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BRIEF FOR ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVALUATION
Cambridgeshire Archaeology Planning & Countryside Advice

Site: Homerton College, Western Area
Planning Application: C/01/0365/0
Company: Oxford Archaeology

Location: NGR TL 459 562

This design brief is only valid for six months after the above date. After this period the
Cambridgeshire Archacology Planning & Countryside Advice office (CAPCA) should be contacted.
Any specifications resulting from this brief will only be considered for the same period. Please note
that this document is written for archaeological project managers to facilitate the production of an
archaevological specification of work; the term project manager is used to denote the archaeological
project manager only.

The project manager is strongly advised 1o visit the site before completing their specification, as there
may be implications for accurately costing the project. The project manager must consult the
Cambridgeshire Historic Environment Record (CHER} as part of the evaluation. Any response to this
brief should follow IF A Standard and Guidance for Archaeological Field Evaluations, 1999.

NO FIELDWORK MAY COMMENCE UNTIL WRITTEN APPROVAL OF A SPECIFICATION HAS
BEEN ISSUED BY THE CAMBRIDGESHIRE ARCHAEOLOGY PLANNING & COUNTRYSIDE
ADVICE OFFICE (CAPCA)

L0 Site Description

1.1 This site is located in the historic City of Cambridge.

12 Situated on 2™ terrace river gravels, the site is located in an area of high archaeological
potential. The site is located close to the projected line of the road running south-east from
the Roman town at Cambridge, previously identified within the grounds of Perse School to the
south (Historic Environment Record Numbers (4819, 05146). Artefacts and a cremation of
Roinan date have also been found in the vicinity (HER 04820, 04821, 04824).

1.3 Recent archaeological investigations undertaken to the immediate east within the grdunds of

Homerton College identified features of Roman and medieval date (HER ECB2313).

2.0 The nature of the development and archaeclogical requirements

2.1 The proposed development includes residential development within the area indicated on the
* attached plan.
22 Due to the high archaeological potential of the site, a condition has been placed on planning

consent requiring a scheme of archaeological work to be undertaken at the site. The first
phase of this work will be an archaeological evaluation to assess the nature and potential of

" the site, and to determine the need for any future site investigation. This brief deals solely
with the evaluation phase.

2.3 The evaluation should include a suitable level of documentary research, including consultation

with CHER, to set the results in their geographical, topographical, archaeological and
historical context.

. Design Brief for Archaeological Evaluation January 26, 2007
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3.0

3.1

3.2

33

The required scheme shall include a ficld evaluation of threatened archaeological remains.

The evaluation should include a programme of linear trial trenching and/or test-pitting to
adequately sample the threatened available area and will excavate sufficient archaeological
features to conform with section 3.0 below. At least 5% of the development area should be
subject to trial trenching. :

All features must be investigated and recérdgd unless . otherwise agreed with CAPCA.
Investigation slots through all linear features must be at least 1m in width. Discrete features
must be half-sectioned or excavated in quadrants. |

Mitigation of any threat to identified remains will be outlined in a Further Design Brief.

Objectives

The evaluation should aim to determine, the location, extent, date, character, condition,
significance and quality of any surviving archaeological remains liable to be threatened by the
proposed development. An adequate representative sample of alt areas where archaeological
remains are potentially threatened should be studied. This office will be particularly
concerned with the amount of truncation to buried deposits, the presence or absence of a
palacosol or "B horizon, the preservation of deposits within negative features, site formation
processes generally. To these ends buried soils and associated deposits should be inspected on
site by a suitably qualified soil scientist and his/her advice sought on the whether soil
micromorphological study or other analytical techniques will enhance understanding of the
site. If so, analysis should be undertaken.

The project manager should consult an appropriate geophysical specialist, to assess the
viability of various survey techniques on the site. A suitably qualified specialist organisation
and/or individuals must undertake all geophysical work. Such work must be preceded by a
sample scan to assess the effectiveness of the technique in relation to the site-specific
geologicaltopographical conditions. Survey methods must be recommended by the specialist
and presented in a specification of works and approved by CAPCA prior to commencement.
Any subsequent survey work must be recommended by the specialist and where possible,
approved by CAPCA. A digital copy of the geophysical survey evidence should be
supplied with the report for inclusion in the CHER.

The assessment of the environmental potential of the site through examination of suitable
deposits must also be arranged with a suitably qualified specialist. Attention should be paid:
to the retricval of charred plant macrofossils and land molluscs from former dry-land
palaeosols and cut features, and to soil pollen analysis;

to the retrieval of plant macrofossils, insect, molluscs and polien from waterlogged deposits
located.

provision for the absolute dating of critical contacts should be made: eg the basal contacts of
peats over former dryland surfaces; distinct landuse or landmark change in urban contexts

The project manager must make their results known to the English Heritage Regional Science
Advisor. The assessment of environmental potential should consider the guidelines set out in
the following documents:

- English Heritage Centre for Archacology Guidelines, 2002, Environmental Archaeology: A guide to the
theory and practice of methods, from sampling and recovery to post-excavation. .

- Association for Environmental Archaeology, 1995, Environmenial archaeology and archaeological
evaluations. Recommendations concerning the environmental archaeology component of archaeological
evaluations in England. Working Papers of the Association for Environmental Archaeology 2, 8 ff.
York: Association for Environmental Archaeology,;

- Dobney, K., Hall, A., Kenward, H. and Milles, A., 1992, 4 working classifieation of sample types for
environmental archaeology. Circaea 9.1 (1992 for 1991), pg. 24-26;

- Murphy, P.L. and Wiltshire, P.E.J., 1994, A guidé 1o sampling archaeological deposits Jor
environmental analysis.

Design Brief for Archaeological Evaluation January 26, 2007
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The evaluation should alse carefully consider any artefact or economic information, in
particular the survival of faunal evidence, and provide an assessment of the viability for
further study of such information. 1t will be particularly important to provide an indication of
the relative importance of such material for any subsequent decision-making regarding
mitigation strategies. Advice is to be sought from a suitably qualified specialist in Faunal
Remains on the potential of sites for producing bones of fish and small mammals. If there is
potential, a sieving programme is to be undertaken. Faunal remains collected by hand and
sieving are to be assessed and analysed if appropriate.

The evaluation should include a comprehensive, illustrated assessment of the regional context
within which the archaeological evidence rests and should aim to highlight any relevant
research issues within a national and regional research framework.

The evaluation should provide a predictive model of surviving archaeological remains
detailing zones of relative importance against known development proposals. An impact
assessment should also be provided.

If any of these areas of analysis are not considered appropriate the report will detail
justification for their exclusion.

Requirements

The evaluation must be undertaken by an archacological team of recognised competence, fully
experienced in work of this character and formally acknowledged by the CAPCA officers,
advisors to the Local Planning Authority (LPA). Inclusion in The Institute of Field
Archaeologists’ ‘Register of Archaeological Organisations is recommended. Details,
including the name, qualifications and experience, of the site director and all other key project
personnel (including specialist staff) will be communicated to CAPCA as part of a
specification of works that conforms to the guidelines contained in English Heritage’s MAP 2
publication (Management of Archaeological Projects, specifically, Appendix 2). This
specification must:

1. be supported by a research design which sets out the site specific objectives of the
archaeological works.

2. detail the proposed works as precisely as is reasonably possible, indicating clearly on
plan their location and extent.

3. provide a timetable for the proposed works including a “safety” margin in the event
of bad weather or any other unforeseen circumstances that may effect this
timetabling.

Care must be taken in the siting of offices and other support structures in order to minimise
impact on the environment. Extreme care must also be taken in the structure and maintenance
of spoil heaps for the same reasons and to facilitate a high quality reinstatement. This is
particularly important in relation to pastureland.

The archaeological project manager must satisfy themselves that all constraints to
groundworks have been identified, including the siting of live services, Tree Preservation
Orders and public footpaths. The CAPCA officers bear no responsibility for the inclusion or
exclusion of such information within this brief.

Care must be taken in dealing with human remains and the appropriate Department for
Constitutional Affairs (DCA) and environmental health regulations followed. CAPCA and
the local Coroner must be informed immediately upon discovery of human remains. If found
during an evaluation, the human remains must be left ir situ, covered and protected when
discovered. No further investigation shouid normally be permitted beyond that necessary to
establish the date, condition and character of the burial. If removal is essential an exhumation
licence should be requested from the DCA.

Design Brief for Archaeological Evaluation » January 26, 2007
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4.5

4.6

4.7

4.8

4.9

4.10

4.11

4.12

4.13

4.14

All aspects of the evaluation shall be conducted in accordance with the Institute of Field
Archaeologist's Code of Conduct, the Standard and Guidance for Archaeological Field
Evaluations (rev 1999), and Standards for Field Archaeology in the East of England (EAA
Occasional Paper 14). Reference should also be: made to Research and Archaeology: A

" Framework for the Eastern Counties 1. Resource Assessment and 2 Research Agenda and

Strategy documents (EAA Occasional Papers 3 and 8).

Before commencing work the project manager must carry out a risk assessment and

liase with the site owner, client and CAPCA in ensuring that all potential risks are

minimised. A copy of this must be given to CAPCA before the commencement of works.

Project Managers are reminded' of the need to comply with the requirements of the Treasure
Act 1996 (with subsequent amendments). Advice and guidance on compliance with Treasure

" Act issues can be obtained from the Cambridgeshire Historic Environment Record (CHER)

office, and project managers are recommended to report any finds that could be considered
treasure under the terms of the Act made during the process of fieldwork to CHER within 48
hours of discovery. ‘ ‘

To assist with the curation of the project’s archive, the Project Manager must contact the
CHER office to obtain an event number. CHER will use this number as a unique identifier
linking all physical and digital components of the archive. The unique event number must
be clearly indicated on any specification received for this project and on any ensuing
reports.

Arrangements for the long term storage and deposition of all artefacts must be agreed with the
Jandowner and CHER before the commencement of fieldwork. The Project Manager should

consult document ref HER 2004/1 (available from our website') regarding the requirements

for the deposition of the archive, which must be deposited in the County Store on completion
of post-excavation analysis and publication.

Cambridgeshire Archaeology supports the national programme: Online Access to the Index of
Archaeological Investigations (OASIS III) project and requires archacological contractors
working in Cambridgeshire to support this initiative. In order that a record is made of all
archaeological events within the county occurring through the planning system, the
archaeological contractor is required to input details of this project online at the ADS internet
site?: The OASIS reference ID and summary form should be cleared presented in the relevant
report. Any report that does not contain this information will be returned.

An unbound hard copy of the report, clearly marked DRAFT, should be prepared and
presented to CAPCA within four wecks of the completion of site works (unless there are
reasonable grounds for more time). This report must conform to the format contained within
the document CAPCA Eval rev 06 dealing with the production of archacological evaluation
reports. Copies can be obtained from the address below. IFA Standard and Guidance for
Archaeological Field Evaluation (rev 1999) Annex 2, Report Contents, should be used.

Following acceptance, one copy of the approved report of the results should be submitted to
CAPCA, one hard and digital copy to the CHER. The approved report should also be
uploaded to the OASIS database.

CAPCA officers are responsible -for monitoring all archaeological work within
Cambridgeshire and will normally inspect site works and review the progress of excavation
reports and archive preparation. The project manager must inform CAPCA in writing at least
one week in advance detailing proposed start dates for the project.

Any changes to the specifications that the project manager may wish to make after approval
by this office shouid be communicated directly to CAPCA for approval.

! http://www.cambridgeshire.gov.uk/leisurelarchaeology/historic/archives/herstqrc.hnn
2 hitp://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis

Design Brief for Archaeological Evaluation January 26, 2007
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4.15 CAPCA should be kept regularly informed about developments both during the site works and

subsequent post-excavation work.

4.16 The involvement of CAPCA should be acknowledged in any report or publication generated

by this project.

As part of our desire to provide a guality service to all our clients we would welcome any comments you
may have on the content or presentation of this design brief. Please address them to the zuthor at the

address below.

Andy Thomas
Senior Archaeologist

Cambridgeshire Archaeology
Cambridgeshire County Council
Planning & Countryside Advice
Box ELH 1108, Castie Court
Castle Hill, Cambridge. CB3 0AP
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Oxford Archacology Proposed Undergraduate Accommodation, Homerton College, Cambridge

Written Scheme of Investigation

Pro_posed Undergraduate Accommodation,
Homerton College,
. Cambridge
Event Code: ECB2627

NGR: TL 459 561

Written Scheme of Investigation
for Archaeological Field Evaluation

1 INTRODUCTION

1.1.1

1.14

Homerton College propose to construct new undergraduate accomfnodation
on land within the College grounds (centred on TL 459 561) (Figure 1).

Colophon Ltd, the college’s trading company, has commissioned Oxford
Archaeology (OA) to undertake geophysical survey and trial trenching of the

- site in order further to inform the assessment of possible implications of the

scheme.

Cambridgeshire Archaeology Planning and Countryside Advice (CAPCA)

“have produced a Brief for Archaeological Evaluation for the site

(Cambridgeshire County Council, January 2007). This document forms a
Written Scheme of Investigation and details how Oxford Archaeology (OA)
would carry out the geophysical survey and trial trenching as detailed in the
Brief.

The project will be monitored by CAPCA who will be afforded reasonable

access to the site.

2 THE SCHEME

2.1.1

-~

Homerton College propdses to construct new undergraduate accommodation

‘and associated infrastructure. The site occupies an area of ¢ 1.8ha although

the western part of the site contains a number of trees which are to be
retained within the development and will therefore be excluded from
evaluation. The development area itself occupies an area of ¢ 1.2 ha.

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd October 2007 1
X:\Homerton College\003Project_Designs\001Current\Homerton WSI.doc



Oxford Archaeology Proposed Undergraduate Accommodation, Homerton Calkgc, Cambridge

Written Scheme of Investigation

3 GEOLOGICAL, TOPOGRAPHICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND

3.1 ' Introduction

3.1:1  The geological, topographical and archaeological background has been .
detailed within a desk-based assessment (Dickens, 2002). Subsequent to the
preparation of the desk-based assessment, archaeological evaluation of two
areas within the college ground has been carried out. A brief summary is
provided below to set the context for the evaluation proposals.

3.2 Geology and Topography

3.2.1  The site is located on the south side of Cambridge centred on TL 459 561.
‘The site slopes gently from approximately 12.8m in the north to 14.8m in the
south and is currently used as playing fields. The underlying geology is Third
Terrace river gravels.

3.3 Archaeological Background

3.3.1  Very few finds or sites of prehistoric date have been found with the vicinity
of the site although a number of ditches of possible prehistoric date were
recorded during previous evaluation work within Homerton College
(Alexander 1997).

3.3.2 . Thesite is close to the projected line of a Roman road, called the Via
Devana, which was identified within the grounds of Perse School to the
south and a number of other sites of Roman date, including a cremation, have
been found close to the line of the road. A Roman brooch was found to the
east of the site (Alexander 1997) and a number of ditches of Roman date
were recorded during evaluation of an adjacent area (Webb and Dickens
2006).

3.3.3 Nosites or finds of Saxon date are known from the vicinity of the site.

3.3.4 A number of ditches of possible medieval date were recorded to the east of
the site during previous evaluation work (Alexander 1996 and Webb and
Dickens 2006).

4 AIMS AND OBJECTIVES

4.1.1 The aims and obj ectives of the evaluation are:

e To establish the presence/absence of archaeological remains within the
proposed development area;

e To determine, as far as possible, the location, extent, date, condition,
nature, character, significance and quality of any archaeological remains
present;

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd October 2007 2
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: Written Scheme of Investigation

e To inform the strategy for any further evaluation as appropriate;

e To make available the results of the in-vestigation.
5 STRATEGY
5.1 Introduction

5.1.1  Itis proposed that the objectives be met through two evaluation techniques:
e detailed magnetometry survey of the development area;

e trial treﬁching of the development area.

5.1.2  All evaluation will be conducted in compliance with the standards outlined in
the Institute of Field Archaeologist's Standard and Guidance for
- Archaeological Field Evaluations (as amended 1994), and Standards For
Field Archaeology in the East of England (East Anglian Archaeology
Occasional Paper 14) excepting where they are superseded by statements
made below. '

5.2 Health and Safety

52.1 Healthand Safety considerations will be of paramount importance in
conducting all fieldwork. Safe working practices will override archaeological
considerations at all times.

522  All work will be carried out to the requirements of Health and Safety at

Work, etc. Act 1974, The Management of Health and Safety Regulations
1992, the SCAUM (Standing Conference of Archaeological Unit Managers)
H & S manual Health and Safety in Field Archaeology 1991, the OA Health
and Safety Policy, and any main contractors requirements.

523 A copy ofthe OA'’s Health and Safety Policy is available on request.

5.2.4 A site specific Risk Assessment will be prepared and will be provided on
request. '

5.3 Geophysical Survey

Intreduction

5.3.1  Conditions at the site should be favourable for the detection of
archaeological features through a systematic magnetometry survey, as has
been demonstrated in previous surveys on similar geology.

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd October 2007 3
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Magnetometer survey procedure

5.3.2  Readings will be collected at intervals of (usually) 25 cm along transects 1m
apart. This will be done using 1m length Bartington 601 gradiometers, which
are more sensitive and offer better depth penetration than 0.5m instruments.

5.3.3  Results will be presented as graphical (x-y trace) plots and as grey scale
images of the areas covered. It is useful to compare the two sets of plots,
which display the detected magnetic anomalies in profile and plan
respectively, when interpreting the findings. The x-y plots usually represent
the readings after preliminary corrections (including adjustment for
irregularities in line spacing caused by variations in the instrument zero
setting), and the grey scale plots show a processed version after additional
low pass filtering to control background noise levels. The data plots will be
accompanied by an interpretative plan indicating magnetic anomalies of
potential archaeological interest, and other relevant findings.

Magnetic susceptibility survey

5.3.4  The survey can also be supplemented with background magnetic
* susceptibility measurements. Readings for this purpose will be taken at 20 m
or 25 m intervals using a Bartington MS2 meter, and plotted as shading or
contours superimposed on a site plan. A survey of this kind may offer
supplementary evidence for the presence or otherwise of areas of
archaeological activity, and is of help when interpreting the magnetometer
survey. ' '

5.4 Trial trenching

Infroduction

. 54.1 Ttis proposed that the evaluation objectives be met through the excavation of
an array of ten evaluation trenches, each 30m long, equivalent to
approximately 5% of the development area. The trench layout will be
finalised once the results of the magnetometry survey are known to allow for
the investigation of any significant anomalies recorded.

Excavation

5.42  Each trench will be stripped using a 360° tracked excavator with a toothless
ditching bucket under the direct supervision of an archaeologist. Topsoil will
then be stored separately from subsoil. Spoil will be stored adjacent to, but at
a safe distance from trench edges. Machine spoil will be checked for
artefacts.

- @ Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd October 2007 4
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5.4.3  Machining will then continue in spits down to the top of the undisturbed
gravels or archaeological deposits, whichever is first encountered; this is
likely to be between 0.3m and 0.5m below modern ground surface. Once
archaeological deposits have been exposed, further excavation will proceed
by hand.

544 A sample of each feature will be excavated and recorded. In the event of the
identification of an exceptional number and compleXity of archaeological
deposits, sample excavation will be more circumspect and will aim to be
minimally intrusive. Excavation will however be sufficient to resolve the
principal aims of the evaluation.

Recording
5.4.5 . Recording will be undertaken in accordance with the guidance given the
Institute of Field Archaéologist's Standard and Guidance for Archaeological

Field Evaluations (as amended 1994), excepting where they are superseded
by statements below. : :

5.4.6  All exposed archaeological deposits will be recorded in accordance with the
' requirements of the O4U Field Manual (ed. D Wilkinson 1992).

54.7 A complete digital and drawn record of excavated archaeological features
and deposits will be compiled. This will include both plans and sections, .
drawn to appropriate scales (1:20 for plans, 1:10 for sections), and with
»re‘ference to a site grid tied to the OS National Grid. The OD height of all
principal features and levels will be calculated and plans/sections will be
annotated with OD heights.

5.4.8 A full photographic record will be maintained using colour transparencies,
black and white negatives (on 35 mm film) and digital images. The
photographic record will illustrate both the detail and the general context of
the principal features, finds excavated, and the site as a whole.

Finds and Environmental Samp]esJ

54.9  Aregister of small finds and environmental samples will be maintained.

5.4.10 All identified finds and artefacts will be retained, although certain classes of
 building material may sometimes be discarded after recording if an
appropriate sample is retained. No finds will be discarded without the prior
approval of the local authority’s archaeological advisor. The machine- -'
excavated spoil will be examined for artefacts and these will be retained and
recorded. Material of undoubtedly modern date from the spoil heaps will be
noted but not retained

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd October 2007 5
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'5.4.171 Any human remains will be left in situ, covered and protected. -

5.4.12 The strategy for sarnpfing archaeological and environmental deposits and

structures will be developed by the on-site geo-archaeologist in consultation
~ with Oxford Archaeology’s Environmental Managers and will be in line with

‘Environmental Archaeology and Archaeological Evaluations —
recommendation regarding the environmental archaeology component of
archaeological evaluations in England’ (AEA 1995). Their advice will be
sought and, if necessary, a visit arranged to determine the importance that
should be attached to the various deposit types.

5.4.13 Where bulk environmental soil samples are collected they will be of 40 litres
and taken from sealed archaeological features for plant macrofossils and
small animal bones. Where appropriate, column samples for palynological,
micromorphological or other pedological analysis will be taken.

5.4.14 Bulk environmental soil samples will be processed by flotation and scanned
~ to assess the environmental potential of deposits, but will not be fully -
analysed. The residues and sieved fractions will be recorded and retained
with the project archive. Column samples will not be processed or assessed
at this stage but will be retained with the project archive.

5.4.15 All finds and samples will be treated in a proper manner and to standards
agreed in advance with the approved recipient museum. These will be
exposed, lifted, cleaned, conserved, marked, bagged and boxed in accordance
with the guidelines set out in UKIC's Conservation Guidelines No. 2. Metal
objects will be X-rayed and then selected for conservation. .

6 PROVISIONAL PROGRAMME

6.1.1  Itis anticipated that the geophysical survey will begin on 25th June 2007,
and will be completed in two days. It is anticipated that the trench evaluation
will begin on 9th July 2007, will require a team of up to four suitably
qualified archaeologists, and will be completed in a week.

. 6.1.2 The work will be managed by Ken Welsh, Senior Project Manager, under the
' general direction of Nick Shepherd, Head of Fieldwork.

7 REPORTING

7.1.1  Areport of the findings will be produced within six weeks of the completion
of all fieldwork.

7.1.2  Where appropriate the evaluation report will include:

¢ anon-technical summary;
e an introduction;

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd October 2007 6
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a methodology;
a description of the project results;
" an interpretation of the results in an appropriate context;
details of the archive and its proposed location;
site layout plans on an OS base;
graphical (x-y trace) plots and grey scale lmages of the results of the
geophysical survey;
scale plans of each trench in which archaeological features were found;
trench and feature sections (with.OD heights);
e an interpretative plan indicating magnetic anomalies of potential

- archaeological interest, and other relevant findings;
a consideration of the evidence within its wider context;
an evaluation of the methodology employed and the results obtained;
A copy of the OASIS summary form

7.1.3 A list of specialists used by OA is presented below:

Name Organisation Expertise
Lisa Brown Oxford Archaeology Prehistoric Pottery
Edward Biddulph Oxford Archaeology Late Iron Age and Roman Pottery
Leigh Allen Oxtford Archaeology Small Finds
Dr Hilary Cool Freelance ‘ Roman Small Finds
Dr Ruth Shaffrey QOxford Archaeology Worked Stone
Hugo Lamdin- Freelance Worked Flint
Whymark ' )
Lynne Keys Freelance Slag & other Metal Working
' Residues Specialist
Dr Esther Cameron Oxfordshire Museums Finds conservation
Dr Louise Loe Oxford Archaeology Head of Burial Archaeology
Fay Worley Oxford Archaeology Faunal Remains
‘| Dr Rebecca Nicholson | Oxford Archaeology - Environmental Manager
Elizabeth Huckerby Oxford Archacology Charred and waterlogged Plant
Remains, Pollen
Dana Challinor Oxford Archaeology Charcoal
Elizabeth Stafford Oxford Archaeology Geoarchaeology, Molluscs
Dr j Crowther Department of Geography Soil chemistry
University of Lampeter
Jon Cotter Oxford Archaeology . Medieval pottery and CBM
Dan Miles Freelance | Dendrochronology

7.14  The site archive (paper and photographic record, artefacts and environmental

samples) will be prepared for long-term storage in accordance with

Guidelines for the preparation of excavation archives for long term storage
(Walker 1990 - UKIC) and Standards in the Museum Care of Archaeological
Collections (Museums and Galleries Commission 1992).

7.1.5  Arrangements for the long term storage and deposition of any artefacts will
be agreed with the Cambridgeshire County Council Heritage Service and the
site archive will be deposited in the County Store.

© Oxford Archacological Unit Ltd October 2007 7
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8 GENERAL

8.1.1  Any significant variations to the proposed methodology will be agreed with
the client and the local authority's archaeological representative in advance.

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd October 2007 8
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Introduction

This report describes findings from a magnetometer survey carried out in the grounds
of Homerton College, Cambridge. The geophysical survey forms part of an
archaeological assessment undertaken by Oxford Archaeology in advance of a
proposed development for student accommodation. Fieldwork for the survey was
carried out on 25 and 26 June 2007.

The survey covered a playing field located to the west of the existing college
buildings, and bounded to the west by the railway. The total area affected by the
development proposal is marked by red cross hatching on figure 1. Parts of this area
are obstructed by trees and recent building works, but the remaining open ground was
surveyed (as indicated by the blue outline on figure 1).

The Site

The survey area is mostly flat mown grass incorporating a football pitch complete
with goalposts. The most northern section of the survey site was made up of disturbed
topsoil in which bricks and other building materials were visible on the ground
surface. This appears to be associated with recent development work at the college .
Similar disturbances continued down the eastern boundary of the site, where there was
an access track for construction traffic. The survey area was bordered by a brick wall
to the south and by trees to the east and west.

In terms of geology, the site falls within an area of Cambridge that lies on chalk
bedrock, although river terrace drift deposits may also be present. Soil conditions at
the site should in either case, on undisturbed ground, be reasonably favourable for the
magnetic detection of archaeological features. We have not been told that any
previously recorded archacological features are present within the survey area.

Survey Procedure

A survéy grid was established at the site using a differential GPS system. Figures 2-4
are based on a geo-referenced version of an architect’s site plan, supplied to us by
Oxford Archaeology.

The evaluation area was then investigated by means of a recorded magnetometer



survey. Readings were taken with Bartington fluxgate gradiometers at 25cm intervals
along transects 50cm apart. Survey coverage at this high resolution should provide a
more detailed plan of any archaeological features which are present than would be the
case for a standard survey with 1m transect separation. The results are presented in the
enclosed plans as a grey scale image in figure 2 and as a graphical (xy trace) plot in
figure 3, both at 1:625 scale. An interpretation of the results is also shown on figure
3. This interpretation is reproduced separately in figure 4 to provide a summary of the
findings.

The survey plots show the magnetometer readings after standard treatments which
include adjustment for irregularities in line spacing caused by variations in the
instrument zero setting, and slight linear smoothing. Additional 2D low pass filtering
has been applied to the grey scale plot to reduce background noise levels.

Magnetometer surveys can respond favourably to cut features such as ditches and pits
where silting with topsoil has occurred. This survey technique is also effective in
detecting thermoremanent magnetism of fired materials, notably baked clay structures
such as kilns or hearths. It is also equally sensitive to buried bricks, rubble, or other
modern magnetic debris.

In addition to the magnetometer survey, a magnetic susceptibility survey was
undertaken at the site. This technique relies on the principle that topsoil magnetic
susceptibility is enhanced through buming associated with past human occupation.
The identification of ‘areas of high susceptibility can therefore provide a broad
indication of previously occupied or disturbed areas. Recent as well as ancient
magnetic disturbances will again of course be detected.

A Bartington MS2 meter and field sensor loop were used to collect magnetic
susceptibility readings at 10m intervals across the survey area. The readings are
presented as shaded squares of density proportional to the readings, and included as
an inset to figure 4.

Results

The survey plots show a considerable amount of magnetic activity, a small amount of
which could possibly be of archacological concern.

The main positive findings are clusters of features at A and B (as outlined in red and
labeled on figure 4). These include magnetic anomalies of a size and strength which
could indicate silted pits, as may be found at ancient settlement sites. They are,
however, irregular in shape and plan, and do not form a recognisable plan or pattern
which would suggest the presence of an archaeological site. These features could
therefore indicate minor or recent soil disturbances, but further investigation could be
needed to confirm this.

Some of the remaining magnetic anomalies which are scattered across the western
half of the survey are strong peaks indicating buried iron or brick, but some others
have been outlined. These include a potentially substantial pit-like feature at C.



There is a noticeably stronger overall magnetic response from the eastern part of the
survey area (indicated by cross-hatching on the interpretation), perhaps as a resuit of
previous ground disturbance in leveling or draining the playing field. There are traces
of a broken linear feature (D) running north-south on the boundary between the
quieter and more noisy part of the site. A linear disturbance of this kind could
possibly be of archaeological significance, but its position here at the edge of an area
of probably modern disturbances suggests it is more likely to be recent. The
anomalies at D could perhaps indicate the line of a drainage channel.

Some pit-like magnetic anomalies have been outlined within the disturbed eastern part
of the site, although in this context they may well relate to the surrounding recent
magnetic activity.  Areas of particularly strong recent magnetic interference are
shown by narrow cross hatching. The two disturbances E1 and E2 represent the
football goalposts. These are of metal construction, and were too heavy to remove
prior to the survey.

A linear feature (F) which is possibly a pipe or drainage channel runs close to the
boundary wall to the south of the site. This converges with a strong magnetic response
(G), which could perhaps be a drain cover.

The magnetic susceptibility survey has produced reasonably high readings across the
site but has responded mainly to the modern disturbances to the north and east of the
survey (see plot inset in figure 4). There may be a slight correlation between raised
susceptibility values and the group of magnetic anomalies at A, but the results are
otherwise archaeologically inconclusive.

Conclusions

The magnetometer survey findings suggest there are unlikely to be any major
concentrations of detectable archaeological features within the survey area. The
response from the north and east of the survey is obscured by interference associated
with recent building work, and there are less concentrated disturbances across much
of the eastern part of the site. These appear to be bounded by a linear feature at D,
and may relate to earlier leveling or drainage of the playing field.

The possibility that some of the remaining magnetic anomalies in the western half of
the site, and particularly those outlined at A, B and C could be of archaeological
origin cannot be finally excluded on the survey evidence alone.
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F.S.M. Prince MA (Hons)
with A. Bartlett BSc MPhil
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Specialists in Archaeogeophysics
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P. Cottrell and F. Prince carried out the fieldwork for this project.
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Neg No. a'_ FiII of: . ‘ ‘coursmg/bond 5.fo faces
‘ I [ 3 . d *7.bond 8.dimensions as und -
Matrix location N . Relatronshnps uncertain T . T 7f9.other comments
=

Description (See checkllsts) { H - STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX -
. (GHZ LIcAT M

:111[(/7"'1 MY o2 - ST | = 2] | i ] [I

this context is

N\cldal & b. common fivT | =

chBLfQ S-0. ILLM TH/C& - ;J ,[ — W r__l

P 1 Py, NE»{-VEN L hvee —af sme sé.a .
BVBf"“"MﬁBAT/U'V o
Interpretation/Discussion M& /V Mﬁ, A ﬁ 0560’ S[T"’ 0 MM .f’ d F - ! ‘ ,3‘

: /V)/}Tf E 1AL f’og FﬁaM DEmno L/T/a/l/ Maoaem
f/zco 5@@%—-' WVsmes  CAGIR_ * .
e e N, ; I I
. . = N . V ™
Flnds (t|ck) None [Q/ Pot[ ] Bbwne[ ] Flint[ ]_ Stone[ ] Burntstone[] Glass[ ] -'Méftél (-] | o
‘CBM[] Wood[] “Leather| ] T
SmallFinds _ S Recorder’, ﬂ 0

' Q Buildi

-~

|
. <> Sabpléﬂ ’ ' h Date 2.5 /07 /&?1
1 : ‘ o ' " . Initials z-l ;




S Context No.
" () CONTEXT RECORD
Oxford Archaeology _ C 3) l Z :)

SITe~ A {ppes7 | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: T%EO;;",!Q 36, 7~
Trench 73 Context Type: Deposit / @TAStructare Check Lists:”
Site sub-div Overlainby: (. 50{ ),\ @ DEPOSIT:
~
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
L0 b) Filled by: oo mehod®
illed by: C
Section No. Same as:
/\/ / 4' Part of:
Co-Ordinates Consists of:
Overlies: %
Level Butts:
Slide No. N /A« Cuts: (337')
Neg No. Fill of:
Matrix location Relationships uncertain
Description'(See check lists): / ) Mé O{M/I/) L2 Oﬂak STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX,

Rloun. - SILTY LAV -‘l 1 =1 | [ 1]

. CoMMoN FLNT LEBRLES e

Combon RooTs. = NoT | =2 3 B2 [

DusivTz. § . s bty ladl ottt aalce

| Wt AR T eea et TZptls 7 CATEGoLI12£D

Bou® No T EXCAVATED —~0uf Tor (NTECPRE TAI/N

a WA SUNNES g/ 1407

Interpretation/Discussion £ 55 4 -T-— F 9 4 é ﬁ ‘ﬁg < /j,__.

/v/z;ﬁm/ L FE 4 TULLNo—F

No ECVDS~ DATE NN ELTALN-

o= oo [FES E-WI. UNSXAWLTED

Finds (tick): None [b{ Pot{] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]
CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

2 mall Finds ' Recorder < .

O simples | Y

,Q.Building%teh'iﬁ\ - Initials ~Z<___|




Oxford Archaeological Unit

SITE . EVALUATION TRENCH NOTES SHEET  § Trench No.
(A OM(o7F

Trench orientation N — S ) Grid reference ) Field No.

Length 2 . {an] Width \. ‘{M Average depth to top of natural O 35"’\ Was archaeology present ? )/

Plan Nos ? L.oo - 7 Section Nos ? (e / { + | Were finds recovered ? kJ

If a trench contains only a small number of contexts, and requires only one or two plans and sections, list plans and sections on this sheet.
If the trench contains large numbers of contexts use a conventional context check list and plan and section list sheets as necessary.
i

Description

Present topsoil/ploegigeit  Davle G-a.,_';‘f / BLAaCe ._Sugm’iu/ Ceadss  loorn
5200 Lone Store =0 -3pa
SossoL D DRee  LeDowsA GHtonr SreTy Sard O-3 -0-25~

O - &e corT SIS
£t

{

- Scx Cxv 5G5S .

Natural (describe) { g1 2SI

Brief description of archaeology/comments - :

Ton (aecr Pos? (otped ow S V2 oF Teaun,  Aes
Blepoe  Ps |

Recorder T,D‘/l(
Date 25 [F{p




& £\ o Context No.
NV T CONTEXT RECORD - .
| Lo
Oxford Archaeology .
SITE 'AV\OMCOQ' ADDITIONAL SHEETS: , TYPE Cut
Trench L‘_ Context TypeWut / Struekare Check Lists:
Site sub-div. Overlain by: DEPOSIT:
Structure No. : Abutted by:. .- ’ I compac?uon 220lour
3.compos| 4.inclusion
Plan No." Cut by: ‘ 5. thickmEss 6.extent
- - 7. ments 8. method &
Filled by: LLJ(Q\*B conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
(E'OD . 1.shapein pian
Part of 2.base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: : 3.dimension and depth
4.sketch 5. truncation 6. fill
Overlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: . MASONRY: X
; . . i ~Size of bricks et¢
s za 2 | @B (Go\) ~bsse  |ipsen
Neg No. - Fill of: rsing/bond 5.form 6. faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other comments
_ A _
Pcnpnon (See check Ilsts) ,7 STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
o factauy: Vses | | @] sl |
. » . - - 1 I |
SV Betermed / VECCAL | STRANAT [ Ciean ¢
this context is L&O
>l4x'§>\=mx>\o~\ | W

S wee

,. T e T

i \

— N\

Sem———

. . -
Interpretation/Discussion b\ Fp—

ONeroum  Formie — boes Cevcce P00 Si Pl Sumieag
To  owign  kuons TS

FA.—vY MDMN Lare (S35 SOBSOW—

Finds (tick): None[] Pot[] Bone[] Flint[ ] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]
CBM[] Wood[ ] Leather[ ] ' /

/\ small Finds / / / Recorder TIac

O samples " e Date 25 [#lo? [’

- . : L/
Q Building Materials Initials

: “;A.

3
e




2N . Context No.
Ol |
’i/ CONTEXT RECORD [ "

Oxford Archaeology

SITE (A Horv T ADDITIONAL SHEETS: CBTYPEC oL
.
Trench L\, Context Type: Deposit / Qut-LStroctrs Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: (L\.-OO) “Nefso o DEPOSIT:
. 1.compaction 2. colour

Structure No. Abutted by: 3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent

ch 7.comments 8. method &

oo Filled by: conditions

Section No. Same as: CUT:

W Part of: ‘ 1.shape in plan

2.base/sides/to

Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension anfl depth

Overlies: nos 7. other gpmments

Level Butts: ) ) MASONRY;

. , 1.materigls 2. size of bricks etc
Slide No>2 ~\A- Z\ cuts: ; 3.finish pf stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: ' ! coursing/bond 5. form 6. faces
Leo 3 7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9. other comments
R
Description (See check [ists): : STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
e ] ksl 1 1
VALY v LAYEnrS, oF Crexie/ ClaveY s !
this context is
SArD), VAlews dantEs OF (oot . . . —

I A B < e

faa~ WD Dacc Ao’ {b(e Yo,

A Ligerr Cvae‘f/w/‘ E . £5% s Stons /ﬁ—‘{:‘_ .

LAYEnS st D THCer eSS O-1 — ©.85a

>l A4 % S(-7F4 x >l.om.

METSCIe, Sy

Interpretation/Discussion

Urevirts Lenes wrims O [L‘-O'bl{ WD ATES A EraAdal
Fitcote O, Artrocuer! Eee 8 p o7  MRRAL 20 DEL\GSHRE

QweD .

Finds (tick): None Pot[] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal{ ]
CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

/\ Small Finds Recordergw;

<> Samples : Date 75 /7’{0?

(\ Building Materials Initials |




( \‘ S Context No.
CONTEXT RECORD Lee <
Oxford Archaeology ' - .
SITE ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE
(Arem(cF Co
A
Trench {_\, Context Type: Depostt / Cut / Stiuctare Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compaction 2 coldur
3. compositiop . inclusion
Pian No. Cut by: 5. thickn:
7.copafments 8. method &
kol Filled by: (Lgo&)
Section No. . Same as: CUT:
\ . 1.shapein plan
o Part of: 2.base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4. sketch 5.truncation 6. fill
Overlies: I nos 7.other comments
Level ] Buts: | masoNRy:
R g 1. materials 2. size#6f bricks etc
N ’ : -
Slide ~2 .25’4 Cuts (C‘FOD 5\65‘5‘ o 3.finish of gpefes 4,
Neg No. < Fill of: coursi ond 5.form 6.faces
7. d 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9, other comments

I L

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
- SeE /-

ription (See check lists): -
Al

] [&=6]

I —

EAT, (axac [stef \eomce [ St

>£eqx7\ﬂ\7co?€~\ : ,

this context is

[
-~

Flw (ot) I | | |

(et}

- =3
. E A

d

-

Pl

e + A pn

Interpretation/Discussion

AS £ Scnbes

Odcaoar FErmue. HAas & o7 Ragrs lecot

e . UNvsval SHelc Sge = —
~ >
foss.  (Comptices PG S T Lﬂ / A
S ——
Commitpa O Ot lron  O7S

FALAT  pModoar  Sone Coiie SIDSerC

Finds (tick): None[] Pot[] Bone[] Flint[]
CBM[] Wood[] Leather[ ]

Stone[] Burntstone[ ]

/-.

Glass[ ] Metal[ ]

Recorder Pm¢

)
/\ Small Finds / / /
<> Samples / V

Date %/?(o? l

(\ Building¥aterials

Initials




Context No.
we CONTEXT RECORD ol
SITE A 4 crace F | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE ¢
Trench (e Context Type: Deposit / QUL4StrocTare Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: ( los) DEPOSIT:

1.compaction 2. colour

Structure No. Abutted by: . - .
3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
Q \ 7.comments 8. method &
O Filled by: conditions
N /|
Section No. Same as: CUT:

(.& O \ Part of:

1.shape in plan

Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4. sketch 5. trufcation é.fill
r Overlies: nos 7.other fomments
Level Butts: MASONRY:

Slide No. ~72 > 25 - } Cuts:

1. materigls 2. size of bricks etc
3.finish pf stones 4.

Neg No.

Filof:  \La oSJ

Matrix location Relationships uncertain

coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
9. other comments

|
Description (See check lists):
5@04"4 . (

LentT Coey fm g CUnuy Caver

SQ’\D, /e S~c f_-‘ﬁw/ﬁ-ar‘: .

N - O?Gﬂ\ >Sheeqd X > LA

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

L]

leep | L[]

this context is

]

] [os]

1
1

IV\Qﬁ?‘roC,b, §J~Ny .

Interpretation/Discussion

Euondr Z Free oF

foss 07 (vos]

lpe D= aS2ATE

oM. Sl e RST Suanican  To reanac  [gusso.ca.

Finds (tick): None

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

Pot[] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]

/\ small Finds

Recorder ’DAQ I

<> Samples

Date 25 /%?

Q Building Materials

llnitials




Oxford Archaeological Unit

. SITE EVALUATION TRENCH NOTES SHEET Trench No.
Codomco? 5

Trench orientation E —uy Grid reference

Length 25\_6 o~ Width \‘C\ﬂ\ Average depth to top of natural O&\ Was archaeology present ? )/

Plan Nos ? &)O -7 Section Nos ? &OXD — L - : Were finds recovered ?

If a trench contains only a small number of contexts, and requires only one or two plans and sections, list plans and sections on this sheet.

If the trench contains large numbers of contexts use a conventional context check list and plan and section list sheets as necessary.

Context check list ‘ A _

Context No. | Description

Present topsoil/plotgitsoil (MLAC ¢ / D Gret Sierar laver (ovA T
O~ O- 2l ,

Soeroie . Paert 2eTOen Bloan Soery 5anD O21 -03

FT SeE Gt sos
Sicond . & Llrr SGS
P sz Cot SGS
Biotisd. E6E CORT 2eiS |

Natural (descrb)blGHT  AETNGA Bromis  LaAZY SARD),

Recorder D"‘Q
Date 2.5 (F o




>

\

Fy O Context No,
3
, j CONTEXT RECORD S0
. Oxford Archaeology |8 .
% : TYPE CoT
SITECA Mom(oF | ADDITIONAL SHEETS
Trench S Context Type: Deprt5iit / Cut / Struetars Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: ;'EgEﬁZCt'%n 4C|zlcc;:;|on
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thjskhess 6. extent
Vs N, < 7.€omments 8. method &
Filled by: (‘SOL&)» (5&5 2 conditions
-
Section No. Same as: CUT:
SOO ] 1.shape in plan
Part of: 2.base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4.sketch 5. truncation 6.fill
Overlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
. R 1. materials 2.5 f bricks etc
Slide No. -2 \3- \S Cuts: (SO ?’) 3.finish of, .
. Neg No. /7 Fill of: N coursjpd/bond 5.form é.faces
7.J#6nd 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9. other comments
L

Description {See check lists):

(s pcr—nre

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

(e AVE Ju:ﬁs) Ty E-W / STEE?

g 3 [ e [ —

>L5° / Stnpal

this context is

3

SRt tX  [(UX10x 03

1 1 =1 [

Tdrscries B&End r&mﬂ

T 7 ™

Flo CSO\D*- (s02)

LY
-~ . - -

\ A, —

T

[

b < 7
C// ‘\ ) ’ft’

i
L

ER B

Interpretation/Discussion

Ewe Cwecucane Pc

TRUINATES, Sone Blotues AT won

-

/oST —t“ED

'~ OAE

WA-OU:N N TN
"

Finds (tick): None[] Pot[] Bon int [
CBM[] Wood[] Leather

Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]

/\ smallinds S Recorder Tye.
<> Sam'p‘é V Date 25-/?/0?
Q Building Materials Initials




.4.

o Contéxt No.
’\/O CONTEXT RECORD So G

. Oxford Archaeology

SITE ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE &

CA HorM e L
Trench 5 Context Type: Deposit LCut-~Strocture Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOQSIT:
Structure No. - Abutted by: ‘I.compac.tif)n 2 c.olour.

3.compasition 4.inclusion
Plan No. : Cutby: .-, 5.thickness 6.extent
w 7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: ’ conditions

Section No. Same as: CUT:

&b Part of: . 1.shape in plan

2.base/sides/top pyofile

Co-Ordinates Consists of:
Overlies: ( %gj

Level' Butts:
Slide Noi a2 \3_\5 Cuts:

Neg No. Fill of- coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces

s — L‘VS 03‘] 7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.0ther comments
Descnptlon (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX N

Comthet Y e [ N —
34@ e Gacq 5;:(‘1 &\HD 15 70 Sane L I : — ]
— 4 this context is @

STN . 1 ) | |

T-0 .23 L1 X V- Om

oAl Sonkd,

Interpretation/Discussion

“Iof  Zl—eDaar Fil oF et [503:\ /A(qﬁ MHATUeA

ST U ONBT s -

;/;s'«*»mgb 22 gt (ton  waes o) s Teee - po 2N

A P e T
Finds (tick): None[ ] %t [ Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]

CBM[]1 Wood[] Leather[]

A Small Finds | Recorder DAQ

<> Samples Date 25 /?(0?’

I Q Building Materials o ' Initials




& z\;"\ Context No.
£
)
=/ CONTEXT RECORD o
Oxford Archaeology ; .
—
SITECAHo/MCo} ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE (<
Trench ntext Type; Deposit LLut LStraeture Check Lists:
) Context Type; Dep
Site sub-div Overlain by: ( 53;_‘__) DEPOSIT:
L = 1. compaction 2.colour
structure No. Abutted by: 3. composition 4.inclusion
. Cut by: 5.thickness 6.extent

Plan No S.. mhlid 7.comments 8. method &

Filled by: ] conditions
Section No. Same as:

Part of:
Co-Ordinates Consists of:

Overlies: (kl})
Level Butts: MA}?‘RY:

" R . t.materials 2.size of bricks etc
Slide No.\z N \3_ s Cuts: 3.fihish of stones 4.
Neg No. ~ Eill of- 50 coursing/bond 5.form 6. faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other comments
__

De tion (See check lists):
AL oG

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

METeD  feTDsa Poar— ¥ Casvia

O B 1 ]

Crowrs (LAaTel Sari.

this context is

1 [ 1 =3 [
lo ~18%%  Spmate STorl
Y0\t 05K 706.25m

TMors L,

SJpsrs™]

interpretation/Discussion

Bottenn  Socerpnr Fie

sl A CSO:‘JJ (o0 Sctng
LY Flon  &mson. [TePsoc  Tnen  \IEST .

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

Finds (tick): None L,]/ﬁ[ ] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass{] Metal[ ]

A Small Finds

I Recorder DMG..

<> Samples

Date 25 /7 (3 7

Q Building Materials

Initials




& ‘/.7),{\\ Context No.
& CONTEXT RECORD S5
' Oxford Archaeology
. p—
SITE CAMO‘?' ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE C <7
Trench g Context Type: Daposit / Cut / Strueture Check Lists:
Site sub-div I Overlain by: I DEPOSIT:
Structure No. I Abutted by: ;‘Egggg‘gm Z.colo
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thicknegs6Textent
‘&XD 7.¢ ents 8. method &

Filedby: ( <572 Y - cGhditions

Section No. Same as: CUT:
. % ] 1.shape in plan

Part of. 2.base/sides/top profile

Co-Ordinates B Consistsof: 3.dimension and depth
4. sketch 5. truncation 6. fill

Overlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Skde No.\ 7! \"5 -\S Cuts: B

. - )
Neg No. : Fill of: 50 - ay
( Z ) ~ 7.8ond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location ] Relationships uncertain 9.other comments
_

Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

G AL

1 Berl 1 [

LANE O pd / sreel, L.._s°: (& /Du”'-:ubé
O-35X 07 Kxolm Afeox,

this context is EE_—]

i L

Sex l: 503;\ For ST

I

| [0z ] | |

[orscared &Y ot [Sa3])

Pl (507)

. Interpretation/Discussion

§M(/<_. At of B ura AT

CBM[] Wood[] Leather|[ ] ﬂ

Finds (tick): None[] Pot[] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstonel ]

Glass[ 1 Metall ]

A Small Finds /

/f

Recorder-’DMc |

. <> Samples /

Date2§ / ]Lé # I

Q Building Materials

L —"

Initials . I




, Context No.
',@ O CONTEXT RECORD <ot
Oxford Archaeology

SITE : ! “ o 3 ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE (e

Trench S Context Typ:e: Deposit / CltLStracture Check Lists:

Site sub-div DEPOSIT:

Overlain by: ( ‘bé)

1.compaction 2.colour

Structure No. Abutted by: 3.composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cutby: r "‘ 5.thickness 6. extent
Y ';50 3, 7.comments 8. method &
_Sm Filled by: conditions
Section No, Same as: CUT:
- ) - 1.shapein plan
5 Part of: 2.base/sides/top proflle
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3 dllcmte:ss'o: andd tg i
.sketch 5. truncaylon 6.fi
Overlies: nos 7.other co
Leve! Butts: MASONRY:
. . 1. materialy 2. size of bricks etc
Slide NO'S 2 M \3-— \S Cuts: 3.finish gf stones 4.
Neg No.” . Fill of: ‘ 565 ) coursingfbond 5. form 6. faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location Relationships uncertain

9. other comments

D:zcriptiogn/(See check IiStS):{_ | STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
L Al ‘
1 B3] [ [
MotteD (] 4 TR o CLAE7 543
A this context is
;‘{b?/o Srace  Stenc I I I

T -0\~ O.BrO-Fan

I e

=<1 [

’TW / -_SUM/Y

Interpretation/Discussion

SiretE

Friee  fF  AoTurgaro” !:505}

Finds (tick): None [ﬁot[] Bone[ ] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

A Small Finds

Recorder DMc_

O Samples

Date 25 {7"37’

Q Building Materials

Initials




4 ;"):,\ Context No.
) CONTEXT RECORD . Cs
Oxford Archaeoclogy o S 8 j
SITECcA v oM C o+ ADDITIONAL SHEETS: : TYPE o T
Trench = Context Type: Depusit / Cut / Stauctlre Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: ‘ DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compaction 2. ﬁﬂclusion
Plan No. _ f Cutby:
oo\ Filedby: (So=1)
Secticn No. Same as: . : CuT: -
(- : 1.shapein plan

5 | Part of: 2.base/sides/top profile

Co-Ordinates Consists of: T 3.dimension and depth
4, sketch 5. truncation 6.fill
Overlies: = - nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: ‘ ‘ MASONRY:
Slide No.-\ 2 :’2%_% Cuts@ ( S \')
NegNo. = | Finof:
7. 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9. other comments
Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
[ m— O ==1 ] —

V R Sunce  ws fuand . 2 Pace :
7 this context is

] BuU == [
7Y

SOEL
copser ¥S° Tp Protne & cren
|3, nimamors £ Q0 M NS & T

CEPTy BT MA< 020 S TRancaTeER

Getyer (Sia D

6, feeo B¢ (So9)
Interpretation/Discussion

e fe8T0

Wwor T VERY €| EpSla vT A §$bap it 1 Thwomle <R 1S
£ ”I“:!‘] = gwacteae | e AT Casts THECUNGHH T

7

Lt Rt 1o

Finds (tick): None[ ] Pot M/Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]
CBM[] Wood[] Leather[] ¢Eaowues

e il
A Small Finds Recorder <vup
> samples Date 23 /3 /oy
Q Building Materials , InitialsVT_"




m Context No.
> S CONTEXT RECORD
Oxtord Archaeology )
SITE 2 4+ | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE i
CA ver~co |
Trench 5 Context Type: Deposit / Lut? Seracture Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: < e~y DEPOSIT:
. 1.compaction 2.colour
Structure No. Abutted by: 3.composition 4.inclusion
. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent

Plan No n 7.comments 8.method &

.SO ( Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:

5 O\ Part of: 1.shapein plan
Co-Ordinates Consists of: e truncation 6. il

Overlies: 05 7. other comments
Level Butts: MASCNRY:
. , 1.materials 2.size icks etc

Slide No. e ol K 3.finish of stopet4
Neg No. Fill of: ! 5081 coursin nd 5.form 6.faces

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

9.6ther comments

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

1, STy CompPcT (Nc:r\%‘:@?)

|

1 |

e [

7.0 Lol Cor o3k 3 I
LS TA- CABYE  Span YD

I
this context is
) 1

I | L

[e=g [

|

. &%

STt  FLNT | toicieee
R EWERE

5.0 I S

A0 m btﬁ A>3 O F6

Pay

Interpretation/Discussion

T e WeE. -WITU EMIPDEN CE. o RIATAZERAT]

L FHox

Conrs TR INELD CEvw) FASDS Mowwereyp THUE

(s DS

WIRERE ot MEIDIE v A

N

CBM[] Wood][]

Finds (tick): None[] Pot[J# Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metall ]
Leather [ ]

/\ Small Finds

Recorder.sM n

<> Samples

Date 23/3/ 07

Q Building Materials

I_nitials W\




& Lo\ Context No.
{ i
v CONTEXT RECORD oS
Oxtord Archaeology
STECA HO DDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE coT
Trench 6 Context Type: Dep‘o'sﬁ / Cut / Steerctiire Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: ;Egmgz:t'm:] . izlcc::;ion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thigkrfess 6. extent
5@ L 7,46mments 8. method &
Filled by: C‘ES N onditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
% - 1.shape in plan
Part of: 2.base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4, sketch 5.truncation 6. fill
Overlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts MASONRY:
Slide No. / Cuts( = C)'L ) ; ;lr::;:r:fis 2.5i2 ricks etc
Neg No. / Fili of: coursipgfoond 5.form 6. faces

d 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

9. other comments

Description (See check lists):

L 1ReEea AR S 10 OLahy

2. Sreel® swe= 30 ihe gasc

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

| 1 Bod [

)
this context is

| [ =2 [

@ (511D

e, uratren) TTHE Tof fRefite 1S
CLePl—, 3 O . OBpn DeeTil A L TN
NS oy SV ———
R =ik [ ¥a) 053w

5. ES:G)jI@@ Eéeﬁ] . ﬁ(uﬂo\‘ Es"M

NP
N

Interpretation/Discussion

IS T RU'T .
L%;&Tueaﬁ:ﬂd\\ wWuicy esmms L2So& 1 Sqaoanb
T deseEReR, pee3fihacEeE o NEGeTATION

“lowiered B P« %C__ﬁo‘?ﬂ

Finds (tick): None[ ]

CBM[] Wood[ ] Leather[]

Pot[] Bonel ]

Flint[ ] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass{] Metal[ ]

-

Recorder Singmy

=

.~

Date 23/ }l_oﬂ

Q Building Materials

Initials /(/I




> b @

Oxford Archaeology

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

(St )

SITE ¢ AWGMC o’—}[ ADDITIONAL SHEETS:

TYPE () F"’“I

Trench Q Context Type: Deposit / Qut7-STrOTTre

Check Lists:

Site sub-div

Overlain by: %1

Structure No. Abutted by: -

DEPOSIT:

1.compaction 2. colour
3.compasition 4. inclusion

Matrix location Relationships uncertain

e filor: 16,1 ©
, I B

Description {See check lists):
i (D) Loseise  comPARUTED

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

" ol feetionl s mepodt
illed by: conditions
Section No. Same as:
%/ Part of:
Co-Ordinates Consists of:
[ Overlies: os 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
slide No. / Cuts: ;:?na];inalsmnese;f bricks etc
Neg No. coursiig/bond 5.form 6. faces

7 0ond 8, dimensions as found
.other comments

[ &3]

this context is

Gerd [

T

I

5 o | I

E_Q%E_MD_EQMT AN CAASIAN]

Moy T ‘5%(33 - M Tk . B >3 o2t

Esw & S 2w ) TROUNED ensT

L)

Interpretation/Discussion

Qasto ol euddasce 6C VEGHITI SN @a:o@e:
THE. Pt Wit 1T CuTs (ESO%J)

CBMI[] Wood[] Leather[]

Finds (tick): No’ne[/-i Pot[] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[ ] Glass[] Metal[ ]

A Small Finds Recorderg vy
<> Samples Da‘te 23/ Hor
o Building Materials Initials 4 — I




Oxford Archaeological Unit

[N

EVALUATION TRENCH NOTES SHEET Trench Noé

Trench orientatiqn (_:, ryS Grid reference ’ Field No.

Length Width < Average depth to top of natural N Was archaeology present ?
gth o o

Plan Nos ?

600 Section Nos ? 600 Were ﬁnds recovered ?

Ifa treﬁc'h' contains only a small number of contexts, and requires only one or two plans and sections, list plans and sections on this sheet.
If the trench contains large numbers of contexts use a conventional context check list and plan and section list sheets as necessary.

Context check list

Context No.

Description

Present topsoil/plaughsoil Dace casv / Glacy oy CeaveT bar ©-0-3A

5J35°*b‘~'DA¢t_ TG Bheoserd SCY D) O EEs03-0

fta - S ot Sead




Oxford Archaeology

O ~ CONTEXT RECORD lo™

Context No.

SITE CAHC:/V‘CO?' ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE o T I
Trench é Context Type: Dapesit / Cut / Struettre Check Lists:

Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:

Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compaction 2.colgur

Plan No. Cut by:

- Filled by: (GOL"Z! 605 2( 607! s Z § Snditi

Section No. Same as:
] 1.shapein plan
em Part of: 2. base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
: 4. sketch 5.truncation &.fill
Overlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:

Neg No. ~ Fill of:

. 1. materials 2. size of bricks etc
Slide No_\ 2! 6\ -3 Cuts: (&%—r (&\ ) 5—'{:)50 3_W

coursin nd 5.form 6é.faces
d 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location Relationships uncertain

9. other comments

-
Description (See check lists):

WG Tod — orlY Pagtiar Y UK BLE

N w%z/m‘m e vorcae [ Ugae

~ |-9m XZ%MX>‘6M

Tk /) B Ot [Cot]

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

L 6et] L J L]

this context is

] [ Bkl L

Flo (Cote -3, (6o7) @)

MACHAE CECAVATED) So

Mo P,

Interpretation/Discussion

lavee  Po - pO‘&S (Sl v 0T GHGE Samipan Cite

To  OCraet ErDA~d  ONES

@)5«’-4«;@.

Finds (tick): None[ ] Pot[] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass][] Metal[ ]

CBM[] Wood[ ] Leather[ ]

—_— N ||
A Small Finds / / RecorderﬁMk
0 Samples / (/ Date 9¢ /2o 7
(' Building Materials - Initials




Context No.
P: CONTEXT RECORD Lol

Oxford Archaeology

A . p—
SITE CAtloiced | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE T
Trench ﬁ Context Type: Deposit / Cet-+Strocture Check Lists:
Pl
Site sub-div Overlain by: (6 i l) DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: ;,compacFlpn 2'C.°|°ur4
.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
)
Section No. Same as: CUT:
: 1.shape in plan
éoo Part of: 2.base/sides/top/profile

3.dimension a
4.sketch 5.tr

Overlies:( 605‘) nos 7.other£omments
e =

Co-Ordinates Consists of:

Level Butts: MA';Oﬁ
I 1.magérials 2. size of bricks etc
X * - Cuts:
Slide No.(_ 2 2\ 5 uts : 3.ficish of stones 4.

Neg No. - Fill of: &)S ! coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces

7.bond 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other comments

. L _

Descripti (Seechecklis&l_:, STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
MCT . \ :

[ erm] [ ] | |

L Gre /M"é Croved LandY Gard ' thiscomexﬂ; E&-__l ' I
T-0.€5 SUAm X 1Bpn : I r ,

L1 LI les] [ |

MAaln.ng , Qeecas

Interpretation/Discussion

Fie o bre (oteteag P fron. Doleonait  BAECwnt

- OF 06T

Finds (tick): None[] Pot[] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Bumntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]
C(BM Wood [} Leather|[ ]
e

ASmaII Finds Recorder 1 .¢

O Samples §Date Zé/?,bq,

() suilding Materials o Initials




Context No.
e CONTEXT RECORD é <
., Oxford Archaeology -
SITFCA ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE
Homio 3 Che C
Trench é Context Type: Deposit / Gut—Stractars Check Lists:
P
Site sub-div Overlain by: ( 6 (&) L{—' DEPOSIT:
- - 1.compaction 2. colour
Structure No. Abutted by: 3. composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6.extent
7.comments 8. method &

— Filled by: conditions

Section No. Same as: CUT:
) 1.shape in plan

6 % Part of: 2.base/sides/top pfofile

Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension ang'depth
Overlies: (6 (e ?’)
Level Butts:
Cuts:

Slide No. ..:,'7,:3\_ 3

. Neg No.

Fill of: éoj)

7.bond 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

9. other comments

4

Description (See check lists):

METED Gt AT Clnay + Thac

Ppours  SCTS SAc)

—
STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

0 &l 1 ]

this context is @

L 1 L i

I | | I_[é:?l

|T—O-5¢~/\ > x 2-55m

MACA AC | Oubrtea Ll

; . Interpretation/Discussion

T o bss Rz P5

f%' DFL'{SEWATef BACEF L

Finds (tick): None [
CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

Pof[ ] Bone{] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]

Recorder e

Date 9 /:],é?

Q Building Materials

Initials




Voo Context No.
PO CONTEXT RECORD Lot
Oxford Archaeology

SITE ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE Cot

Section No,

Same as:

Trench Context Type:/[zepesit / Cut/ Structdre Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: ; 222;2?)2:;0" 2'. 2 ion
Plan No. Cut by: g thic e &
Py Jpoemments 8. metho
- % Filled by:( oy !I (&0} Sé \o) conditions

CUT:

Eco

1.shapein plan

Part of: 2. base/sides/top profile

Co-Crdinates Consists of: 3.dimension and d.epth
4. sketch 5.truncation 6. fill

Overlies: nos 7.other comments

Level Butts: MASONRY:
Pal
L . 1. materials 2_sj icks etc

Slide No.__ 3 -D CUtS-( 6 \t \ 3.finish.ef%iones 4.
Neg No. 7 Fillof: couting/bond 5.form 6.faces

7.bond 8. dimensions as found

Matrix location

Refationships uncertain

9, other comments

P
Description {See check lists):
~ - KT

oo Yisg BLE

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

1 B [ [

(oxAcE / Seer GS° [/ Cuzae. oo [E :

>\.q X ’&, 2.55 x @\-ém Afresy — I - ;
L | | [t ] | |

Torezs P [6£03) |

I F[W (609’ Céogi),ﬁ(é o)

MAGA. D OUT o Mo fear

Interpretation/Discussion

[pcce b7 -

AT Fuiy ExcavarEd). foss  Goreacns 67

Finds (tick): None[ ] Pot[] Bone[] Flint[] Stone{] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[]
CBM[] Wood[] Leather[ ]ﬂ

A Small Finds / .

Recorder ,UM}

<> Samgly / / Date 26 [7,6;{,
Q Building Materials — Initials




Context No.

CONTEXT RECORD
| ot
: ~
SITECAHDMCD-;‘ ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE ki
Trench é Context Tylg_e: Deposit / LutStrocture Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by:( 605) DEPOSIT:

1.compaction 2. colour

Structure No. Abutted by: i . .
3.¢composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: S.thickness 6.extent
7.comments 8.method &
Filled by: conditions
—
Section No. Same as: CuUT:
) 1.shape in plan
6&) Part of: 2. base/sides/top prefile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension gfhd depth
4. sketch 5. tpAncation 6.fill
1 Overlies: nos 7.othegcomments
Level Butts: MAS(;}Q:
I N 1.matefials 2. size of bricks etc
3 - Cuts:
Slide No ™~ 1. 5 { 3 o 3.finish of stones 4.
4 . H
Neg No. Fill of: { ! coursing/bond 5.form 6. faces
60 3 7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other comments
PP .
Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
& Ch L SeET
Y 1 B3] [ 1 [
Cert Gaetfum o (HOEy GeDY GAT
— this context is
( />O-‘¢M\ >(°q \F '2'\.\/\-. I I ] [ T ] T 1
. |

MAC L, Odettas;

Interpretation/Discussion

60'(’\9_,\/\ FiLe pFE brc [60‘3_] dq-vfha)w\ fv & BotamEd T

5 LAY  Botomz) HowvE Brovee Th-s g TE BoTio— Cxu).

Vidtenet  backiw o (055 (oo E ﬂ.—[éoil

Finds (tick): None[,]/%{[.] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]
CBM[] Wood[ ] Leather[ ]

A Small Finds Recorder 'DM(

OSamples |Pate %/77'[07

(' Building Materials | Initials




; Context No.
Q* | O CONTEXT RECORD Lo
Oxford Archaeology
SITFC‘_\ N ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE Fioe—
Trench G Context Type: Deposit / QUL LStractire— Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: & é\o) DEPOSIT:

i.compaction 2. colour

Structure No. Abutted by: > - .
3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
6& ] 1.shapeinplan ,
Part of 2. base/sides/top/profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension apd depth
4_sketch 5.tryhcation 6. fill
Overlies: (&q\ nos 7.other£fomments
e
Level Butts: MASON
. 1.matefials 2. size of bricks etc
No. - - Cuts:
Stide 0\7 - 3\ 5 U . 3.finisl of stones 4.
Neg No. P Fill of: —1 coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces

7.bond 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location

Retationships uncertain

9.other comments

Description (See check lists):

(aACT , =T

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

(iere Gee ot Cracey 5o’ Comy

I

| Eo] 1 [

S-0%  Swai

SToE

T
this context is @
) |

T-5\.(

>S4 X P ?l'(‘pl\

| Gl [

MAGIAE |

Interpretation/Discussion

O\ £.2fbck'5’c

%(6%

PACKEws. OF P17 [6063

Finds (tick): None [

Pot[] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone([] Glass[] Metal{ ]

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

A Small Finds

Recorder D”t¢

<> Samples

Date 2% / 7,[0_7,

Q Building Materials

Initials




f[\\\ Context No.
"% CONTEXT RECORD |
- o q
Oxford Archaeology
v : TYPE

SlTEGAH O?' ADDITIONAL SHEETS | -
Trench é Context Type: Deposit / Lut-LStructuie Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by{ @;3) ( 6) DEPOSIT:

1.compaction 2. colour

Structure No. Abutted by: 3.composition 4. inclusion
. Cut by: 5.thickness 6.extent
Plan No 4 7.comments 8.method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
1.shape in plan
-») Part of: 2.base/sides/top profile
i i 3.dimension ghd depth
f:
Co-Ordinates Consists o 4, sketch 5. tyfAncation &.fill
Overlies: nos 7.otherfomments
Level Butts:
Slide No.s 2° 3\ —3 Cuts: -
NegNo, Filof:{ (£ o )
I

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

9.other comments

A

Description (See check lists):
e~

I

————
STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

—

Dage 22D 4 Atormd SOY D win

== [ — ] —

ACC . (et SadY  Con Yo S

L J
this context is @]

Zo -5k Qi STAE

C 1 [ 1 B:1 [

T-0 35~ Sh& x 2-54

MAL 1 AK

O JencAa <]

Interpretation/Discussion

LsTiom e

er ¢ [bog]

(to> WAL Si1CTe—G

Ul Flomn  Somtord s Soasor | TolSon

Ao fayn € -

Finds (tick): None,%t[ ] Bone[] Flint[] Stone{] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[]
CBM{] Wood[] Leather[]

A Small Finds

Recorder )w‘—

<> Samples

Date 26 (7o

Q Building Materials

~Initials
|




> b @ CONTEXT RECORD conteZNfb

Oxford Archaeology

SITE ~ ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE oL
CAronod =

Trench Context Type: Deposit / QUL LStracture- Check Lists:

Site sub-div Overlain by: ( @) DEPOSIT:

Structure No. Abutted by: A 1.compacFi9n 2. c‘olour'

3.composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cutby: 5.thickness 6. extent
/ 7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:

X 1.shape in ptan
&D Part of: 2_base/sides/top géile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension ang depth

4. sketch 5. trunfation 6. fill

Overliei [ [l)[ )(6 oa nos 7.other gdmments
&) )
Level Butts: 3
Slide No. } z : 5\ _3 Cuts: I _
Neg No. Fill of: bOéJ
L_ 7.bgnd 8. dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain ( g [‘ \ 9. éther comments
N
Dg;ri‘;ﬁi_w&e check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
- {

L feo] L _J [

this context is

Sredd  bo-2%  Suauw sios : : 3
T-0.6pn D19 x 24 -

MOSTRED 220D SA Ritougn T E2ST Siay

v
(yracAl Hoeiveas N (él_\) -

fv ﬁ LN é.uwu‘(

. Interpretation/Discussion

¥ o 5 Gesae Thar (6\23—!-(6“) Ao Tl Samz  AD  Aas NI

VAr( of TUE S Aot The elamons? s ueel ulieak,

T MY e Trmar THMS 15 st A WEVElecne Lavee Afpe TUC

Iﬂ’f’{ MAE  feE~  BACEFED 2.

I /057/ MED (i~ TnTE.

Finds (tick): Nonedﬁﬂ$g[L Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[]
CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

A Smalt Finds Recorderau(

<> Samples | Date nzé/}(aq-

¢\ Building Materials S Initials




Context No.
‘,@ CONTEXT RECORD
Oxtord Archaeology é \ I
SITE CA(/\OP\C pe ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE o
Trench Context Typ,g: Deposit / Lut-Strotture Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlzin by: (é CD) DEPOSIT:

1.compaction 2. colour

Structure No. Abutted by: o " i
= 3.composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: l(’ 1 5.thickness 6. extent
_— y bnoé 7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
: ' i.shapein plan
ém Part of: 2.base/sides/top pfofile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension an 'epth
4.sketch 5.trungation 6. fill
Overlies( &)L& nos 7.other cofaments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
. 1.materials 2. size of bricks etc
5 . Cuts:
Slide No\\ 2 3‘ "3 uts 3.finish ¢f stones 4.
Neg No. - Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces

7.bond 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location

—
Relationships uncertain ( e \o)

9.other comments

Dw(&ae check lists):
[}

-
STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

| Mt LERD A et Lael Suxt

1 Bl T 1 L]

this context is

[ I I 1

SArSD leo ~Sob  Srmalc StodiE
T - 6.35.~ o4 x 255

L 1L 1 e} [ ]

MACH nE L Sy

interpretation/Discussion

SEE (6@\
DN

Finds {tick): Nonel[ﬁ' Pot{] Bone{] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[]

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[ ]

Recorder DM ¢

Date 27%2'

Q Building Materials

Initials l




Oxford Archaeological Unit

. SITE . EVALUATION TRENCH NOTES SHEET Trench No. q—
C‘A Hom
Trench orientation p - j Grid referenc;s Field No.

Length % Width \ . qﬂ\ Average depth to top of natural (7). ?DSM Was archaeology present ? Y

Plan Nos ? q(:C) -1 Section Nos ? 7—00 -\ Were finds recovered ? Y

Ifa trench contains only a small number of contexts, and requires only one or two plans and sections, list plans and sections on this sheet.
If the rench contains large numbers of contexts use a conventional context check list and plan and section list sheets as necessary.

Context check list . ' A : .

Context No. | Description
Present topsoil/plonghsel "OACE  (wde/ //,’JLAQ((, L Caavet (oter Ol
o S0 . '

K Sodsoc . M« EETOSA  Proms Sicy SaD O D-o 35w

Al oo Ser CTre S5aS
- DT SeF  LreT  SHTD

1

.' %’L Natural (describe)_{ Gt 2ET OS54 WM Cravciiy  ga)

LAl GurY . / Fpss HEDEE foul ‘
lpate DTCA  ~ Poss TDRAAGE D6

Besin bos -MED .

Noven PAYES Soin TN losctfast OO

. , Récorder N
' Date 92 [0



& g" N Context No.
v/ CONTEXT RECORD o 03
. Oxford Archaeology
ISIT@W} ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE (T
Trench 3 Context Type: Depesit / Cut / Sruetare Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPQSIT:
1.compaction our
Structure No. Abutted by: 3.comgosi 4 inclusion
Plan No. Cutby: 5.thickmEss 6. extent
q I's -~ 7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: G‘O(k? conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
] 1.shapein plan
Part of: 2.base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4.sketch 5. truncation 6. fill
Overlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
. . - — 1. materi “size of bricks etc
Shide N°\3 - 6 cuts: (q'o 1—’) il 3.finisiof stones 4,
. Neg No. - Fill of- -~ coursing/bond 5. form 6.faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Refationships uncertain 9.other comments

Description (See check lists):

LAt

NE - SN

R .

Sty (orsiads, v / Crene A
| aaen ) Sty  DEFOSE '

_STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
L | PBoel | | | |
L . N — J
this context is Iﬁl
I — 1

L'?\ 4 M~

| [ 1 Bzl [

W-0:. k& D-0.0Fm.

Eln (o)

em————

N~ N |

NN

%
O]

et —— ~

Interpretation/Discussion

Olgoe  MMaaeE A,._SD 0{25-“ D STURBANE D AaTe S ﬁloﬁ

Hledeeean).

CBM[] Wood[ ]

Leather[ ]

‘/__\

Finds (tick}: None[ ] Pot[] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]

A Small Finds

/

RecorderD%Q

<> Samples

/

/
a—

Date 26,(7 (o7

Q Building Materéls

_Initials




FA ]  FRAGE /Loo.SE

SN Context No.
y A% CONTEXT RECORD Dok
Oxford Archaeology
p——
SITE Cﬁ’Ma/VLCo:nL ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE [—
Trench 4— Context Type: Deposit / Cut-Stracture. Check Lists:
Site sub-div I overlainby: 3 { DEPOSIT:
] 1.compaction 2. colour

Structure No. Abutted by: 3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. I Cut by: 5. thickness 6. extent

an No Y 7.comments 8. method &

I Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
; 00 2 i.shapein plan
Part of: 2.base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: i-ggi:s;o;;:f dg d 2 "
Overlies: nos 7. other copfments

Level Butts:

. N i 1.materidls 2.size of bricks etc
slide NO'\ 23U 6 Cuts: 3.finish/of stones 4.
Neg No. s Fill of: P’OB coursihg/bond 5.form 6.faces

7.bond 8. dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other comments
_ I

Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

CAlefsa  Qpomn say ST

1 Gl 1

to°[ S

Fork

this context is

I 1 1 A

T-0.0Fpn

W -0 %S L\ G

59 L Bsl

Norst, Sy

Interpretation/Discussion

Sris  Fue F  fus

MHeDeceon Qo?ﬂ

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[ ]

Finds (tick): None%[ ] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]

A Small Finds

Recorder vy

<> Samples

Date ’]_é /7 437-

Q Building Materials

Initials




& (h‘/"\\ Context No.
4
S CONTEXT RECORD Io5
. Oxford Archaeology :
. g—
SITECp PAonacoF | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE CasT
s
Trench Context Type::/Depes'h / Cut / Steactlre Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: ;‘Egzgx;‘:ﬁ:‘i golou
Plan No. Cut by: g.thickness
£~ .com
\ Filedby: (Frels) con
y
Section No. Same as: CUT:
1 . 1.shapein plan
(% \ Part of: 2.base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4. sketch 5.truncation 6. fill
Overlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. _ Cut ( j 1.materials e of bricks etc
1ae o \Fbt 3 o\ o q'o\ 3.finish p#€tones 4.
. Neg No. / Fill of: cougsffhig/bond 5.form 6.faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other comments

scription (See check Ilsts)
CERL

ANED e -w

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

ConcAase [ sieef DWs /

[ EL]

1]

Lenad .

this context is IES

L-DVdm W= 0%Suw  D~022m : : =
ot
o G’OQ I | | | I
5# e i
T e A
5 (-
W
——— \ -
Interpretation/Discussion
Lirena :DtTCAjC—Uu.. ‘PDSS A oals Dt - é&T'

MED = YL

Finds (tick): None[ ] Pot[] Bone][
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Finds Compendium

Site Code

Invoice Code

Site Name Accession No OAU No

CAHOMC 07

CAHOMCEV Cambridge, Homerton College

Finds materials summarised for Site Code: CAHOMC 07 and invoice code: CAHOMCEV

(o \SCAEDED)

Material No of No Of No Of Total’ Box Sizes Box Numbers
Boxes Contexts Sherds Weight (g)

Animal Bone 3 16 76 MISC.01 - mixed box

CBM 2 40 915 MISC.01 - mixed box

Clay Pipe 3 7 21 MISC.01 - mixed box

Copper Alloy 1 2 0 FEOI

Flint 1 1 32 MISC.01 - mixed box

Iron 3 9 0 FE.O1

Pottery 4 31 407 MISC.01 - mixed box

Shell 4 6 30 MISC.01 - mixed box

Stone 1 2 25 MISC.01 - mixed box

Totals: 114 1,506 g
Total No of 1 boxes + ‘Miscellaneous Box Sizes:
Boxes: 1 miscellaneous boxes MISC.01 Size2

07 December 2012
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Oxford Archacological Unit, Janus House, Osney Mead, Oxford OX2 OES CAHOMCEV

Box Contents Sheets

Site Code CAHOMC 07

Material: Miscgllaneous

Box Size Size2

Box No MISC.01 Accession No

Context SFNo Noof Noof Material: Weight Context SF Noof Noof Material: Weight
Bags Objects ® Number Bags Objects ®

304 1 1 Animal Bone 3
308 1 13 Animal Bone 24
310 1 2 Animal Bone 49
308 2 39 CBM 861
603 1 1 CBM 54
304 | 1. ClayPipe 8
308 1 4 Clay Pipe 10
310 1 2 ClayPipe 3
310 1 1 Flint 32
304 1 5 Pottery 17
304 1 2 Pottery 18
308 I 11 Potery 136
308 1 2 Pottery 5
310 1 8 Pottery 159
310 1 2 Pottery 12
610 1 1 Pottery 60
304 1 2 Shell 5
308 1 2 Shell 5
310 1 1 Shell 2
706 1 1 Sheli 18
308 1 2 Stone 25

No of Contexts: 2l Total i!ags: 22

Total Objects: 103 Total Weight: 1506

Date Printed: 07/12/2012



Oxford Archaeological Unit, Janus House, Osney Mead, Oxford OX2 0ES CAHOMCEV

Box Contents Sheets

Site Code ' CAHOMC 07 Material: Copper Alloy & Iron
Box Size Plastic size 4 Box No FE.01 Accession No
Context SFNo Noof Noof Material: Weight Context SF Noof Noof Material: Weight
Bags  Objects ® Number Bags Objects (@
308 1 2 Copper Alloy 0
" Button
306 | 5 Iron Unidentified 0
604 1 3 Iron Unidentified 0
706 1 1 Iron Nail 0
No of Contexts: 4 Total Bags: 4
Total Objects: I Total Weight: 0

Date Printed: 07/12/2012
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OXFORD ARCHAEOLOGY, JANUS HOUSE, OSNEY MEAD, OXFORD, OX2 OES

PDF/A SCAN
FILMING INSTRUCTIONS :
Submitter OASouth
No. of copies: 2

Headings

Site information

Line 1: [OASouth] County[Cambridgeshire] Parish:[Cambridge]

~ Site[Cambridge Homerton College ] Site code{ CAHOMC 07]

Line 2; Excavators name[K Welsh]

Line 3:

Classification of material . Tick if
‘ ‘ present

Index to archive

[ntroduction

A:Final Report

A:Publication Report

B:Site Data — Text: Diary/Daybook/Fieldnotes

B: Site Data — Text: General Summaries

: Site Data — Text: Primary Context Records
: Site Data — Text: Synthesised Context Records

: Site Data — Text: Survey Reports

: Site Data — Text: Catalogue of Drawings

: Site Data — Text: Primary Drawings

: Site Data — Text: Synthesised Drawings

: Finds Data — Text: Primary Finds Data
: Finds Data — Text: Synthesised Finds Data

: Finds Data — Text: Specialist Reports
: Finds Data — Text: Box/Bag List
: Catalogue of Photos/Slides/Videos/X--rays 1 /

: Environmental/Ecofact Data: Primary Records

: Environmental/Ecofact Data: Synthesised Records

: Environmental/Ecofact Data: Specialist Reports

: Documentary

: Press and Publicity

: Correspondence
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