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SUMMARY

In March 2008, Oxford Archaeology (OA) carried @ut archaeological
investigation at the Queen’s College, Oxford (NSR 5179 0635) on
behalf of BGS Architects and the College. The ook place in advance
of proposals to construct a new below-ground basgnmerth of the
existing kitchen building, specifically to determinwhether piled
foundations would encounter below-ground structueshains associated
with the medieval college.

The work revealed layers of construction/demolitabebris cut by the
foundation trench and wall forming the NE cornertioé medieval West
Range depicted on historic views. The northern eh@est Range was
equipped with a hearth, and later a possible dogniveserted within the
wall leading to the yard outside. A narrow gardealivand a path were
identified leading to the building, and these areol@ably of later

medieval/early post-medieval date. The northerre lof the medieval
North Range, identified in a previous excavatiorgswconfirmed in

service trenches and trial pits by its robber tren®emolition debris

above the structures and the robber trench dates /19, when the
present North Quadrangle circuit was completed witiew North Range.

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. May 2008 1
X:\Oxford The Queen's College Kitchen Extension¥rts\Eval reportt OXQUEV REPORT BD comments.doc



Oxford Archaeology The Queen’s College, Oxford Kitchen Extension
Archaeological Investigation Report

1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Location and scope of work

1.1.1 In March 2008, Oxford Archaeology (OA) carried aut archaeological investigation
at the Queen’s College, Oxford (NGR SP 5179 0636phehalf of BGS Architects
and the College.

1.1.2 The work was carried out as part of the pre-plagrétage for a below-ground
basement extension to the existing kitchen, and desggned to determine whether
below-ground structures would affect piling opesati for the new building. The
development site is situated north of the existikichen within the North
Quadrangle of the College (Figs 1 and 2).

1.1.3 Following discussions between Joelle Derby of BB8an Durham (Oxford City
Council Archaeologist) and the College, OA prepasedProject Design for an
Archaeological Investigation (OA 2008) for a watadibrief to be conducted during
the excavation of service trenches, and also thavextion of shallow test pits and an
archaeological evaluation trench.

1.2 Geology and topography

1.2.1 The site lies on the second river gravel terrace6atm OD. The area of
archaeological investigation was level and grassid paving at the time of the
investigation.

1.3 Archaeological and historical background

General

1.3.1 Prehistoric and Roman evidence has been identfigtearby sites (e.g. Logic Lane
in University College). The site lies within the Meal medieval town, but in the
eastern part that may have been a secondary adthtibe primary Saxon town.

1.3.2 The medieval town plan in this area has been chibrime the impact of the
foundation of the Queen’s College and New Collegéhorald’s Lane (how New
College Lane) continued through the churchyardtd®&er in the East and extended
as far as the east town wall, with a turning intee€n’s College Lane. The medieval
tenements fronting High Street (presumably esthbtls before the Norman
Conqguest) were long and narrow, extending back ftmrstreet for just over half the
length of Queen’s Lane (as they still do to thetvedsthe College). The individual
tenements are well known from College records aanktbeen mapped by Salter.
These buildings survived in truncated form unté #8th century. The tenements on
Thorald’s Lane are less well understood and theiunblaries have not been
identified, though there is little reason to sumpdisat there were not a continuous
series of houses there in the 12th-13th centutyes@& included what may have been
large town houses belonging to Peter Torold andstbekwell family, and near to St
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133

134

135

1.3.6

1.3.7

1.3.8

Peter's Church was a one-time academic hall wherentonks of Canterbury lived
(Salter,Survey of Oxfordl 960, 151-2).

The site immediately to the west of the Collegerilp was evaluated by OA in 1998
and remains of late Saxon occupation were idedtifeg about 61 m OD (Oxford

City Urban Archaeological Database #407). A suhsatjwatching brief on test pits
here produce no further significant information (GQ201). Excavations and

observations around the perimeter have also pradexidence of earlier street levels
at various depths (UAD ##230, 250, 1157, 1424).

Medjeval Queen’s College

Like many Oxford colleges, the process of the nwtioor actual foundation

becoming a coherent collection of buildings wagadgal one. The site was mostly
acquired between 1340 and 1347 and the fellowhefnew college (founded in
1341) must first have occupied the existing houdfslding of the gatehouse

fronting Queen’s Lane began in 1352, and by the ahnthe century a quadrangle
with a chapel and a hall was completed, but did ymadtencroach upon the High
Street.

The medieval college buildings are well depictedigws drawn by Agas (1577/88)
and Loggan (1675) and in more detail in Loggan&swof the east front (1675 - Fig.
3), while the chapel plan was drawn by Loggan’'silpugichael Burghers. James
Green also drew the last remaining buildings in113ds a conscious antiquarian
record YCH Oxon iij pls at 125 & 139). These all show that the spmateeen the
north range of the quadrangle and New College Laas used for orchards and
gardens (open in 1577 and subdivided by 1675),autduildings on New College
Lane.

The lost college buildings can be generally locdtgdhe presence of the Williamson
Building on Loggan’s view, which still exists. Twey archaeological discoveries
have enabled a more precise location. In 1887 hlapeal foundations were observed
during pipe laying (UAD #1350) and these were fartimvestigated in 1903. In 1987
a trench in the north quadrangle located the outdr of the medieval north range,
and a resistivity survey outlined the west quadieagd the library (Blair itQueen’s
College RecordV1.4 - Dec.1988).

The 1987 trench showed that the north range hadllarcwhile the chapel and
library siting must mean that the return from noréimge to west range must have
passed through the present kitchen and hall.

Post-medieval Queen’s College

The 18th-century rebuilding of Queen’s College stwapay all previous buildings
except the Williamson Building, and gave the calegyrectilinear layout based on
the new High Street frontage. The new buildings ewpartially cellared, with a
narrow wine cellar down the middle of the hall, andellar in the space between the
hall and kitchen, but no cellar beneath the kitcitealf (as confirmed by recent
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explorations). The cellarage is linked to the asllbelow the west range (buttery),
and there is one short return to the north (justtveé the kitchen) which may have
given access for coal or other goods. The celtars stone vaulted, but with
minimum architectural features of note. Therel$® @ crypt beneath the chapel, and
this was uncovered in 1976 when the coffins of frmrovosts were noted (UAD
#743).

Recent archaeological observations

1.3.9

1.3.10

1.3.11

1.3.12

A series of geo-technical test pits (Fig. 2) wereawated in September 2007 to
investigate the foundations for the existing Cadlégtchen (built 1715). Two of the
test pits, excavated adjacent to the outside fa¢heonorthern wall of the kitchen,
were observed and recorded by OA on the 7th andd $@ptember. The test pits
extended to the base of the foundation which 18ymn2.below current ground level

(bgl).

The eastern test pit revealed the east-west aligaastruction trench for the kitchen
wall, which was cut 0.4 m to the north of the foatidn itself and through a
sequence of earlier deposits. This sequence cedsidta silty clay, overlain by a
compacted gravel layer, overlain by another silaycoverlain by a possible mortar
surface, overlain by another silty clay, overlai @& mixed deposit of gravel and
brown clay.

This sequence, found between 1.8 m and 1.2 m lag, wovisionally interpreted as
floors and occupation deposits which may be astmtiaith (and were probably
within) the medieval cellar mentioned above (seetiBe 1.3.7). However, the recent
works (see Section 4 below) indicate that thesesiepare more likely to comprise
possible surface deposits below dumped depositinnvibe robbed out remains of
the western range. Between 1.2 m bgl and the dugrennd level there was a loose,
mortar rich soil and rubble deposit which appearedtiguous with the backfill of
the construction trench and might be interpretedramfill of the cellar, or may be a
general levelling-up deposit associated with the-larth/early-18th century building
programme at the college.

The sequence in the western test pit was not reddrdas much detail but appeared
broadly consistent with that seen to the east. Tdsvthe base of the sequence was a
structure consisting of three limestone blocks (fh5thick, 0.3 m wide, length
undetermined), possibly representing a floor serfacfireplace within the western
range. Excavation ceased in both test pits befloeebase of the sequence was
established.
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2 INVESTIGATION AIMS

2.1.1 The aims of the investigation were to establish theesence/absence of
archaeological deposits (e.g. stone floors/walliaj tmight impede piling work during
construction of the new basement;

2.1.2 To identify any robber trenches associated with Bth century demolition of the
medieval college;

2.1.3 To monitor any below ground work likely to reveatlaaeological deposits of all
periods and to make available the results of thiestigation.

3 INVESTIGATION METHODOLOGY

3.1 Scope of fieldwork

3.1.1 In 2007 geotechnical test pits were excavated ag#ime wall of the existing north
range kitchen. Contexts revealed within these vsemplemented by the excavation
of the 2008 trench (see below).

3.1.2 A watching brief was maintained during the excamatby contractors (Beard) of
deep service trenches (Nos. 1, 2, 4 and 5) aligh8dand E-W.

3.1.3 An evaluation trench was excavated at the suspgatation of the medieval north
and west range walls (Trench 3).

3.2 Fieldwork methods and recording

3.2.1 Topsoil and overburden was removed by mini-excavdtbe trenches were cleaned
by hand and the revealed features/structures weoerded and sampled as
appropriate in order to determine their extent aatlire and to retrieve finds and
environmental samples.

3.2.2 Finds were recovered by hand during the courséhefeixcavation and bagged by
context. Finds of special interest were given aquaismall find number. Palaeo-
environmental material was sampled from appropréatetexts. All archaeological
features were planned and where excavated thdiosearawn at scales of 1:10 or
1:20. All features were photographed using coldiglesand black and white print
film. Recording followed procedures detailed in @A Fieldwork Manual(OAU
1992, ed. D Wilkinson).

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. May 2008 5
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4 RESULTS

4.1 Test Pits (2007)

4.1.1 Two Test Pits excavated against the north facehef gresent kitchen wall are
reported in the background section at the stattisfreport (sections 1.3.9 to 1.3.12 -
not illustrated).

4.2 Service trenches

Trench 1 (Figs 2 and 4)

4.2.1 The trench was aligned N-S leading away from thehaf@cing wall of the present
kitchen (Figs 2 and 4, section 2). Soil layer Mtaming pottery of late 17th century
date, lay beneath limestone debris (4). This layentained 17th-18th century
pottery, CBM dated from the 13th-15th centuries elag pipe dated 1690-1720.

4.2.2 Both layers were cut by a robber trench (6) thad W®5 m wide and 0.6 m + deep.
The trench was filled by sandy gravel and smalkbtone pieces (3), CBM with a
broad date range of the 14th-17th centuries, anh-18th century clay pipe
fragments.

4.2.3 The robber trench represented the line of the eanttwall of the medieval north
range, and continues westward of the basement wirgfisay and wall located in
Blair's excavation of 1987 (Blair, 1988). Turf atapsoil overlay fill 3.

Trench 2 (Figs 2 and 4)

4.2.4 The trench was excavated to the east of Trenchdas aligned N-S. Layer 5 seen
to the west was cut by a robber trench (6), a noation of the medieval north
basement wall alignment (Figs 2 and 4, section 3).

Trench 4 & 5- E-W service trench to east of libnaand N-S return (Figs 2 and 4)

4.2.5 The trench was aligned east - west and dug to thdgc 1.1 m, returning to the
south as Trench 5 (Figs 2 and 4, sections 103 @4)l The earliest deposit in the
trench was a dark grey silty clay, with a occasionartar fragments (16) that was
overlain by a layer of white-yellow mortar and stochips (15), to a depth of 0.1 -
0.24 m. Layer 15 was overlain by a 0.3 m -0.4 roktdyer of dark brown silty clay
with mortar flecks and stone chips (14). Over tais a 0.25 m thick layer of light
yellow-brown mortar and stone chips (20), in turreeerlain by a probable gravel
path (13). The path was overlain by topsoil (10hi@ east of the site, and in the west
end of the trench the path lay beneath a makeygr (49) for a paved path (16/17).

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. May 2008 6
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4.3 Evaluation trench: description of deposits

431

4.3.2

4.3.3

43.4

4.3.5

4.3.6

General

Prior to the excavation of the main trench, TreBcfFig. 2) was excavated to the
west of Service Trench 2, so as to locate the polire the medieval north and west
ranges met. The robber trench (6) seen to the @astnued westward into this
trench, cutting soil layer 5.

Medjeval: the West Range, internal (Figs 5 and Gake 1)

The main evaluation area measured 3.15 m (E-W).B% # (N-S). The earliest
deposit at the base of the trench was a mixed lafyeompact yellow sandy gravel
(133) overlain by a red-brown silty sand with chicflecks and gravel inclusions
(132). Both deposits may have been natural in rigut were disturbed by later
building work.

A single auger hole was drilled in order to esttblihe depth of the natural gravel
from the level of layer 133. Clean natural gravakvidentified 0.2 m below the level
of layer 133 - the gravel was 0.3 m in thicknesslol this was a 0.2 m thick layer of
grey sandy clay that overlay compact natural sand.

In the centre of the trench at the base of thewatin, was a layer of silty clay with
stone inclusions including parts of stone roofstill19); probably construction
debris or demolition material from a previous stae on the site. This deposit was
cut by 117, an east-west aligned construction trefur a large limestone and
sandstone wall (101). The wall was revealed in ptareturn to the south, forming
the corner of the west range. The wall measuredidmt 0.82 m and 0.93 m in
width, with an offset course of stone at the béspossible recess, a chimney base or
small doorway, was noted at the internal cornahefstructure (Fig. 4; Plate 1). The
construction trench for the wall was backfilled hwisoil and stones (118) and
included OXAM fabric pottery with a date range frahe 13th-16th centuries (see
Section 4.4.3).

Within the NE corner of the west range, abuttindl w81, was a compact red-brown
sand layer with mortar flecks and sandstone pi€t&g) some 0.23 m thick, possibly
the remains of a beaten earth floor or make upldter flooring structures and
deposits. Layer 137 was cut by a shallow constactiench (136) into which had
been built an arrangement of pitched sandstonek®I¢t34). The surfaces of the
stones were worn and blackened by fire; a fineysdeposit filled the voids between
the pitched stones. The structure is interprete@ &®arth or part of a fireplace.
Layer 137 had also been cut by an intrusion of omknfunction (138 filled by 139).

The hearth (134) was overlain by a thin soil la§#35) that contained fine ash and
charcoal, which had spread into a void at the aufgdhe hearth where there may
once have been edging stones for the structurdirAsbil layer (126) overlay the

soils below and the remains of the hearth.

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. May 2008 7
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4.3.7 Soil 126 was overlain by a 0.12 m thick yellow-bromortar layer (116) that acted
as a bedding for two stone slabs (125), which aduttall 101; small stones filled
the void between the two slabs. A possible slabhatsame height was seen in
section, and it may have represented a continuaftianslab floor.

Medieval, west range: external yard/garden (Figsbd 6)

4.3.8 Soil horizons 115, then 111 and 114 accumulatedhsgthe external face of wall
101 to the north. These are presumably cultivasioits or old turf lines; layer 114
contained pottery of OXY fabric, dated from thet 16 the 13th centuries. Layers
114 and 111 were cut by a north-south aligned coctédn trench (120) for a 0.3 m
wide sandstone wall (102). The stones were roughalyn and bonded with reddish
brown clay. Wall 102 abutted 101 and appears te@ Hamctioned as a yard divide,
constructed while the north-east corner of the waasge building was still in use.

4.3.9 To the west of garden wall 102 a series of shatitay soil layers accumulated; 113,
with pottery of 13th-15th century date, which lagneath 112; then 121 (containing
CBM dating from the 12th -18th centuries) below 10& 110. Mortar and stone
were mixed with these layers, which perhaps wassalr of repairs to the main
building. Layer 108 was predominately charcoalpnfed by either the burning of
garden waste or possibly the remnants of a codkiagBurnt flints were included in
this deposit.

4.3.10 East of wall 102, soil horizon 129 was cut by allskaconstruction trench (127).
Trench 127 was filled with sand (128), into whicadhbeen set small pitched and
tightly packed sandstones (100). This appears t@ leeen a footpath extending
alongside garden wall 102, extending northwardg] arguably leading to the
possible doorway at the corner of the medievaldinuugj.

18th century demolition evidence (Figs 5 and 6)

4.3.11 Within the west range, stone slab floor 125 wasrlaie by a succession of
interleaved red-brown sand layers with varying amsuof mortar and stone
inclusions (layers 140-144). These deposits irdfiltee NE corner of the former
range at the time of its demolition.

4.3.12 Outside the west range, path 100 was overlain layer of mortar and stone debris
(107 - containing CBM dating from the 12th-18th weies). Layer 107 was cut by
wall robber trench 131 (fill 130), which truncatgdrden wall 102. The rubbley fill
was overlain by demolition deposits 105 and 108edal05 comprised numerous
lenses of material and contained 19th-century pott€BM and 17th- to 18th-
century clay pipe pieces.

4.3.13 At the level of layer 143 within the west range atdhe level of layer 105 within the
garden, the robber trench removing the main wall w@s identified. Robber trench
122 was at least 2 m wide and removed the cornéneobuilding to the south and
west. The backfill of the robber trench compriseahe and mortar (123 and 124) to

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. May 2008 8
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a depth of 0.95 m. 124 contained pieces from a-¢dttury Penn/Chiltern decorated
floor tile.

Post-demolition (Figs 5 and 6)

4.3.14 A thick layer of limestone chippings/waste (104veeed the excavation area and
was probably formed during construction of the remllege buildings in the early-
middle part of the 18th century. This was overlaynthe present topsoil (103) of the
North Quadrangle.

4.4 Finds Summaries

General

4.4.1 The following comprise summaries of the full fingports, which can be found as
Appendices 2to 5

The Pottery by John Cotter (OA)

4.4.2 Atotal of 12 sherds of pottery weighing 234 g. @egcovered from six contexts.
This is all of medieval and post-medieval date. €hadiest piece in the assemblage is
three joining sherds from the sagging base of/agaking pot in Medieval Oxford
ware (OXY) dating ta 1075-1250 (dumped soil 114).

4.4.3 Medieval Brill/Boarstall ware (OXAM) occurs in twdumped deposits (113 and
118) including a dripping pan profile in (118). $hwould have been used for
collecting fat or dripping from spit-roasts. Althgiuthis ware has a broad date range
(c 1200-1600), it is unlikely that the pieces herkobg to the latter part of this range.

4.4.4 The post-medieval wares comprise types commonlyvknfsom Oxford during the
17th-18th centuries.

The Building Material by John Cotter (OA)

4.45 A combined total of 16 pieces of ceramic (CBM) atdne building material (BM)
weighing 9,820 g were recovered from seven cont@u® pieces of worked stone
were also recovered. The assemblage as a wholatiadlie spans the late 12th
century through to the 19th or early 20th centéypart from a medieval decorated
floor tile, which has yet to be exactly paralleledthe region, none of the CBM is
particularly remarkable for a site in central Oxfor

4.4.6 Perhaps the most significant and interesting itsmailarge piece of medieval
decorated floor tile from the fill of a wall robbé&ench (124). This has an eagle
design in white slip under a clear glaze and aaatimon-pink fabric (Plate 2). It is
probably of 14th century date and a product of Benn/Chiltern tileries in
Buckinghamshire, the design appears to form path@fQueens’s College crest and
is not exactly matched in the extensive publishgublbgies of these types (Hohler
1942; Haberly 1937).

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. May 2008 9
X:\Oxford The Queen's College Kitchen Extension¥rts\Eval reportt OXQUEV REPORT BD comments.doc



Oxford Archaeology The Queen’s College, Oxford Kitchen Extension
Archaeological Investigation Report

The Clay Pipe by John Cotter (OA)

4.4.7 The largest number of pieces (including four bovels) from make up deposit 105,
which includes mid and later 17th-century bowl tyjbeit also a stem fragment with a
prominent spur suggesting a late 17th or early t8titury date. The fairly cohesive
date and fresh condition of these pieces is puzationsidering the only pieces of
pottery and tile from this context are of definit@th century date. The pieces from
the other two contexts are also likely to be of [&Tth or early 18th century date.

The Flint by David Mullin (OA)

4.4.8 A total of twenty-three pieces of burnt flint wenecovered from a dumped charcoal
deposit (108). The material recovered consists adtevflakes from the latter stages
of the reduction sequence. The material is notrdiatic, but illustrates prehistoric
(Neolithic to Bronze Age) activity on or near theeswhich has been redeposited in
a later medieval context.

45 Palaeo-environmental remains

General

4.5.1 The following comprise summaries of the full enwvineental reports, which can be
found as Appendices 6 and 7

Charred plant remains by Wendy Smith (OA)

4.5.2 Charcoal layer 108 to the west of garden wall 1G& vanalysed. Only charcoal,
much of which was clearly roundwood, was observethe flot and heavy residue
fractions. No charred plant remains (e.g. seedstsfrnuts) or other ecofacts (e.g.
bone and molluscs) were noted. Those larger fratgrtbat were sufficiently dry to
work with were all tentatively identified as hawthogroup/cherry (POMOIDEAE/
Prunusspp.) type. Drawings of the college by James G(&&H Oxoniii, pls 125
and 139) clearly show parts of this area were éassorchards and gardens in 1751.

The animal bone by Rachel Scales (OA)

4.5.3 Three animal bone fragments were identified witte thid of the Oxford
Archaeology bone reference collection and publisteeds. One chickenGallus
gallug) femur (114), a cattleBps tauru} metatarsal and a fragment of sheep/ goat
(Ovis arieg Capra hircus)maxillus (3) were recovered from medieval soil asfs
associated with the construction of the yard/ gandalls at Queens College.
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5 DISCUSSION

5.1 Archaeology

51.1

51.2

5.1.3

514

5.1.5

Natural sand and gravel was identified by augea depth of 60.06 m, a depth of
2.11 m below the present ground level of the N@tradrangle. The small area of
mixed gravel exposed at the base of the main eticavarea could be disturbed
natural material, possibly a mixture of gravel ahd natural reddish-brown loam
subsoil that usually caps the gravel on Oxfordssitdo deposits dating to the
prehistoric, Roman or Saxon periods were identjflemvever, flint materials found
within a much later garden deposit (108) must wepesited and therefore hint at
prehistoric occupation in the vicinity.

The NE corner of the medieval west range was ifledtduring the works, and the
foundations were seen to cut a layer containingestwof tiles. Properties would
have fronted the High Street prior to the constamcof the college, and it is likely
that the roof tiles derive from an early tenement.

The substantial stonework forming the corner ofNliecorner of the medieval west
range, is certainly forward of the line of the nwmdil north range as extrapolated by
the alignment of the robber trench and the lendtlwall found in the 1987 trial
trench. This matches all the historic views of thést of the college (see Fig. 3 and
also Fig. 7, conjectural reconstruction). The a#levas founded in 1340 and pottery,
dating from the 11th to 13th centuries, from anyesoil layer outside the building
supports this date. Unlike the north range, thetwasge appears to have had no
basement or cellar.

The earliest evidence within the west range indigdhat there was a hearth in the
NE corner, possibly associated with a beaten effotr, although little of either
structure was fully exposed to confirm this. Datfogthese events is scarce, though
the presence of 14th-century decorated floor tilesite might suggest that the floors
were tiled in the early days of the building (PlajeThe hearth appears to have gone
out of use and been overlain by deposits laid fetome slab. It is unclear whether
this indicates that the whole of the building hadtane floor, though traces of a
continuation of stone slabs at a comparable leesewgeen in the opposite section of
the investigation trench (Fig. 4).

There is a suggestion of a recess in the stoneatatle NE corner, very probably for
a doorway, and here a floor slab (or a step?) meeddn situ. The doorway could
have been narrow, perhaps only 0.75 m wide, andpeasibly punched through the
west range wall after the hearth had gone out ef ike date of this operation is
unclear. A possible context for this is the condinn of the Library building that
was added on the west of the North Quadrangle leetwi692 and 1695. This
building might have closed off access to the gasdainthe end of the west range,
requiring a new exit on the east corner.
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5.1.6 A stone path was laid against the corner of the vaagye wall (101) and also beside
a narrow garden wall (102) extending away from iti@n building. The path may
have led to the doorway, or possibly continued adothe perimeter of the north
range.

5.1.7 ltis also possible that the stone slabs and rdoes®ed the base of a chimney breast,
however Loggan’s view of the west range (Fig. 79veh a single chimney in the
central part of the western range’s gable end. uthe distance involved, it is
unlikely that an eastern chimney base would hankeetl up with this structure.

5.1.8 The conjectured western extent of the medieval waegge is shown on Fig. 7, which
is based on the present investigations, the reefiltise 2007 test pits, Blair's 1987
trench and work in 1903 that located the west dntie medieval chapel. This plan
is based on Blair’s interpretation (Blair, 1988).

5.1.9 Historical records tell us that in 1719 the medieval north range was swept away,
presumably with the west range. A new north rangs wonstructed on a slightly
different alignment and the Williamson Building arded to complete the North
Quadrangle circuit as it appears today.

5.1.10 Thick layers of fine limestone, towards the toptled sequence, noted in the service
trenches and in the larger excavation area, coelddbris left by masons working
stone on site for the new college buildings ine¢hdy part of the 18th century (Brian
Durham pers comm.).

5.2 Depth below ground of structural remains

5.2.1 The top of the west range wall 101 was revealedidset 0.8 m and 1.2 m below the
present ground level, given the varying height lewd the surviving stonework after
demolition. The adjacent path structure (100) aadgn wall (102) survive at a
comparable level, and in places highe0(7 m below ground level).

5.2.2 The limited nature of the investigation means tltaiis unclear whether the
demolition and robbing of the structures, was edrtio this depth consistently over
the area where the planned basement is to be aotedr

5.2.3 Further investigation would be required to identiffnether the west range was
equipped with a stone floor, or for any further derice of the medieval tiles
recovered from later demolition deposits. Howewsty floor would survive above
the base of the proposed new kitchen basement.
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APPENDICES

APPENDIX 1 ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONTEXT INVENTORIES

Table A.1.1 Service trenches

Context| Trench | Type | Width | Depth | Comments Finds Date
(m) (m)
1 Service | Layer| - 0.15 Sandy gravel beneath
trench 1 topsoil
2 Service | Layer| - 0.1 Broken limestone and
trench 1 sand
3 Service | Fill - 0.6+ Fill of robber trench § CBM/clay 17th-18thC
trench 1, tobacco pipe
2
4 Service | Layer 0.45 Broken limestone andPot/CBM/clay 1690-1720
trench sand tobacco pipe
1,2
5 Service | Layer 0.22+| Soil layer pot 1650-170d
trench
1,2
6 Service | Cut 1.95 0.6+ Robber trench,
trench 1, continuation of
2&3 Blair's trench, 1987
7 Trench 3| Layer 0.4+ | Soil cut by robber
trench 6
8 Trench 3| Layer 0.3+ Limestone fill of 6
9 Not
Used
10 Trench 4| Layel| Topsoil
11 Trench 4| Cut Modern service
trench
12 Trench 4| Fill Fill of 11
13 Trench 4| Layel] Gravel surface/path
14 Trench 4| Layel Construction debris
15 Trench 4| Layel Construction debris
16 Trench 4| Layel Construction debris
17 Trench 4| Layel Paving stones
18 Trench 4| Layel| Make up for 17
19 Trench 4| Layel| Make-up for 17
20 Trench 4| Layel Construction debris
© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. May 2008 13
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Table A.1.2 Main trench

Ctx |Type Width (m) [Thick/Depth (m|Comments Finds Date
100 Layer 0.6 0.0B Pitched stone path
101 Structure 0.9 0[7 NE corner wall west range
102 Structure 0.3 0.15 Yard wall, sandstone
103 Layer 0.3 Topsoil in N. Quad
104 Layer 0.24 Mortar construction debris
105 Layer 0.4 Make up layer Pot/CBWBthC
[clay
tobacco
pipe
106 Layer 0.22 Mortar demolition/construction debris
107| Layer 0.2 Construction material over wall 110 BM 2L18th
108l Layer 0.15 Charcoal fire debris flint
109 Void . . -
110 Layer 0.0y Clay material from wall construction
111 Layer 0.06 Garden sail, cut by wall 102/120
112 Layer 0.12 Mortar btw walls 101 & 102
113 Layer 0.2 Soil layer btw walls 101/102 Pot/CBM 13HC
114 Layer 0.16 Soil layer btw walls 101/102 1075
1250
115 Layer 0.05 Soil layer btw walls 101/102
116| Layer 0.12 Mortar and sand bedding for slabs 125
117/ Cut 1.5 0.1B Foundation trench for wall 101
118 Fill - 0.0 Fill of trench 117 pot 13th-
16thC
119 Layer 0.08 Clay layer incl. Stone roof tile
120 Cut 0.02 Construction cut for wall 102
121 Layer 0.24 Clay layer incl. Stone roof tile BM L12-
18thC
122/ Cut 1.04 Robber trench from C14 college wal
123 Fill - 0.94 Fill within 122
124 Fill - 0.1 Primary infill of robber trench 122 CBM ig: )
125 Layer 1 0.0B Stone slab floor
126| Layer 0.08 Soil and charcoal over 135
127 Cut 0.08 Foundation cut for pitched stones 100
128 Layer 0.08 Bedding for 100, in 127
129 Layer 0.2} Soil over 102
130 Fill - 0.2 Fill of robber trench 131
131 Cut 0.238 Robber trench from C14 college wal
132 Layer Soil at base of excavation
133 Layer ?redeposited natural gravel
134 Structure - 0.12 Pitched stones, blackened - ptebab
hearth
135 Layer Soil over stones 135
136| Cut 0.14 Construction cut for hearth 134
137 Layer 0.28 Floor make up butting wall 101
138 Cut 0.08 Cut of unknown function through 137
139 Fill - 0.09 Fill of 138
140 Layer 0.1 Demolition material C18
141 Layer 0.06 Demolition material C18
142 Layer 0.18 Demolition material C18
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Type Width (m) [Thick/Depth (m|Comments Finds Date
143 Layer 0.1¥ Demolition material C18
144 Layer 0.06 Demolition material C18, fills void in
wall 101

APPENDIX 2  POTTERY
by John Cotter (OA)

Introduction and methodology

A total of 12 sherds of pottery weighing 234 g. &egcovered from six contexts. This is all
of medieval and post-medieval date. All the potteas examined and spot-dated during the
present assessment stage.

For each context the total pottery sherd count amight were recorded on an Excel
spreadsheet, followed by the context spot-date Wwidcthe date-bracket during which the
latest pottery types in the context are estimatetiadve been produced or were in general
circulation. Comments on the presence of datalppesywere also recorded, usually with
mention of vessel form (jugs, bowls etc.) and arlgep attributes worthy of note (eg.
decoration etc.).

Date and nature of the assemblage

The pottery assemblage is in a fresh but fragmgmandition. A dripping pan profile was
recovered from context (118). Ordinary domestidgrgttypes are represented. The pottery is
described in detail in the spreadsheet and sumethbislow.

The earliest piece in the assemblage is threenjgisherds from the sagging base of a
jar/cooking pot in Medieval Oxford ware (OXY) datino ¢ 1075-1250 (context 114).
Medieval Brill/Boarstall ware (OXAM) occurs in twoontexts (113 and 118) including a
dripping pan profile in (118). This would have baeed for collecting fat or dripping from
spit-roasts. Although this ware has a broad datgedc 1200-1600) it is unlikely that the
pieces here belong to the latter part of this range

Likewise the post-medieval wares comprise typesmonty known from Oxford during the
17th-18th centuries. The composition of the assagebhs a whole is typical of many sites in
Oxford and is fairly unremarkable. The dripping pauggests a connection with cooking
areas but otherwise the assemblage is too smaltaw any wide-ranging conclusions. In
view of the small size and mixed nature of the addage, no further work is recommended.
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Table A.2.1 Pottery by context and spot date

Ctx Spot-date Sherds | Wt (g) Comments
4| L17-18C 1 3| Bs English tin-glazed earthenware digh it
horiz blue line. Yellow fabric. Fresh
5| ¢1650-1700 4 76 Bs brown-glazed Border ware mug t-p850? Bs

Brill redware or more likely Border redware jar/jug
with ext copper-green glaze. Rim green-glazed
Border ware dish. Bs Frechen German stoneware

jug. All fresh

105| 19C 1 31 Base Staffs white blue transfer-printsti di
(WHEW). Fresh

113 | 13-15C? 1 23 OXAM Brill/Boarstall jug pad base vpper-green
glaze. Fresh. Full date range ¢1200-1600

114 | ¢1075-1250 3 26 OXY Medieval Oxford ware. 1 vesfidg sherds
from sagging base of cook pot. Sooted

118 | 13-16C? 2 75 1 vess. OXAM dripping pan profile. 8thadense

fabric with yellow glaze on floor & lower walls int
Fresh. Slight sooting ext & partly over break. Full
date range ¢1200-1600

TOT 12 234

APPENDIX 3  CERAMIC BUILDING MATERIAL AND STONE
by John Cotter (OA) and Ruth Shaffrey (OA)

Introduction and methodology

A combined total of 16 pieces of ceramic (CBM) atohe building material (BM) weighing
9820 g were recovered from seven contexts and stdahfior identification. These are of
medieval and post-medieval date. All this matewak examined and spot-dated during the
present assessment stage in a similar way to therpoComplete dimensions and other
useful measurements were recorded when presentséed, the dating of broken fragments
of building material is an imprecise art and spated derived from them are necessarily
broad and should therefore be regarded with caulibe manufacturing date of a roof tile,
for example, may be several centuries earlier tharcontext it was eventually discarded in,
depending on how long the tile remained in use.

Date and nature of the assemblage

Most pieces are fairly large and fresh. Only onehef ceramic pieces (context 113) shows
considerable wear. The assemblage as a whole f@igspans the late 12th century through
to the 19th or early 20th century. Individual olge@re described in some detail in the
spreadsheet and summarised below within their maatmoup.

Ceramic Building Material (CBM)

This comprises 6 pieces weighing 895 g. The assagehik divided into types of floor tile
and types of roof tile. The low presence of pladofrtile is notable. Perhaps the most
significant and interesting item is a large pietenedieval decorated floor tile from context
(124). This has an eagle design in white slip uraletear glaze and a sandy salmon-pink
fabric. It is probably of 14th century date and raduct of the Penn/Chiltern tileries in
Buckinghamshire. The design is part of the Que&uvdiege crest, and it is not exactly
matched in the extensive published typologies es¢htypes (Hohler 1942; Haberly 1937).
The only other notable thing about it is its susjpryly fresh condition. The other two pieces
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of floor tile are plain unglazed quarry tiles. Oiseof uncertain medieval or ?early post-
medieval date (context 3) while the other is ofhl8t early 20th century date (context 105)
in keeping with the single sherd of pottery froristbontext. Roof tiles comprise two pieces
of medieval ridge tile (contexts 4 and 105), orezgtl and one unglazed, and one worn piece
of medieval plain flat roof tile (113).

Stone Building Material (BM)

This comprises 10 pieces weighing 8925 g from taatexts (107 and 121). These represent
a minimum of nine stone roofing tiles that are présas large fresh pieces, in one or two
cases complete or nearly complete. None shows magdef mortar although some show
limey percolation deposits from years of exposuned aeathering, although none shows
evidence of marked exposure or wear. They are ynos$threy or yellowish limestone of
various grades, roughly hewn, although one apfeds in fine grey sandstone. Most appear
to be of rectangular or sub-rectangular shape, ginigbwith a rounded upper end with a
centrally placed, neatly bored, circular nail hd#easurable widths are in the range 160-200
mm. Lengths are in the range 180-290+ mm, but tdmgdst examples are incomplete.
Thicknesses vary from 11 to 25 mm with the lattéckness being fairly common. Nail holes
are 9-11 mm in diameter. One smaller tile is rougbardrop-shaped with the nail hole at the
narrower end. This had a length of 210 mm, widthlé® mm and is 20 mm thick. Size
variability is common in stone tiles as differeitesl tiles were made for different areas of
the roof, with the smallest at the top and thedat@t the bottom. Traditionally stone roofing
tiles or ‘slates’ of this type are said to comenirohe Stonesfield quarries in north-west
Oxfordshire. Their use in Oxfordshire is documenfiein the late 12th up until the early
19th century.

Recommendations

Apart from the medieval decorated floor tile, whighs yet to be exactly paralleled in the
region, none of the CBM is particularly remarkalite a site in central Oxford. The
decorated floor tile has been adequately recordddohotographed and should be published
at some future date.
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Table A.3.1 Ceramic Building Material

Ctx

Spot-date

Mat

Sherds

Wt (9)

Comments

3

14-17C?

CBM

1

99

Edge frag unglazed ?quarry tile.lzr&sange-red
slightly sandy fabric with grey core. Knifed
vertical edge. Wiped ?upper surface, shaved
underside. 19mm thick. Might be purely mediev
Penn/Chiltern?

?

=5

13-15C

CBM

40

Apex angle from a glazed ridge tipparently of
simple angled form. Fresh. Light orange sandy
fabric (Fabric I1IB?) with ext clear glaze with dar
green streaks

105

19-
E20C?

CBM

179

Edge frag modern-looking grey overfired
floor/quarry tile. Unglazed, industrial-looking it
modern-looking white mortar adhering. Fresh.
18mm thick. Also 1x frag end-edge early-type
ridge tile in unglazed oolitic limestone-tempered
brown fabric (Fabric IB) prob 13C, fairly fresh.
Trace of 'pinched' depression from base of cres
just visible. 15mm thick

t

107

L12-18C

BM

2968

Fresh frags min 3 stone roof tiem yellowish
limestone & 1 in fine grey sandstone or fine san
grey limestone. Latter tile with complete small s
triangular/trapezoidal outline Length 180mm,
Width (at lower end) c160mm (est), at top
¢110mm, Thick 25mm, with single circular bore
nailhole at top centre, diam 9mm. Second tile (2
joining) = complete lower end in granular
limestone Width 243mm, Thick 20mm. Third tile
in coarse shelly limestone - broken but poss
lozenge shaped w circ nailhole at top, max widt
(complete) 215mm, Thick 25mm, nailhole 11mn

dy
b

—

113

13-14C

CBM

28

Worn body frag orange-pink firingid chalk-
flecked early roof tile (Fabric VII), unglazed. Ma
20mm thick

X

121

L12-18C

BM

5957

Fresh frags min prob 6 stone tites in grey &
yellowish limestone, coarse and fine. Only 2 ha
circ nailholes surviving. 1 of these in coarse Ishe
yell limestone, teardrop-shaped, Length 210mm

Width 160mm, Thick 20mm, nailhole diam 10mm.

Other tile w nailhole diam 10mm in fine grey
limestone, Thick 25mm, prob sub-rectang w
central nailhole at top, complete width 147mm,
180mm-+. Another tile in coarse grey shelly
limestone, large sub-rectang, complete Width
190mm, Length 290+mm, Thick 25mm. Anothe
tapering large sub-rectang tile in fine grey
limestone, complete Width 200mm, Length

280+mm, Thick 11-17mm, laminar splitting. Final

tile also in fine grey limestone, large rectangular
complete Width 165mm, Length 245+mm, Thick
15mm

e
I

124

14C

CBM

549

Two-thirds complete decorated floler. fresh.
Prob Penn/Chiltern product. Pink-buff (or salmo
pink) sandy fabric with occasional coarse pellet
of cream pipeclay and occas cream pipeclay fin
streaking, also moderate finer red clay pellets al
occas streaks. Sanded underside. Sides only v

slightly bevelled, fresh unchipped. Tile broken
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Ctx | Spot-date| Mat Sherds | Wt (g) Comments

horizontally across the square and at right angles
relative to axis of the design with 2 corners 'uppe
surviving. Width 132mm, Thickness 23-25mm.
Printed design (upper 2/3 only survive) of eagle
with outstretched wings and right-facing beak.
Parts of corner quatrefoils and parallel outlines p
fillers outside these. Design in thin white slip
under uneven clear glaze - glossy in places, paichy
elsewhere. Design not exactly matched in local
typologies incl Hohler 1942 & Haberly 1937,
therefore rare. Photgraph taken

TOT 16 9820

Worked Stone
by Ruth Shaffrey (OA)

Two pieces of stone were retained. The stone wasnieed with the aid of a x10
magnification hand lens. Both pieces of stone aoeked and are types of Jurassic shelly
limestone. One is a narrow rectangular roof-stdrid). The other is of similar working to a
roof-stone but is rather thick and may have beererappropriate as a wall course or a floor
stone, although it shows no evidence of having hessu for either (107). The assemblage
has no real potential and no further work is recemded.

Table A.3.2. Worked Stone by context

Ctx| Descrip Notes Size Wt (g)| Lithology
107]| Slab Thick slab. Looks like roof stone but seembleasures 2200 Fine grained
too thick for this. Perhaps intended for use{42mm max well cemented
a wall course or in a floor. thickness shellly
limestone
121| Roof- Narrow rectangular roofstone. One large |Measures 1603 Well cememtefd
stone corner and top missing so presumably this|s310 x 200 x shelly
where the perforation was. 28mm limestone

APPENDIX4  CLAY PIPE
by John Cotter (OA)

Eight pieces of clay pipe weighing 69 g were receddrom three contexts. These have been
catalogued and spot-dated in a similar way to titeepy though in slightly more detail. Bowl
shapes have been compared to those published tr&mb®’'s, Oxford (Oswald 1984).

Three stem and five bowl pieces are present inatuttiree complete bowls. These are all
plain and unmarked although most pieces are wethibled and thick stemmed suggesting a
fairly early date.

The largest number of pieces (including four bovas from context (105) which includes
mid and later 17th-century bowl types but also emstfragment with a prominent spur
suggesting a late 17th or early 18th century dette. fairly cohesive date and fresh condition
of these pieces is puzzling considering the onbc@s of pottery and tile from this context
are of definite 19th century date. The pieces ftbenother two contexts are also likely to be
of late 17th or early 18th century date.
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Table A.4.1 Clay pipes by context and date

Ctx Spot- Stem Bowl Mouth Tot Tot Comments
date sherds Wt
3| 17-18C 1 0 0 1 3 Stem bore (SB) c2mm. Fresh.

Good quality burnish - prob
17C to mid 18C?

4 | c1690- 1 1 0 2 10| Fresh bowl frag with

17207 complete small circular heel
well burnished. Probably as
Oswald 1984 fig. 51.C. SB @
bowl and separate stem
c2mm. Bowl heat-scorched

—+

ext
105 | c1675- 1 4 0 5 56| 3x complete fresh 17C bowls
17257 incl stubby spurred barrel-

shaped type as Oswald 1984
fig. 51.B ¢1650-90 & similar
but sleeker bowl, both well
burnished. 1x slightly worn
earlier bowl with stubby spur
€1640-60 (national
typology). 1x early prominent
spurred type lacking bowl bu
with thick burnished stem -
prob L17C/E18C - spot-date
based on this. All SBs c2mn
or slightly greater

—

TOT 3 5 0 8 69

APPENDIX5  FLINT ASSESSMENT
By David Mullin (OA)

A total of twenty-three pieces of burnt flint wenezovered from a single context (108). The
flint is generally in a poor condition having besxtensively burnt and shattered and
assessment of raw materials was not possible,adilee tburnt nature of the flint.

Table A.5.1: Flint by context
Context No. |Description Raw Material
108 23 burnt flint chipg Not visible

The material recovered consists of waste flaka®s fitee latter stages of the reduction
sequence. The material is not diagnostic, buttitites prehistoric (Neolithic to Bronze Age)
activity on or near the site, which has been rediégd in a later medieval context. The
assemblage is heavily burnt, but the small quastitecovered limit the interpretation of the
material beyond illustrating a human presence Hering the earlier prehistoric period.
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APPENDIX 6  ENVIRONMENTAL DATA
By Dr Wendy Smith (OA)

Introduction

One bulk soil sample was collected from a subsaholiarcoal layer located to the west of
garden wall 102, which is believed to be of medievaost-medieval date. Assessment was
carried out in order to establish:

e if charred plant remains (including charcoal) wemesent and of
interpretable value

« if the charred plant remains might provide inforimaton agricultural
practice

» if the charcoal might provide information on fuesleu

« if charred plant remains might provide information patterns rubbish
disposal on site

» if other classes of environmental remains (e.gnahbone, charcoal or
molluscs) are also present.

Method

The soil sample collected was 10 L in volume and waocessed by flotation using a
modified Siraf flotation machine for the recoveryalarred plant macrofossils. Flots were
sieved to 0.25 mm and heavy residues were retamad.5mm mesh. Heavy residues were
sorted by eye, but did not contain environmentalai@s apart from charcoal. The author
rapidly scanned the flot and heavy residue matewiihg a low-power binocular microscope
at a magnification of x12.5. Identification of cbaal to an individual genus or group was
made at x40 magnification, based on the trans\aston, only using existing breaks. Only
a small sub-sample of charcoal was scanned. Radiatangential features on the charcoal,
which would require higher powers of magnificatiarere not examined for this evaluation.
As a result, wood charcoal identifications shou& deen as an indication of whether the
assemblage is varied. Identification of dried-auatterlogged wood was not attempted for
this assessment, largely because the transversienseexamined were too abraded for
general characterisation. Comparative material m@sconsulted for charcoal and other
plant macrofossil identifications during this asseent. As a result, all of the identifications
presented here should be seen as highly provisional

Results

The evaluation results for charred plant remainsl(iding charcoal) from the charcoal layer
to the west of garden wall 102 (sample 1, contéd®)lat Queen’'s College, Oxford is
presented in Table 1. Only charcoal, much of whiels clearly roundwood, was observed in
the flot and heavy residue fractions. No chardedtremains (e.g. seeds, fruits, nuts, etc.) or
other ecofacts (e.g. bone and molluscs) were nokdamenclature for indigenous plant taxa
follows Stace (1997).

The flot was still relatively damp at the time asassment, but clearly was entirely charcoal,
most of which was remarkably well preserved. THasger fragments that were sufficiently
dry to work with were all tentatively identified dmawthorn group/ cherry (POMOIDEAE/
Prunusspp.) type. The >10 and 10-2mm heavy residudifras were fully dry at the time of
this evaluation and all charcoal examined fromhkavy residue was also hawthorn group/
cherry (POMOIDEAE/Prunus spp.) type. Most of the fragments were clearlgnir
roundwood; some of which were >5 cm in diameter.
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Potential

Sample 1 (context 108 to the west of garden waR)1l€ontains abundant remains of

charcoal, primarily from roundwood, which all appé¢a be from hawthorn group/ cherry

(POMOIDEAE/ Prunus spp.) type taxa. Drawings of tbdege by James Greev@H Oxon

iii, pls 125 & 139) clearly show parts of this areaevim use as orchards and gardens in
1751.

It seems plausible that the use of this area asr@mard was of longstanding. Roundwood
charcoal may represent pruning debris from a garderorchard, something which is
traditionally disposed of through burning, usuallythe immediate vicinity of a garden/
orchard. Confirmation of this hypothesis would uieg full analysis of the recovered
charcoal as well as an AMS C14 date, if no othesimaeof dating the deposit were available.
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Table A.6.1: Charred plant remains from a medielarcoal layer (context 108)

=
o
8
i 3|8
= Q c (@]
= = 3 IS @ 2|
o 3 S = 9 a| >
= : s K < 3 T |
o X <@ o o | © o % = c ol
s | O =% > c |l | B 5| 0 = =) < s
|8 5| 5 |E|2|8|£|5| & |5 5 5 23
o | O | Feature Type | Date | & i 0lol=2|16lm &) S | Comments on CPR ) T ol
1 (108|charcoal layer |? Med |10L | 4340 ml - - - - -l A+ -|ca. 10% of flot C N| Al Y
within soil scanned - appears to
layers accumu- all be hawthorn group
lated to the (POMOIDEAE) or
west of wall possibly cherry/
102 blackthorn (Prunus
spp.) type charcoal. A
great deal of
roundwood (some
quite large sized)
present. No charred
plant remains other
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assessed as POOR.
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APPENDIX 7  THE ANIMAL BONE
By Rachel Scales (OA)

Three animal bone fragments were identified withaid of the Oxford Archaeology bone
reference collection and published texts. One @rid&allus gallug femur (114), a cattle
(Bos tauru¥ metatarsal and a fragment of sheep/ gOatq arieg Capra hircus)maxillus (3)
were recovered from medieval soil deposits assediadth the construction of the yard/

garden walls at Queens College (Table below).

Table A.7.1. Bones by quantity and context.

Ctx Feature Type Species Element

3 Fill of robber trench 6 Sheep/ Goat Maxillary bone
113 Soil layer between walls 101/102 Cattle Metatarsal
114 Soil layer between walls 101/102 Chicken Femur

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. May 2008
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APPENDIX 9 SUMMARY OF SITE DETAILS

Site name:TheQueen’s College, Oxford. Kitchen Extension

Site code:OXQUCK 08

Grid reference: SP 5179 0635

Type of investigation: Evaluation and watching brief

Date and duration of project: March 2008, 2 weeks

Area of site: 0.2 ha.

Summary of results: Layers of construction/demolition debris cut by thendation trench
and wall forming the NE corner of the medieval Weanhge depicted on historic views. The
northern end of West Range was equipped with alhead later a possible doorway
inserted within the wall leading to the yard outsiéh narrow garden wall and a path were
identified leading to the building and these armabably of later medieval/early post-
medieval date. The northern line of the medievathN®ange identified in a previous
excavation was confirmed in service trenches aatits by its robber trench. Demolition
debris above the structures and the robber treatdsdo around 1719, when the present
North Quadrangle circuit was completed with a neavthN Range.

Location of archive: The archive is currently held at OA, Janus Housaey Mead,
Oxford, OX2 OES, and will be deposited with Oxfdrite County Museums Service in due
course, under the following accession number: OX@AG8.26
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Plate 1: West Range wall 101, step/stone floor 125 and hearth 134, top left. Looking west

Plate 2: 14th century decorated floor tile from context 124



