor the watching brief was
submitted to Jeremy Parsons of the CCCHES for appr@Appendix )L
Following approval, the project design was adhdeedh full, and the work
was consistent with the relevant standards andepoes of the Institute of
Field Archaeologists, and generally accepted besttice.

2.2 WATCHING BRIEF

2.2.1 The ground works were conducted under constantaatbgical supervision.
In total, the area observed measured 180m in leagthwasc 2.5m wide for
the majority of its length, though it widened td@®. adjacent to the River
Ellen. Within this area the topsoil was partialgmoved in advance of the
construction of a cycle path (Plate 1).

2.2.2 The aim of the watching brief was to identify amtard any archaeological
remains exposed during the ground works and alstetermine the quality,
extent and importance of these remains. The workpesed the systematic
examination of all subsoil horizons exposed, and tkcording of all
archaeological features, and any artefacts, idedtduring the watching brief.

2.1.1 A daily record of the nature, extent, and depthsgodund works was
maintained throughout the duration of the projéditarchaeological contexts
were recorded on OA Northjzro-formasheets, using a system based on that
of the English Heritage Centre for Archaeology. &otr slide photographic
record was maintained throughout, with digital m@goaphs taken for
illustrative purposes.

2.3 ARCHIVE

2.3.1 A full archive of the watching brief has been proed in accordance with
current English Heritage guidelines (English Hg@d 991). The archive will
be deposited in the County Record Office and a adpthis report submitted
to the Cumbria County Council Historic Environm&wecord.

For the use of Stobbarts Limited © OA North: May 2010
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3. RESULTS

4.1

41.1

4.1.2

4.1.3

RESULTS

The ground works associated with the constructidnth® cycle path
commenced at the terminal of an existing cycle pgaith proceeded south-east
to a concrete support for a former gas pipe locatethe bank of the River
Ellen (Fig 1).

Within this area only comparatively shallow stripgi of the topsoil was
undertaken and no features or artefacts of arcbgieall interest were present
(Plates 1 and 2).

The topsoil was generally composed of silty sahdugh higher proportions

of silt were observed towards the riverbank (P@Yelnclusions within the

topsoil included water-rounded pebbles and boujdergular and irregular

angular fragments of red sandstone; fragments of state, one of which

contained two nail holes; and brick fragments. Adj# to the riverbank,

within the immediate vicinity of the concrete suppor the former gas pipe,

alluvial deposits of mid-orange-brown silty sandrev&xposed beneath the
topsoil.

For the use of Stobbarts Limited © OA North: May 2010
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5. CONCLUSION

51 DiscussiON

5.1.1 The ground works associated with the constmiaif the cycle path had the
potential to unearth remains of archaeologicaligance, in particular those
associated with the former paper mill and shipyatdwever, no features,
artefacts or deposits of archaeological interestewidentified during the
shallow topsoil strip. Indeed, it is likely thatyaarchaeological remains are
situated beneath those topsoil deposits exposedgdiire ground works. It is
also probable that the route of the footpath has beeavily disturbed during
the construction of the gas pipe that formerly seanhthe River Ellen, the
concrete supports of whiclre to be incorporated in the construction of the
footbridge.

For the use of Stobbarts Limited © OA North: May 2010
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6. ILLUSTRATIONS

6.1

6.2

Li1sST OF FIGURES

Figure 1: Site location

Li1ST OF PLATES

Plate 1: Topsoil stripping in progress

Plate 2: The central section of the proposed gyath following topsoil
stripping

Plate 3: Topsoil stripping adjacent to the Rivdekl
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8. PLATES

Plate 1: Topsoil stripping in progress

Plate 2: The central section of the proposed cpelih following topsoil stripping
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Plate 3: Topsaoil stripping adjacent to the Rivelel
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APPENDIX 1: PROJECT DESIGN

11

111
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121
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13.1

2.1

INTRODUCTION
Project Background

Stobbarts Limited (hereafter ‘the Client’), has uested that Oxford
Archaeology North (OA North) submit proposals forarchaeological
watching brief to be undertaken during ground waaksociated with
the construction of a footbridge and the constancif footpaths on
land adjacent to the River Ellen, Maryport, Cumk@rid reference
NY 0330 3622). The development site is located iwithin area of
archaeological potential and, consequently, Cum@oanty Council
Historic Environment Service (CCCHES) issued a fbfiated 28
November 2009) requesting an archaeological wadchinef to be
conducted during the course of ground works astatiavith the
construction of the footbridge and footpaths. Tokofving document
represents a project design to carry out the apoegramme of work
and has been prepared in accordance with the Ilssfed by
CCCHES.

Archaeological Background

The site has previously been the subject of an aaalogical
investigation by OA North (2007). This investigaticomprised a
topographic and geophysical survey. These surveggested that
eighteenth- and nineteenth-century earthworks aetbwsground
remains survive in this area, forming part of anfer paper mill, a
shipyard, a mill race and a series of field systems

OXFORD ARCHAEOLOGY NORTH

OA North has considerable experience of excavatibsites of all

periods, having undertaken a great number of saral large scale
projects throughout Northern England during thetp2S vyears.

Evaluations, desk-based assessments, watching lanef excavations
have taken place within the planning process, lfd the requirements
of clients and planning authorities, to very rigagsotimetables. OA
North has the professional expertise and resou@asdertake the
project detailed below to a high level of qualitydaefficiency. OA

North is an Institute of Field Archaeologists (IFAkgistered

organisation, registration number 17, and all itembers of staff
operate subject to the IFA Code of Conduct.

OBJECTIVES

Archaeological Watching Brief: the objectives of the archaeological
watching brief are to identify and record any aetblagical remains
exposed during the ground works and also to detexrthe quality,
extent and importance of these remains.

For the use of Stobbarts Limited © OA North: May 2010
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2.2

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

3.7

Report and Archive: a report will be produced for the Client within
eight weeks of completion of the fieldwork. A siaechive will be
produced to English Heritage guidelines (1991) iaraccordance with
the Guidelines for the Preparation of Excavation Arasvfor Long
Term Storage(UKIC 1990) and also follow recommendations in
Archaeological Archives: a guide to the best preetin creation,
compilation, transfer and curatiofBrown 2007).

METHOD STATEMENT

Methodology: a programme of field observation will accuratelgael
the location, extent, and character of any surgvarchaeological
features and/or deposits within the area which ballaffected by the
ground works.

The watching brief will comprise observation duriradl ground

reduction and excavations for the proposed foogjgridnd footpaths,
the systematic examination of any subsoil horizexygosed during the
course of the groundworks, and the accurate reogrddf all

archaeological features and horizons, and any aatef identified
during observation.

Putative archaeological features and/or deposéstified during the
observation of groundworks, together with the immatvicinity of
any such features, will be cleaned by hand, usitigerehoes, shovel
scraping, and/or trowels depending on the subswmilditions and,
where appropriate, sections will be studied andwdraAny such
features will be sample excavated (ie. selectesl g postholes will
normally only be half-sectioned, linear featuredl e subject to no
more than a 10% sample, and extensive layerswiilgre possible, be
sampled by partial rather than complete removal).

During this phase of work, recording will compriaefull description
and preliminary classification of features or mater revealed, and
their accurate location (either on plan and/orisactand as grid co-
ordinates where appropriate). Features will be nm#dnaccurately at
appropriate scales and annotated on to a large-ptah provided by
the Client. A photographic record will be undertalsemultaneously.

A plan will be produced of the areas of groundwosk®wing the
location and extent of the ground disturbance ané or more
dimensioned sections will be produced.

Treatment of finds. all finds will be exposed, lifted, cleaned,
conserved, marked, bagged and boxed in accordaiticeghe United
Kingdom Institute for Conservation (UKI@®irst Aid For Finds 1998
(new edition) and the recipient museum's guidelines

Treasure: any gold and silver artefacts recovered duringcihgrse of
the excavation will be removed to a safe placerapdrted to the local
Coroner according to the procedures relating toltleasure Act, 1996.

For the use of Stobbarts Limited © OA North: May 2010
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3.8

3.9

3.10

Where removal cannot take place on the same workiag as
discovery, suitable security will be employed totpct the finds from
theft.

All identified finds and artefacts will be retad, although certain
classes of building material can sometimes be dischafter recording
if an appropriate sample is retained on advice fribra recipient
museum’s archive curator.

Human Remains. any human remains uncovered will be ligftsitu,
covered and protected. No further investigation wdintinue beyond
that required to establish the date and charaétiredourial. CCCHES
and the local Coroner will be informed immediatelly.removal is
essential, the exhumation of any funerary remaiis require the
provision of a Home Office license, under secti®no® the Burial Act
of 1857. The removal of human remains will be eatrout with due
care and sensitivity under the environmental haaigulations.

Contingency plan: in the event of significant archaeological features
being encountered during the watching brief, dismms will take
place with the Historic Environment Officer or mepresentative, as to
the extent of further works to be carried out. filfther works would
be subject to a variation to this project design. the event of
environmental/organic deposits being present oa, stt would be
necessary to discuss and agree a programme ofopaldeonmental
sampling and or dating with the Historic Environmé&ificer.

REPORT AND ARCHIVE
Report: one bound and one unbound copy of a written syietiheport
will be submitted to the Client, and a further thimpies submitted to

the Cumbria HER within eight weeks of completiomeTreport will
include:

» a front cover to include the planning applicatiammber and the
NGR

* asite location plan, related to the national grid
» the dates on which the fieldwork was undertaken
e aconcise, non-technical summary of the results

* a description of the methodology employed, workarteken and
results obtained

» plans and sections at an appropriate scale, shawetpcation of
features

For the use of Stobbarts Limited © OA North: May 2010
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» other illustrations and photographic plates showasgappropriate,
features of interest or to demonstrate the absehaeschaeological
features.

» adescription of any environmental, finds, or othpecialist work
undertaken, and the results obtained

* the report will also include a complete bibliogrgpbf sources
from which data has been derived.

* a copy of this project design in the appendicesd, iadications of
any agreed departure from that design

4.2  This report will be in the same basic format as thrioject design; a
copy of the report can be provided on CD, if regdir

4.3  Archive: the results of all archaeological work carried wilk form the
basis for a full archive to professional standardsaccordance with
current English Heritage guidelines (Managemenfafhaeological
Projects, 2nd edition, 1991). The production of thrchive will also
follow recommendations ilrchaeological Archives: a guide to the
best practice in creation, compilation, transferdaouration (Brown
2007). The project archive represents the collatiod indexing of all
the data and material gathered during the courgbeoproject. It will
include summary processing and analysis of allufeat finds, or
palaeoenvironmental data recovered during fieldwarkich will be
catalogued by context. All artefacts will be pramss to MAP2
standards and will be assessed by our in-house §ipdcialists.

4.4  The deposition of a properly ordered and indexegept archive in an
appropriate repository is considered an essentidliategral element
of all archaeological projects by the IFA in thaganisation’s code of
conduct. OA North conforms to best practice in fireparation of
project archives for long-term storage. This arehwill be provided in
the English Heritage Centre for Archaeology forraatl a synthesis
will be submitted to the Cumbria HER (the indexthe archive and a
copy of the report). OA North practice is to depdise original record
archive of projects with the County Record Offidéendal. The
material archive (artefacts and ecofacts) will Epabited with an
appropriate museum following agreement with thentli

4.5 Coallation of data: the data generated will be collated and analysed i
order to provide an assessment of the nature gmifisance of the
known surface and subsurface remains within thégdated area. It
will also serve as a guide to the archaeologic&mial of the area to
be investigated, and the basis for the formulatbany detailed field
programme and associated sampling strategy, shioes® be required
in the future.

For the use of Stobbarts Limited © OA North: May 2010
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4.6

4.7

5.1

6.1

6.2

6.3

7.1

7.2

The Arts and Humanities Data Service (AHDS) ontilia¢abase project
Online Access to index of Archaeological Invesiigias (OASIS) will
be completed as part of the archiving phase optbgect.

Confidentiality: all internal reports to the client are designed as
documents for the specific use of the client, fag particular purpose
as defined in the project brief and project desagrd should be treated
as such. They are not suitable for publication Galamic documents
or otherwise without amendment or revision. Any uiegment to
revise or reorder the material for submission @spntation to third
parties beyond the project brief and project des@nfor any other
explicit purpose, can be fulfilled, but will reqaiseparate discussion
and funding.

HEALTH AND SAFETY

OA North provides a Health and Safety Statementfoprojects and
maintains a Unit Safety policy. All site procedue® in accordance
with the guidance set out in the Health and Sa¥dynual compiled by
the Standing Conference of Archaeological Unit Mpara (1997). A
risk assessment will be completed in advance ofaamgite works and
copies will be made available on request to aéinested parties.

WORK TIMETABLE

Archaeological Watching Brief: the duration of this element is
dependant upon the duration of any ground distgrhictivities on the
site, though it is anticipated that this will consgr three days
fieldwork running from the 1214 April 2010.

Report and Archive: a report will be submitted within eight weeks of
the completion of the fieldwork. However, shouldiaterim statement
be required this can be issued within two weeksnzituction must be
received from the client prior to completion of fieddwork.

Written Instruction: OA North can execute projects at very short
notice once written confirmation of commission Haeen received
from the Client. One weeks notice would be suéftito allow the
necessary arrangements to be made to commencasthard inform
CCCHES.

PROJECT MONITORING

Access: liaison for site access during the evaluation Wwél arranged
with the client unless otherwise instructed primrcommencement of
the archaeological investigation.

Whilst the work is undertaken for the client, thistdric Environment
Officer will be kept fully informed of the work anitk results, and will
be notified a week in advance of the commencenmfaiedfieldwork.
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7.3

8.1

8.2

8.3

8.4

Any proposed changes to the project design will dggeed with
CCCHES in consultation with the Client.

STAFFING PROPOSALS

The project will be under the direct managemenRizhard Gregory
(OA North project manager) to whom all corresporageshould be
addressed.

The watching brief will be undertaken by a suitabkperienced OA
North Supervisor or Assistant Supervisor.

Assessment of the finds from the evaluation willunelertaken under
the auspices of OA North’s in-house finds spedi&isristine Howard-
Davis BA MIFA (OA North project officer). Christinbas extensive
knowledge of all finds of all periods from archamgital sites in
northern England. However, she has specialist kedgd regarding
glass, metalwork, and leather, the recording andagament of
waterlogged wood, and most aspects of wetland avitommental
archaeology.

Assessment of any palaeoenvironmental samples whaghbe taken
will be undertaken by Elizabeth Huckerby MSc (OA rtfioproject
officer). Elizabeth has extensive knowledge of gadaeoecology of
the North West through her work on the English tége-funded
North West Wetlands Survey. Assessment of any fawmagerial will

be undertaken by Andrew Bates MSc (OA North progéfiter).
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