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SUMMARY

Lancashire County Council Property Service Groupppsed to undertake a programme of
remedial works to the western boundary wall to riber of Judges’ Lodgings, on the east side of
Castle Hill, Lancaster, Lancashire (centred NGR 41348 61875), comprising the removal of a
garage, the construction of three stone buttressdghe rebuilding of the top section of the wall.
Judges' Lodgings may well be the oldest survivimmgnihouse in Lancaster and is a Grade | listed
building, recognising that it is of exceptionaldrgst and national importance.

In response to this proposal, Lancashire Counth&&ology Service requested a programme of
archaeological works. This comprised the archaecdbgxcavation of three trenches for the new
buttress foundations and monitoring during the resh@f the concrete floor slab of the garage,
followed by archaeological cleaning and recordi@xford Archaeology North (OA North)
undertook the required archaeological work overdag@s, from 3 - 24" August and 30 October
2012.

The site is situated within an area of considerabbddaeological potential, originally being theesit
of both the original, and the expanded, Roman &t on the projected line of the fourth century
fortifications. Investigations during previous restred works on the site, immediately to the south of
the current works, carried out by OA North in 2003encountered significant Roman material,
whilst a recent geotechnical investigation, aheathe current remedial works, comprising three
test pits excavated against the boundary wall tifieth sandstone cobbles and boulders.

The excavation revealed floor surfaces in eachefthiree trenches, a drain running parallel to the
wall in Trenches 1 and 3, and a trough and smdlliwd&rench 1. These features appear to belong
to a small building shown on an early map of the, swhich probably dates to the same period of
construction as the Judges' Lodgings in the eaglersteenth century. This building appears
relatively short-lived, on the basis of the cartggric and artefactual evidence, being demolished
by the latter part of the century.

The excavation also produced evidence to suggastitie current boundary wall may have been
constructed in at least two phases; the earliesgobaing the northern portion revealed in Trenches
1-3, the latter revealed in the previous phasefedial works.

The lack of any Roman features during the excamai® somewhat surprising, given the
concentration of Roman remains discovered durirgg grevious phase of remedial works, and
appears to suggest a fairly significant truncatlonng the construction of the seventeenth century
building identified during the current excavati@ithough as the two areas investigated were not
contiguous, this remains unproven.

The current excavation has produced regionallyisogmt evidence of a seventeenth-century
building associated with Judges' Lodgings, whichrit®iepublication, preferably alongside the
results of the previous phase of remedial workse Tdcal journal,Contrebis is the obvious
location for this publication.

For the use of Lancashire County Council © OA North: March 2013
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1 INTRODUCTION

11
111

1.1.2

1.1.3

12
121

CircumsTtances oF Progect

Lancashire County Council Property ServiceuprdLCCPSG) proposed to undertake a
programme of remedial works to the western boundaayl to the rear of Judges’
Lodgings, on the east side of Castle Hill, LanaaSitee boundary wall is approximately
4m high, and is shared with residential propergghbr up the slope to the west (Fig 1;
Plate 1). The lower 1.5m of the wall retained thedgns to the adjacent properties, which
was deteriorating and required support. The renh@dieks involved the removal of a late
twentieth century garage within the north-west eorof the rear garden area, which acted
as a support to the wall, and the constructiorhidd stone buttresses and their associated
foundations. The top section of the boundary wakwalso removed and rebuilt using the
existing stones, together with other repair works.

The site is situated within an area of consiole archaeological potential, originally being
the site of the Roman fort. Investigations duringvyous remedial works on the site,
carried out by OA North in 2003-4 (OA North 200@ncountered significant Roman
material, whilst a recent geotechnical investigatio inform the current remedial work
(LCC 2012), comprising three test pits excavatediresy the boundary wall, identified
sandstone cobbles and boulders.

Lancashire County Archaeology Service (LCA®puested that a programme of
archaeological works be carried out during the @ialavorks, comprising the excavation
of the buttress foundation trenches under archgewb conditions, and archaeological
monitoring during the removal of the concrete fladab of the garage, followed by
archaeological cleaning and planning of any featusvealed. LCCPSG requested that
Oxford Archaeology North (OA North) submit a prdjedesign Appendix ) for this
required programme of archaeological work; follogviis acceptance, OA North were
commissioned and undertook the site work over 3& dimom 3 - 24" August and 30
October 2012.

SiTe LocaTion, ToroGgrAaPHY AND GEOLOGY

The site is located within the rear gardeduafges’ Lodgings, on the east side of Castle
Hill (centred NGR SD 47448 61875; Fig 1), whichslien the south bank of the River
Lune, and rises to a maximum height of 25m aboeertver. The natural strength and
strategic importance of the site has been recodfirsen at least Roman times, when a fort
was established there. On the bluff to the easexdramural settlement was established
during the Roman period (Shotter and White 19903)32and this area also formed the
focus of the later medieval town. It is known thatrow terraces were constructed on the
north-east slopes of Castle Hill in the eighteesghtury (Potteet al 1988, 31), although
the full extent to which Roman military engineeeltpreviously altered the topography of
the hill has yet to be established.

For the use of Lancashire County Council © OA North: March 2013
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1.2.2

13
13.1

1.3.2

1.3.3

The solid geology of Lancaster consists pradantly of Silesian (Upper Carboniferous)
grey-brown or reddened, medium to coarse-grainetlssanes of the Pendle Grit
Formation, which is part of the Millstone Grit Gm(British Geological Survey 1992).

These sandstones are thickly bedded with thintaies partings, and with mixed

sandstone/siltstone units near the top. The deétlagy within the study area comprises
glaciofluvial sheet deposits of clayey sands ardejs Op cif).

ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HistoricaL BAck GROUND

Prehistoric period: whilst a sparse distribution of Neolithic and BzenAge finds,
including pottery, flint tools and some Bronze Aggials, is known from the modern city
(White 1988; Shotter and White 1990, 5), there usrently no evidence for Iron Age
activity at Lancaster, although late prehistorittlement in Lancashire as a whole has
proved extremely difficult to recognise archaeotadly (Haselgrove 1996, 62). That
Castle Hill may have been a favoured location fehgstoric settlement seems possible, in
view of its natural strength, but the chance discpwf a Bronze Age palstave currently
represents the only evidence for pre-Roman actsitythe hill (White 1988, 207). At the
beginning of the Roman period, Lancaster may hawe politically, within the territory of
the Brigantes, a tribe, or possibly tribal confedien, extending over most of what is now
northern England (Shotter and White 1990, 17; $h@®d04, 2-3).

Roman period: the evidence available suggests that the Romaitamilestablished an
auxiliary fort on Castle Hill in the late first cemy AD, above the lowest fording point of
the River Lune (Jones and Shotter 1988). The mrafase at which the fort was established
is unclear, although coin evidence (Shotter 20Q1suggests it may have been founded
during the governorship of Petillius Cerialis (AQ-%), a period when the Roman army
was undertaking the subjugation of the Briganted te occupation of their territories
through the construction of an extensive networkfasts and roads. The primary fort
garrison is not known, though a 500-strong cavedgiment, theala Augustais known to
have been stationed at Lancaster sometime durentata first-early second century (Bull
2007), and the fort was certainly large enoughaweehaccommodated a unit of this type
from the outset.

After a possible short phase of abandonmemartis the end of the first century AD
(Shotter 2004, 44), the fort was rebuilt with angtdronted rampart at the beginning of the
second century (Shotter and White 1990, 21-2) aad @nlarged considerably, either at
this time or possibly slightly earlieof cit, 21). Structural evidence for second- and third-
century occupation is slight; however, numismaticlence suggests that a further episode
of abandonment, probably related to the Antonimecapation of southern Scotland in the
early AD 140s (Shotter and White 1995, 22), wadofeéd by reoccupation (albeit
possibly at a reduced level) in the second halthef second centuryop cit 22-3). An
inscription of the AD 260s recording the rebuildiafa bath-house and a basilica by the
ala Sebosianandicates that the fort was again garrisoned alcg at this time. The fact
that the reconstructed buildings are describecaasy collapsed through old age suggests
that the site may have been demilitarised for stme prior to the refurbishment (Jones
and Shotter 1988, 208-9), unless this phraseology an euphemism for destruction by
enemy action (Shotter 2001, 11). What was probabéy fort bath-house was partly

For the use of Lancashire County Council © OA North: March 2013
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134

135

1.3.6

exposed in the early 1970s at Mitre Yard, immedifa@ast of the fort defences (Jones and
Shotter 1988).

During the first half of the fourth centuryerpaps around AD 330-40, a major new
fortification was constructed on the site of théieaforts. This was enclosed by massive
stone walls incorporating projecting bastions. Tupstanding stub of masonry in the
northern Vicarage Field, known as the Wery Walpresents the remains of one such
bastion on the north wall (Shotter and White 198), Although details remain unclear,
this installation was perhaps similar in type te thaxon Shore forts of the south-east
coast, and to contemporary installations at Cadsi Gdnglesey), Caernarfon and Cardiff
on the Welsh coasbp cit, 26; 1995, 78-9), which were built in responsdegeloping sea-
borne threats in the later Roman period. Whakli&Vidence there is concerning the late
Roman defensive perimeter suggests that Judgegjihgsl lies close to the projected line
of the south wall (Jones and Shotter 1988). If enirinterpretations of the very limited
evidence are broadly correct, the part of the iaestigated in 2002-4 (OA North 2009)
would have lain just outside the southern defenc&$m south-west of the putative south
gate, the possible remains of which were recoraettusalvage conditions at the southern
end of the Mitre Yard site in the early 1970s (beat1988). It has been suggested that
Lancaster may have been garrisoned at this timthéypoatmen or bargemenufnerus
Barcariorun) recorded on an altar found at Halton, although style of the inscription
might indicate that this unit was present during siecond or third century (Shotter and
White 1990, 29-30; Shotter 2001, 13). Numismatid aeramic evidence suggests that
intensive occupation of the site continued intoldte fourth or early fifth century at least
(Shotter and White 1990, 27; Shotter 2001, 27).

In common with other forts in Britain, it seenfikely that a civil settlement was
established outside the primary fort at Lancasténima few years of the arrival of the
Roman army (Sommer 1984, 11), but there is asittkt firm evidence for settlement
before the very late first century or early secoadtury (Shotter and White 1990, 32, 36;
Howard-Daviset al in prep). Precisely where the earliest elementghef Lancaster
settlement lay remains unclear, although it seeketyl that the settlement originated as
ribbon development along the road leading fromfthes east gate, the line of which is
followed by modern Church Street (Shotter and Wh#80, 32, 36). The limited evidence
available suggests that the settlement’s focugptaycipally on Church Street, extending
from China Street on the west (immediately outsitefort’s eastern defences) eastwards
to Cheapside (Shotter 2001, 16). To the north iy miso have extended along a road
leading from the north gate of the fort to the Rilkzane (Shotter and White 1990, 32, 37-
8). Archaeological evidence suggests that theesettht flourished during the second and
third centuries, before suffering a decline durihg fourth century (Shotter 2001, 20, 27;
2004, 162). The precise situation is uncertain,dw@x, as in many areas the latest Roman
levels have been destroyed by post-medieval célrstter 2001, 20, 27).

Early medieval period: archaeological evidence for activity on Castle!l Hil the

immediate post-Roman period is extremely slightindpebased largely upon isolated
chance finds, but it is conceivable that settlemmensisted during the fifth to seventh
centuries AD. Certainly, elements of the late Roraame-built fort, including the Wery
Wall, which survives to this day, must have remdinpstanding throughout this period. A

For the use of Lancashire County Council © OA North: March 2013
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1.3.7

1.3.8

1.3.9

reference in the foundation charter of the medigviry, established in 1094, to a veteri
muro (‘from the old wall’) suggests that elementshe fort defences stood sufficiently
high to be used as a boundary in the late eleveaittury (White 2001, 33). Several
fragments of early medieval stone crosses, founelhvthe north wall of the priory church
was demolished in 19084 cit, 34), including pieces in Anglian and Scandinastyles
and a number with inscriptions, suggest the ext&teof a monastic establishment on
Castle Hill from at least the eighth century to teath century (Newman 1996, 98). The
discovery of a hoard of mid-ninth-century Northumhrstycas in the same area in 1914
(Edwards 1988, 223) also points to activity durthig period. More widely, place-name
evidence suggests that the region may have beee tmian ethnically mixed population
during this period, including people of Norse desd@enney 1981, 13; Newman 1996,
95).

The precise location of the early medievabmlis establishment on Castle Hill is not
known, but it is likely to have been in the viciniof the later priory church. It may be
significant that the Domesday Survey of 1086 resdveb independent vills of the manor
of Halton, Loncastre and Chercaloncastre (Churchcéaster). It has been suggested
(White 2001, 35), that these were not necessasity deographically discrete places, but
may have represented a division between religiows secular ownership that occurred
during the early Norman period. There is no go@soe, though, why this clearly defined
dual focus of settlement should not have had previda origins. Following this
hypothesis, Chercaloncastre may have been an estatend holding, quite possibly
corresponding to the site of the Roman fort on I€asill (which could have retained some
residual status long after the end of the Romatoggrthat was gifted to the church
(presumably by a Northumbrian king) at some pomtthe early medieval period.
Loncastre itself may have been a secular settlenassbciated with, and perhaps
dominated by, this religious establishment. If thigs the case, the focus of the secular
lordship may have lain elsewhere, which would aotdor the otherwise inexplicable
shift, recorded in Domesday of the caput baron@ehe manor at Halton (Faull and
Stinson 1986).

Medieval period: in the late eleventh century, large tracts of mevest England, including
Lancaster and the surrounding district, were gaharitg William | to Roger of Poitou
(White 2001). It seems that it was Roger who eiffety created the Honour of Lancaster
(which subsequently became the County), and alab ah Lonsdale, by depriving the
manor of Halton of its former status.

Throughout the medieval period, as today,|€&tl was dominated by the Norman castle
and the priory. Very little is known of the earlistory of the castle; it is presumed to have
originated during the late eleventh-early twelféntry (White 2001, 42-4; Higham 2004,
146, 207), although expenditure on the castle tsaatually recorded until the reign of
King John, a century later (White 2001, 44). Durthg Anarchy of King Stephen’s reign
(1134-54), Lancaster came briefly under Scottightrod, and it is possible that the castle’s
stone keep was built by David | (Grant 1985), asnse also to have been the case at
Carlisle (McCarthyet al 1990, 119-20). The priory was founded, or re-distaéd, by
Roger of Poitou in 1094, presumably in the vicirofythe earlier religious establishment
(Jones and Shotter 1988). It is noteworthy thatctstle appears to have been constructed

For the use of Lancashire County Council © OA North: March 2013
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1.3.10

1311

1.3.12

wholly or largely within the presumed defensivecuit of the earlier Roman forts, but
seemingly failed to reference the reoriented gropliad of the fourth-century installation,
although elements of this were clearly still stagdat this time$ection 1.3.6

The medieval town appears to have developpitlly after the granting of a borough
charter in 1193 ikid), which encouraged the establishment of full urbfanctions,
including a weekly market. There is some eviderita the layout of the town was
influenced by that of the Roman extramural settieinas suggested particularly by the
alignment of Church Street (Penney 1981, 12), whitiplies some continuity of
settlement and town planning. As is typical of mamyns of the period, the land flanking
the streets was subdivided into individual burgptpgs (Jones and Shotter 1988). In the
older parts of the town, some of these may alse haad Roman origins, since excavations
on Church Street demonstrated that medieval pésigacted the line of underlying Roman
boundaries (Howard-Davist al in prep). However, the prosperity of medieval Laster
may not have been maintained throughout the pefAlatevastating Scottish raid in 1322,
followed in the late 1340s by the arrival of thea&t Death, may well have dealt severe
economic blows to the town (White 2001, 66-8), #mefe are indications that the period
from the fifteenth century to the later seventearghtury was one of recession and decay
(Penney 1981; White 2001, 73).

The site occupied presently by the Judgedgltmys may have lain within a medieval
burgage plot orientated on Church Street, althaigéct evidence is lacking. The earliest
depiction of buildings on the site appears on J8peed’s map of 1610 (Speed 1610),
where a structure known as the ‘Olde Hall’ is showhis building may be the structure
that appears in 1314 in a rental of the lands aini#s, Earl of Lancaster, which records
the building of a new house for Sir Robert de Hdl&WVhite 2001, 49-50).

Post-medieval period: the present Judges’ Lodgings building dates taeHrey seventeenth
century, and is claimed to be the oldest survitmgnhouse in Lancaster (Penney 1981,
24). Its construction may be seen as presagingnbsperity that was shortly to return to
Lancaster after the apparent downturn in the todersines during the later Middle Ages
(Section 1.3.10 The late seventeenth and eighteenth centuriestisa revitalisation of
Lancaster, as the port expanded and the shippautg tprospered, particularly with the
development of the trade with the West Indies (8eltb1946). This era was not without
its setbacks, however; a fire in 1698, for exampf@ead along much of Church Street,
although this event provided an opportunity for Widespread reconstruction of buildings
in stone (Dalziel 2001). The construction of calldreneath many of these buildings
destroyed much valuable archaeological evidenceséolier periods, particularly within
the core area of the Roman civil settlement alohgr€h Street.

For the use of Lancashire County Council © OA North: March 2013
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2 METHODOLOGY

21
211

2.2
221

2.2.2

2.2.3

2.2.4

2.3
231

Prosect Design

Following a request from LCCPSG, a projecigie$Appendix 1 was submitted by OA
North. Following the approval of the project desipnLCAS, the archaeological work was
undertaken by OA North. All work undertaken comgligith the methodology within the
project design, and the work was consistent withrtlevant standards and procedures of
the Institute for Archaeologists (IfA), and gengraccepted best practice.

M ETHODOLOGY

Three foundation trenches for buttresses w&mvated by hand in an archaeological
manner (Fig 1). To prevent trench collapse and igegafe working conditions, wooden

cross-braced shoring was installed once the trenaleached a depth of 1m. The
excavation recorded all deposits to the requiretitaction level, in terms of. the position,

extent, and character of any surviving archaeolddeatures.

Following the removal of the concrete slabtie area of the former garage, an
archaeological strip and record exercise was uaklent comprising hand cleaning and
mapping of archaeological features, even thouglatka of the garage was not subjected
to any further impact. This work was undertakeragcertain the archaeological potential
of this area, in line with a request from LCAS.

Putative archaeological features and/or depakentified during the excavation, together
with the immediate vicinity of any such featuregrevcleaned by hand, using either hoes,
shovel scraping, and/or trowels, as appropriate dadending on the subsoil conditions,
sections were studied and drawn. All features asso@ated deposits were either
completely excavated, sampled and recorded, oepregin situ.

Recording comprised a full description andlipieary classification of features and
materials revealed, and their accurate locatiothéeion plan and/or section). Features
were planned accurately at appropriate scales.otoghaphic record in monochrome film
and colour digital images was undertaken simultasigo

ARCHIVE

The results of all archaeological work carmed will form the basis for a full archive to
professional standards, in accordance with curiglish Heritage guidelines (MAP 2,
second edition, 1991). The project archive reprsstite collation and indexing of all the
data and material gathered during the project. illt mclude summary processing and
analysis of all features, finds, or palaeoenvirontakdata recovered during fieldwork,
which will be catalogued by context. All artefaetdll be processed to MAP2 standards
and will be assessed by our in-house finds spetsal

For the use of Lancashire County Council © OA North: March 2013
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2.3.2 The deposition of a properly ordered and iedeyroject archive in an appropriate
repository is considered an essential and integjesthent of all archaeological projects by
the IfA Code of Conduct (2012). OA North confornosbiest practice in the preparation of
project archives for long-term storage. This arehwill be provided in the English
Heritage Centre for Archaeology format and a sysithewill be submitted to the
Lancashire HER (the index to the archive and a adlie report). OA North practice is to
deposit the original record archive of projectsnirbancashire with the County Record
Office, Preston. The material archive (artefact$ erofacts) will be returned to the Judges'
Lodgings Museum, as requested by the client.

For the use of Lancashire County Council © OA North: March 2013
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3 RESULTS

31
3.1.1

3.2
3.2.1

3.2.2

| NTRODUCTION

The work undertaken comprised the excavatfotiiree foundation trenches (Fig 1), for
new buttresses, against the face of the westemdaoy wall. The trenches measured 2.4m
x 1.2m in plan, with the long side of the trencligemdicular to the wall and the western
end exposing the lower levels of the wall. The ¢reas were excavated to a maximum
depth of 2.05m (Trench 1) and displayed broadlyilamstratigraphy. The trenches and
strip and record area are described individuallipweSections 3.2-% followed by the
finds (Section 3.p and an integrated discussion of the resubsction 4 The contexts
encountered are listed Mppendix 2 which includes the equivalent context for those
deposits which could be positively identified acro#fferent trenches.

TrencH 1

This was the southernmost trench and was at@d\to a maximum depth of 2.05m (Fig
2). The earliest strata encountered was the nabadber clay,1013. This was truncated
by a drain,1011, adjacent, and running parallel, to the boundaayl WFig 3), which was
rendered to the base of the excavation. The dras eonstructed of flat capping stones
overlying two rows of stone blocks forming the sidevith the base of the drain
comprising flat stones; it contained a large cdidet of animal boneSection 3.6.14-18
The drain appeared to have suffered a degree oaglarat some point in the past, with
some of the stones forming the sides of the drppaeently having been pushed out of
position; as a result of this the width of the amenas excavated varied from 0.05m to
0.48m. The drain was overlain by a stone trod@08, which measured 1.35m x 0.61m x
0.34m (Plate 2; Fig 4). Towards one end of theghpa shallow oval depression had been
carved (Plate 3), measuring 0.42m x 0.15m. Thignddhinto a channel, carved through
the external wall of the trough, although the cltervad been filled with lead. The trough
was abutting a small wall,014 (Plate 4) to the north, which lay outside the ek the
trench, although the southern end of the structa® visible. The wall was 0.8m wide and
0.35m high and aligned north/south. The trough el from the trench (Plate 5), prior
to construction of the buttress foundation.

The trough was abutted by a clay depdéi9, against the boundary wall and by a layer
of sand,1012, which appeared to have been laid as bedding ralater a cobbled surface,
1007. The cobbled surface (Plate 6) was located iretistern part of the trench and mostly
comprised well-rounded, water-worn cobbles, aveigd.15m x 0.1m, although it also
contained a number of larger flat slabs. This se@ed by a dump deposif06 (Plate 7),
which predominantly consisted of large blocks afdstone, up to 0.8m x 0.4m x 0.4m,
including some large pieces of wall, with the bleaiill mortared together. This layer was
up to a metre thick, and was overlain by anothenmlwdeposit,1005, of redeposited
natural clay and rubble. This deposit varied comsitlly in depth, from 0.1m in the south
of the trench to 0.55m against the northern edges Was sealed by a 0.16m thick gravel
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3.3
3.3.1

3.4
3.4.1

deposit, 1003, which probably represented bedding for a gardgh,@nd was overlain by
further bedding materiall001, which was 0.2m thick. This was truncated by a £004,

of unknown function, although it seems likely tktais represents a recent geotechnical test
pit; this cut was located at the western end oftteech, against the face of the boundary
wall, and was 0.9m wide and 0.4m deep. This filtro$ feature 1002, was sealed by the
topsoil, 1000, which had a maximum thickness of 0.35m.

TRENCH 2

This trench was situated to the north of Tneh@and was excavated to a maximum depth
of 1.9m (Fig 5). Across most of the trench, thdiestrfeature encountered was a cobbled
surface2011 (Plate 8), although a small area of cobbles wasvenh in the north-eastern
corner of the trench, revealing clay bedding matg?D12, beneath. The cobbles extended
across the majority of the trench, with some ftahes encountered against the boundary
wall, which was rendered to the base of the ex@avaBeyond the area of cobbles
removed, the rest remainad sity, protected by a layer of membrane, with twoncrete
foundation poured on top of them. The cobbles veer@ed by a layer of rubbl@010,
which was 0.2m thick. This was overlain by a furthébble deposit2009, which was up

to 0.44m thick. Overlying this a deposit of claydabble,2008, was encountered, sealed
by a very thin deposit2007, predominantly comprising mortar. This was overlay a
layer of redeposited natural clay and rubB@)6, up to 0.2m deep, which was itself sealed
by a layer of graveR003, apparently associated with a garden path. Oveylthis was a
subsoil deposit2002, 0.36m deep, which was sealed by the bedding deR061, for the
current garden path. This was overlain by thedbp2000, which had a maximum depth
of 0.25m and was truncated by @@04, which was positioned adjacent to the boundary
wall and appeared to represent a modern geotedhestait.

TRrReNCH 3

This was the northernmost of the three trem@rel was excavated to a depth of 1.95m
(Fig 6). The earliest strata encountered was tharalaboulder clay3011, which was
truncated by a drair8009 (Plate 9), similar in nature to that uncovered ienth 1. This
drain was also constructed of two rows of paralehe sides, 0.1m apart, with the base of
the drain comprising flat stones. The drain waseced by large flat stones adjacent to the
boundary wall (Plate 10), part of a somewhat roflghged surface3008, which was
constructed of smaller, although still angularpsfurther away from the wall (Plate 11),
which was rendered to a lesser depth than in ther dtenches. The cobbled surface was
sealed by a rubble laye8007, which contained a concentration of artefacts aad itself
sealed by a mixed rubble depo8i®06, containing a fairly high proportion of bricks. ish
was overlain by a rubble depos3004, containing a high proportion of roof slate, which
was sealed by a layer of redeposited natural @893, up to 0.28m thick. This was
overlain by the subsoiB3002, which was 0.3m thick. Overlying this, was a cknlbed,
3001, 0.12m thick, for the concrete flooB000, of the former garage and, outside the
former garage, topsoiB005.
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3.5
3.5.1

3.6
3.6.1

3.6.2

3.6.3

3.6.4

3.6.5

StriPAND RECORD

Following the removal of the concrete slabrfrthe former garage at the northern end of
the site, which had a maximum impact of 0.15m ddyatlow the existing ground surface,

an area measuring 6.5m x 7m was inspected for entdgical remains (Plate 12). Across

the entire area deposits of made ground were regeathich is unsurprising given the

minimal impact here, and the depths of made grodeplosits encountered within the

trenches $ections 3.2%

FinDs

In total,1030 artefacts and ecofacts wereverea from the site. Their distribution, by
material is shown in Table 1, below. All were ilatevely good condition, with pottery
fragments generally large and unabraded, with gmas within contexts, suggesting that
there had not been a significant amount of distutbasubsequent to deposition.

Pottery: only two of the 261 fragments of pottery can bgarded as potentially earlier
than the late seventeenth century. They are partnairrow-diameter neck from a vessel in
a relatively fine incompletely reduced, green-gthfabric, which could be of thirteenth-
fourteenth-century date. This fragment was from pwaposit2007, which also produced
late seventeenth to early eighteenth-century massgaspeckled ware, and is thus likely to
be residual in the context. A fragment of greeregth Silverdale-type ware from dump
3007 could also be late medieval in date, but fullyueet green-glazed wares in the North
West, and the North more generally seem to renmairse into the seventeenth century, and
is known from seventeenth-century contexts elsesvireithe city, for instance, Mitchells
Brewery in Church Street (Miller and White fc).

Otherwise it would be reasonable to suggedtttie main period of deposition had begun
in the second half (possibly the last quarterhefd¢eventeenth century, a date supported by
the vessel glass and the clay tobacco p§ecijons3.6.8-1(0. Diagnostic fabrics include
Staffordshire slipwares, with a small cup fr@®l0, and early blackwares, with a multi-
handled cup fron3006. Tin-glazed wares have a slightly longer curremegjaining in use
into the final quarter of the late eighteenth cenfdennings 1981, 187), and there is part
of a small plate from dump006 (Plate 13). A single fragment of Westerwald stoaeay
imported from the early seventeenth centupy €it 123), came from the gravel base of a
path (001).

Tin-glazed and other eighteenth-century fabailso came from grav&003, with little to
suggest a date later than the third quarter ot#meury. However, a small fragment of red
stoneware, possibly engine-turned, came from gr20@3, and probably dates to between
¢ 1750 and 1800.

Although largely confined to blackwares andhgemese mottled wares, and occasional
yellow wares, the pottery from the dump depositpeaps to be of exclusively late
seventeenth to mid-eighteenth-century date, aréctefthe rather more pragmatic side of
domestic life, rather than being fine tablewares. &most complete, if fragmentary,
cylindrical storage vessel and most of a manganesttded chamber pot (Plate 14) came
from dump deposit2010 and presumably reflect the date at which the dumngs
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accumulating. Nothing from other dump deposits, dgample1006, 2006, 2008, 2009,
3004, 3006, 3007, would contradict this dating. Manganese speckleare from
redeposited natural clayd005 and 3003, also points to localised ground disturbance
around this time.

Context | Pottery Clay Glass | Metalwork | Building | Animal Marine | Totals
tobacco materials bone shell
pipe
1000 16 4 1 1 22
1001 9 1 10
1002 11 2 13
1003 5 1 6
1005 6 1 7
1006 9 4 1 6 1 9 26
1009 3 3
1010 1 638 2
2000 5 1 6
2001 2 2
2002 10 9 19
2003 1 1
2005 1 1
2006 3 2 5
2007 2 1 1 6 2 3 15
2008 5 4 2 3 14
2009 1 1 3 1 7
2010 148 3 10 3 1 6 172
2011 1 1
2012 5 2 8
3003 1 1
3004 1 1
3005 2 1 3
3006 7 4 4 1 17
3007 17 2 4 2 25
3010 6
Totals 261 39 21 12 10 681 6 1030

Table 1: Distribution of finds by material

3.6.6  Material from the fill 1002) of cut1004 is marginally later than that from the dumps, with
creamware and brown stonewares alongside the samge of earlier eighteenth-century
fabrics, suggesting a later eighteenth to earlgte®nth-century date for the disturbance,
although this has been interpreted as being mucek negent in date (see paragr&oh.J).

3.6.7 The latest pottery types were, as might be&epol, from topsoil4000, 2000, and 3005,
and included a range of well-known later eighteeatid nineteenth-century fabrics
including locally-made black-glazed storage vesseldite salt-glazed stoneware,
Creamwares, Pearlwares, Nottingham-type stonewémdsistrial slipwares and refined
white earthenwares, some of them transfer-print@dnsidered together, these imply
domestic deposition from the later eighteenth agréind well into the nineteenth-century.
The presence ih000 of part of the handle of a creamware ladle (Pl&eseems to hint at
a relatively high-status household, which is notiareasonable assumption.
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3.6.8

3.6.9

3.6.10

3.6.11

3.6.12

Clay Pipe: only five of the 39 fragments of clay tobacco piwere chronologically
diagnostic, with bowls from000, 1006 (x2) and3007, and a rouletted stem fragment from
2002. The earliest bowl came from dump dep@§d7; heeled, and with a blurred stamp
(possibly “R”), it can be dated ©1625-50. A second heeled bowl, stamped “HL”, afr
1006. It is possibly a Rainford product, dated640-60 (Higgins 2011, 172, fig 77.1) and
a second spurred bowl from the same context isgigldateable tc 1690-1710/5dp cit

fig 76.2). The rouletted stem fragment (bearingribme “MAT GRENOH”) from2002 is
almost certainly of early eighteenth-century dated a spurred bowl with leaf decorated
seams, from topsoil000, dates to the first half of the nineteenth century

Glass: there were 21 fragments of glass. From topHaiD there was a single fragment of
probably nineteenth-century window glass, in themfoof an incomplete quarry of
colourless metal cased in ruby and engraved wislyrametrical floral pattern. It seems
most likely to have come from a door or a decoeatizaded window. Good quality
tablewares came only from dump depd@&07, with fragments of two vessels in green
‘Forest glass’, and two in fine colourless metdleTormer, one probably from the base of
a ribbed beaker, the other from the high foot s€eond drinking vessel, could be as early
as the sixteenth century in date, with the produmctf this type of glass beginning in the
North in the later sixteenth century (Courtney 20381). The production of fine
tablewares in ‘Forest glass’ continued into theraeventeenth century, but after then its
use was confined to the production of bottles anidlp (bid). A small decorative prunt,
effectively a decorative blob applied to the outsid a small vessel, from the same context
appears to be in the distinctive greyish metal atteristic of colourless glass of the same
period, reflecting attempts to imitate the perfeatblourless ‘crystallo’ imported from
Venice (Hurst Vose 2008, 365). A blown stopper edded cut glass came from dump
deposit3006. Leaded glass was patented in the late seventeentry 6p cit, 118), but it

is likely that this fragment is appreciably latperhaps dating to the later eighteenth
century, a time when lIrish lead crystal dominatesl tharket, and fragments of Irish glass
were recovered during earlier excavations at Judgeigings (OA North 2009).

The remainder of the glass derives from aditle green wine bottles, introduced in the
late seventeenth century and continuing in prodactnto the nineteenth century (Hurst
Vose 2008, 367). Few of the fragments are chroncddly diagnostic, but a small neck-
fragment from1006 and body fragments frorR010 point to a late seventeenth- or early
eighteenth-century date at the latest.

Ironwork: there were 11 small fragments of ironwork. Duehe hature of the site, with
repeated episode of dumping, it was regarded ascessary to submit the fragments for
x-ray. Single fragments from topsdDO0 and dump deposit006 in Trench 1 remain
unidentifiable, whilst the latter also producedrftnmagmentary iron nails and one of copper
alloy. Further nail fragments were from dump de{sa2d07 and2009 in Trench 2, and a
large but featureless bar and two small fragmeihshi@et were from dump depo2al0.

Building Material: although there was clearly a large amount of bagdnaterial dumped
on the site, little of it was collected, with ordgven fragments of brick, two of stone, and a
small sample of mortar. The hand-made brick froompludeposit2007 (Plate 16) is
perhaps unusual in the high organic content otthg (indicated by voids and impressions
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3.6.13

3.6.14

3.6.15

3.6.16

3.6.17

3.6.18

of what appear to be straw), perhaps suggestiriglteg were intended for some specialist
use. A large fragment of stone from dump dep28i0 is clearly architectural, having a

deeply rebated depression in one side, but whaputpose is remains unclear. It is
possible that it is Roman in date, deriving frora #xtensive Roman remains that underlie
most of the area.

Marine molluscs. small amounts of cockle and oyster shells wereectdd, which
probably represent food waste.

Animal Bone: 681 bone and teeth fragments were recovered, wejghi0.9kg. The
material has been divided as bone from di&iiil/3009, from the buildings phase of the
site, and from rubble deposits. Dral011/3009 lies at the bottom of the stratigraphic
sequence, and rubble deposits towards the top.

Identification was completed using referencgerial held by the author. Reference was
also made to Halstead and Collins (1995) and ScHaBd?2). The separation of sheep
from goat was done following Boessneck (1969), échvil (1969) and and Prummel and
Frisch (1986). The mandibular tooth wear of sheeg goats was recorded following
Payne (1973), Payne (1987), and Grant (1982), apagdollowing Halstead (1992). All
measurements taken followed those set out in varDaeisch (1976).

Of the 681 bone and teeth fragments, 81 vdergtified to a species level or low order
group. The assessed assemblage is quantified iesT&band 3, below. The sheep/goat
category is likely to be predominantly sheep ratiwan goat, with only relatively small
numbers of goat bones disposed of at the siteéiith the national norm (Maltby 1981,
161).

Generally the bones are in a good conditbemg normally fragmented but with limited
erosion to their surface. Only one sheep/goat arel g mandible was recorded from
which the age of the animal could be estimated fthen wear pattern of the teeth. In
addition, five bones had butchery marks upon themd 81 bones were measured,
predominantly bird bones from dralf11/3009.

The animal bone has limited potential fortHfar analysis beyond commenting on the
species present. A significant number of bird bonese excavated from drait911/3009,
and overall the bone assemblage appears simiktypical kitchen assemblage, although
further work is required to confirm this.
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Species Drain Buildings Phase Rubble | Total
1011/3009 Deposits

Mammal bone
Cattle

Pig
Sheep/Goat 1
Sheep
Rabbit
Cattle/Red Deer 1 2
Sheep/Goat/Roe Deer 1 1
Rattus sp 2
Medium Mammal 1 3
Large Mammal 1 6
Bird bone
Domestic Fowl 1
Domestic/Greylag Goose 1
Heron 1
Domestic Fowl/Pheasant 1
Unidentified Bird 1
Total 1 8 29
NISPidentified to a 5 12
species level or low order

group
Table 2: Number of Individual Specimens (NISP)gscis of hand collected bone
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Species Drairi011/3009
Mammal bone
Cattle

Pig
Sheep/Goat
Deer

Rabbit
Rattus sp

Cat Sized Mammal 18
Medium Mammal 1
Large Mammal 9
Unidentified Mammal 454
Bird bone
Domestic Fowl 12
Domestic/Greylag Goose 4
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Teal

Woodcock
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NISP identified to a specieslevel
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Table 3: Number of Individual Specimens (NISP)gscges of bone from soil samples
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4 DISCUSSION

4.1
41.1

4.1.2

4.1.3

4.2
4.2.1

4.2.2

INTEGRATED RESULTS

The earliest feature encountered on site Wagdtain 1011=3009), observed truncating
the natural geology in Trenches 1 and 3. It is alnoertain that this would have extended
through Trench 2, although this is unproven as tiigisch was not excavated to the same
depth as the others. The large stones identifigatadt to the wall in this trench, however,
were similar to those seen in Trenches 1 and 3roawy¢he drain. There was no direct
relationship observed between the drain and thademy wall, and no obvious foundation
cut for the wall observed at the base of the trenichemains unproven whether the
material between drain and wall represented thésturbed natural geology or whether it
had been redeposited. The boundary wall had bewstered, with the render surviving
almost to the base of the trench within Trenchesd 2; in Trench 3 it did not survive to
such depth, although it is unclear whether thiglifierential preservation, or a genuine
difference in the original rendering.

The drain was overlain by trou@B08 in Trench 1 and a rough stone floor in Trench 3
(and Trench 2, if the drain was originally posigonhere); abutting the trough were the
small wall1014 and the cobbled surfad®07, which appeared to be the same?@sl in
Trench 2. The stone flooB008, revealed in Trench 3, however, was of much roughe
construction than that revealed in the other treach

Sealing the floor deposits was a series ofpddeposits of broadly similar nature across
the three trenches; noticeable differences wereldlge sections of wall identified in
Trench 1 and the high concentration of roof til&rench 3. These deposits were overlain
by the make-up layers and the remains of a gardén pnd a concrete garage floor. Two
probable geotechnical test pits were also idextifie

CoNCLUSIONS

No Roman remains were identified during theagation and, given that the natural
geology was exposed in Trenches 1 and 3, it appleairs#o0 Roman deposits survive in this
area. This is somewhat surprising given the comagoh of such finds discovered during
the previous phase of remedial works immediatelyh® south of this site (OA North
2009). Wherein the natural geology was encountatedheight of 23.96m OD in Test Pit
5, the closest area to the current excavatpnc(t Fig 7), approximately 0.1m higher than
in the current Trench 1. This was directly overlairnTest Pit 5 by 0.45m of intact Roman
stratigraphy, to a height of 24.39m Oid). At the same level in Trench 1 of the current
excavation, rubble deposits006, 2009, and 3006 respectively, were exposed, above the
cobbled floors.

If the Roman stratigraphy originally extendecross both excavation areas, then the
evidence of the levels suggests significant trionain the northern part of the garden,
covered by the current excavations. Indeed, itiffcdlt to imagine a situation, with the
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4.2.3

4.2.4

4.2.5

4.2.6

4.2.7

possible exception of extensive Roman terracingt Would otherwise account for the
archaeology observed.

The drain identified in Trenches 1 and 3 watsabserved in the previous phase of works;
indeed none of the observed structural element&.wknere was little in the way of
datable finds recovered from these features, afhau large collection of animal bone,
indicative of kitchen waste, was recovered fromdran. The lack of continuity between
the two excavations, combined with the level amtidi data, suggests that the remains
identified in the current excavation belong to @ddng that was later in date, but lower in
elevation, to the Roman remains to the south. Thielihg, which contained a trough, and
associated drain, a low wall and a well-constructebbled floor, presumably abutted the
boundary wall, with the render on the boundary wallrenches 1 and 2 suggesting that
this was internal to the structure. Given the pbdb&itchen assemblage of bones in the
drain, and the presence of the stone trough, inseeeasonable to suggest that this
structure, to the rear of the garden, was largelmestic in nature, perhaps a place to
undertake some of the less pleasant tasks assbeidterunning a significant house, such
as the Judges' Lodgings. It is possible that thiddimg is shown on Docton's (1957)
reconstructed 1684 plan, shown in the south-westermf the Judges' Lodgings gardens;
this building disappears by Mackreth's 1778 mapasfcaster, which also appears to show
the southward extension of the boundary wall.

The change in flooring in Trench 3 and thé& lafcrender on the wall in this trench, suggest
that this trench may well be outside the buildiegrsin Trenches 1 and 2; this would also
fit the cartographic evidence mentioned above. Sigmificantly higher proportion of
roofing slate recovered from the dump depositsiimtrench perhaps derived from the roof
of the now-demolished structure.

The finds recovered from the layers sealimgféatures in Trenches 1-3, suggest that the
dump deposits started accumulating during the skdw@if of the seventeenth century,
providing aterminus ante querfor the demolition of the structural elements, ethagain
agrees with the cartographic evidence. It seenaylilgiven the cartographic and finds
evidence, that this building was built at the sdime as the Judges' Lodgings, which was
constructed in the early seventeenth century (Rehf81, 24), surviving for around 50 to
75 years, before being demolished, and coveredansiignificant depth of material.

The base of the boundary wall was observedpptoximately 24.22m OD during the
previous excavations (OA North 2009, g 5), whilst in the current excavation the wall
was at least 0.4m deeper, and extended beneatimibhef excavation, at 23.81m OD,
again suggesting a difference in levels betweervbeareas, and that the wall was built in
two phases, the earlier in the area of the curegnavation, the later in the area of the
previous excavation, as suggested by the map esed@&uring the previous excavation, an
eighteenth-century date was suggested for the rcantisin of the boundary wallop cit,
41); the finds evidenceSgction 3.pfrom the current excavation suggests a date poior
the later part of the seventeenth century fordbisstruction.

The foundations of a levelled east/west-atignall, 339, were revealed at the northern
end of the previous excavatiomp( cit 41; Fig 10), which was observed as being
contemporary with the boundary wall. These werdeast a metre deep, suggesting a
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4.2.8

substantial wall, and were constructed of limestaioeks, bonded with white mortar. This
material appears very similar to the large fragmeoft wall encountered within dump
depositl006, within Trench 1, and it is possible that theyresent the demolished remains
of this wall. Given the difference in levels, iteses possible that waB39 was constructed
as a retaining wall for the higher southern parthef garden area, during the construction
works associated with the construction of the Jadigedgings and the ancillary structure
identified in Trenches 1 and 2.

In itself, the discovery of the remains ofewventeenth-century building and associated
ecofactual remains is certainly interesting, buiyaf local significance. However, given
that this particular building appears to relatettie earliest phase of Judges' Lodgings,
which is a Grade | listed building, then the dissxyv has to be considered at least
regionally significant.
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Figure 6: South-facing section through Trench 3
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Plate 1: General view of site prior to excavation

Plate 2: West-facing view of cobbled surface 1007 abutting trough 1008
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Plate 3: View of trough 1008, showing channel through external wall

Plate 4: West-facing view of wall 1014, abutting trough 1008
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Plate 6: East-facing view of cobbled surface 1007
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Plate 8: South-facing view of cobbled surface 2011
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Plate 10: West-facing view of western end of flagged surface 3008
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Plate 12: North-facing view of eastern half of strip and record area
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Plate 16: Handmade brick from 2007
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Figure 1: Site location



_ 1000

1005

1006

—

_—" Cutfeature

. \.

—

Limit of excavation

__— Layer/Deposit Stone

oxford

1:15@ A4

Figure 2: South-facing section through Trench 1




T T T T ‘
HU \
| S0 \
i " \ Trench 3
\. 3009 ‘
\
\ gt./égmtl ‘
‘ ?1— ........... A
....................... ‘
!_._r.__._!_ ‘
I
\i : I ‘ Trench 2
| ! | Projected line of drain |
i / (trench not excavated \
|- | | to sufficent depth) \
| |
‘ | | |
Boundary | L. —L————"""
Wall
......................... ‘
l
'| Trench 1
\.
\.
\.
\.
........... ._I
— —" Trench 0 - —
D
/ Stone —
Figure 3: Plan of drains 7071, and 3009




1007

z

—

— !

—

Limit of excavation

__— Stone

1:15@ A4

Figure 4: Plan of sandstone trough 7008, in Trench 1




W 25.92m

25.92m E

2004
QQ/

2005

2009

-
.\
—

_—~—" Cutfeature _—" Layer/Deposit

Limit of excavation

1:15@ A4

Figure 5: South-facing section through Trench 2




3000 _
3001 _
i 3002 iﬂ_.
| .
| |
_ 3003 _
| |
s 3004 _
| |
| |
| |
| |
| |
_ 3006 _
| |
| |
L |
_ 3007 _
| 3008 |
| . |
||||| — T T — —— ]
3009 | | 3009 3011
3010

_.— Limit of excavation -y 2

0 05m 0‘ pil

_—~—" Cutfeature _—" Layer/Deposit Stone 115 @ Ad e

Figure 6: South-facing section through Trench 3




Judges’ Lodgings, Lancaster, Lancashire: ArchaemalgExcavation 34

APPENDI X 1: PROJECT DESIGN

11
111

11.2

113

114

12

121

INTRODUCTION

PROJECT BACKGROUND

Lancashire County Council Property Service Group teguested that Oxford Archaeology
North (OA North) submit a project design for a pramgme of archaeological work that is
required in conjunction with remedial works to tiwestern boundary wall to the rear of
Judges’ Lodgings, on the east side of Castle Hdhcaster (centred SD 47448 61875; Fig
1). The boundary wall is approximately 4m high, asdshared with residential property
higher up the slope to the west. The lower 1.5thefwall retains the gardens to the adjacent
properties, which is deteriorating and requirespsup Approximately ten years ago wooden
supports were put into place as a temporary meashese sit within the rear garden area to
Judges’ Lodgings, which is currently an overgrowaimty grassed area.

The remedial works will involve the removal of aelawentieth century garage within the
north-west corner of the rear garden area, whictuigently acting as a support to the wall,
and the construction of three stone buttressestlagid associated foundations. The top
section of the boundary wall will also be removew aebuilt using the existing stones,
together with other repair works.

The site is situated within an area of consideralotdhaeological potential, originally being
the site of the Roman fort. Previous remedial warksthe site carried out by OA North in
2003-4 (OA North 2009) encountered significant Ronmaaterial. Furthermore, a recent
geotechnical investigation, wherein three test witse excavated against the boundary wall
(LCC 2012) under the supervision of the Specidlbtisor (Archaeology) of the Lancashire
County Archaeology Service (LCAS), found there todandstone cobbles and boulders in
two of the test pits (TPs 1 and 3) at 0.9-0.95ntHhlephis is likely to be structural remains
pertaining to the Roman fort. A layer of cobblesvi@und in TP2 suggesting a relict surface
of the same period.

Consequently, LCAS have requested that a prograofnagchaeological works be carried
out during the construction of the buttress fouimhst Specifically, in the areas of the
foundation trenches for the three buttresses tliera requirement to monitor, under
archaeological supervision, the mechanical rem@usihg a toothless ditching bucket) of the
upper soil horizons until the first significant heeological soil horizon is encountered. In
addition, similar monitoring is required during themoval of the concrete floor slab of the
garage once it has been broken out, and the renod\aaly overlying modern overburden.
Following the archaeological monitoring of eactemention, excavation of each foundation
trench will continue by hand in an archaeologicanmer by OA North staff, recording and
sampling features as they are encountered, umtiteuired construction depth of 1050mm
is reached. The precise dimensions of the butfoesglations (concrete cast on top of which
the sandstone buttresses will site) will be 2400ouinfrom the wall, by 1200mm wide. The
area of the garage, once the modern deposits hesme temoved will be archaeologically
cleaned and any features revealed will be plantieelto their vulnerability, and requirement
to assess their significance in any area of knogh &rchaeological potential, there will be a
requirement to investigate and record the featfaiémving further consultation with LCAS.
Any additional archaeological work will be dealthvin a separate project design.

HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOL OGICAL BACKGROUND

Castle Hill lies on the south bank of the River euand rises to a maximum height of 25m
above the river. The natural strength and stratieggortance of the site has been recognised
from at least early Roman times, when a fort waabdished there. On the bluff to the east,
an extramural settlement was also established glahi@ Roman period (Shotter and White
1990, 32-3), and this area formed the focus ofater medieval town.
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1.2.2
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131

21
2.1.1

31
3.1.1

3.1.2

While there is a scattering of prehistoric matefiam Lancaster (White 1988; Shotter and
White 1990, 5), the only evidence from Castle k4ila Bronze Age palstave (White 1988,
207). The first significant activity on Castle Hithough was the establishment of a Roman
auxiliary fort in the late first century AD, abotlee lowest fording point of the River Lune
(Jones and Shotter 1988). The fort continued t@dmipied and modified, at least twice
radically, into the late fourth or early fifth ceny at least (Shotter and White 1990, 27;
Shotter 2001, 27). Beyond the fort there is extensividence for a civil settlement along the
road leading from the fort's east gate, the linevbich is followed by modern Church Street
(Shotter and White 1990, 32, 36). The limited ewmizke available suggests that the
settlement’s focus lay principally on Church Street

OXFORD ARCHAEOLOGY NORTH

OA North has considerable experience of the ex@avatf sites of all periods, having
undertaken a great number of small and large-gualcts throughout Northern England
during the past 30 years. Evaluations, desk-bassksaments, watching briefs and
excavations have taken place within the plannirmggss, to fulfil the requirements of clients
and planning authorities, to very rigorous timet¢sbl OA North has the professional
expertise and resources to undertake the projeatiett below to a high level of quality and
efficiency. OA North is an Institute for Archaeolsts (IfA) registered organisation,
registration number 17, and all its members off sbplerate subject to the IfA Code of
Conduct.

OBJECTIVES

INTRODUCTION

The following programme has been designed to iflergkcavate completely and record any
archaeological deposits affected by the proposedldpment of the site, in order that they
can be preserved by record. To this end, the fatiguprogramme has been designed, in
accordance with normal LCAS requirements, to prevadh archaeological strip and record.
The required stages to achieve these ends ari@sso

. Archaeological strip and record: to undertake a programme of observation,
excavation and recording during any ground distacbato determine the presence,
depth, quality, extent and importance of any arolwgcal remains on the site.
Explicitly, this will involve the archaeological mioring of the removal of topsoil
and the hand excavation of archaeologically sigaift deposits to the required depth;

. Report and Archive: a report will be produced for the client withirx siveeks of
completion of the fieldwork. A site archive will hgroduced to English Heritage
(2006) and UKIC (1990) guidelines.

METHOD STATEMENT

STRIP AND RECORD

Methodology: a programme of field observation will monitor aretord the mechanical
excavation, using a toothless bucket, of all tdpdeposits in the foundation trenches and
area of the garage during groundwork disturbanceéhbyMain Contractor, Colin Briscoe
Construction. This work will comprise observatiomridg all ground reduction and
excavations for the proposed development, the mypgie examination of any subsoil
horizons exposed during the course of the grounkisyaand the accurate recording of all
archaeological features and horizons, and anyaattefidentified during observation.

Upon encountering the first significant archaeatadilayer, mechanical excavation will
cease and any further excavation will continue dgchin an archaeological manner by OA
North staff. The hand excavation will excavate amcbrd all deposits to the required level.
This hand excavation will accurately record theat@mn, extent, and character of any
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3.1.3

3.1.4

3.1.5

3.1.5

3.1.6

3.1.7

3.1.8

3.1.9

3.1.10

3.2

3.2.1

surviving archaeological features and/or deposithinvthe whole area of the proposed
ground disturbance.

The strip and record will cover the whole of theato be disturbed by the proposed works.
Although the area of the garage is not intendedafgr extensive development works, LCAS
has requested that this area be investigated irerotd ascertain the potential for
archaeological remains, and thereafter the exteature, date and significance of any
remains that may be vulnerable to any subsequstirdance. Therefore, once stripped and
planned, additional consultation will be requireithw.CAS as to the further investigation.

Putative archaeological features and/or deposientified during the observation of
groundworks, together with the immediate vicinifyamy such features, will be cleaned by
hand, using either hoes, shovel scraping, andderelis, as appropriate and depending on the
subsoil conditions and sections will be studied amdwn. Any features or associated
deposits will be completely excavated, sampledrandrded.

During this phase of work, recording will comprisefull description and preliminary

classification of features or materials revealea] ¢heir accurate location (either on plan
and/or section, and as grid co-ordinates where ompjate). Features will be planned
accurately at appropriate scales. A photographiorte in monochrome film and colour

digital images will be undertaken simultaneously.

A plan will be produced of the areas of groundwaskewing the location and extent of the
ground disturbance and one or more dimensioneéassatill be produced.

Treatment of finds: all finds will be exposed, lifted, cleaned, congstvmarked, bagged and
boxed in accordance with the United Kingdom Ingtittor Conservation (UKICJirst Aid
For Finds 1998 (new edition) and the recipient museum'dgjines.

All identified finds and artefacts will be retainealthough certain classes of building material
can sometimes be discarded after recording if rompiate sample is retained on advice
from the recipient museum’s archive curator. lamicipated that resultant find assemblage
will be deposited with the Lancashire County Musesenvice and specifically Lancaster City

Museum.

Treasure: any gold and silver artefacts recovered duringcthgrse of the excavation will be
removed to a safe place and reported to the logedr@r according to the procedures relating
to the Treasure Act, 1996. Where removal cannct falkce on the same working day as
discovery, suitable security will be employed totpect the finds from theft.

Human Remains: if any human remains are uncovered, these wilelten-situ, covered and
protected. No further investigation will continueylond that required to establish the date and
character of the burial. LCAS and the local Coronirbe informed immediately. If removal

is essential, the exhumation of any funerary remaiill require the provision of a Home
Office licence, under section 25 of the Burial AEtL857. The removal of human remains will
be carried out with due care and sensitivity urtderenvironmental health regulations.

Contingency Plan: in the event of significant archaeological featulesng encountered
during the strip and record that extend beyondetttent of the foundations, discussions will
take place with LCAS as to the extent of any furtlverks to be carried out. All further works
would be subject to a variation to this projectigesin the event of environmental/organic
deposits being present on site, it will be necgssardiscuss and agree a programme of
palaeo-environmental sampling and or dating wittABC

REPORT AND ARCHIVE

Report: one bound copy of a written synthetic report, tbgetwith a digital copy on CD,
will be submitted to the client. In addition, a pdérsion of the report on CD will be
submitted to the Lancashire HER within six weeksarhpletion. The report will include:

« afront cover to include the planning applicatiamter and the NGR;
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3.2.2

3.2.3

3.24

3.25

3.2.6

e asite location plan, related to the national grid;

» the dates on which the fieldwork was undertaken;

e aconcise, non-technical summary of the results;

* adescription of the methodology employed, workartaken and results obtained;
» plans and sections at an appropriate scale, shdiwnigpcation of features;

» other illustrations and photographic plates showasyappropriate, features of interest or
to demonstrate the absence of archaeological fesgtur

» the report will also include a complete bibliogramii sources from which data has been
derived:;

» a copy of this project design as an appendix, aditations of any agreed departure
from that design.

» costed recommendations for appropriate post-exicavassessment works (if required),
the results of which will be incorporated into avised version of the report. Such a
programme of assessment might make recommendafamdurther analysis and
publication.

Archive: the results of all archaeological work carried aull form the basis for a full
archive to professional standards, in accordandk @drrent English Heritage guidelines
(MAP 2 second edition, 1991). The project archive regmtssthe collation and indexing of
all the data and material gathered during the eouofshe project. It will include summary
processing and analysis of all features, findgpalaeo-environmental data recovered during
fieldwork, which will be catalogued by context. Aditefacts will be processed to MAP2
standards and will be assessed by our in-house §ipdcialists.

The deposition of a properly ordered and indexedjept archive in an appropriate

repository is considered an essential and integdeahent of all archaeological projects by the
IfA in that organisation's code of conduct. OA Noronforms to best practice in the
preparation of project archives for long-term stygraThis archive will be provided in the

English Heritage Centre for Archaeology format andynthesis will be submitted to the
Lancashire HER (the index to the archive and a adfhe report). OA North practice is to

deposit the original record archive of projectsnird.ancashire with the County Record
Office, Preston. The material archive (artefactd acofacts) will be deposited with the

Lancaster City Museum following agreement with ¢hent.

Collation of data: the data generated will be collated and analysedrder to provide an
assessment of the nature and significance of ttteaological remains identified.

The Arts and Humanities Data Service (AHDS) onldsabase project Online Access to
index of Archaeological Investigations (OASIS) wile completed as part of the archiving
phase of the project.

Confidentiality: all internal reports to the Client are designediasuments for the specific
use of the Client, for the particular purpose add in the project brief and project design,
and should be treated as such. They are not saiifablublication as academic documents
or otherwise without amendment or revision. Anyuiegment to revise or reorder the
material for submission or presentation to thirdtipa beyond the project brief and project
design, or for any other explicit purpose, canuiflled, but will require separate discussion
and funding.
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HEALTH AND SAFETY AND SITE ATTENDANCES

RISK ASSESSMENT

OA North provides a Health and Safety Statementfoprojects and maintains a company
safety policy. All site procedures are in accordandth the guidance set out in the Health
and Safety Manual compiled by the Standing Confaresf Archaeological Unit Managers
(1997). It assumed that that OA North will be inthetinto the Main Contractor’s Health and
Safety Risk Assessment, although OA North will glsepare a task specific risk assessment
in advance of any on-site works and copies wilhizle available on request to all interested
parties.

It is assumed that the responsibility for ensuthmy stability of the wall during the works lies
with the client.

SERVICESAND OTHER CONSTRAINTS

Full regard will, of course, be given to all comastits (services etc) during the investigation,
as well as to all Health and Safety consideratitiris.assumed that the Main Contractor will

have obtained all service information, i.e. drawirmg knowledge of live cables or services,
within the site, prior to excavation, and that thisludes scanning the site using a Cable
Avoidance Tool (CAT) and Signal Generator.

Any known contamination issues or any specific teand safety requirements on site
should be made known to OA North by the client @itContractor ahead of the fieldwork
commencing to ensure all procedures can be methandhe risk is dealt with appropriately.
Should any presently unknown contamination be disced during excavation, it may be
necessary to halt the works and reassess thesssissment. Should it be necessary to supply
additional PPE or other contamination avoidanceépegent this will be costed as a variation.

STAFF I SSUES

All project staff will be CSCS qualified, proof afich can be provided in the form of CSCS
cards.

It is assumed that the client or Main Contractdt priovide all necessary welfare facilities.
FENCING REQUIREMENTS

It is assumed that there will be no public accesghe site during the archaeological
investigation. The archaeological groundworks avéth be marked by barrier tape if

necessary. Any other requirements for fencing atdlient’s request will be charged as a
variation.

INSURANCE

OA North has professional indemnity to a value 000,000, employer's liability cover to a
value of £10,000,000 and public liability to a valof £15,000,000. Written details of
insurance cover can be provided if required.

OTHER MATTERS

WORK TIMETABLE

Archaeological Strip and Record: the duration of this element is dependent upon the
duration of any ground-disturbing activities on thiee, and subsequent consultation with
LCAS.

Report and Archive: a report will be submitted within six weeks of t@mpletion of the
fieldwork, and the archive will be completed withgix months.

PROJECT M ONITORING

Whilst the work is undertaken for the client, LCA#I be kept fully informed of the work
and its results, and will be notified a week in adse of the commencement of the fieldwork.
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53
53.1

54
54.1

54.2

543

54.4

Any proposed changes to the project design wilageeed with LCAS in consultation with
the client.

SPoIL

It is proposed to place the resultant spoil from éxcavation of the foundations in the area
of the, by then, removed garage, and that the Miaintractor will be responsible for its
redistribution or disposal.

STAFFING PROPOSALS

The project will be under the direct managemerimfly Mercer (OA North Senior Project
Manager) to whom all correspondence should be addde

All elements of the archaeological investigationl Wwe supervised by either an OA North

project officer or supervisor experienced in thipe of project. Due to scheduling

requirements it is not possible to provide theswilieat the present time. All OA North

project officers and supervisors are experienceld farchaeologists capable of carrying out
projects of all sizes.

Assessment of the finds from the evaluation willimelertaken under the auspices of OA
North's in-house finds speciali€hristine Howard-Davis (OA North project officer).
Christine has extensive knowledge of all finds bfperiods from archaeological sites in
northern England. However, she has specialist kebgd regarding glass, metalwork, and
leather of all periods, the recording and managérnémnvaterlogged wood. She also has
published reports from numerous major excavatiatgs Buxton and Howard-Davis 200;
Howard-Davis 2009).

Assessment of any palaeo-environmental sampleshwhay be taken will be undertaken by
Elizabeth Huckerby (OA North project officer). Elizabeth has extenskreowledge of the
palaeoecology of the North West through her workttma English Heritage-funded North
West Wetlands Survey and worked on many Roman sitbsequently. Assessment of any
faunal material will be undertaken Byndrew Bates (OA North project officer).
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APPENDIX 2: CONTEXT LIST

Context| Type | Trench|Interpretation Equivalent Context
1000 | Deposit 1 Topsoil 2000, 3005
1001 | Deposit 1 Gravel base for path 2001
1002 | Deposit 1 Fill of1004
1003 | Deposit 1 Brown gravel deposit 2003
1004 Cut 1 Late truncation of unknown function
1005 | Deposit 1 Mixture of rubble and redeposited boulday c 2006
1006 | Deposit 1 Substantial dump deposit, including sontg l&¢ge masonry
1007 | Deposit 1 Cobbled surface 2011
1008 | Structure 1 Stone trough
1009 | Deposit 1 Redeposited boulder clay between trougtbanddary wall
1010 | Deposit 1 Fill of drainl011
1011 | Structure 1 Drain
1012 | Deposit 1 Bedding material for cobbled surfd687
1013 | Deposit 1 Natural boulder clay
1014 | Structure 1 Wall abutting trougt008
2000 | Deposit 2 Topsoil 1000, 3005
2001 | Deposit 2 Garden path 1001
2002 | Deposit 2 Subsaoill
2003 | Deposit 2 Brown gravel deposit 1003
2004 Cut 2 Cut of geotechnical pit?

2005 | Deposit 2 Fill of2004
2006 | Deposit 2 Mixture of rubble and redeposited boulday c 1005
2007 | Deposit 2 Dump deposit
2008 | Deposit 2 Mixture of rubble and redeposited boulday c
2009 | Deposit 2 Dump deposit
2010 | Deposit 2 Dump deposit
2011 | Deposit 2 Cobbled surface 1007
2012 | Deposit 2 Bedding material for cobbled surfa6a1
3000 | Deposit 3 Concrete garage floor
3001 | Deposit 3 Clinker bedding layer for flo8000
3002 | Deposit 3 Subsail
3003 | Deposit 3 Redeposited natural
3004 | Deposit 3 Dump deposit, including some large masang/large amounts
of roof slate
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3005 | Deposit 3 Topsoil 2000, 1000
3006 | Deposit 3 Dump deposit, containing a fairly high prdjon of bricks

3007 | Deposit 3 Dump deposit

3008 | Deposit 3 Flagged surface

3009 | Structure 3 Drain

3010 | Deposit 3 Fill of drair3009

3011 | Deposit 3 Natural boulder clay
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APPENDI X 3: FINDS CATALOGUE

Context| OR [Material [Category| No Description Date
no frags|
1000 1059 Ceramic tobacco 3 Two stem, one bowl fragment. Late eighteenth century?
pipe
1000 1067 Ceramic tobacco, 1 Stem fragment. Not closely dateable
pipe
1000 1066 Ceramic vessel 16 One rim and one body fragmastfidinted pearlware, two joining  Eighteenth century or later

1000
1000
1001

1001

1002

1002

1003

1003

1005
1005

1006
1006
1006

1006

1006

1006
1006

1006

1006
1006
1006
1006
1009
1010

1075 Glass window

1074 Iron object

1072 Ceramic tobacco
pipe

1063 Ceramic vessel

1070 Ceramic tobacco
pipe
1069 Ceramic vessel

1073 Ceramic tobacco
pipe
1071 Ceramic vessel

1076 Bone animal
1078 Ceramic vessel

1060 Bone animal
1058 Bone animal
1064 Ceramic tobacco
pipe
1015 Ceramic tobacco
pipe

1016 Ceramic vessel

1065 Ceramic vessel
1077 Ceramic vessel

1062 Copper nail

alloy
1068 Glass vessel
1061 Iron nail
1057 Iron object
1079 Mortar
1031 Bone animal
0 Bone animal

fragments Creamware ?spoon handle, one body fragmesamware; one
body fragment orange printed ?creamware; two baynfients, one over-
fired black-glazed ware; one rim fragment platdidiceam-bodied black-
glazed ware; one small body fragment tin-glazedeyvane body fragment
self-glazed redware; one body fragment manganeskigal ware; one
small fragment yellow-glazed redware; one fragnstiptdecorated press-
moulded plate, one rim fragment gilded refined el@arthenware saucer.
1 Cased engraved decorative quaradiand colourless metal.
1 Unidentifiable fragment.

1 Stem fragment.

Nineteenth century?
Not closely dateable
Not closely dateable

9 Two body fragments black-glagddare; three joining base fragmentEighteenth century or later
heavy self-glazed redware vessel; one very thik beown-glazed ware;
one small fragment Westerwald stoneware; two bealyments refined
white earthenware.

2 Stem fragment. Not closely dateable

11 Body fragment creamware; badyfent plain white tin-glazed; rim- Eighteenth century or later
fragment brown stoneware; body fragment mangarpsekied ware;
small body fragment black-glazed redware; bodyrandragment
unglazed slip-decorated redware; one glazed fragssne; , one coarse
yellow ware body; two redware chips.

1 Stem fragment. Not closely dateable

5 Two body fragments black-glagddiare; one rim fragment plain whiteéate seventeenth to late
tin-glazed; one body fragment Staffs-type slip dated ware. eighteenth century

1 Cattle metacarpal. Not closely dateable

6 One unglazed fragment; two bradyrfents black-glazed redware; ond.ate seventeenth to late
rim one body fragment manganese speckled ware jar. eighteenth century

2| One dom./greylag goose femur, ortdumemammal. Not closely dateable

7 Six large mammal vertebrae fragmentsbird. Not closely dateable

2 One stem fragment, one bowl. Eighteenth century

2 One stem fragment, one stamped bowl (HL). Sevetitammtury

Late seventeenth to late
eighteenth century
Eighteenth century or later
Late seventeenth to late
eighteenth century

3 Small rim-fragment tin-glazethlme; body fragment black-glazed
redware; rim fragment self-glazed redware.

1 Body fragment black-glazed reglwar

5 One body fragment black-glazbaare; one body fragment coarse
yellow ware, three fragment (complete profile) drtiatglazed dish or
lid.

1 |Long slender nail with flat round head. Notsgty dateable

1 Rim fragment, dark olive green Wwaotte.
4 Nail fragments.
1 Unidentifiable fragment.
1  Small fragment of mortar. Not closely dateable
3| One sheep/goat tibia, one pig tivia,pig femur. Not closely dateable

637 91 bird, one bird femur, two birdnieui, 16 cat-sized mammal, two catNot closely dateable
sized mammal lumbar vertebra, one cattle metapasfial cattle phalanx
one, one deer patella, two dom. fowl carpo-metacawp dom. fow!
humeri, two dom. fowl radii, one dom. fowl scapuwage dom. fowl tarso-
metatarsus, three dom. fowl ulnae, two dom./greglaase coracoids, one

Early eighteenth century
Not closely dateable
Not closely dateable
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OR
no

Material No

frags|

Context Category Description

Date

1010
1010

2000

1057 Bone animal

1055 Ceramic tobacco
pipe

1043 Ceramic vessel

1 Stem fragment.

dom./greylag goose femur, one dom./greylag goas® whe galliform
tibio-tarsus, one godwit scapula, nine large mamfoat mallard
coracoids, one mallard humerus, four mallard sesgdne mallard tarso-
metatarsus, one medium mammal, two partridge témisi; two pig loose
tooth, one pig mandible, one pig phalanx two, oigetipia, two pig ulnae,
one rabbit femur, two rabbit humeri, two rabbityigs, three rabbit radii,
two rabbit scapulae, one rabbit tibia, four ralhititae, one rodentia sp
tibia, one sheep/goat phalanx one, one snipe hwsyieva snipe tarso-
metatarsi, one teal humerus, 444 unidentified malnona unidentified
mammal coracoid, six unidentified mammal unideetifione woodcock
coracoid, one woodcock humerus, one woodcock saapoe woodcock

tarso-metatarsus.
1 Medium mammal. Not closely dateable

Not closely dateable

5 One body fragment Ind slipware;bmse fragment black-glazed redwhege eighteenth to- nineteenth
one base fragment refined white earthenware, @ugrfent early brown century?
stoneware; one handle fragment Pearlware.

2000 1044 Glass vessel 1 Body fragment, dark olive greerm Waottle. Eighteenth century
2001 1039 Ceramic vessel 2 Joining body fragments self-glagdware. Eighteenth century or later
2002 1040 Ceramic tobacco 9 Stem fragments, one with rouletted stamp MAT GRENO Eighteenth century
pipe
2002 1042 Ceramic vessel 10 Two rim fragments white salreglastoneware bowl and plate; leg of Eighteenth century or later
Pearlware statuette; three body fragments selieglazdware; Base and
rim fragment slip-decorated self-glazed redwarefybioagment black-
glazed redware; body fragment unglazed redware.
2003 1047 Ceramic vessel 1 One small fragment red stoneware. Eighteenth century
2005 1048 Ceramic tobacco 1 Stem fragment. Not closely dateable
pipe
2006 1002 Bone animal 2 One cattle/red deer lumbar vertelm@sheep/goat tibia. Not closely dateable
2006 1049 Ceramic vessel 3 Body and handle fragments bleded redware; rim fragment tin-glazeate seventeenth to late
ware, mainly dark blue. eighteenth century
2007 1038 Bone animal 2| Onmttussp pelvis, oneattussp femur. Not closely dateable
2007 1028 Ceramic building. 4 Handmade brick. Post-medieval
material
2007 1035 Ceramic tobacco 1 Stem fragment. Not closely dateable
pipe
2007 1036 Ceramic vessel 1 Base fragment manganese speckied Late seventeenth to late
eighteenth century
2007 1030 Ceramic vessel 1 One fragment narrow diameter ofefoke cream, partially reduced  Medieval?
fabric, green-glazed vessel.
2007 1037 Iron nail 1 | Nail fragments. Not closely dateable
2007 1034 Mollusc  marine 3 Three cockle valves. Not closely dateable
2007 1043 Stone building. 1 Slate. Post-medieval
material
2007 1029 Stone building 1 Sandstone slab? Not closely dateable
material?
2008 1046 Bone animal 3| One sheep/goat humerus, one medammmal, one sheep/goat/roe deer
thoracic vertebra.
2008 1009 Ceramic building. 2 Handmade brick. Post-medieval
material
2008 1007 Ceramic tobacco 4 Stem fragment. Not closely dateable
pipe
2008 1008 Ceramic vessel 5 One rim and three body fragnidsmt&-glazed redware; one unglazedLate seventeenth to late
fragment redware. eighteenth century
2009 1045 Bone animal 3| One pig calcaneus, one cattle phalag, one sheep/goat skull - Not closely dateable
zygomatic arch.
2009 1011 Ceramic vessel 1 One body fragment yellow ware. Late seventeenth to late
eighteenth century
2009 1012 Iron nail 1 | Nail fragment. Not closely dateable
2009 1010 Mollusc  marine 1 One cockle valve. Not closely dateable
2010 1018 Bone animal 3 One sheep calcaneus, one rabbit,femeimedium mammal. Not closely dateable
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Context| OR [Material |Category| No Description Date
no frags|
2010 1027 Bone animal 3 One sheep tibia, one sheep/goatdam. fowl/pheasant tibio-tarsus. Not closely dateea
2010 1019 Ceramic building. 1 'Handmade brick. Post-medieval
material
2010 1017 Ceramic tobacco 3 Stem fragment. Not closely dateable
pipe
2010 1001 Ceramic vessel 46 One rim and 45 body fragmeatkiglazed redware - single vessel. Eighteenth cg?ftu
2010 1000 Ceramic vessel 102 Late seventeenth to late eigifteentury. Late seventeenth to late
eighteenth century
2010 1041 Glass vessel 10 Body fragments, dark olive greea hottles including early body. Seventeenth cefftur
2010 1003 Iron object 3 | Large bar and two small fragmentshefet. Not closely dateable
2011 1033 Ceramic tobacco 1 Stem fragment. Not closely dateable
pipe
2012 1014 Bone animal 5| One large mammal, one sheep/goaierethoracic vertebra, one Not closely dateable
cattle/red deer femur, one heron humerus, one twhulna.
2012 1013 Mollusc  marine 2 Two oyster valves. Not closely dateable
3003 1056 Ceramic vessel 1 Base fragment manganese speckied Late seventeenth to late
eighteenth century
3004 1032 Ceramic vessel 1 Rim fragment bowl, self-glazesveze. Eighteenth century or later
3005 1054 Ceramic tobacco 1 Stem fragment. Not closely dateable
pipe
3005 1053 Ceramic vessel 2 One small body fragment Nottimghge stoneware; one handle Eighteenth century?
fragment black-glazed redware.
3006 1004 Bone animal 1 Sheep/goat mandible. Not closely dateable
3006 1024 Ceramic tobacco 1 Stem fragment. Not closely dateable
pipe
3006 1050 Ceramic tobacco 3 Stem fragment. Not closely dateable
pipe
3006 1026 Ceramic vessel 7 Two joining base fragments rhaltidled blackware cup; one base twhate seventeenth to early
body fragments black-glazed redware; one small icedyment slip- eighteenth century?
decorated self-glazed redware; one small body feengr8taffordshire-type
slipware.
3006 1025 Glass vessel 1 Body fragment, dark olive greem bottle. Eighteenth century
3006 1051 Glass vessel 3 Two body fragments dark olive gnéra bottle, one blown colourless Eighteenth century or later
(leaded?) stopper.
3007 1020 Bone animal 2| One cattle radius, one cattle/red de Not closely dateable
3007 1005 Ceramic tobacco 2 One stem fragment, one stamped bowl. Seventeenthrge
pipe
3007 1052 Ceramic vessel 3 One base, one handle, one tagipént black-glazed redware. Eighteenth centurgter |
3007 1022 Ceramic vessel 2 One base fragment ?late Sileevdatke - unusual faceted vessel; one tiate seventeenth century or
fragment black-glazed redware. earlier?
3007 1006 Ceramic vessel 5 One handle, one body, one gaént black-glazed redware; one bddite seventeenth to mid-
one base fragment manganese speckled ware. eighteenth century
3007 1023 Ceramic vessel 7 Five body fragments black-glagzédare, one a cup/handle seating; thate seventeenth to late
small body fragments manganese speckled ware. eighteenth century
3007 1021 Glass vessel 4 Base small green blown vessedrfost small green vessel; two smatbeventeenth century?
body fragments ?colourless, including an applieshpr
3010 0 Bone animal 6  One bird ulna, one dom. fowl tarso-taetas, one woodcock coracoidNot closely dateable

three unidentified mammal.
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