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SUMMARY

NJL Consulting, on behalf of RREEF (UK) Ltd, obtaghplanning permission for

demolition and subsequent redevelopment of Blocicétred on NGR SK 3514

8665) and Block 11 (centred on NGR SK 3519 8665 Moor, Sheffield, as part of
a more extensive redevelopment. Permission wadegramith a planning condition

requiring a programme of archaeological work (ref ©6/04145/FUL) that would

need to be undertaken as a prerequisite to redawelat in both of these areas to
determine any necessary mitigation strategy.

NJL Consulting appointed CgMs to undertake anahiirchaeological appraisal of
both Blocks 6 and 11, carried out in 2007, whiclnio there to be little activity on the
site prior to the eighteenth century, apart frohata medieval deer-park bounded by
oak paling. It is suspected that the boundary ligg tleer-park ran along the line of
Porter Street, potentially a route of some antiquithich originally ran in a north-
west/south-east direction across Block 11. Unglltte eighteenth century the area of
land covered by Blocks 6 and 11 was largely undgetl, forming part of ‘Little
Sheffield Moore’ from wherein it gradually becammearporated into the evolving
industrial city of Sheffield. Based on the findingSthe appraisal, a further intrusive
phase of archaeological investigation was agreeth vihe South Yorkshire
Archaeological Service (SYAS) in order to assess impact of the proposed
development on any surviving below-ground archagiold remains and, thereatfter,
formulate a mitigation strategy. Consequently, @dfArchaeology North (OA
North) were commissioned by CgMs, on behalf ofrtieéent, to undertake this work.
This investigation was undertaken in two separageses; an archaeological watching
brief was initially maintained during removal of ethextant foundations and
hardstanding over Block 11, followed by an operaag&cavation and trenching in
late 2007; archaeological trial trenching in Bldck July 2009.

The investigation of both blocks identified six joels of activity relating to the
history and development of this part of Sheffidltle earliest of these periods appears
to encompass pre-industrial activity, in the foritwo potentially early ditches in
Block 11. Although these features had been sevémahgated, and only survived in a
limited number of areas, it appears that they raralfel to each other and were
aligned approximately north-east/south-west. Unifuately, the precise date of these
features could not be ascertained, although they pmobably of pre-eighteenth-
century date. It is, therefore, possible that timayy represent features associated with
the late medieval deer-park boundary thought tssthis area. This interpretation is
strengthened, to some degree, as one of theseslitah along the approximate line
of Porter Street, which is suspected to followltbhendary of this medieval enclosure.
Alternatively, due to the absence of any dateabltenal contained within the
ditches, these features might also conceivably forenremains of a later phase of
agricultural enclosure, dating to the post-mediguaiiod. If this was the case they
might, therefore, relate to former field boundaf@snd to the east of Porter Street.

The remaining periods of activity observed duringavation, Periods 2-6, date to
between the late eighteenth and twentieth centufieese include the remains of a
possible late eighteenth-century industrial prem{&®eriod 2); a late eighteenth-/early
nineteenth-century public house (Globe Tavern) dochestic dwellings (Period 3);

nineteenth-century domestic dwellings (Periods d %)) and a mid-twentieth-century

For the use of CgMs © OA North: September 2009
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industrial works (Period 6). The remains from Pési®-6 can all be related to the
evidence obtained from the historic map sequeneginhing with from Fairbank’s
maps of 1787 and 1808, through to the nineteenthtaentieth century Ordnance
Survey maps, and reflect the initial expansion aoddsequent modification of the
industrial city of Sheffield.

For the use of CgMs © OA North: September 2009
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1. INTRODUCTION

11

111

1.1.2

1.1.3

CIRCUMSTANCES OF PROJECT

NJL Consulting, on behalf of RREEF (UK) Ltd, obtagh planning
permission (ref 06/04145/FUL) for demolition andsequent redevelopment
of Block 6 (centred on NGR SK 3514 8665) and Blddk(centred on NGR
SK 3519 8665), The Moor, Sheffield (Fig 1), as pairta more extensive
development. Permission was granted with a planoorglition requiring a
programme of archaeological work in both of thegeaa to provide
information on the nature, extent and survival 0§ delow-ground remains
to inform the requirements for any necessary niitga

NJL Consulting appointed CgMs as archaeological sgttants, who
undertook an initial archaeological appraisal ofhbBlocks 6 and 11 (CgMs
2007). Based on the findings, the South Yorkshireh&eological Service
(SYAS), who act as the archaeological curatorsti@ City of Sheffield,
advised that a further intrusive phase of archapcdb investigation was
necessary in order to assess the requirements rfatigation strategy. The
scope and remit of this work was detailed in a spaCgMs specification
for each block, which were subsequently approve@®®BAS (Appendices 1
and?2).

Oxford Archaeology North (OA North) were commissdnby CgMs to
undertake the archaeological fieldwork required lfoth Blocks 6 and 11.
The archaeological fieldwork relating to Block 1lsvundertaken between
October and December 2007, whilst the Block 6 fielck was completed
during July 2009.

For the use of CgMs © OA North: September 2009
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2. METHODOLOGY

21

211

2.2

221

2.2.2

2.3
23.1

PROJECT SPECIFICATION

CgMs issued a separate project specification feh ddock, in consultation
with SYAS, for appropriate programmes of intrusivrchaeological
investigation in advance of redevelopmeApigendices Iand 2). OA North
carried out the programme of archaeological worlagcordance with these
specifications, in order to fulfil the requiremerds the planning condition.
The fieldwork took the form of an archaeologicaltetaeng brief and open-
area excavation, together with some trenchingdace the area of excavation
in Block 11, and archaeological trial trenchingBlock 6. This work was also
consistent with the relevant standards and proesdonovided by the Institute
for Archaeologists (IfA 1994a, 1994b, 1995b; revtieds 2008), and the IfA
code of conduct (1995a, rev 2008).

AIMSAND OBJECTIVES

The first stage of intrusive investigation was witlBlock 11, wherein the
overriding aim was to determine the presence ofsagmificant archaeological
structures, features or deposits. The first stage o monitor the removal of
the ground slab and foundations to ensure thataanlgaeological remains
disturbed during this process were recorded. Tlogegtr brief specified that,
with regard to any nineteenth-century remains eggaduring the course of
the excavation, priority should be given to theestgation of workshop-
related activity, and to the investigation of flagurfaces associated with the
domestic use of the site. Consequently, this lemllByge open-area excavation
of the site (Figs 2-3).This was followed by a paogme of targeted trial
trenching in an attempt to locate any surviving aema of a late medieval
deer-park boundary thought to traverse Block 14 maduce the size of the
open-area excavation.

Based on the previous phase of work, the aim facBI6 was to further

determine the presence or absence of any signifaxahaeological structures,
features or deposits through a programme of treaddhing. The results of an
earlier programme of geotechnical investigation siagigested that, within this
area, significant reductions in ground level haduoed during the mid

twentieth century that may have truncated or dgstiobelow-ground

archaeological remains.

WATCHING BRIEF

An initial archaeological watching brief was unaéen in Block 11 to
observe the mechanical stripping of the modern-stadding and floor slab
present across this area. The programme of fiedgroltion was designed to
record accurately the location, extent and charactke any surviving
archaeological features and/or deposits exposeadglthre groundworks. The
work also comprised the systematic examination f aubsoil horizons

For the use of CgMs © OA North: September 2009
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2.3.2

2.3.3

24

241

24.2

2.5
251

2.5.2

exposed during the course of the groundworks, amydaatefacts identified
during observation.

A daily record of the nature, extent and depths gopdbundworks was
maintained throughout. All archaeological contewtsre recorded on OA
North’s pro-formasheets, using a system based on that of the Erdéstage

Centre for Archaeology. A monochrome and colowtesfphotographic record
was maintained throughout and, where appropriataeled profiles were
produced of archaeological features at a scale26f. 1

During the course of the watching brief it becanppaaent that extensive
nineteenth-century remains survived across the Alteough it was apparent
that these largely corresponded with the featulesea on historic Ordnance
Survey (OS) mapping, the remains found in the eagtertion of the site were
fully exposed by open-area excavation (Seetion 2.4below).

EXCAVATION

An area measuring approximately 80m by 25m wasy fakposed, mainly
across the north and eastern side of Block 11loviatig the findings of the
initial watching brief. This phase of excavationitially employed a
mechanical excavator to remove demolition depositl. archaeological
deposits and structural remains were cleaned mignisatiefine their extent,
nature, form and, where possible, date.

All structures encountered during the course ofekeavation were recorded
three-dimensionally by electronic distance measergnfEDM) tacheometry,
using a Topcon GTS512E total station linked to a pemputer data logger.
The resultant digital plan was enhanced by manualey on site using the
pen computer, whilst selected components of th&ksvatere hand-drawn at a
scale of 1:20. The position of the excavation wasated with respect to
surrounding landscape features (Figs 2-3), and n@@srded using the total
station EDM.

EVALUATION TRENCHING

Following an on-site meeting between SYAS and CgMsas decided to halt
the open-area excavation of the nineteenth-cememains (se&ection 2.4
above) in the remaining western portion of Block 44 the position and form
of these remains were clearly represented on r@néteand twentieth-century
OS mapping. Instead, three linear trenches (Trendk® were excavated (Fig
1), focusing on the suspected line of a late medieleer-park boundary.
Trench 4 measured 14m by 2m, Trench 5 measuredl4m by 5m, and
Trench 6 measured 22m by 2m. The boundary was thought to traverise th
area of the site roughly along the line of the ferrPorter Street, named on
late eighteenth- and nineteenth-century mapping.

Subsequent to the investigations in Block 11, eatadn trenching was also
undertaken within Block 6 in the form of three eaatlon trenches (Trenches

For the use of CgMs © OA North: September 2009
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2.5.3

2.6
26.1

2.6.2

2.6.3

1-3), with two of the trenches (Trenches 1 and 8asaring 20m by 2m, and
the third (Trench 2) measured 15m by 2m (Fig 1)e Position of these
trenches largely followed that requested by SYA®l mdicated in the CgMs
specification Appendix L Trench 2 was rotated about its northern end in
order to avoid an on-site obstacle (wood pile).sTled to the south-eastern
end of Trench 2 intersecting with the north-wesesnd of Trench 1.

The overburden was removed by machine (fitted waitboothless ditching
bucket) under archaeological supervision to théasarof the first significant
archaeological deposit. This deposit was cleanetidnd, using either hoes,
shovel scraping, and/or trowels depending on thesal conditions, and
inspected for archaeological features. All featunésarchaeological interest
were investigated and recorded. The trenches wereavated in a
stratigraphical manner. Trenches 1-3 were locatedise of a Differential
Global Positioning System (dGPS), and altitude nmfation has been
established with respect to Ordnance Survey Datum.

GENERAL FIELDWORK PROCEDURES

During the course of the archaeological investaraiat Blocks 6 and 11, all
information was recorded stratigraphically on OArtiqro-formarecording
sheets, with accompanying plans and sections degvan appropriate scale
(1:50, 1:20 and 1:10). A photographic record, baftindividual contexts and
overall site shots from standard viewpoints, wademtaken with digital and
35mm cameras on archivable black-and-white priimb,fias well as colour
transparency. All of the photographs included abies graduated metric
scale, and digital photography was also used extgsfor presentation
purposes throughout the course of the fieldwork.

The recovery of finds from Blocks 6 and 11 was iedrrout in accordance
with best practice, following current IfA guidelisieand was subject to expert
advice in order to minimise deterioration. Artetaaterecollected principally
by hand from archaeological deposits. All categoref artefacts were
retrieved without exception, and all finds recowkeriiring the investigation
were lifted, cleaned, marked, bagged and boxeddnrdance with the United
Kingdom Institute for Conservation (UKIClirst Aid For Finds (1998).
Archive

A full professional archive of the archaeologicadriv has been compiled in
accordance with the project specificatiomspgendices land 2), and in
accordance with current IfA and English Heritagedglines (English Heritage
1991). The paper and digital archives will be déeds with Sheffield
Museum on completion of the project, with synthesigin the form of an
index to the archives and the reports) depositeth Wie South Yorkshire
Historic Environment Record.

For the use of CgMs © OA North: September 2009
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3. BACKGROUND

31

3.1.1

3.1.2

3.1.3

3.2

3.2.1

3.2.2

3.2.3

3.24

SITE LOCATION, TOPOGRAPHY AND GEOLOGY

The redevelopment site lies to the south-west @ff&itd city centre (Fig 1).
Block 6 (centred on NGR SK 3514 8665) is boundedht north by Earl
Street, to the east by Cumberland Way, to the doyitGumberland Street, and
to the west by The Moor. Block 11 (centred on NGR 319 8665) is
positioned immediately to the south-east of Blocang is similarly bounded
to the north by Earl Street and to the south by Benland Street, although the
western boundary is formed by Cumberland Way, séastern boundary is
formed by Eyre Street.

Modern OS mapping (after CgMs 2007) indicates thattopography within

this area of Sheffield slopes in an easterly dioe¢ttowards a watercourse
known as Porter Brook. Modern ground levels, treneef reside at 68.3m
aOD, close to the south-western corner of Blockr&) fall to 64.9m aOD on
Eyre Steet, adjacent to the eastern boundary akBla.

Geologically, both Blocks 6 and 11 are found withim area containing solid
geological deposits, which have been classifietbaming part of the Lower
Coal Measures Groujib(d).

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

The following historical background has been laygéiformed by the
archaeological appraisal undertaken by CgMs (208@Y the historic
mapping, and allows for the results of the intrasimvestigations in both
Blocks 6 and 11 to be considered within the widechaeological and
historical context

The General Development of Sheffield: there is minimal evidence for
prehistoric and Roman remains within the boundasfeSheffield and, hence,
it is difficult to determine the pattern and extaftprehistoric and Roman
activity in this part of South Yorkshirgdd).

Although Sheffield is mentioned in the Domesdaykbas ‘Escafield’ in AD
1086 (bid), the actual settlement was founded in the tweléhtury as part of
the lordship of Hallamshire, the form of which appetypical for this period,
with a castle and church, surrounded by a markeh tBinfield and Hey
1997). By the sixteenth century, Sheffield had exjesl in size and was a
major centre of cutlery production. Furthermore 600 its reputation for the
manufacture of cutlery was on a par with Londord by the mid-seventeenth
century the parish registers indicate that three afuevery five men were
employed as cutlersb{d).

During the eighteenth century the population of fiiéld saw a dramatic
increase associated with a growth in industrialvagt(Jones 1956, 155). As a
result, roads were improved, and the River Don masle navigable, which

For the use of CgMs © OA North: September 2009
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facilitated a reciprocal growth in trade. A furthéoost to the cutlery
manufacturing came it 1750 with the invention of the crucible furnace,
which enabled the production of higher quality k(@eveedale 1995).

3.2.5 In the nineteenth century Sheffield expanded furdrel the town remained a
dominant centre of cutlery production. However, inlgirthis period, in a
similar vein to other industrial cities in Northegmgland, it was an unsanitary
settlement with a large impoverished working clagspulation who
predominantly inhabited insalubrious and crampeithdi quarters. As a result
disease was commonplace, and in 1832 an outbreadhaléra killed 402

people (bid).

3.2.6 Over the course of the twentieth century there avgeneral decline in heavy
industry within Sheffield, which also saw a moveagwrom manufacturing
and a large-scale reduction in the production dfecyy However, although
these industries gradually declined, there wasrneexted attempt to improve
living conditions for the general population, peutarly with the clearance of
back-to-back slums in the early and mid-twentiethtary. The latter part of
the twentieth century and early parts of the twdimsf century witnessed
continuing attempts at redeveloping and regeneyatnge portions of the
former industrial city ipid).

3.2.7 The Development of Block 6 and 11: the earliest potential remains contained
within this portion of Sheffield may relate to ddanedieval deer-park, which
was approximately 10kimand was bounded by oak paling (CgMs 2007). It is
suspected that the boundary for this deer-parkatang the line of Porter
Street, potentially a route of some antiquity, whariginally ran in a north-
west/south-east direction across Block ibldj. During this time, the area of
land outside of the deer-park and covered by Bl&&kand 11 was largely
undeveloped, forming part of ‘Little Sheffield Maor(ibid). However, during
the post-medieval period, from the late eighteergthtury onwards, this area
became gradually incorporated into the evolvingustdal city of Sheffield.
Fortunately, the form and development of both B¥ékand 11 during this
formative period can be discerned, to some extbnbugh reference to the
late eighteenth- and nineteenth-century cartogcagdirces.

3.2.8 Fairbank’s 1797 and 1808 maps of Sheffiehdd) plot the position of Porter
Street (running approximately north/south) and dath that by the late
eighteenth century, within the area of Block 6 argiall portion of Block 11,
two areas or blocks of buildings had been estaddigPlate 1), to the north
and south of Jessop Street. The land immediatellgeceast of Porter Street,
which encompasses the majority of Block 11, renthimedeveloped and still
formed part of ‘Little Sheffield Moore’ By the egrhineteenth century, the
creation of Well Lane running through, and paraieth, Block 6 further
divided these blocks of buildings (Plate 2). A esmf streets had been laid out
to the east of Porter Street, defining plots ofdlawnithin which some
piecemeal development had occurred (Plate 2). WitBlock 11 this
development comprised the construction of a smaltkoof buildings to the
north of Jessop Street and a larger block of gjslito the south.

For the use of CgMs © OA North: September 2009
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Plate 1: Extract from Fairbank’s 1797 map (Blockan@ 11 outlined in red and blue
respectively) (after CgMs 2007)

Plate 2: Extract from Fairbank’s 1808 map, (Blo6kand 11 outlined in red and blue
respectively) (after CgMs 2007)

For the use of CgMs © OA North: September 2009
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3.2.9 Later, more detailed, mid-nineteenth-century OS pirap (1850-1, after
CgMs 2007) suggests that the two blocks of earlidings found to the north
of Jessop Street in the early nineteenth centudyl@rated either side of Well
Lane, contained a mixture of small industrial buiggs and domestic
dwellings, made up of back-to-back and larger priogge with a public house
positioned at the corner of Earl and South Stréleé potential block of late
eighteenth-century buildings located to the sodthessop Street would seem,
from the same mapping evidence, to be composety sifldomestic, back-to-
back and double-depth properties with yards torthear, as were the late
eighteenth-/early nineteenth-century propertiethéoeast of Porter Street, and
it is possible that a public house was also builtirg this phase of
development. This public house is named as the &5ldvern on the mid-
nineteenth-century mapping.

3.2.10 By the time of the publication of Leather’'s 1823pmaf Sheffield (Plate 3)
two additional blocks of buildings had been congid in those areas of
Block 11, which were vacant on Fairbank’s map fritra first decade of the
nineteenth-century. Furthermore, an additional lblo€ buildings had also
been constructed in the Block 6 (Plate 3). Thedatpale 1850-1 OS map
(ibid) indicates that those early nineteenth-centurydimgs constructed in
Block 6 principally comprised double-depth and b#xlback domestic
buildings, and may also have included commercialcemns fronting Porter
Street. Similarly, the large-scale 1850-1 OS miapl) indicates that those
blocks of buildings found in Block 11, which weregttioned to the north and
south of Earl Lane, were composed of back-to-bauk single and double-
depth domestic properties. Those properties foontheé north of Earl Lane
also had a yard area to their rear, whilst the gmogs located to the south of
Earl Lane surrounded a large courtyard, divided five separate yard areas.

Plate 3: Extract from Leather’s 1823 map (Block@ 11 outlined in red and blue
respectively) (after CgMs 2007)

For the use of CgMs © OA North: September 2009
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3.2.11 The 1894 OS mapikid) indicates that by the late nineteenth centuryesom
infilling had occurred, with the construction ofdiiional domestic properties
within the yard areas found to south of Earl LaneBlock 11 (Plate 4). This
infilling continued with the construction of a fher property in this area,
which the cartographic sources indicate dates twvden 1894 and 1905
(ibid). The 1894 OS map also plots the position of adit@xhal building
immediately to the east of the Globe Tavern, whvels constructed during the
latter half of the nineteenth century.

Plate 4: Extract from the 1894 1:2500 Ordnance Sumaap (Blocks 6 and 11 outlined in red
and blue respectively) (after CgMs 2007)

3.2.12 Over the course of the twentieth century the pattdrlate eighteenth- and
early nineteenth-century development was graduabnuded through
demolition and, in some areas, redevelopment. igtamnce, the 1905 OS map
(ibid) indicates that, by this date, the early ninetee®ntury domestic
properties found in Block 11, to the south of Jpssttreet, had been
demolished, and the area was then left vacanthé&untlemolition of the
nineteenth-century building stock had also occumeBlock 6 by the time of
the publication of the 1935 OS map, in the areatkxt to the north of Jessop
Street and to the west of Well Lane. In this ins&rthe early buildings were
replaced by larger buildings, which may have hadommercial/industrial
function. The period between 1935 and 1948 witreeshe most dramatic
changes to the early pattern of development witbfahe late eighteenth- and
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nineteenth-century buildings to the east of Wehé&eing demolished. These
were replaced by a tool works found at the northesrd of Block 6, and a
second works positioned in Block 11, which is dedots an ‘Electrical
Armature Winders’ on the 1953-55 1:2500 OS mib].

Plate 5: Extract from the 1905 1:2500 Ordnance 8&umap (Blocks 6 and 11 outlined in red
and blue respectively) (after CgMs 2007)

3.2.13 During the latter part of the twentieth centurythbBlocks 6 and 11, together
with the surrounding areas, were radically tramsfedt due to the
reorganisation of the historic street patterns asdeplacement, in certain
areas, with a modern layout of streets. During ghase of reconstruction,
numerous commercial and industrial buildings wes® astablished across
this portion of Sheffield. Within Blocks 6 and 1hid modern phase of
development initially entailed the demolition of af those buildings found to
the west of Porter Street, which are plotted on 1883-5 1:2500 OS map.
This was then followed by the eradication of Poi$¢reet, Well Lane and
Jessop Street and the establishment of Cumberlayd Which now forms the
eastern boundary of Block 6 and the western boyndaBlock 11. Within
Block 6, in keeping with the pattern of late twetti-century land-use evident
across the wider area, a series of industrial amdneercial units were then
established, whilst in Block 11 the °‘Electrical Aatnre Winders’ was
expanded and a new commercial unit was constructed.
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4. FIELDWORK RESULTS

4.1

41.1

41.2

4.2

42.1

4.2.2

INTRODUCTION

The results from all phases of the intrusive ingegion for Blocks 6 and 11
have been joined in the following discussion, fdre t purposes of
understanding the phasing of the archaeologicalaiesnacross the whole
development site (Figs 2-6). A full list of desciye contexts is provided in
Appendix 3and the finds are discussedSaction 5

The below-ground remains identified in Blocks 6 &l included a small

number of infilled ‘negative’ features, which appda relate to the pre-

industrial history of Sheffield (known hereafter ‘®griod 1’). However, the

majority of the remains encountered comprised &eseasf brick and stone

walls, floor surfaces and drainage features. Thiaser structures were

constructed as part of the eighteenth- and ningtessmtury expansion of the
industrial city, and also encompass changes andficaitbns to this area

during the twentieth century. Although, based airtbharacter, it is clear that
these features and structures broadly date taateesighteenth and nineteenth
centuries, it has been possible, through referé¢acthe early cartographic

sources, to situate them within a more refined mblagical scheme. This

scheme encompasses five separate periods of coinmtrPeriods 2-6), and

these have been used to structure the followingudson, which summaries
the results of the archaeological excavations.

PERIOD 1. PRE-INDUSTRIAL REMAINS

The earliest remains identified were located witthie southern portion of
Block 11, and comprised two heavily truncated digchd83 and 543).
Although neither ditch was associated with anyyeartefactual material, both
had been truncated by late eighteenth- and ningteemtury remains and
this, together with their character, suggested tiaty might form pre-
industrial features (i.e. up to mid-eighteenth aentate).

Ditch 543 was the more westerly of the two and 85m length of this feature
was exposed. This ditch was found to be alignedh/swuth, running along
the approximate line of the former route, knowrPaster Street, and had been
filled with a deposit of clay544) (Figs 3 and 6; Plate 6). However, due to
later truncation by an eighteenth- or nineteenthitgg drain only the western
edge of this ditch survived, and it was not, themef possible to determine its
complete profile or extent.

For the use of CgMs © OA North: September 2009



Blocks 6 and 11, The Moor, Sheffield: Archaeologibacavation Report 17

Plate 6: The truncated remains of digt3 (left) following sectioning

4.2.3 Ditch 483 was locateat 8m to the east of ditch43, and a 3m length survived
between the basements of a late eighteenth-/earteenth-century public
house and the basement of a late twentieth-certuilging (Figs 3 and 6;
Plate 7). However, in a similar manner to di&t3, the upper portions of this
feature had been destroyed, and only its basev&atviThis basal section
measuredc 0.8m wide, wagx 0.2m deep, with a broad V-shaped profile, and
contained a deposit of silty-cla®g4).

Plate 7: Ditch483 following excavation
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4.3

43.1

4.3.2

PERIOD 2: LATE EIGHTEENTH CENTURY (PRE-1797)

Industrial premises fronting Well Lane: potentially, the earliest structural
remains uncovered during the excavations were ddcain Block 6,
particularly as one area of this site, examinedl'tgnch 3 (Fig 4), is known
from the cartographic sources to have been develbpd797. The remains of
a building were uncovered that would seem to havginally fronted Well
Lane, which correlated with a building plotted tve farge-scale First Edition
1850-1 OS mapil§id). This building comprised four linear ranges, esuig a
central courtyard, which could be accessed viavaren passage leading from
Well Lane (Plate 8). The layout suggests that bhigding functioned as an
industrial premises and it is possible, based enetkcavated remains, that it
was one of the early buildings plotted on Fairbank797 survey of this area
of Sheffield. The below-ground remains compriseit@pally the building’s
exterior walls fronting Well Lane, along with artemal partition wall and the
remains of a passageway, allowing access intorttezior courtyard of the
premises. In addition, a small subterranean room also discovered, which
originally lay beneath Well Lane (Fig 4; Plate 9).

Plate 8: Extract from the 1850-1 Ordnance Survéydbt mile map, showing the industrial
premises fronting Well Lane

The passageway leading into the interior courtydrthe building was located

at the northern end of Trench 3. It measured 2newiod beneath its surface
ran a drain§017). This drain was constructed of stone slabs arglfaand at

a depth of 2m below the present ground surfaceheEitside of the
passageway, the remains of the exterior walls @fthlding were discovered,
which were constructed partially of brick and palhyi of stone. The exterior
walls (6000 and 6001) exposed to the north of the passageway were
constructed of handmade bricks, laid in a strettloed, two bricks wide, and
bonded with lime mortar. To the south of the passay, the portion of the
building was also partially defined by brick watlin6003 and 6004). This
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again was two bricks in width, constructed of haadmbricks, bonded with a
lime mortar, and laid in a stretcher bond. A stama&ll (6006) was also
discovered forming a continuation of the extericallwfronting Well Lane,
and butted the southern end of the exterior briak (8003). It was 0.3m wide
and was constructed of stone blocks, with an awesse of 0.3m x 0.3m X
0.8m. Within the interior of this portion of thedustrial building one internal
partition wall ©005) was identified constructed of stone blocks with a
average size of 0.35m x 0.28m x 0.8m, and alonly thi¢ exterior brick walls,
defined a 3.2m wide ground floor room located &t tiorthern end of Trench
3. A deposit of ash and clinke8021) was also discovered within the room,
which in turn sealed two made ground depogiG2Z and 6024). Unlike the
majority of the excavated site, there was no ewdeior a basement within
this part of the building.

s 7 T

O —

Plate 9: General view of the remains in TrenchIB¢cB 6, following excavation, viewed from
the south-west

4.3.3 At the southern end of Trench 3, located beneatlctbbled surface of Well
Lane, a subterranean room (celB046) was discovered, which had been
capped with sandstone slab60&8). The function of this room is not
particularly clear, although presumably it formedrtpof the industrial
premises located immediately to its east. The rbokted the exterior wall of
the industrial premises and was composed of twanbleas, measuring1.8m
wide, and defined by handmade brick waB847 and6007). The chambers
were linked by a doorway formed by two brick pi#g8009 and6010) and, at
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some point, it had been blocked with brick and st012). The floor of one
on the chambers was exposed and was found to bposaeh of sandstone
flags ©6048), which lay at a depth of 2.14m below the preggatind surface.

44  PERIOD 3: LATE EIGHTEENTH/EARLY NINETEENTH CENTURY (1797-1808)

4.4.1 Between the issue of Fairbank’s maps of 1797 a8 Eblock of buildings
was constructed to the north of Jessop Street; ninieteenth-century OS
mapping (1850-51) suggests that this block probabtjuded the Globe
Tavern public house and a small range of buildingbjch might form
domestic dwellings (Plate 10). The partial remashighese potentially late
eighteenth-/early nineteenth-century buildings waneovered at the southern
end of Block 11.

Plate 10: Extract from the 1850-1 Ordnance Sunfeio5L mile map, showing the Globe
Tavern and domestic dwellings to the north

4.4.2 The Globe Tavern: the remains of the Globe Tavern, which has beepgsed
as dating to Period 3, included a cellar (Rod88), which lay beneath the
north-western portion of the public house, andnaytle of stone walling454)
(Fig 3). In plan, the cellar measuredB.6m by 6m, and it was defined by a
number of handmade brick walld4Q, 444 and474-6). These walls ranged in
thickness from one to three bricks wide, and atl haen bonded with a pale
grey mortar. The floor of the cella#{7) was composed of sandstone flags
and a small drain was set within this floor, clos¢he north-western corner of
this room. Although this cellar was probably origig accessed on its eastern
side, all traces of the Period 3 stairwell appeandve been destroyed during
the latter half of the nineteenth century, when ¢hastern side of the public
house was remodelled (s8ection 4.6.p A length of stone wall464) was
also discovered which lay to the south-east of déibar and this probably
formed the eastern exterior wall of the late eighth-/early nineteenth-
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4.4.3

4.4.4

4.4.5

century public house. This wall was constructedr&dium-sized roughly-
hewn stone blocks, bonded with lime mortar.

Basement room 438: immediately to the north of, and adjoining, thdlaze
found beneath the Globe Tavern was another basewemt (Room438) (Fig
3). In plan, this basement measured3.8m by 5m and was defined by
handmade brick walls440, 441-4 and470), which were either two or three
bricks wide. Furthermore, the western waddl) of this basement was a
continuation of the western wall of the cellar fdumeneath the Globe Tavern,
and its southern wall440 and 444) also formed the northern wall of this
adjoining cellar. The interior of the basement eam¢d a flagged sandstone
floor (439) and two brick piers, protruding from its northevall. These piers
were spaced 0.8m apart and probably mark eithgodbiion of a fireplace, or
formed the foundations of a chimney that may haareesl fireplaces located
on the floors above the basement. Immediately & shuth-east a second,
truncated, brick structure was also discovereddghoto be the remains of a
stairwell, allowing access into the basement frbw toom above. Although
the historic maps suggest that this cellar wastéacheneath a property which
both fronted Porter Street and adjoined the nantlsete of the Globe Tavern
(Plate 10), access between these separate prepedse possible througha
0.8m wide doorway found on one of the adjoininglsvé40/448). This may,
therefore, imply that the small property found indiaely to the north of the
public house was also owned by the licensees dbtbbe Tavern.

Room 414/428: to the north of the Globe Tavern a further basdnvess
exposed (Fig 3), which probably formed part of akmroperty constructed
during Period 3, fronting Jessop Lane. This basémmeasured, in plarg, 4m
by 3.8m, and was defined by four brick wald%-8) composed of handmade
bricks, measuring 0.12m x 0.24m x 0.07m, which wavaded with a mid-
brown/grey mortar. The interior of the cellar contl a sandstone-flagged
floor (429) and also two parallel handmade brick wadl$9(and420), spaced
¢ 0.4m apart. These walls appear to have been @usertorder to subdivide
the cellar into two smaller roomg14 and428), which measured 1.4m and
1.8m wide respectively, and that were also sepaitagea narrow cavity.

Earl Lane: in the northern half of Block 11 the remains ofrlHaane were
uncovered (Fig 2; Plate 11) comprising cobbled payl08) and cobbled road
surface 105), beneath which ran a drain capped with sandssteies. It is
possible that these remains date to Period 3,cpéatly as the historic map
sequenceSection 3.2indicates that this lane had been establishehgltinis
phase.
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4.5
45.1

45.2

4.5.3

Plate 11: Earl Lane following excavation, vieweonfrthe west

PERIOD 4: EARLY NINETEENTH CENTURY (1808-23)

The remains potentially dating to Period 4 wereated in both Blocks 6 and
11, and comprised domestic dwellings fronting JesStreet, Earl Street, Earl
Lane and Porter Street, the fragmentary remairsthedr domestic dwellings
and a yard surface. Based on their character ang fois probable that these
buildings are those first depicted on Leather’'s 3L8Rap of this part of
Sheffield.

Jessop Street dwellings: the remains of the buildings fronting Jessop $tree
were uncovered in Trench 1, positioned in Blockibese comprised partial
elements of a row of double-depth terraced dwedlinghose form can first be
discerned on the large-scale 1850-1 OS map. Wit trench, ac 13m
stretch of the exterior walb032) of four of these dwellings was exposed (Fig
4; Plate 12), which measuredd.4m wide and was constructed of irregular-
sized stone blocks, bonded with a lime-based moftae wall was aligned
north-west/south-east and formed the front of #reate, which was seen to
turn through 90 degrees at its north-western enfdrto the western wall of
the end terrace.

The excavation indicated that the interior of tloaurf terraced dwellings
contained four basement rooms (Rod®039, 6041, 6040 and6049), located

at the front of the properties. Each basement re@asc 3m wide and, within
the limits of Trench 1, these rooms were definedth®y exterior stone wall
(6032) of the dwellings, and three separate lengthsrakhbwalling (6033,
6034 and 6037). These walls were only a single-skin thick andreve
constructed of handmade bricks, measuring 0.23ml%n® x 0.07m, joined
with a lime mortar and laid in a stretcher bondclaf the basements had also
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454

4.5.5

4.5.6

been provisioned with a cellar light, positioneavénds the western side of
each of the rooms, facing onto Jessop Street. ighéslwere defined by a
0.8m wide gap discovered on the exterior wall & thrracesg032). The
demolition rubble contained within the interior ohe the basement rooms
(6041) was completely removed in order to establishdgpth and character
of the basement. This revealed a flagstone fl6045), located over 2m below
the modern tarmac surface.

Plate 12: Remains of the Jessop Street dwellingssd in Trench 1, Block 6, following
excavation, viewed from the west

Immediately to the north of the late eighteenthtagn dwellings fronting
Jessop Street, the remains of a linear drain Wnck-drain 6031) were also
uncovered, which was probably associated with asgustone-built, drain
(6028) positioned on its northern side.

Dwellings between Earl Street and Earl Lane: the historic map sequence
(Section 3.2 combined with the below-ground remains indicateat a block
of probable domestic dwellings had been construetgdin a plot of land
bounded by Earl Street, Eye Street, Earl Lane aoreP Street, sometime
between 1808 and 1823 (Plate 13). The basemestué of these properties
were uncovered during the excavation at the nantleed of Block 11, along
with portions of an associated yard and outshut.

Earl Street dwellings: the large-scale First Edition OS 1850-1 map indisat
that the properties fronting Earl Street comprisedange of small, single-
depth, dwellings, and the partial remains of eigihthese were uncovered by
the excavation (Fig 2; Plate 14). These remainspeizied the rear portions of
the basement rooms (Roorh2l, 161, 122, 132, 139, 175 and191) of these
dwellings. Significantly, the excavated remainsoalsdicated that these
dwellings had been built during two separate phatesnstruction.
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Plate 13: Extract from the 1850-1 Ordnance Surveto5L mile map, showing the early
nineteenth-century domestic dwellings located betwarl Street and Earl Lane, and to the
south of Earl Lane

Plate 14: Earl Street dwellings following excavatigiewed from the east
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4.5.7

4.5.8

4.5.9

One phase of construction entailed the establishofesix terraced dwellings,
which were visible in the eastern half of the exatan trench as six adjoining
basement roomsl22, 132, 139, 175 and 191). These rooms were all of a
similar size and layout, and were also all consedicof similar materials.
Therefore, each room was3.2m wide, and all shared the same rear wall
(192/176/142/135/124), which was aligned parallel with Earl Street. S hiall
wasc 0.6m wide, and was constructed of medium-sizedstane blocks, laid
irregularly, and bonded with mid-grey-brown mortAt.its western end, this
wall also turned through 90 degrees to form thewalll (123) of this block of
terraces. Similarly, the walls used to separaté éaaividual basementl93,
177, 143, 136 and 125) were alsoc 0.6m wide and were constructed of
medium-sized sandstone blocks, bonded with mid-grewn mortar. The
interiors of each of these six basement rooms cwdasandstone flagged
floors which, when removed, were found to overlageaies of thin bedding
layers composed of mortal48) and deposits of silty-sand46, 149 and
150). Each of the basement rooms was also accessedlHieground floor of
the dwellings, via a brick staircase positionethim south-eastern corner of the
basement, which supported a series of sandstope @84, 179, 141, 134 and
120). Within one room 175), the bases of two small rectangular brick
structures 180 and 181) were also encountered, butting its eastern wall,
though the function of these structure could not digcerned from the
surviving remains.

The second phase of construction was evident atdhh-western end of the
row of six terraced dwellings, where the remainstwb further, heavily
truncated, basement roomE{ and 161) were exposed. These rooms were
not contemporary with the row of terraced dwelliri$@2, 132, 139, 175 and
191) situated in the eastern portion of the excavatiiench. Basement rooms
121 and161 were composed of two lengths®0.6m wide walls109/111 and
147), which butted up to wall23 that formed the end wall of the terraced
properties immediately to the south-east. It was passible to ascertain
whether the basement rooms were earlier or lager the terrace as there was
no dateable evidence to lend support to eithery tmht the structures had
been distinct from each other, and their wallstreat in. Unfortunately, due to
modern truncation it was not possible to deterntiveewidth of the dwellings
containing the two basements, although the largéesEirst Edition 1850-1
OS map suggests that they were of comparable citeose properties found
to the south-east (Plate 13). A handmade brickrfldd0 and 113) was
discovered within the interior of these two basetsiewnhilst in one room
(121) the remains of a brick and flagstone stairwEy2) survived, which was
positioned in the south-western corner of this room

To the rear of the properties fronting Earl Straet 0.5m wide stone wall
(152) was discovered, and this originally enclosed divided a yard area
associated with both the Earl Street and Earl l@ogerties. Within the yard
area associated with the Earl Street propertieoat section of right-angled
brick walling was discovered, which correspondshwihe position of a
structure depicted on the large-scale First Editi@50-1 OS map, together
with a brick-lined well §13). This had ac 1m diameter and extended for a
depth of at least 4m below the original surfacéhefyard (Plate 15).
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Plate 15: WelB03, following half-sectioning, viewed from the east

4.5.10 Earl Lane dwellings: the remains of a number of the dwellings frontireylE
Lane were also exposed during the course of thavation (Fig 2). These
properties are depicted on the large-scale Firgidad1850-1 OS map as a
row of single-depth terraces, positioned eithee sl a covered passageway
(Plate 13). In addition, this mapping indicatesttl@a number of those
properties, found to the east of the passagewaye vweovisioned with
outshuts to their rear. Across the site of thespgrties, examined as part of
the excavation, the position of a covered passagewas identified, either
side of which were the remains of a nhumber of basg¢mooms 244-8 and
602) (Fig 2).

4.5.11 Those rooms positioned to the west of the passagé®-8) were all of
comparable size, measuring 2m wide by 4m deep,cantprised handmade
brick exterior and interior partition wall2%0, 263, 264 and266), which were
all two bricks in width (Plate 16). The interior6tbe rooms were paved with
sandstone-flagged floor285 and 267), whilst the position of a fireplace, or
the foundations for a chimney which also servetepliace in a room above,
also survived in one of the basement rooB4€). This feature was defined by
two small protruding brick piers spaced 0.8m apart.

4.5.12 The remains of the three basement rooPd4,(245 and602) sited to the east
of the passageway were similarly composed of hadéntaick exterior and
interior partition walls, and they had all been \psoned with sandstone-
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flagged floors (Fig 2). The internal size of thesems did, however, vary.
Although all werec 4.8m deep, two of the room&44 and 245) measured

1.9m wide, whilst the remaining roori0R) was only 1.4m wide. One of the
rooms also contained the remains of a handmad& btarcase, supporting
stone steps, which was positioned at the nortresastorner of the room
(Plate 17).

LT

i

Plate 16: The basement rooms of the Earl Lane thgslfound to the west of the
passageway, viewed from the west

Plate 17: The basement rooms of the Earl Lane thgslifound to the east of the passageway
(foreground), and the associated outshut (backghpwewed from the south-west
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4.5.13 To the east of the basement roo244( 245 and602), positioned to the east of
the covered passageway, the fragmentary remaina &irther property,
fronting Earl Lane, were also exposed (Fig 2). Trigperty incorporated a
basement room242), which was defined by handmade brick waRs24),
though due to later truncation it was not possibldetermine the size, form or
character of this room. Immediately to the reartto§ property, a sunken
handmade brick rectangular structug4d), measuring 2.1m by 1.6m, was
also discovered. Although it was not possible tedwsine the function of this
structure, it enclosed an area of flagged flooriaggd presumably formed a
small subdivision located within a possible outsfaund to the rear of the
adjacent property fronting Earl Lane.

Plate 18: The structure discovered beneath thénout®or, viewed from the south-west

4.5.14 The remains of an outshut, linked to the propertieating Earl Lane, was
also discovered immediately to the east of theggpssay (Fig 2; Plate 17). It
abutted the rear walls of these properties andag defined by one and two
brick wide, handmade brick wall§@4, 211, 213, 216 and218). The outshut
had a sandstone-flagged floor and contained twaragp rooms 214 and
219), measuring 4.4m by 2.4m and 3.6m by 2.4m respectively. Access into
its interior was through a 0.6m wide doorway posiid on its north-western
side, whilst the outshut also had an interadlm wide doorway allowing
access between its two rooms. A small ceramic drawer was also observed
in the south-eastern corner of the outshut. Follgwiemoval of the outshut
flooring a number of subterranean structures wds® @&xposed. These
included a brick-lined drair2bl), capped with sandstone, which led from the
drain cover within the outshut and linked with a&teyn of drainage features
discovered immediately to the west. These lattatufes included two linear
drains 268 and269). Apart from the drainage system a small squatettre
(271) was also located beneath the flagged floor obtishut (Plate 18). This
measuredt 1.2m sq and was constructed of handmade brickswalthough
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the function of this structure could not be fullgakrned, its walls appear to
have been tied into the walls of the outshut amutabably formed the site of
an early subdivision contained within the outsHttis, in turn, suggests that
at some stage the outshut had been remodelleceéiadred.

4.5.15 Attached to the northern side of the outshut, almemof brick walls were also
exposed that formed the remains of a probable f&¥¥), whose position is
plotted on the large-scale First Edition 1850-1 @& (Plate 13). The privy
measured 1.4m by 2m, and was provisioned with a drain amd internal
subdivisions formed by lengths of handmade brickimga

4.5.16 Dwellings to the south of Earl Lane: the early cartographic sources indicate

that by 1823 properties had also been constructedifig the southern side of
Earl Lane. The large-scale First Edition 1850-1 @@p depicts these
properties as single-depth domestic dwellings €1&). However, during the
excavation, all that was found to survive of thpsgperties was a 0.5m thick
sandstone wall292), which formed their rear wall. The absence of amther
remains is presumably due to an absence of bassmentained within these
properties, and hence it would appear that theirenephemeral ground floor
remains have been destroyed during later periodstofity.

4.5.17 Dwellings fronting Porter Street: close to the western margin of Block 11 the
remains of a number of properties were uncoveratitiere constructed in the
early nineteenth century as back-to-back dwellingsich originally fronted
Porter Street and a courtyard area, positioneddmtworter Street and Eyre
Street (Plate 19). Porter Street was a well-estabdl road prior to the
nineteenth century, so much so that the new priegestill respected its course
despite the more grid-like layout of roads and kéoof buildings surrounding
it. Furthermore, it is likely that these propertae first depicted on Leather’'s
1823 map of this area. The remains exposed by xbavation included a
narrow,c 0.8m wide, passageway and elements of four bgdsuspected to
date to Period 4 (Fig 2; Roon%%3, 578, 585, 586 and 593). One of the
exposed dwellings was positioned to the south ef gassageway, and its
remains included a basement. In plan, this basemmeasuredc 2.9m by
4.6m, and was defined by a two brick wide extewalil (555), constructed of
handmade bricks bonded with lime mortar, and a @aige wall $56)
forming a partition with the adjacent property be tsouth. The interior of this
basement was subdivided into two rooms by a siskjie-handmade brick
wall (558). To the north of the passageway, three furtheioBel basements
were uncovered. Although the full extent of onéhefse partitioned basements
was not established (Roob93), two of the basements were fairly identical in
size, measuring in plan 4.6m byc 3m. All of the basements were also
defined by exterior and partition handmade brickisw®80), which were two
bricks thick. The interior of one of the basemetdsated immediately north
of the passageway, contained a sandstone-flaggemt #hnd had been
subdivided into two separate roont8% and578) by a single-skin handmade
brick wall (683). Within the more northerly of the rooms7@) the remains of
a brick staircase, supporting a number of stongssteas also discovered.
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Plate 19: Extract from the 1850-1 Ordnance Surfeto5L mile map, showing the early
nineteenth-century dwellings fronting Porter Street

4.5.18 Dwellings fronting Jessop Lane: the fragmentary remains of two probable
Period 4 dwellings were discovered, which origipnélbnted Jessop Lane (Fig
3). These remains included short sections of haddnbaick walling 402-3,
405-7 and410), bonded with mid-brownish-grey mortar, formingmlents of
the ground floor rooms of these properties. Wheearened, these walls were
found to extend for a depth of0.4m, which indicates that these dwellings
were not provisioned with basements.

4.5.19 Courtyard: the large-scale First Edition 1850-1 OS map suggést during
the early nineteenth century a large courtyardtedisn the plot of land
bounded by Earl Lane, Eyre Street, Jessop Land”artér Street, which was
enclosed by back-to-back and single depth domestiellings (Plate 20).
Close to the eastern boundary of Block 11 a pawethee was identified,
which may represent the remains of this early eeeth-century yard.
Historic mapping indicates that this surface woliée been located directly
west of a row of back-to-back dwellings, which fred the courtyard area.
This section of yard325) was composed predominantly of yellow sandstone
setts, although one area was paved with sandstags. fWithin the yard
surface a north-east/south-west aligned drainafjg gould also be seen that
would have originally run to the front of the bakback dwellings situated
on this yard. A sondage was also excavated thrabghyard surface and
indicated that it had been laid above a serieshiof hedding layers4g5-90,
507-11 and 515-18) composed of varying proportions of sand, silt and
ash/clinker.
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4.6

4.6.1

4.6.2

4.6.3

4.6.4
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Plate 20: Extract from the 1850-1 Ordnance Sunfeto5L mile map, showing the early
nineteenth-century courtyard

PERIOD 5: LATE NINETEENTH CENTURY (1851-94)

The Period 5 remains were all located within Blotk. These remains
correlate with the 1894 OS 1:2500 map, and inchudidtional dwellings and
a privy constructed within the courtyard found be tsouth of Earl Lane and
the courtyard to the east of the Globe Tavernaasqi late nineteenth-century
infilling. Other remains dating to this period appeto relate to the
remodelling of the Globe Tavern.

Infilling within the courtyard to the south of Earl Lane: the 1894 OS map
indicates that during the latter part of the nieetb century additional
dwellings and privies were constructed within thexi®d 4 courtyard located
to the south of Earl Lane. The partial remainsomhs of these structures were
uncovered during the course of the excavation.

Privy: the remains of a small privy (Roo867) were discovered, which had
probably been built within the courtyard during iBdr5 (Fig 2). In plan, this
privy measured 5m by 3m, and its outer wall was predominantlystarcted
of stone, although its south-eastern corner wastoacted of brick. Its interior
had been subdivided into six separate compartméngts number of short
sections of brick walling. These divisions presulyabarked the positions of
individual toilets, and within three of the compaents threen situ ceramic
soil pipes were discovered.

Dwellings:the partial remains of a number of probable lateetg@enth-century
dwellings were discovered, which abutted the realt {292) of the Period 4
dwellings that originally fronted Earl Lane (Fig. Z)hese remains included
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4.6.5

4.6.6

4.6.7

two truncated lengths af 0.4m wide stone walling205 and 300), which
defined the partition walls of two separate dweiinAlthough only a small
portion of these dwellings survived, the positi@ighese walls indicate that
one of these dwellings was3m wide. The interior of both of the dwellings
had been subdivided by two lengths of handmadd vadling (296 and304),
which created two separate rooms in each of thpepties (Room293, 299,
303 and 307). All of these rooms measured1.4m wide, and they all also
contained handmade brick flooring94, 302, 305 and308), which had been
laid above a mortar bedding lay&09).

Remodelling of the Globe Tavern: the cartographic evidence suggests that
during the late nineteenth century the eastern gfdiae Globe Tavern was
expanded and remodelled, which correlates withréheains identified during
excavation (Fig 3). Within the interior of the pigbhouse these included a
corridor @32) and stairway 447), that had been added to the Period 3
basement, that may have replaced an earlier staiwathis part of the
basement. The corrido32) had a width ofc 1.2m, and was defined by a
length of three brick-wide wallingdb2), and a parallel length of four brick-
wide brick walls 453). The adjacent stairwayd47), which was probably
inserted during the construction of the corridogswe 1m wide, and was
constructed of brick walls supporting a flight tdrse steps.

The fragmentary remains of three ground floor rog4ds, 456 and459) were
also exposed, which were probably added to theigpuiduse in the late
nineteenth century. RooA8 was defined by two short lengths of handmade
brick walling @50 and451), which enclosed a flagged floot40) overlying a
layer of burnt material4¢3). Rooms459 and 456 lay to the south-east,
adjacent to each other and abutting an earlieno®e3, stone wall 454).
Room459 measured 1.2m wide and was defined by two parallel handmade
brick walls @58 and462). Within the interior of the room was a sandstone-
flagged floor 460) and also three, two brick-long, brick piers, tafowhich
(482 and483) protruded from the southern wall of the room, lathihe third
pier @61) protruded from its northern wall. Room56 was located
immediately to the north, and it shared its southesall (458) with the
adjacent room469). Its northern wall was locatexdl.4m to the north and was
constructed of handmade brick. Contained withinntsrior was a handmade
brick floor (455).

Structures to the east of the Globe Tavern: the partial and heavily truncated
remains of a building were uncovered, which wasabdy constructed in the
courtyard located to the east of the Globe Taverthe late nineteenth century
(Fig 3). Although it is not possible from the swivig remains to discern the
form or character of this building, it appears @vé contained an internal
room @74) defined by five lengths of handmade brick walli{3g5-9), which
created a& 2m sq room containing a small partitioned area.thie south, a
straight 897) and a curving 398) section of handmade brick walling were
discovered, which might also form part of this dinb.

For the use of CgMs © OA North: September 2009



Blocks 6 and 11, The Moor, Sheffield: Archaeologibecavation Report 33

4.7

4.7.1

4.7.2

4.7.3

4.7.4

PERIOD 6: TWENTIETH CENTURY (POST-1935)

Following the demolition and clearance of the egghith- and nineteenth-
century buildings within Block 11, an industrial ke was constructed in the
mid-twentieth century denoted as an ‘Electrical Atare Winders’ on the
1953-5 1:2500 OS map (s&ection 3.2above). Four basement roon384,
344, 382 and 389) were uncovered by the excavation, which formed pa
this works (Fig 2).

The larger of the basement room38§) measurea 7.8m by 4.2m in plan, and
was defined by a combination of stone and bricKingl(330, 342, 343 and
328) constructed of machine-made and reused handnrézes.bThe interior
of the room contained a concrete flo849), which had been resurfaced at
some point with a second layer of concrélj. It also contained an internal
brick and concrete platforn838), creating a 1.2m wide shelf at the eastern
end of the room. Two features were also discoverihin the room, which
relate to the power systems found within this woiksese included aim situ
drive shaft, running across the width of the rodimat was bolted to the floor,
and which powered machinery within the works. Te test of this feature a
concrete plinth 348) was also discovered, which may have functione@ as
machine bed.

Immediately to the west of the larger of the bases@36) were two smaller
basement rooms382 and389). These rooms both measure@m across and
were constructed of brick and stone walling. Theieriors contained stone-
flagged and concrete flooring, and 0/389) contained & 0.6m square brick
alcove, whilst the other contained two small squarek-lined, drains 386
and395).

The final excavated basement rooB#4), forming part of the twentieth-
century works, was located to the south of thedatgasement roon386).
This room measured 3.4m across, narrowing t2m, was defined by brick
walling (355, 358 and 359), which was constructed from modern machine-
made bricks and reused handmade bricks. This rdem appears to have
housed a machine, as a number of machine settiags uncovered within its
interior. These settings included a stepped coeaatd brick platform350,
352 and 361), which contained a machine housing sl8&4), together with
several metal fittings363). It is also possible that this machine was podere
by the drive shaft, which ran from the adjacentmpacross the width of the
basement.
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5. FINDS

5.1

5.1.1

5.1.2

DiscussioN

In all, 3031 fragments of artefacts and ecofactewecovered in the course of
the investigation. Of these, 102 fragments (3.3%heftotal), were recovered
as unstratified objects. The site assemblage csegbrobjects in a range of
materials, as shown in Table 1, but by far thedatrggroup of finds were
fragmentary ceramic vessels (1698 fragments, 56%).

MATERIAL NO. FRAGMENTS
Wood 7

Tar 2
Stone 9
Shell 56
Rubber 3
Resin 1
Plastic 2
Leather 45
Lead 5
Iron 234
Industrial debris 21
Glass 337
Cork 1
Copper alloy 84
Composition 2
Coal 7
Ceramic vessel 1698
Ceramic tobacco pipe 100
Ceramic other 22
Ceramic building 18
material

Bone 37

Table 1: Material groups represented within theaddage

The entire assemblage can be described with cordidas being of relatively
recent date, with few fragments dating to befor Itite nineteenth century,
and none being earlier than the late eighteenttucgnn view of this overall
late dating, which correlates with the relativedgent occupation of properties
on the site seen from the mapping evidence $&mtion 3.2, it is not deemed
necessary to analyse or describe the assemblatgaih, and no catalogue of
the finds is provided.
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5.1.3

5.1.4

5.1.5

5.1.6

5.1.7

No more than 14 items were identified as being agsfble late eighteenth-
century date, of these, six were small fragmentslak olive green wine
bottle, and one of a green case bottle of simiktedthese were recovered
from varying layers, fills and demolition materid88, 190, 317, 324, 517,

and 542). Small fragments of ceramic vessels of the saate dange were
recovered from levelling layef&l7 and517. It must be noted that except for
the material from517, these contexts also produced considerably later
material, and it is quite likely that their presens of little significance to any
consideration of the dating of the site.

Of the 100 clay tobacco pipe fragments recoveraty, a few were bowls, all
dating to the very late nineteenth or early twehtieentury. Indeed, the
relative lack of clay tobacco pipe fragments, ahd presence of a plastic
tobacco pipe mouthpiece in the demolition dep84s in Room 344, might
point to the principal period of activity on theesbeing after the widespread
use of such pipes fell from general favour in thdyetwentieth century.

The large group of ceramic vessels included varfabsics and vessel forms
comprising a range that might be expected in a imgriclass domestic
context. There was nothing of any particular vahred most of the tablewares
and kitchen wares represented were somewhat uéhtaThe tablewares were
mainly white earthenwares, many of them undergteaesfer-printed types,
most clearly originated with the industrial-scaldgucers of the Midlands,
whilst others were probably produced more locallhe kitchen wares
included a fairly narrow range of storage vesselsan-rich redwares, usually
with a thick black glaze, which are likely to haveen more locally produced.
There were also small numbers of grey stonewase g@ain mass-produced in
the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuaed,brown stoneware cooking
vessels. It is likely that some of these were peedumore locally, such
vessels were, for instance, produced in Chestérfigthin living memory
(pers obs). Other vessels, mainly representedrigfesexamples, came from a
wide range of sources, but were all demonstraldystrial products.

The bulk of the vessel glass comprised embossedhineblown bottles and

jars, originally containing a range of locally mapl®ducts. Many bore local
trade names, including table waters by Revett anda@d Cottam and Sons,
both of Sheffield, and Henderson’s relish, agaiSheffield product. Others
came from farther afield, for instance Tower TaWater, Bridlington and

Scarborough. Again, most can be dated to the lateteenth and early
twentieth century, although the latest identifiedyoded aterminus post quem
of 1955 for deposition on the site. In addition,npaf the complete bottles
recovered retained their ‘composition’ closuresichitwould again place them
in the mid-twentieth century. Glass tablewares wareost absent from the
assemblage.

Little stood out amongst the metalwork. A singlenc@ halfpenny of 1916
came from a demolition deposit in Trench6@44. Several contexts produced
copper alloy gas light or electrical fittings anther domestic items such as
spigot taps. There was, in addition, a group ofrppelity cutlery and other
tools, including steel scissors. The remainder bé tmetalwork was
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5.1.8

5.1.9

fragmentary, and effectively unidentifiable, altigbuall could be assigned a
late date with confidence.

Perhaps of greatest interest amongst the mateyidghe group of debris
indicating that shell and bone working was beindartaken in close vicinity
to the site. An exotic bivalve shell (Mother-of-Pgavas recovered from
demolition deposil96, and has had several button blanks cut from itthéie
of-Pearl buttons of the same general size came &igewhere across the site
(113, 331, and584). Debris from the production of bone buttons wés a
found in a levelling laye487 beneath yar@25.

Cut fragments of bone and antler were also retdd¥&7, 187, 190, 297, 331,
345, 348, 351, 354, 389, and454, and was also found unstratified). Amongst
the assemblage were several rectangular antlekdlalearly intended to
produce handle plates for knifes and other cutl@ryarge goat horn found
unstratified could have been intended for the sporpose. There were also
an antler-handled knife from levelling lay&31 below Roon374. These seem
to provide clear evidence for the finishing of emyl, perhaps undertaken on a
home-working basis. A rotary grindstone of a kindtable for sharpening
blades was also present in Ro@é1, and would seem to add substance to this
suggestion. Although not unexpected in Sheffieldnaor centre of cutlery
production, it provides a small but interestingighs$ on late nineteenth- to
early twentieth-century working practice.
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6. CONCLUSION

6.1

6.1.1

6.1.2

6.1.3

DiscussioN

The archaeological excavations undertaken acrosskBl6 and 11 identified
six periods of activity relating to the history addvelopment of this part of
Sheffield. The earliest of these periods may en@sspre-industrial activity,
when two potentially early ditches were dug witBilock 11. Although these
features had been severely truncated, and onlyvsain a limited number of
areas, it appears that they ran parallel to eatieroand were aligned
approximately north-east/south-west. Unfortunatétg, precise date of these
features could not be ascertained, though thepreably of pre-eighteenth-
century date. It is, therefore, possible that thmgy represent features
associated with the late medieval deer-park boynttawught to cross this
area. Indeed, this interpretation is strengthemedsome degree, as one of
these ditches ran along the approximate line oftePoBtreet, which is
suspected to follow the boundary of this medievatl@sure. Alternatively,
due to the absence of any dateable material cadtaiithin the ditches, these
features might also conceivably form the remains aoflater phase of
agricultural enclosure, dating to the post-medigeiod. If this was the case
they might, therefore, relate to former field boands found to the east of
Porter Street.

The majority of the excavated remains date betwbenlate eighteenth and
twentieth centuries. These include the remainsaagfossible late eighteenth-
century industrial premises; a late eighteenthiegineteenth-century public
house and domestic dwellings; nineteenth-centumedic dwellings; and a
mid-twentieth-century industrial works. These remsazan all be related to the
historic map sequence, the positions of which carcdnfidently related to
those buildings plotted on nineteenth-century OSpmay (Fig 5). These
remains reflect, in some measure, the initial esman and subsequent
modification of the industrial city of Sheffield.

Although the excavated remains enable the conginaitfabric and internal
layout of the late eighteenth- and nineteenth-agrtuildings to be discerned
to a greater extent, unfortunately there was argéadsence of artefacts that
could be related to their initial period of constian and subsequent use. Due
to this absence it is, therefore, difficult to ciles the types of material culture
used by the early inhabitants of these propertres & turn, determine the
specific activities undertaken within individualoperties, or socio-economic
trends and fluctuations.
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7. CURATION, CONSERVATION AND DISSEMINATION

7.1

7.1.1

7.1.2

7.2

7.2.1

7.3
7.3.1

74

7.4.1

RECIPIENT MUSEUM

The paper and digital archive for Blocks 6 and 1l e deposited with
Sheffield Museum.

Following consultation with CgMs and SYAS, it isccenmended that given
the limited potential of the finds these shoulddisarded.

CONSERVATION

There are no conservation requirements.

STORAGE

The complete project archive will be prepared torg-term storage following
the guidelines set out Bnvironmental standards for the permanent storaige o
excavated material from archaeological sit@gdKIC 1984, Conservation
Guidelines 3), andsuidelines for the preparation of excavation ar@svfor
long-term storag€Walker 1990).

DISSEMINATION

The complete results obtained from the archaeddbgnwestigation at Blocks
6 and 11, The Moor, Sheffield, are incorporatedthis excavation report.
Copies of the report will be forwarded to SYAS andummary of the results
will be submitted to the SYAS annual review ‘Arcbdmgy in South
Yorkshire’. A summary of the results will also hésitted to OASIS.
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Plate 13: Extract from the 1850-1 Ordnance Surnéyobl mile map, showing the
early nineteenth-century domestic dwellings locabetiween Earl Street and Earl
Lane, and to the south of Earl Lane

Plate 14: Earl Street dwellings following excavatigiewed from the east
Plate 15: Welb03 following half-sectioning, viewed from the east

Plate 16: The basement rooms of the Earl Lane twsllfound to the west of the
passageway, viewed from the west

Plate 17: The basement rooms of the Earl Lane ghgsllfound to the east of the
passageway (foreground) and the associated oufishckground), viewed from the
south-west

Plate 18: The structure discovered beneath théhoufor, viewed from the south-
west

Plate 19: Extract from the 1850-1 Ordnance Survéyobl mile map, showing the
early nineteenth-century dwellings fronting PoSéreet

Plate 20: Extract from the 1850-1 Ordnance Surnéyobl mile map, showing the
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Figure 1: Site location, showing positions of archaeological trenches
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Figure 3: Plan of southern end of Block 11



Period 2

Industrial premises

IHO/
435116.155E
386614.636N

\67094

/

’

Trench 2

/ SCe4
435145.119€
386600.519N

66.189
Period 4
Dwellings
SVa
6041 /
BLOCK 11 /

~./

/

modern
intrusion|

[~ Excavation area oxford
[ ] Internal limit of excavation . o M
[ ] structure outline 1:200 @ A3

Figure 4: Plan of Trenches 1, 2 and 3, Block 6



|: : :| Excavation areas oxtord

Structures 0 fom .’
Underlying archaeology 1500 @ A3

Figure 5: Archaeology superimposed on the 1894 Ordnance Survey 1:2500 map



Section 115

= 484
- 483

Section 125

Section 121

Section 126a

543

546
545

Section 126b

[ =] Limit of excavation

Archaeological feature 2

Q

Uncertain edge

Stone

0 0.5m

1:20 @ A4

oxford

Figure 6: Sections showing Period 1 ditches 483 and 543




Blocks 6 and 11, The Moor, Sheffield: Archaeologitacavation Report 42

APPENDIX 1: PROJECT SPECIFICATION, BLOCK 6

Summary

NJL Consulting, on behalf of RREEF (UK) Ltd, havétamed planning permission (ref
06/04145/FUL) for demolition and subsequent redgwelent of Block 6 , The Moor, Sheffield. The site
comprises 85-125 The Moor, 7-19 Cumberland St&ee&imberland Way, 166 Eyre Street and 2 to 14
Earl Street. Condition 15 states that:-

“No development shall take place without the piiilmplementation of a programme of archaeological
work in accordance with a written scheme of inggdton that shall first have been submitted to and
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority

Information relevant to the development of an appeaie archaeological mitigation scheme has been
synthesised within an Archaeological Appraisal dbdR 6, The Moor, Sheffield (CgMs Report
8467/07/01). Following submission of the ArchaemabAppraisal to SYAS a meeting was held with
Dinah Saich of SYAS, during which requirementsa&ascheme of archaeological evaluation were
established.

This document sets out the proposed methodologythierscheme of archaeological evaluation
required to inform the need for and scope of amh&r archaeological work necessary to discharge
the archaeological condition and is subject to apm@l by SYAS. At the meeting with Dinah Saich it
was hoped to be able to agree that no archaeoldginitigation of Block 6 would be required, because
all of the available geotechnical data suggestsyvstrongly that this Block has been subject to
significant ground reduction of in excess of 1.5ltmwas agreed instead that trenching should be
conducted within the accessible yard areas and sxeeads and the results of this would allow
suitable mitigation to be determined, if requiretdadl. Dinah Saich drew attention to a trade direit
reference to cutlery manufacture on Well Lane areh@h 3 has been located to assess the potential
survival of evidence of such activity.

There are no archaeological obstacles to the dgarl@emoving above ground structures to current
ground levels without archaeological supervisiotho®d the developer wish to remove the
groundslab/undertake works below the current grosodace these works must be monitored by a
suitably qualified archaeologist. No “grubbing ugf foundations should be undertaken until the need
for and scope of any archaeological mitigation &tablished ie following completion of the trial-
trenching to the satisfaction of SYAS. It has liisoussed at a meeting with the demolition contnact
that the available yard areas are natural locatidos compound construction/storage spaces etc aind i
was advised that the archaeological works are pangmed as early in the development programme as
possible.
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Introduction

NJL Consulting, on behalf of RREEF (UK) Ltd, kawbtained planning permission (ref
06/04145/FUL) for demolition and subsequent redgwelent of Block 6, The Moor,
Sheffield. The site comprises 85-125 The Moor, El@nberland Street, 6 Cumberland Way,
166 Eyre Street and 2 to 14 Earl Street. Althoudgtcls 6 and 11 are subject to the same
archaeological condition, their different archagidal potentials have led to a decision to
write individual specifications for each Block.

Information relevant to the development of aprapriate archaeological mitigation scheme
has been synthesised within an Archaeological Apalaf Block 6, The Moor, Sheffield
(CgMs Report 8467/07/01), which is attached as ppefdix to this document. Following
submission of the Archaeological Appraisal to SYA&eeting was held with Dinah Saich of
SYAS, during which requirements for a scheme ofhaeological evaluation were established,
the detail of which is set out below. Following fmal appointment of a sub-contractor to
undertake the fieldwork and reporting the detaflshe project staffing and specialists to be
used will be confirmed to Dinah Saich. The appargab-contractor will be IFA registered.

The underlying geology is of the Lower Coal Megas Group (BGS 1974). The available
data, from the geotechnical reports suggests tloterm impacts have resulted in ground
reduction such that the natural geology is now ébbetween 1.5 m and 2.8 m below the
current ground surface.

Archaeological and Historical Background and Assessment

The Archaeological Appraisal of Block 6, The Mo&heffield (CgMs report 8467/07/01) is
attached as an appendix to this document and shmmlcbnsulted for a full account of the
project background. The summary of this is outlibetbw:-

Prehistoric/Roman and early medieval
There is no known evidence for activity from theseiods from the application area.
Medieval (1066 to 1540)

Sheffield is known from Domesday Book (1086) ascd&weld’. There is little non-
documentary evidence for the town, although thtliscore is believed to have been located
beneath the Sheaf and Cattle Market buildings.

Elements of the late medieval Sheffield deer pagkewocated immediately to the east of the
application area. The park itself was nearly 1dkmith a boundary of oak paling. This
boundary, which is later formalised as Porter $ttee¢he immediate east of the application
area is likely to have become a route from ther latedieval period onwards, from the town
across the River Porter. During the medieval pehodever the surrounding land outside of
the deer-park was almost certainly open fieldst piiLittle Sheffield Moore’.

Post-medieval (1540-present)

The application area’s northern, western and soatheundaries are present on Fairbank’s
1797 map, as Earl Street, Chesterfield Rd (latenttsdStreet) and Cumberland Street
respectively. Jessop Street, which cut the apjbicaarea north-west — south-east, just south
of centre is also visible. On Fairbank’s 1808 mafurgher road (unlabelled, but later Bell
Lane) is drawn creating a cruciform road layoueetfifzely dividing the application area into
guadrants. Development is focussed on the norttemasind western quadrants, although
there is limited development of the northern hélfhe south-western quadrant. Leather’'s map
of 1823 shows that with the exception of half aé $outh-eastern quadrant the remainder of
the application area has now been developed, athagain the detail of this is unclear. This
final quadrant is fully developed by Tayler's 1832p.

The first detailed mapping of the application avees the First Edition OS map of 1850-51.
The only named development on this map is the Pliayern, which occupies the north-
western corner of the north-western quadrant. Thiglibgs fronting South Street in both the
north-western and south-western quadrants are dodgrelatively narrow, although it is not
clear if these are shops or slightly higher stdtossing, the latter being more likely. The
buildings fronting Well Lane in the south-westemmdasouth-eastern quadrants are back-to-
back terraced houses, whilst those in the norttesagjuadrant are houses organised around
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courtyards with pumps and lavatories. With few migbanges the same pattern described
above persists until the OS map of 1920. The 1931n@p however appears to show the
deliberate clearance of all development from thetlseastern quadrant and all but one
structure in the north-eastern quadrant, althoingiet are no changes mapped to the South
Street frontage. The reasons for this are not cleair suggest that some of what has been
interpreted as bomb damage, causing clearance ofi @wiuThe Moor, on the 1948 OS map,
may instead be at least partially due to delibedatmolition of this part of the city. The 1948
OS map appears to show the demolition/destructioallodevelopment east of Bell Lane.
Post-war, Block 6 was developed for retail, whiotidlved the erasure of the lines of Jessop
Street and Bell Lane within the application area.

Project Aims

The IFA ‘Standards and Guidance for archaeoéddield evaluation’ (2001) defines field
evaluation as:-

“..a limited programme of non-intrusive and/or ugive fieldwork which determines the
presence or absence of archaeological featuras;tstes, deposits, artefacts or ecofacts
within a specified area or site on land, interdtidane or underwater. If such archaeological
remains are present field evaluation defines tble@racter, extent, quality and preservation,
and enables an assessment of their worth in &, loegibnal, national or international context
as appropriate.”

Where possible the evaluation will be as “regmd inexpensive” (PPG16 para 21) as possible.
The trenches scheme has been requested by SYASsdéssathe results of the geotechnical
works, which suggest that the proposed developraesd has been subject to significant
ground reduction. If archaeological features, $tmes or deposits are exposed requiring
further archaeological investigation the aim of filedwork will be to establish zones of
archaeological potential/zones of destruction.

In making an assessment of the importance oframains exposed these will be placed
within their relevant local, regional and nationahtext. The aim of the fieldwork report will
be to establish the potential of the archive totdbute to our understanding of human
habitation in the area and the development ofahddcape.

M ethodology for trial trench evaluation
Excavation

A plan showing the locations of the three drepositions agreed with SYAS is set out in
Figure 2 (trenches 1 and 3 measure 20 m by 2 mtimth 2 measures 15 m by 2m).
Following the trench excavation and sample excawatf any features exposed a meeting will
be held on site with Dinah Saich of SYAS, at whilsh excavation strategy will be discussed
together with the requirement for any further natign. A contingency of a further 20 linear
metres of trenching has been allowed if the usthisfwould aid in meeting the objectives
outlined in section 3.

Each of the trenches will be excavated witlB&° mechanical excavator fitted with
appropriate buckets under continuous archaeologigaérvision. It will almost certainly be
necessary to use breakers and toothed bucketscavate the hard surfaces and recent
overburden, but should significant features, depasi structures be present these will need to
be carefully exposed with a ditching bucket, whaossible. Trenches will be machined to the
top of the highest significant archaeological homnizor to the maximum safe working depth if
significant archaeology is present, depending upbich is exposed first. It is anticipated that
significant deposits of modern made ground assedtiatith the 1950s redevelopment will be
encountered. It is not necessary to remove ahisfrnaterial once it has become obvious that
the archaeological potential is negligible, butaaraithin the trench should be excavated to a
sufficient depth to fully characterise those defsosihe natural geology within Block 11 is
known to survive at a depth of 800 mm or less bémése current ground surface, which
gives an indication of the level at which signifit@rchaeological deposits might be expected
to survive. Unless significant deposits are encenaat below the safe working depth it should
not be necessary to step or shore trenches. Bytairdimg frequent communication with
Dinah Saich of SYAS (whose office is very close-ty3hould be possible to avoid having
deep sondages within these trenches open for gnifisant amount of time.
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The spoil generated during the evaluation lsélimounded at a safe distance from the edges of
each trench.

The base and sides of each the trenches avitldaned by hand, as appropriate and safe to
define any significant archaeological features @nesA strategy will then be implemented to
characterise the archaeological resource presdmd. ribture of an appropriate sample of
archaeological deposits and features will be asgeby hand excavation. This is likely to
involve as a minimum half-sectioning all discregatures exposed within the trenches. All
interventions through linear features will be a iminm of 1 m wide, where this is achievable.
Excavation of features will be conducted in pursfithe objectives outlined in section 3.
Where possible, features and/or deposits will kediand their extent, function and state of
preservation determined, sufficient to formulatugable mitigation strategy.

The trench locations will be recorded usirigpgal Station or equivalent. Features will also be
planned using a Total Station or equivalent, unléssy are particularly complex or
significant, or excavated in spits in which casedividual feature plans will be drawn,
normally at 1:10 or 1:20. Sections of trenches mdividual feature sections will be drawn,
normally at 1:10 or 1:20. All site drawings will beferenced to Ordnance Datum and to the
National Grid. The recording system will be based the Museum of London’'s
‘Archaeological Site Manua{1994). This involves allocating numbers to indival contexts,
which are then described and interpreted on pradarantext sheets.

A photographic record will be maintained dgrime course of the evaluation (in back and
white print, colour print and colour transparenayy will include:

i. the site prior to commencement of fieldwork;

ii. the site during work, showing specific stagegieldwork;

iii. the layout of archaeological features withirckdrench;

iv. individual features and, where appropriate, teictions;

V. groups of features where their relationship ipantant;

All artefacts will be treated in accordancéhwKIC guidelines,First Aid for Finds’ (1998).
All finds will be bagged and labelled accordingthe individual deposit from which they
were recovered, ready for later cleaning and aiglys

Appropriate geo-archaeological and palaeorenmiental specialists will be employed
throughout the project, their names and CVs willsgplied for approval to SYAS before
they are commissioned (if required). The spedgliwill conduct or commission, as
appropriate, programmes of scientific investigatianconjunction with the fieldwork, the
results of which will be presented in the final aep They will also ensure that the strategy
evolves on site by seeking to ensure that bulk sesrtpken in the initial stages of the project
are processed quickly and the results fed backnform the excavation strategy. This
approach is broadly consistent witthe M anagement of Archaeological Projects (English
Heritage 1991). All work undertaken will also be accordance witlEH Guidelines for
Environmental Archaeology.

Should evidence for industrial activity be esgd then macroscopic technological residues (or
a sample of them) will be collected by hand. Setgaca 10 ml samples will be collected for
micro-slags (hammerscale and spherical dropletse 3pecialist appointed to assess such
deposits would be agreed in advance of their enmpémg with SYAS and would be expected
to be familiar with Archaeo-metallurgy in archaeological projects (English
Heritage/Historical Metallurgy Society 1995) addmmer scale (Starley 1995).

Samples will be taken for scientific datifglowing advice from the appointed specialists in
consultation with the English Heritage Regionaleftific Advisor. In particular scientific
dates will be sought where dating by artefactshiseat and deposits appear significant and
may have a bearing upon future mitigation strategie

Specialist advice will be taken from the dpfasl geoarchaeologist concerning the soil
micromorphology, as required. Buried soils and medit sequences will be assessed
following Guidelinesfor carrying out assessmentsin geoar chaeology (Canti 1996) and also
Geoarchaeology. Using Earth Sciences to understaedarchaeological record (English
Heritage, 2004), as appropriate. The specialistsedaabove will also formulate a strategy for
bulk-sampling, but the following gives a guide agjeneral principles:-
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Forty litre samples would usually be taken fromusely dated deposits containing the
following:-

» charred plant remains;

» large quantities of molluscs;

» large quantities of bone;

» hearths and other burnt features;

» other domestic features, e.g. house gullies, pteghmptentially containing the above.

Deposits rich in bone will require larger samplésipto 100 litres.

Mesh used to recover flots for retrieval lndrced plant macrofossils and microfauna will be
250 microns, with 500 microns for residues, asioed in Guidelines for Environmental
Archaeology (English Heritage 2002). Larger mesh sizes will be used as outlined in the
document above for the recovery of animal bone sathples recovered will be processed and
assessed.

Any human remains encountered will be cleamigtd minimal disturbance, recorded and left
in situ and only removed if necessary. The contractadraminply with all statutory consents

and licences under the Disused Burial Grounds (Atmeant) Act, 1981 or other Burial Acts

regarding the exhumation and interment of humaranesn The archaeological contractor will
comply with all reasonable requests of interestadigs as to the method of removal, re-
interment or disposal of the remains or associétds. Every effort will be made, at all

times, not to cause offence to any interestedqmarti

Dinah Saich of SYAS will be given notice dfiem work is due to commence and will be free
to visit the site by prior arrangement. Should aignificant remains be found it may be

necessary, in liaison with SYAS to formulate a tetgg designed to fully establish their

character, distribution, extent, condition, datargl further treatment.

Archaeological staff and visitors will respétealth and Safety provisions and site-specific
safety regulations.

Trenches will need to be backfilled as so®massible following excavation. Trenches will
not be backfilled without agreement from Dinah 8aid SYAS. No specialist reinstatement
will be undertaken. Material excavated from thentfees will simply be pushed back in and
lightly compacted using a mechanical excavator.

Post-excavation

Post excavation work will comprise the follagi

i. checking of drawn and written records during ancdcompletion of fieldwork;

ii. production of a stratigraphic matrix of the aaelological deposits and features present
on the site, if appropriate;

iii. cataloguing of photographic material and labegjl of slides which will be mounted on
appropriate hangers;

iv  cleaning, marking, bagging and labelling of fingiscording to the individual deposits
from which they were recovered. Any finds requirispecialist treatment and
conservation will be sent to an appropriate Coretesm Laboratory. Finds will be
identified and dated by appropriate specialists.

% assessment of all artefacts, biological samplessails recovered from the site. X-rays
of an appropriate selection of iron objects aneladion of non-ferrous (including all
coins). Consideration will be given to possibleastigative procedures such as pottery
residue analysis and glass composition.

vi  waterlogged materials will be dealt with as awtlil in Guidelines for the care of
waterlogged archaeological leather (English Heritage Archaeological Leather Group
1995) andwaterlogged wood: the recording, sampling, conservation and curation
of structural wood (Brunning 1996).

vii  assessment of any technological residues reeolveill be undertaken.

viii samples taken for scientific dating will be $epromptly to appropriate laboratories and
agreement reached on appropriate turn around tivitesll parties.

ix  bulk samples and geoarchaeological samples reedwsill be processed and assessed
by the appropriate specialists.

X completion of the Online AccesS to the Index afhaeological investigationS (OASIS)
form for the projectlttp://ads.ac.uk/projects/oakis
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Following completion of this phase of archagalal work it will either be necessary to carry
out further archaeological investigation in ordermeet with the requirements of SYAS,
(which will be carried out under the provisions & updated project design, or further
specification depending upon the scope of those syaok it will be determined that no
further work is required. In the latter case a dédone report should be written on this phase
of work. In the event that further work is requiradd that work is conducted as a “rolling
programme” then reporting on the initial trenchipgase should be incorporated into the
report on the complete mitigation works. It is hdpgkerefore to avoid leaving site to write a
report to determine the need for and scope of éartbork and that this decision can be made
on site.

A copy of the completed report will be submittedce approved by the client to SYAS. The

text of the report will also be submitted as a ttiekt file and any CAD drawings will also be

submitted. The report will include the following asninimum:-

i. a title page detailing site address, site code amdession number, NGR,
author/originating body, client’'s nhame and address;

ii. full content’s listing;

iii. a non-technical summary of the findings of thedfredrk;

iv. a description of the archaeological background;

V. a description of the topography and geology, saild drainage of the development
area;

Vi. a description of the methodologies used durinditidéwork;

Vii. a description of the findings of the fieldwork;

viii. plans of each of the trenches/areas showing tHeeaotogical features exposed and
phasing as appropriate;

iX. sections of the excavated archaeological features;

X. interpretation of the archaeological features eggdoand their context within the
surrounding landscape;

Xi. specialist reports on the artefactual/ecofactuakias from the site;

Xii. appropriate photographs of specific archaeolodeatures;

Xiii. artefact illustrations as appropriate

Xiii. a consideration of the importance of the archaecdbgemains present on the site in
local, regional and national terms

Xiv detailed context index and index to the archive

The site archive will be prepared accordingytidelines set down in Appendix 3 of the
Management of Archaeology Projects (English Hegfa§991), the Guidelines for the
Preparation of Excavation Archives for Long-termrage (UKIC, 1990) and Standards in the
Museum Care of Archaeological collections (Museurd Art Galleries Commission, 1992).
Finds and the paper archive will be deposited Bitieffield Museum, subject to appropriate
permissions. It will be prepared in accordance lith procedures set-out by the Museums
Service. If finds are made of gold or silver thesk if possible be archaeologically excavated
and removed to a safe place. Such finds will als@rmediately reported to the local Coroner
(within 14 days, in accordance with the 1997 Treasict). Should it not be possible to
remove the finds that day suitable security willgpevided.

Notes or articles describing the results effteldwork will be submitted for publication in an
appropriate local, regional or national journalgeeding upon the significance of the results).
A copy of any such works will be sent to SYAS. Gdaesation will be given to publication of

all of the information gained from the fieldwork dime Moor redevelopment as a single text.
Provision will be made for publication of the resubf the fieldwork locally. Discussions will

be had with the client about the desirability oégws releases and the appointed sub-contractor
will be encouraged to present the results (if appade) to the South Yorkshire Archaeology
Day and local societies. A summary of the resuli$ e submitted to the SYAS annual
review ‘Archaeology in South Yorkshire’. Text witle submitted in ASCII format and any
images in .tif form.

Timetable and Personnel

Project management for CgMs will be undertakgrSimon Mortimer MA gyon, MIFA and

other CgMs staff as appropriate. Names and CVdadf om the contracting organisation
appointed to undertake the work will be forwardedrequest, following appointment. The
fieldwork will be undertaken by an archaeologicejanisation registered with the Institute of
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Field Archaeologists. Similarly names and CVs of #pecialists to be employed on the
project will be submitted on request — subsequeappointment.

The work is expected to take up to two archagsis not more than one week, but the actual
project duration will obviously depend upon theunatof the deposits exposed. The appointed
fieldwork contractor should make provision for @lfing programme” of mitigation if
significant deposits are encountered within thadhes that could best be dealt with by further
trenching, or extensions to trenches, as opposeatithing brief or other forms of mitigation.

Monitoring

The aims of monitoring are to ensure that tlehagological works are undertaken within the
limits set by the project design and to the satisfa of Dinah Saich of SYAS. Dinah Saich of
SYAS is free to visit the site by prior arrangement

All communication between the appointed contmaeind SYAS must proceed through the
appointed CgMs Archaeological Consultant.

Insurance

The archaeological contractors will produce emite of Public Liability Insurance to the
minimum value of £5m and Professional Indemnityuhasice to the minimum of £2m.

Health and Safety

It is the policy of CgMs (‘the Employer’) to dorm fully with the requirements of the Health
& Safety at Work Etc. Act (1974).

It is accepted that it is the duty of the Emplotp ensure, so far as is reasonably practical, th
health and safety of all his employees at work.

The employer also has a duty to ensure tharhjgdoyees are aware of their responsibility for
their own health and safety, and for the health safiéty of others, including the general
public, who might be affected by their work.

Where employees are temporarily engaged at ethétplaces, they are to respect relevant
local regulations, both statutory and as imposedtier employers within the Health and
Safety at Work etc. Act (1974).

In furtherance of the duty of care imposed lgy lttealth & Safety at Work etc. Act (1974),
the Employer shall make available to his employedmtever reasonable facilities are
required by particular circumstances, e.g. appabdprprotective clothing, safety equipment,
rest breaks for specialised tasks, etc.

Attention is paid to the requirements of momeerd legislation including the provision and use
of Work Equipment Regulation$992, the Management of Health and Safety at Work
Regulationsl992 and the&onstruction (Design and Management) Regulatib®84. A risk
assessment is undertaken, a safety officer appbanrid all aspects of health and safety noted
during work.

For the use of CgMs © OA North: September 2009



Blocks 6 and 11, The Moor, Sheffield: Archaeologitacavation Report 49

APPENDIX 2: PROJECT SPECIFICATION, BLOCK 11

Summary

NJL Consulting, on behalf of RREEF (UK) Ltd, havétamed planning permission (ref
06/04145/FUL) for demolition and subsequent redgwalent of Block 11, The Moor, Sheffield. The
site is bounded by Earl Street to the north, Curamel Way to the west (although the road is included
within the scope of this document), Cumberland ebtte the south and Eyre Street to the east.
Condition 15 states that:-

“No development shall take place without the piiilmplementation of a programme of archaeological
work in accordance with a written scheme of inggdton that shall first have been submitted to and
approved in writing by the Local Planning Authority

Information relevant to the development of an appeaie archaeological mitigation scheme has been
synthesised within an Archaeological Appraisal ddbdR 11, The Moor, Sheffield (CgMs Report
8467/07/02). Following submission of the ArchaemabAppraisal to SYAS a meeting was held with
Dinah Saich of SYAS, during which requirementsafscheme of archaeological mitigation were
established.

This document sets out the proposed methodologhdéscheme of archaeological mitigation required
to discharge the planning condition and is subjecapproval by SYAS. In summary it allows for the
developer to demolish existing structures on site the ground slab without archaeological
involvement. Removal of the hard surfacing/groutab swill be carried out under archaeological
supervision and there will be no “grubbing up” obdundations until the archaeological work is
complete. The site has the potential to contaidende of the late medieval deer-park boundary, wvhic
if present is likely to be buried beneath the farrRerter Street. Two trenches are proposed to
determine the presence/absence and state of peggamwof this feature and if possible these will be
excavated during the stripping phase to avoid retiag over exposed deposits. Elsewhere within the
site evidence is likely to be exposed for lat& t8ntury/nineteenth century housing and possibly
workshops. Any remains, features or deposits dfiaological interest will be planned and recorded
as set out below; a maximum of 25% of this matewidll be subject to detailed hand investigation.
Archaeological work will focus on deposits that &mebe impacted upon by the proposed development.
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Introduction

NJL Consulting, on behalf of RREEF (UK) Ltd, kawbtained planning permission (ref
06/04145/FUL) for demolition and subsequent redgwelent of Block 11, The Moor,
Sheffield. The site is bounded by Earl Street te ttorth, Cumberland Way to the west
(although the road is included within the scopehid document), Cumberland Street to the
south and Eyre Street to the east. Although Blotksand 6 are subject to the same
archaeological condition, their different archagidal potentials have led to a decision to
write individual specifications for each Block.

Information relevant to the development of aprapriate archaeological mitigation scheme
has been synthesised within an Archaeological Apalaf Block 11, The Moor, Sheffield
(CgMs Report 8467/07/03), which is attached as ppefdix to this document. Following
submission of the Archaeological Appraisal to SYA&eeting was held with Dinah Saich of
SYAS, during which requirements for a scheme ofaeological mitigation were established,
the detail of which is set out below. Following fmal appointment of a sub-contractor to
undertake the fieldwork and reporting the detaflshe project staffing and specialists to be
used will be confirmed to Dinah Saich. The appargab-contractor will be IFA registered.

The underlying geology is of the Lower Coal Megas Group (BGS 1974). The available
data, from the geotechnical reports and WYAS trescsuggests that islands of the natural
geology are present within c. 0.8 m of the curggntund surface within the site.

Archaeological and Historical Background and Assessment

The Archaeological Appraisal of Block 11, The Mo8heffield (CgMs report 8467/07/02) is
attached as an appendix to this document and shmmulcbnsulted for a full account of the
project background. The summary of this is outlibetbw:-

Prehistoric/Roman and early medieval

There is little or no potential for evidence of$beperiods to be exposed within the application
area. There are no known sites or records of regafeartefacts of this date from the vicinity
of the site.

Medieval (1066 to 1540)

Little is known of the local morphology of the latmedieval Sheffield deerpark boundary,
which is known to have been present within the igppibn area. It is reasonable however to
assume that it would have been a wide and substalitith with an oak paling fence. The line

of this boundary was later formalised by Portere&trwhich crossed the application area.
There is a medium to high potential that evidenmethe deerpark boundary will survive

within the application area. If it does survivasitlikely that it will be adversely impacted by

the proposed development.

Post-medieval (1540-present)

Between 1797 and 1921 the application area wadajse Although it is not clear from the
available maps what the initial development invdleis likely, extrapolating from the First
Edition OS map, that most of the application areatained terraced housing. The Globe
Tavern is also known to have been constructed mithé site. The extent to which any of
these structures or associated features survise@adable form is difficult to establish based
upon the available information. There are limitsth® geotechnical data to inform the
archaeological understanding of the site.

The 1921 OS map evidence suggests very strongtythibaapplication area was deliberately
cleared, at least in part pre-World War Il. Somehig was probably related to slum clearance
and an attempt to change the character of this gfatie city, away from the South Street
frontage to a more industrial character. The ablaevidence suggests that the
redevelopment of this site involved far less truimcathan within the Block 6 footprint on the
western side of Cumberland Way.

Project Aims

The general aims of this project are:-

For the use of CgMs © OA North: September 2009



Blocks 6 and 11, The Moor, Sheffield: Archaeologibacavation Report 51

3.0.2

3.0.3

3.04

3.05

3.0.6

4.0
4.0.1

4.0.2

e« To ensure that subsequent to the demolition ofaheve ground structures that the
removal of hard-surfacing/floor slabs is conducted a way that facilitates an
archaeological investigation of the site

» To preserve by record any significant archaeoldgiegmains within the proposed
development area;

» To ensure the long-term preservation of the ardogéml information by production and
deposition of a report and an ordered project aechi

The feature of chief archaeological interesivitn to have been present within the proposed
development area is the late medieval deer-parkdemy, the line of which is thought to have
been continued by Porter Street. Two trenchesheilexcavated as illustrated in Figure 2 to
determine the presence/absence and state of pméesenof this feature. The locations
illustrated are indicative only, because their ¢xasitioning is best determined by conditions
on the ground, which hare as yet unknown. The tresavill be located and excavated to a
size that best meets the objective of initially edetining its presence/absence and
subsequently that allows the fullest profile todstablished and to address the general aims
set out within this document.

With the exception of the deer-park bounddirgfahe other anticipated features are likely to
be of late 18 century AD date, or later. Priority will be given the investigation of any
workshop related activity. Should there be any isimg floor surfaces associated with the
domestic use of the site these will also be pig@ait. No more than 25% of deposits exposed
within the site will be subject to detailed hangséstigation.

The need for the archaeological work to takegduring the demolition programme means
that it will impact upon the critical developmerdth. It is therefore necessary for all of the
archaeological works to be completed within 3 weekthe complete removal of the floor-
slab. The appointed archaeological contractorlvélheed to staff accordingly.

Until the floor-slab/hard surfacing is removkd actual archaeological significance of the site
and the appropriate archaeological mitigation sgatwill not be known. The available data
suggests for instance that there has been far itepact from modern ie post-WWII
development than on the adjacent Block 6. The iniatedbjective once the floor slab/hard
surfacing is removed will be to map and charaateti®e structures and deposits exposed.
Given the likelihood of islands of truncation withthe proposed development site, where
there are no significant archaeological layers,tufes or deposits machining will be
undertaken to a depth that determines the presshwmyice of the deer-park boundary. It is
hoped therefore that the excavation of the trenelsesutlined in Figure 2 will be informed by
this process and that it may in fact prove possibldook to investigate the deer-park
boundary by other means. This will however be dised at a meeting with Dinah Saich of
SYAS and if necessary a simple updated specifinatil be issued (not more than one side
of A4 and an associated plan) detailing the comahssof that meeting. The meeting will also
determine the priorities/sample sizes etc for theaeation.

This specification conforms to the requirersesitPlanning Policy Guidance: Archaeology

and Planning(DoE 1990) (PPG16). It has been designed in acocedavith current best

archaeological practice and the appropriate natgtaadards and guidelines including:

 Management of Archaeological Proje¢English Heritage, 1991);

e Standard and Guidance for an Archaeological WatghiBrief (Institute of Field
Archaeologists, 2001).

» Model Briefs and Specifications for Archaeologidasessments and Field Evaluations
(Association of County Archaeological Officers, 4199

» Code of Condudiinstitute of Field Archaeologists, 2000)

M ethodology

Archaeological attendance to site will comngeance the above ground structures have been
demolished. Due to the need to retain the mategglltant from this work on site this will be
stockpiled at the far western extent of the sitéhiw the current Eversure House footprint
(see Figure 2). This is a basemented building irai@a of the site where levels are to be
increased by in excess of 0.5 m and it is therefogearea of least archaeological interest.

A minimum of 2 weeks notice will be given tetarchaeological fieldwork contractor of the
start date to remove the hard-surfacing and fltedy §om within the proposed development
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4.0.3

4.0.4

4.0.5

4.0.6

4.0.7

area. When the IFA registered fieldwork contra¢tas been appointed this will be confirmed
with SYAS and the contractor will also notify theceiving museum of the intention to
deposit an archive in due course and completedteined proforma sheets. In order to meet
the programme requirements and following discussiith SYAS the fieldwork contractor
will supply a team sufficient to clean, map andbiegin to sample the stripped area, as
appropriate during the stripping phase. A meetitiyhve convened with Dinah Saich before
any hand excavation, other than initial characiios of features/deposits is carried out.

The proposed development area will be strippeder constant archaeological supervision
using a 360° mechanical excavator fitted with ageanf buckets as appropriate. A toothless
ditching bucket should be used to achieve the fiaface where significant features and or
deposits are exposed. Mechanical excavation willubdertaken to the top of the first
significant archaeological horizon or undisturbeatunal deposits. Every effort should be
made to avoid rutting or other direct or indiratipiacts onto the archaeological surface. Haul
routes will also need to be established to endvakdverburden that is removed is carried off
the excavation area and stockpiled as requiredvyléveloper, without this traffic impacting
upon the archaeological horizon. Should the SitpeBusor feel that either methods of
stripping or movement of plant taking material site were resulting in the archaeology being
compromised then stripping should be halted unébe issues could be resolved.

Due to the fact that preservation is likelypt patchy ie that it is believed that there wél b
islands of preservation within zones of destructtbe intention is to avoid prescriptive
methodologies. Therefore if it is possible to lectiie medieval deer-park boundary without
excavating the trenches, as illustrated in Figyrdén this would obviate the need to excavate
those trenches. Put simply, it seems at least lgestiat having removed archaeologically
uninteresting deposits/intrusions on the line af tteerpark boundary that feature may be
exposed without the deliberate excavation of tresclshould this not be the case ie should it
not be present or should it be believed to be deajearchaeologically important deposits the
exposure of this feature will only take place aféxcavation and recording the overlying
surfaces. The supervising archaeologist will bdigehtly experienced in excavation in urban
conditions such as this and will be trusted to nralo the appropriate levels. Clearly should
the medieval deer-park ditch, or floor surfacesoeiséed with modern use of the site be
encountered these will require detailed hand-ex@@avand machining will stop as soon as
these are encountered.

Priority will be given to the cleaning of tleeposed surface as required to produce a pre-
excavation site plan, during and immediately subeatjto the stripping. Plans will normally
be drawn at 1:100; more complex features will morded as appropriate (1:10 or 1:20). The
site grid will be established relative to the Ondeg Survey National Grid and all levels taken
will be relative to Ordnance Datum. In associatwith the production of this plan sample
excavation will commence, looking to investigateepresentative sample of any archaeology
exposed to characterise the nature of the resquesent. Early in this process a meeting will
be convened between the CgMs Project Manager, D8@ath of SYAS and the appointed
fieldwork contractor to establish a more formal péing strategy.

It is hoped that the site investigation camrdmeducted as an iterative process, such thatadste

of excavating by set percentage sample sizes thwagh can be driven by considering how
excavation can meet the stated and evolving relsesines. As a minimum the stratigraphic

relationships between all significant intercuttifegatures will be established, however once
this is complete and a representative sample of ampaeological deposits has been
investigated the excavation process will be tadyefeatures will be targeted that appear to be
unusual or important (e.g relating to specific ti@f industries). Should the medieval deer-

park boundary be exposed sections will be excavéiexigh this feature to characterise its

morphology and fill sequence. Similarly contextatthave the potential to provide important

artefactual or ecofactual assemblages or thatrimfihre research aims of the project will be

prioritised. This reflexive approach will be sustd by regular site meetings between all
relevant parties and specialists as appropriate.

The recording system will be based on the Musef London’s Archaeological Site
Manual (1994). This involves allocating numbers to indival contexts, which are then
described and interpreted on proforma context sheet
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4.0.9
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A photographic record will be maintained dgrime course of the evaluation (in back and
white and colour print and digital (where the caanavill have field of at least 5MP and
images archived as uncompressed TIFFs)) and wilidte:

i. the site prior to commencement of fieldwork;

ii. the site during work, showing specific stagedielidwork;

iii. the layout of archaeological features withire thxcavation area;

iv. individual features and, where appropriate, rtsections;

V. groups of features where their relationship ipantant;

All artefacts will be treated in accordancénwidKIC guidelines,First Aid for Finds’ (1998).
All finds will be bagged and labelled accordingth® individual deposit from which they
were recovered, ready for later cleaning and aiglys

Appropriate specialists will be employed aquieed throughout the project to advise as
necessary. These specialists will conduct or cowions as appropriate, programmes of
scientific investigation in conjunction with theefilwork, the results of which will be
presented in the final report. They will also emstirat the strategy evolves on site by seeking
to ensure that bulk samples taken in the initiages of the project are processed quickly and
the results fed back to inform the excavation sgt This approach is broadly consistent with
The Management of Archaeological Projects (English Heritage 1991). All work undertaken
will also be in accordance withH Guidelinesfor Environmental Archaeology.

A strategy for palaeo-environmental samplinitybe developed on site, in consultation with
appropriate specialists, as necessary. The enventah sampling strategy will therefore
evolve from as discussion between those speciadiats the field team and will be in
accordance with current best practice.

Forty to sixty litre samples would usually be takeom securely dated deposits containing the
following:-

» charred plant remains;

» large quantities of molluscs;

» large quantities of bone;

» hearths and other burnt features;

» other domestic features

The list above is not exhaustive howeverianthy be necessary to take larger sample sizes
from deposits with large amounts of bone (up to [l6s) and samples should also be taken
from pit deposits which do not contain visible exmif. Sampling of ditches should normally
target dumped/artefact rich deposits. Column sasnphay be required to establish the
changing environment through time, if appropriaquences are observed.

Should evidence for industrial activity bgpesed then macroscopic technological residues (or
a sample of them) will be collected by hand. Setgaca 10 ml samples will be collected for
micro-slags (hammerscale and spherical droplets 3pecialist appointed to assess such
deposits would be agreed in advance of their enmpéoy with Dinah Saich of SYAS and
would be expected to be familiar withrchaeo-metallurgy in archaeological projects
(English Heritage/Historical Metallurgy Society BSandHammer scale (Starley 1995).

Any human remains encountered will be cleamigtd minimal disturbance, recorded and left
in situ and only removed if necessary. The contractadramimply with all statutory consents

and licences under the Disused Burial Grounds (Atmamnt) Act, 1981 or other Burial Acts

regarding the exhumation and interment of humararesn The archaeological contractor will
comply with all reasonable requests of interestadigs as to the method of removal, re-
interment or disposal of the remains or associgtds. Every effort will be made, at all

times, not to cause offence to any interestedqmarti

Dinah Saich of SYAS will be given notice dfiem work is due to commence and will be free

to visit the site by prior arrangement. Should aignificant remains be found it may be
necessary, in liaison with Dinah Saich of SYAS toniulate a strategy designed to fully
establish their character, distribution, extentdition, dating and further treatment.

Archaeological staff and visitors will respétealth and Safety provisions and site-specific
safety regulations.
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4.0.15 It may be necessary to agree the phased aandib areas of the site to the developer. This
will require the explicit authorisation of Dinahila of SYAS. To facilitate this the appointed
fieldwork contractor will produce weekly summarypoets detailing finds to date with plans
and photographs as appropriate and available.

4.1 Post-excavation

4.1.1  Post excavation work will comprise the follogi

i. checking of drawn and written records during anc¢@mpletion of fieldwork;

ii. production of a stratigraphic matrix of the arcHagial deposits and features
present on the site, if appropriate;

iii . cataloguing of photographic material and labellgfgslides which will be mounted
on appropriate hangers;

iv. cleaning, marking, bagging and labelling of finds@ding to the individual deposits
from which they were recovered. Any finds requirispecialist treatment and
conservation will be sent to an appropriate Corst@m Laboratory. Finds will be
identified and dated by appropriate specialists.

iv. assessment of all artefacts, biological samplessaiid recovered from the site. X-
rays of an appropriate selection of iron objectsl @ selection of non-ferrous
(including all coins). Consideration will be giveto possible investigative
procedures such as pottery residue analysis asd gtamposition.

V. waterlogged materials will be dealt with as outtine Guidelines for the care of
waterlogged archaeological leather (English Heetagchaeological Leather Group
1995) and Waterlogged wood: the recording, samplingservation and curation of
structural wood (Brunning 1996).

Vi. assessment of any technological residues recovelidae undertaken.

Vil. samples taken for scientific dating will be sempmpptly to appropriate laboratories
and agreement reached on appropriate turn aroones tivith all parties.

viii. bulk samples and geoarchaeological samples reabvetitt be processed and

assessed by the appropriate specialists.

4.1.2  Following completion of the fieldwork on Bloelk and 11 consideration will be given to the
appropriate manner of publication. It is hoped tdhe results are as anticipated that there
may be no requirement to produce an assessment gmbthat with agreement from SYAS
an appropriate ‘grey literature’ report could beodguced, sufficient to allow SYAS to
recommend discharge of the condition. Discussioilt ve had with the developer to
determine the likely timeframe for completion oéthrchaeological work on other Blocks and
to establish the desirability of a popular pubiimataddressing the scheme as a whole. A copy
of any completed reports will be submitted, oncpraped by the client to SYAS. The text of
the report will also be submitted as a rich tek@ fand any CAD drawings will also be
submitted. The report will include the following @asninimum:-

i. a title page detailing site address, site code aedession number, NGR,
author/originating body, client's hame and address;

ii. full content’s listing;

iii. a non-technical summary of the findings of thedfredrk;

iv. a description of the archaeological background;

V. a description of the topography and geology, smild drainage of the development
area,;

Vi. a description of the methodologies used durinditidwork;

Vil. a description of the findings of the fieldwork;

viii. plans of each of the trenches/areas showing theeaotogical features exposed;

iX. an overall phased plan with sections of the exealvatchaeological features;

X. interpretation of the archaeological features eggoand their context within the
surrounding landscape;

Xi. specialist reports on the artefactual/ecofactuakias from the site;

Xii. appropriate photographs of specific archaeolodeatures;

Xiil. appropriate artefact illustrations

Xiil. a consideration of the importance of the archaécdbgemains present on the site in
local, regional and national terms

Xiv. a detailed context index and index to the archive

XV. completion of the Online AccesS to the Index ofhaeological investigationS

(OASIS) form for the projecthitp://ads.ac.uk/projects/oakgis
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The site archive will be prepared accordingua@elines set down in Appendix 3 of
the Management of Archaeology Projects (Englishiteige, 1991), the Guidelines
for the Preparation of Excavation Archives for Letegm Storage (UKIC, 1990) and
Standards in the Museum Care of Archaeologicalectns (Museum and Art
Galleries Commission, 1992). Finds and the papehiwe will be deposited with
Sheffield Museum, subject to appropriate permissiolt will be prepared in
accordance with the procedures set-out by the Musetervice. If finds are made of
gold or silver these will if possible be archaeatafly excavated and removed to a
safe place. Such finds will also be immediatelyorégd to the local Coroner (within
14 days, in accordance with the 1997 Treasure Atpuld it not be possible to
remove the finds that day suitable security willgpevided.

Notes or articles describing the results & feldwork will be submitted for
publication in an appropriate local, regional otiowal journal (depending upon the
significance of the results). A copy of any suchrkgowill be sent to SYAS.
Consideration will be given to publication of afl the information gained from the
fieldwork on The Moor redevelopment as a singld.t®ovision will be made for
publication of the results of the fieldwork locallpiscussions will be had with the
client about the desirability of press releasestardappointed sub-contractor will be
encouraged to present the results (if appropriaté)e South Yorkshire Archaeology
Day and local societies. A summary of the resulii$ lve submitted to the SYAS
annual review ‘Archaeology in South Yorkshire’. Texill be submitted in ASCII
format and any images in .tif form.

Monitoring

The aims of monitoring are to ensure that tlehagological works are undertaken
within the limits set by the project design andthe satisfaction of the Local
Planning Authority.

The archaeological aspects of the project vélinbanaged for NJL Consulting, on
behalf of RREEF (UK)oy Simon Mortimer MA goxon MIFA with assistance from
other CgMs Project Managers as required.

SYAS will be given at least 5 days’ notice ofemhwork is due to commence and
will be free to visit the site by prior arrangemaerith the project director.

Timetable and Per sonnel

As explained in para 3.0.4 the fact that thehagological works are necessarily
taking place within the demolition programme platiesm directly on the critical
development path. It is understood that there areertainties involved in any
archaeological project at least until the archagiold horizon is revealed and the
archaeology has been characterised. In the cireunmss of this development area
however there is no indication that particularlyrmabex or significant archaeology is
likely to be present and it is therefore reason&driéhe developer to set a date that,
unless there are truly exceptional circumstancdsesiablish an end date for on-site
fieldwork. This date is set on this site as thrakeidar weeks following removal of
the floor slab and hard-surfacing.

The appointed sub-contractor should thereformurenthat they are geared up to
rapidly plan and characterise the resource prederibg the stripping, such that a
complete site plan is available within 2 days ofmpdetion of the site strip. A site

meeting will then be convened which will lead te fireparation of a short update to
the specification and plan which will form the tm$dr subsequent fieldwork and
consequently determine appropriate staffing levels.

Insurance

The archaeological contractors will produce ewmite of Public Liability Insurance to
the minimum value of £56m and Professional Indemhigurance to the minimum of
£2m.
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Health and Safety

It is the policy of CgMs (‘the Employer’) to ¢domm fully with the requirements of
the Health & Safety at Work Etc. Act (1974).

It is accepted that it is the duty of the Emplojo ensure, so far as is reasonably
practical, the health and safety of all his empésyat work.

The employer also has a duty to ensure thatehiployees are aware of their
responsibility for their own health and safety, dodthe health and safety of others,
including the general public, who might be affedbgttheir work.

Where employees are temporarily engaged at etbétplaces, they are to respect
relevant local regulations, both statutory andragdsed by other employers within
the Health and Safety at Work etc. Act (1974).

In furtherance of the duty of care imposed leyltealth & Safety at Work etc. Act
(1974), the Employer shall make available to hipleyees whatever reasonable
facilities are required by particular circumstancesg. appropriate protective
clothing, safety equipment, rest breaks for spmgdltasks, etc.

Attention is paid to the requirements of moreerg legislation including the
provision and use diVork Equipment Regulatiori992, theManagement of Health
and Safety at Work Regulation$992 and the Construction (Design and
Management) Regulatiorl994. A risk assessment is undertaken, a saféiteio

appointed and all aspects of health and safetydrohteing work.
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APPENDIX 3: LIST OF CONTEXTS

CONTEXT BLock DESCRIPTION
No

100 11 Overburden: demolition rubble

101 11 Demolition rubble over Earl Lane

102 11 Tarmac over cobbles

103 11 Void

104 11 Layer of rubbish against wdl56

105 11 Cobbled road surface

106 11 Concrete pavement

107 11 Layer of yellow silt and coarse sand coveringlri@b
108 11 Sandstone block pavement

109 11 Sandstone walll

110 11 Handmade brick floor of Rooft61

111 11 Sandstone wall forming part of Rodr21

112 11 Handmade brick and stone stairs in Rd@h
113 11 Handmade brick floor in Roof21

114 11 Sandstone wall forming part of Rodr21

115 11 Demolition rubble contained in Rodil

115 11 Clay levelling layer found below flodn3 in Room121
117 11 Dark brown silty-sand rubble layer found beloyelal16
118 11 Orange sandy-clay layer found below lay&r
119 11 Black burnt layer found below lay&t8

120 11 Redeposited clay {88)

121 11 Cellar room

122 11 Cellar room

123 11 Sandstone wall, Roofh?2

124 11 Sandstone wall, Roof22

125 11 Sandstone wall, Roof22

126 11 Handmade brick and stone stairs in RA@2
127 11 Demolition rubble contained in staik®6

128 11 Sandstone flag floor in cellar Rodi22

129 11 Brick-lined well

130 11 Sandye-silt fill of well

131 11 Demolition rubble contained in Rodl2

132 11 Cellar room

133 11 Stairs in Rooni32

134 11 Demolition rubble contained in stait33

135 11 Sandstone wall, Roof32

136 11 Sandstone wall dividing Roori82 and139
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137 11 Sandstone-flagged floor of Rodi82, which had been skimmed with concreé
138 11 Demolition rubble contained in Rod2
139 11 Cellar room

140 11 Handmade brick and stone stairs in RA@%
141 11 Demolition rubble fill contained in staitgl0
142 11 Sandstone wall, Rooft39

143 11 Sandstone wall, Rooft39

144 11 Sandstone-flagged floor of Rodr89

145 11 Demolition rubble contained in RoatB89
146 11 Layer beneath floadr28

147 11 Sandstone wall

148 11 Mortar layer beneath flodd4

149 11 Burnt silty-sand layer beneath8

150 11 Rubble layer beneafl49

151 11 Single skin brick wall

152 11 Sandstone wall with brick addition at south-esmst
153 11 Handmade brick wall dividing Roor2d46 and247
154 11 Demolition deposit arountb3

155 11 Demolition deposit arountb3

156 11 Handmade brick wall

157 11 Natural clay

158 11 Natural clay and silt

159 11 Layer of burnt material

160 11 Redeposited clay

161 11 Room

162 11 Rubble layer

163 11 Sandstone surface

164 11 Handmade brick structure

165 11 Sandstone surface part of Ro2id

166 11 Demolition deposit

167 11 Brick drain

168 11 Silty-clay fill of drain169

169 11 Cut for ceramic drain

170 11 Cut for wall156

171 11 Clay silt/lburnt material fill of cut70

172 11 Grey/brown silt-clay fill of drain cut73

173 11 Cut for drain (same d$9?)

174 11 Natural silty-clay

175 11 Cellar room

176 11 Sandstone wall of RoofY5
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177 11 Sandstone wall of Roof5

178 11 Sandstone and handmade brick stairs in Rb&in

179 11 Fill of stairs178

180 11 Stone and handmade brick platform in Rdoi

181 11 Brick structure in Roorth75

182 11 Sandstone flagged floor in Rodims

183 11 Demolition deposit in Roorti75

184 11 Unbonded brick surface. Probable modern levelliggr for concrete slab
185 11 Mid-brown/grey sandy-silt modern levelling layemeattl84
186 11 Mid-brown/orange silt-sand modern levelling lageneathl85
187 11 Demolition deposit contained in Rodial. Beneathl86

188 11 Same a$20

189 11 Demolition deposit in Roort21

190 11 Demolition deposit in Roort21

191 11 Cellar room

192 11 Sandstone wall of Rooi®1

193 11 Sandstone wall of Roof®1

194 11 Stone and handmade brick stairs in Rd&d

195 11 Sandstone-flagged floor in Rodral

196 11 Demolition deposit in Roort91

197 11 Sandstone-flagged floor in Rodial

198 11 Brick layer beneath overburden. Probable moderelling layer
199 11 Demolition deposit contained in Ro@i¥

200 11 Cellar room

201 11 Sandstone wall of Roo200

202 11 Handmade brick and stone stairs in RG&

203 11 Fill of stairs202

204 11 Demolition deposit in Roor200

205 11 Sandstone-flagged floor in Ro&®®0

206 11 Cut for modern brick wall

207 11 Rubble fill of wall cut206

208 11 Stone flag surface north-west of Rogid

209 11 Tarmac surface adjacent208

210 11 Stone drain within surfa@98

211 11 One brick wide wall of Roor14

212 11 Two brick wide brick wall of Roor@14

213 11 Two brick wide brick wall of Roorg14

214 11 Room

215 11 Handmade brick wall of Roo219

216 11 Handmade brick wall of Roo219
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217 11 Handmade brick wall of Roo219

218 11 Sandstone-flagged floor of Rod@i9

219 11 Room

220 11 Demolition deposit sealing Roora$4 and219
221 11 Redeposited natural contained within drain26$
222 11 Stone capping within wel23

223 11 Stone well

224 11 Silty-clay fill contained within drain c@25
225 11 Cut for drain

226 11 Silt/sand fill of linear featurg27

227 11 Linear cut

228 11 Redeposited natural in c282

229 11 Natural silty-clay

230 11 Deposit above sandstone surfa68

231 11 Brick wall

232 11 Cut of feature

233 11 Layer of black clay and demolition rubble
234 11 Grey clay layer

235 11 Room with toilet

236 11 Frogged brick wall for roor241

237 11 Concrete floor in Roor?41

238 11 Stone surface

239 11 Drain

240 11 Tarmac surface

241 11 Room

242 11 Cellar destroyed by modern building
243 11 Brick and stone structure

244 11 Cellar room with stairs

245 11 Room to north-west of Rooga4

246 11 Room south-east of Roa2d7

247 11 Room north-west of Roo@46

248 11 Brick surface

249 11 Levelling layers fol65

250 11 Clayey-silt fill of culvert251

251 11 Brick and stone culvert below flot65
252 11 Brick wall of Roon42

253 11 Brick wall of Roorm242

254 11 Brick wall of Roorm242

255 11 Brick wall of Roon44

256 11 Brick wall of Roon44
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257 11 Brick wall of Roorm244

258 11 Brick wall of Roon44

259 11 Brick and stone stairs in Rod#4
260 11 Sandstone-flagged floor in Ro@&#4
261 11 Stone-flagged floor in Roo245
262 11 Brick wall of Roon45

263 11 Brick wall of Roon246

264 11 Brick wall of Roonm246

265 11 Stone-flagged floor in Roo246
266 11 Brick wall of Roon47

267 11 Stone-flagged floor in Roo@47
268 11 Brick drain

269 11 Stone-capped brick drain

270 11 Brick structure

271 11 Fill of structure270

272 11 Stone-capped brick drain

273 11 Stone-capped brick drain

274 11 Room

275 11 Brick floor of Roonm274

276 11 Brick wall of Room274

277 11 Brick wall of Roorm274

278 11 Brick wall adjacent to cobbled road
279 11 Stone wall adjacent to walv'7
280 11 Brick wall adjacent to wal278
281 11 Mortar deposit below Roogv¥4
282 11 Dump deposit belo@81

283 11 Redeposited natural clay bel@&2
284 11 Rubble levelling deposit for flo@75
285 11 Brick wall of Roorm274

286 11 Sand layer in cl291

287 11 Redeposited clay in c291

288 11 Ashy clinker layer in cu291

289 11 Redeposited clay layer in 21
290 11 Organic residue deposit in @&l
291 11 Linear cut

292 11 Sandstone wall

293 11 Room

294 11 Brick floor of Room293

295 11 Stone wall of Roorg93

296 11 Brick wall of Roon293
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297 11 Demolition deposit in Roor293
298 11 Levelling layer below flooR94
299 11 Room

300 11 Stone wall of Roorg99

301 11 Demolition deposit in Roor299
302 11 Brick floor of Room299

303 11 Room

304 11 Brick wall of Room303

305 11 Brick floor of Room303

306 11 Demolition deposit in Roor303
307 11 Room

308 11 Brick floor of Room303

309 11 Mortar levelling layer beneath flo865
310 11 Cut for wall295

311 11 Fill of wall cut310

312 11 Brick and stone drain under flo294
313 11 Fill of drain312

314 11 Mortar layer belov298

315 11 Clinker/rubble layer benea8i4
316 11 Grey clay layer beneath Ro@®3
317 11 Grey clay layer unde&09

318 11 Mixed deposit below roath5

319 11 Clinker layer below roati05

320 11 Clay layer below roatio5

321 11 Construction cut for waB00

322 11 Sandy clinker under flo@99

323 11 Mortar layer under floo302

324 11 Grey clay =317

325 11 Yard

326 11 Stone flags in yar@25

327 11 Brick wall to north-east of yard
328 11 Kerbstones to north-west of yard
329 11 Brick wall of Roonm336

330 11 Stone wall in Roor336

331 11 Demolition deposit in Roor25
332 11 Natural clay beneath yaB25

333 11 Grey clay beneath yag25

334 11 Brown silt layer beneath yag25
335 11 Levelling layers abov@34 and below yar®25
336 11 Room containing drive shaft
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337 11 Demolition deposit in Roo337

338 11 Stone light well

339 11 Sill forming part 0338

340 11 Wall of Roon336

341 11 Concrete floor in RoorB36

342 11 Handmade and machine-made brick wall of R88fh
343 11 Brick wall of Roon336

344 11 Room containing drive shaft and grinding stone
345 11 Demolition deposits in RooB#4

346 11 Wall of Room336

347 11 Wall of Room336

348 11 Alcove in336

349 11 Lower floor in Roon836

350 11 Stone-flagged floor under floor in Ro@#4
351 11 Deposit between floor layers

352 11 Concrete floor

353 11 Feature in floor of Roord44

354 11 Fill of 353

355 11 Brick wall with stone footing

356 11 Brick wall

357 11 Brick wall

358 11 Brick wall

359 11 Brick wall

360 11 Stone wall in Roor344

361 11 Brick feature in floor of Roorg44

362 11 Stone-flagged floor cavity for drive shaft in Ro844
363 11 Tarmac surface

364 11 Deposit to south-west of Rod34

365 11 Deposit to south-west of Rod34

366 11 Stone wall

367 11 Room with toilet

368 11 Brick wall of Roonm367

369 11 Brick wall of Roonm367

370 11 Brick wall of RoonB367

371 11 Brick wall of RoonB367

372 11 Internal dividing wall in Roor867

373 11 Stone-flagged floor in RooB67

374 11 Room

375 11 Brick wall of RoonB374

376 11 Brick wall of RoonB374

For the use of CgMs © OA North: September 2009



Blocks 6 and 11, The Moor, Sheffield: Archaeologitacavation Report

64

377 11 Brick wall of Roorm374

378 11 Brick wall of RoonB374

379 11 Brick wall of RoonB374

380 11 Internal dividing wall in Roor374
381 11 Yard

382 11 Room

383 11 Stone wall to south-east of Ro@82
384 11 Stone wall in centre of Roor882 and389
385 11 Demolition deposit contained in Ro@82
386 11 Brick structure in Roori82

387 11 Flagged floor in Roor82

388 11 Mortar levelling layer below887
389 11 Room

390 11 Demolition deposit in Roor389

391 11 Brick structure in Roor89

392 11 Flagged floor in Rooré89

393 11 Levelling material below flod392
394 11 Fill of structure391

395 11 Brick-lined feature under flo@87
396 11 Fill of feature395

397 11 Brick wall of Room381

398 11 Brick wall of RoonB381

399 11 Flagged floor in Roor81

400 11 Wall to north-east of RooB82

401 11 Fill of feature386

402 11 Brick wall

403 11 Brick wall

404 11 Room

405 11 Brick wall of Room404

406 11 Brick wall of Room404

407 11 Brick wall

408 11 Dark fill

409 11 Rubble backfill

410 11 Brick wall of Room404

411 11 Void

412 11 Clay-silt deposit

413 11 Rubble stone foundation layer under wiaB
414 11 Room

415 11 Brick wall of Room414

416 11 Brick wall of Room414 and418
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417 11 Brick wall of Room414 and418
418 11 Brick wall of Roon428

419 11 Brick wall of Roon428

420 11 Brick wall of Room414

421 11 Concrete floor Roo#i14

422 11 Flagged floor Roord28

423 11 Demolition deposit in Roodl4
424 11 Cellar of Globe Tavern public house
425 11 Brick drain

426 11 Continuation of walt17

427 11 Stone and brick drain

428 11 Cellared room

429 11 Flagged floor under concret2l
430 11 Stone wall

431 11 Brick wall for Room381

432 11 Concrete corridor of Globe Tavern
433 11 Cellared room of Globe Tavern
434 11 Cellared room of Globe Tavern
435 11 Demolition deposit i432

436 11 Demolition deposit in Roo#i33
437 11 Demolition deposit in Roodi34
438 11 =434

439 11 Flagged floor of Room34

440 11 Brick wall of Room434

441 11 Brick wall of Room434

442 11 Brick wall of Room434

443 11 Brick wall of Room434

444 11 Brick wall of Room434

445 11 Partition wall Roon434

446 11 Partition wall Roon434

447 11 Brick and stone stairs in Roct83
448 11 Small room at top of staidl7
449 11 Flagged floor of Roo48

450 11 Brick wall to south of Roor48
451 11 Brick wall to west of Roord48
452 11 Brick wall

453 11 Brick wall

454 11 Stone wall

455 11 Brick surface

456 11 Room
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457 11 Brick wall of Room456

458 11 Brick wall of Roon456

459 11 Room

460 11 Flagged floor of Room59

461 11 Brick dividing wall in Roon#59
462 11 Brick wall of Room459

463 11 Brick wall

464 11 Room

465 11 Sandy-clay fill of ditch69

466 11 Silty-clay fill of ditch469

467 11 Clay-silt fill of ditch469

468 11 Silty-clay primary fill of ditch469
469 11 Cut of large ditch

470 11 Brick wall of Roon438

471 11 Flagged floor of Room64

472 11 Brick wall

473 11 Brick wall of Room432

474 11 Brick wall of Roon432

475 11 Brick wall of Roon432

476 11 Brick wall of Room432

477 11 Flagged floor of Room32

478 11 Concrete floor of Rooi32

479 11 Stone wall

480 11 Fill of ditch469

481 11 Fill of ditch469

482 11 Rubble layer beneath flod60
483 11 Cut of ditch

484 11 Silty-clay fill of ditch483

485 11 Sandy-silt layer beneath ya885
486 11 Silt layer below85

487 11 Clay layer belov486

488 11 Sand layer below87

489 11 Silt layer belowi88

490 11 Silt layer belowt89

491 11 Fill of drain492

492 11 Drain cut

493 11 Grit layer under floo899

494 11 Silty clay deposit under flo@99
495 11 Silty clay deposit under flo®99
496 11 Void

For the use of CgMs

© OA North: September 2009



Blocks 6 and 11, The Moor, Sheffield: Archaeologitacavation Report 67

497 11 Cut north-east 330 possibly for driveshaft
498 11 Fill of 497

499 11 Silty fill of 500

500 11 Cut for structur&12

501 11 Concrete pavement

502 11 Road surface of Jessop Lane
503 11 Side street

504 11 Corner of pavement

505 11 Cut through road surfa&@2
506 11 Fill of cut505

507 11 Sand layer below90

508 11 Clinker layer belovis07

509 11 Mortar layer belovb08

510 11 Silt layer belows09

511 11 Clay layer belovb10

512 11 Culvert

513 11 Brick wall

514 11 Fill between wall898 and430
515 11 Burnt layer belovb11

516 11 Brown layer belovb15

517 11 Clay layer belovb16

518 11 Silty clay belows17

519 11 Fill of 505

520 11 Cut sealed by road surfas@?2. Possible drainage feature
521 11 Redeposited clay fill 20

522 11 Demolition deposit in Rooi3i74
523 11 Demolition deposit in Rooi3i74
524 11 Flagged floor of Roor74

525 11 Natural clay belov18

526 11 Mortar surface in Roordi74
527 11 Ash and sand surface in RoGit4
528 11 Redeposited natural bene&fy
529 11 Silty clay beneatb28

530 11 Deposit undes29

531 11 Deposit undes30

532 11 Brick wall of RoonB374

533 11 Brick wall

534 11 Brick wall

535 11 Brick wall

536 11 Brick wall
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537 11 Cut for wall536

538 11 Fill of wall cut537

539 11 Cutin Trench 1

540 11 Fill of cut539

541 11 Cut of drain

542 11 Stone fill 0f541

543 11 Cut of ditch in Trench 1

544 11 Clay fill of 543

545 11 Cut of ditch which truncatésl3
546 11 Rubble fill of545

547 11 Natural clay in Trench 1

548 11 Overburden in Trench 1

549 11 Cut for wall534

550 11 Cut seen in section in Trench 1
551 11 Fill of 550

552 11 Brick/stone wall in Trench 3
553 11 Brick structure/Room Trench 3
554 11 Fill of 553

555 11 Brick wall to west 0653

556 11 Brick wall to south 0653

557 11 Brick wall to east 0553

558 11 Dividing wall in553

559 11 Dividing wall in553

560 11 Metal wheel

561 11 Metal wheel

562 11 Drain cover

563 11 Steel drive shaft

564 11 Turbine

565 11 Section of telegraph pole
566 11 Enamel sign

567 11 Enamel sign

568 11 Grindstone

569 11 Grindstone

570 11 Grindstone

571 11 Enamel sign

572 11 Enamel sign

573 11 Enamel sign

574 11 Grindstone from spoil

575 11 Small grindstone

576 11 Ditch perpendicular to ditci83
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577 11 Fill of 576

578 11 Cellar room

579 11 Brick and stone stairs in Rod738
580 11 Brick wall of Roonb78

581 11 Brick wall of Roonb78

582 11 Brick wall of Roonb78

583 11 Brick wall of Roonb78

584 11 Brick wall of Roonb78

585 11 Demolition deposit in Roosi78
586 11 Cellar room

587 11 Redeposited natural in Trench 2
588 11 Layer Trench 3

589 11 Layer Trench 3

590 11 Fill of 591

591 11 Cut for wall555

592 11 Demolition deposit in RoosB5
593 11 Room

594 11 Cut of deer park boundary

595 11 Vertical drain cut througho4
596 11 Fill of 595

597 11 Primary fill of594

598 11 Secondary fill 0694

599 11 Redeposited natural

600 11 Old topsaoil?

601 11 Cut of well223

602 11 Basement Room

603 11 Brick-lined well

6000 6-Trench 3 Handmade brick wall

6001 6-Trench 3 Handmade brick wall

6002 6-Trench 3 Drain

6003 6-Trench 3 Handmade brick wall

6004 6-Trench 3 Handmade brick wall

6005 6-Trench 3 Handmade brick wall

6006 6-Trench 3 Stone wall

6007 6-Trench 3 Handmade brick wall

6008 6-Trench 3 Stone flags capping backfilled cellar
6009 6-Trench 3 Handmade brick wall

6010 6-Trench 3 Handmade brick wall

6011 6-Trench 3 Stone wall

6012 6-Trench 3 Blocking wall in cellar doorway

For the use of CgMs

© OA North: September 2009



Blocks 6 and 11, The Moor, Sheffield: Archaeologitacavation Report

70

6013 6-Trench 2 Natural

6014 6-Trench 2 Demolition deposit
6015 6-Trench 2 Tarmac and hardcore
6016 6-Trench 3 Cut of drain

6017 6-Trench 3 Drain

6018 6-Trench 3 Cellar

6019 6-Trench 3 Modern overburden
6020 6-Trench 3 Modern overburden
6021 6-Trench 3 Demolition deposit
6022 6-Trench 3 Clay surface

6023 6-Trench 3 Clay surface

6024 6-Trench 3 Demolition deposit
6025 6-Trench 3 Modern overburden
6026 6-Trench 1 Concrete slab

6027 6-Trench 1 Levelling deposit
6028 6-Trench 1 Drain

6029 6-Trench 1 Bedding layer

6030 6-Trench 1 Handmade brick wall
6031 6-Trench 1 Handmade brick wall
6032 6-Trench 1 Stone wall

6033 6-Trench 1 Handmade brick wall
6034 6-Trench 1 Handmade brick wall
6035 6-Trench 1 Rubble fill

6036 6-Trench 1 Demolition deposit
6037 6-Trench 1 Handmade brick wall
6038 6-Trench 1 Demolition deposit
6039 6-Trench 1 Cellar

6040 6-Trench 1 Cellar

6041 6-Trench 1 Cellar

6042 6-Trench 1 Demolition deposit
6043 6-Trench 1 Demolition deposit
6044 6-Trench 1 Demolition deposit
6045 6-Trench 1 Flagstone floor

6046 6-Trench 1 Cellar

6047 6-Trench 1 Handmade brick wall
6048 6-Trench 1 Flagstone floor
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