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SUMMARY

Oxford Archaeology undertook a two-stage field evaluation within
the Headington grounds of Ruskin College on behalf of the College prior
to determination of an application for redevelopment. This took the form
of a magnetometer survey followed by the excavation of 12 trial trenches
to investigate the impact areas of the proposed development. The
geophysical survey produced limited results although the trenches
identified remains of early Iron Age, Roman and medieval/post-medieval
date. The Roman remains were restricted to Trench 9 although these are
consistent with previous discoveries along the western fringe of the
College grounds suggesting occupation along a raised finger of land. The
Roman pottery assemblages also imply the close proximity of a mortarium
production site. Sgnificant domestic charred cereal remains were
recorded from the excavated Roman feature.

Medieval remains were more limited although a 12th or early 13th
century cow burial was encountered by Soke House within the eastern
portion of the site. No significant remains were encountered within the
listed crinkle-crankle walled garden.

1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Location and scope of work

1.1.1 Between 10th and 19th March 2008 Oxford Archaeol@@®) undertook a field
evaluation within the Headington grounds of RusKiallege (Fig. 1). This was
commissioned by the College to fulfil a Brief set Brian Durham, formerly the
Archaeologist at Oxford City Council (OCC) desigrtedinform determination of a
planning application for redevelopment within theunds of the college. Prior to
commencing the site investigation a Written Scheshdnvestigation (WSI) was
produced by OA and agreed with Brian Durham detgilhow the requirements of
the brief would be met (OA 2008).

1.1.2 The College is located within Old Headington foais® the 17th century house,
The Rookery, to the north of the junction betweamflan Road and Stoke Place
(centring on NGR SP 543 078). Additional grounds lacated around Stoke House
to the immediate east of Stoke Place with the A4@tINWay bypass bordering the
fields to the rear (north) of the College. The Hegtbn grounds cover
approximately 3.8 hectares in area.

1.2 Geology and topography

1.2.1 Headington is drained on the north by the Bayswitepk that rises on the eastern
slopes of Shotover Hill and flows west to join fBberwell near New Marston. The
valley floor is based on Oxford clay with land ngifairly sharply up to the top of
the plateau formed by the Corallian beds, geneca®® m a OD.

1.2.2 The detailed local geology shown on the publisheitidh Geological Survey map,
Sheet 237, shows the site on an area of mixed ggolthe college buildings are
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13

13.1

1.3.2

1.3.3

134

located on the Corallian beds at the top of thpeslon part of the formation known
as the Beckley Sand Member which is made up of aaddcalcareous sandstone. To
the north, progressing down the valley side, aie ttands of Temple Cowley
Member - fine grained sandstones, sands and siéistand West Walton Formation -
a dark grey mudstone, running east to west panaltél the Brook. The fields to the
north of the bypass are located on Upper Oxfordy Giad the footpath known as
Stoke Place to the east of the site is over an afehead drift geology. The
Bayswater Brook has a valley bottom of alluvial dgips (BGS 1994). There are a
number of springs in the area draining into thedBrand presumably located along
the junctions of differing geology.

Archaeological and historical background

The archaeological and historical background toaveuation has been the subject
of a separate desk study by OA (2006). The mostvasit parts have been
summarised below by period although the originglore should be consulted for
greater detail. The original study has not beeeregiced although other sources
have.

Prehistoric

Evidence for prehistoric activity in the surroungliarea is fairly limited although
archaeological excavations at the nearby formetbfdbstadium, Manor Ground, did
yield a struck flint assemblage from which the ieatl material dates to the
Mesolithic or early Neolithic period (JMHS 2003)hd bulk of the flint assemblage
comprised artefacts from the later Neolithic andrre Age accompanied by pottery
of a similar date. Also at this site the quantityreddle-late Iron Age pottery present
suggests that a contemporary settlement may bedebbcaithin the immediate
vicinity.

Romano-British Period (AD 50-450)

There is extensive evidence for Romano-Britishvégtiwithin the Headington area
and it is clear that a major pottery industry wasifishing in the wider area during
this period. Numerous kilns sites have been founthé vicinity of the north-south
Roman Road which ran just to the east of Headindietween Alchester and
Dorchester.

There has been speculation regarding the preseheekdn site at Ruskin Hall
following artefactual discoveries during the couostion of a block of residential
accommodation completed between 1976-8. Landscapiak left exposed a
quantity of Romano British pottery, mortaria, pangnt ware, grey-ware, colour-
coated and some coarse wares, mostly familiar @xfignes (SMR 3669). Prior to
this ‘Romano-British coarse pottery....was reporteftam foundation trenches at
the Rookery, Old Headington.’ (Sturdy and Suterieei$966, 191).

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. October 2008 2
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1.3.6

1.3.7

1.3.8

211

2.2

221

2.2.2

In 1935 during house building on Cemetery Lane (nbwnstan Road) many
potsherds, mostly mortaria of pinkish-white andflmldy and other kitchen vessels
of coarse ware of the late 3rd and 4th centurieseviound (VCH 1939, 338). The
suggested location of these finds is along thehswatside of Dunstan Road opposite
Ruskin College although the exact location wasreocbrded.

Medieval and Post-medieval Period (450-present)

Headington derives its name from a Saxon persamakenHedena’ and ‘dun’ or hill
and it is from the late Saxon period that the semtént derives its historical
importance. Documentary evidence in the form oharter of 1004 records King
Ethelred confirming the details of a land endowmbkeate at a royal manor. The
manor is documented again within the Domesday dscof 1086 when it was held
by the King and it remained in the hands of themerantil after the death of Henry |
(1135), after which the importance of Headingtormidished in favour of
Woodstock. The possible association of the arearardthelred Court, just to the
south of Ruskin College, with the location of a Rb¥anor has been suggested
since the 19th century although this remains unooefl despite previous
archaeological investigations prior to new develepta in 1988 and 1992 (OAU
1993).

Later medieval remains have been encountered abugarlocations in Old
Headington and the medieval church of St Andrewestd to the continued existence
of a settlement here throughout the period. Thedagf the property boundaries also
implies that buildings probably fronted the stregtangements with strip fields
extending behind. Within this arrangement develogieel 17th century hall-and-
crosswing house, The Rookery. It is described &nating from a 16th century
‘peasant dwelling’ which may have ancillary domestir agricultural activities
around it within the grounds. A surviving walleddkien garden with its ‘crinkle-
crankle’ wall also dates from the 18th century.

The Rookery, its associated walled kitchen gardeth &toke House are Grade II
listed buildings. Stoke House was built in 1883agsreparatory school for boys by
the Reverend John Williams Augustus Taylor, althotigs may have been modelled
around an earlier 17th century cottage.

EVALUATION AIMS

The aims of the evaluation are specified in the V@A 2008) and are repeated
below.

General
To establish the presence/absence of archaeolggitalins within the proposal area.

To determine and confirm the character of any remapresent, without
compromising any deposits that may merit detailegestigation under full area
excavation.

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. October 2008 3
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2.2.3

2.2.4

2.2.5

2.2.6

2.2.7

2.3

231

2.3.2

2.3.3

3.1

3.1.1

3.1.2

3.1.3

To determine or estimate the date range of anyirenfisom artefacts or otherwise.

To investigate the extent of any significant rersamutside the initial trenched
sample through agreement with the client and CitghAeologist.

To characterise any underlying archaeological atdwn to undisturbed geology
without significantly impacting upon significant yoger (overlying) deposits where
possible.

To determine the palaeo-environmental potentia@rohaeological deposits.

To make available the results of the investigatmmform the planning application
and the potential for any further mitigation stopte

Site specific aims
To establish the presence or absence of potemtitdry kilns.

To establish the presence or absence of any médiedapost-medieval domestic
and/or horticultural land use within the site area.

To investigate the degree of terracing and madergrovithin the walled garden
resulting from the construction of the tennis court

EVALUATION METHODOLOGY

Scope of fieldwork

The evaluation utilised both non intrusive andusive methods. In the first instance
a geophysical survey was undertaken of each imgr&et where access and ground
conditions allowed (see Appendix 5 Fig. 1).

Immediately following the production of the geopiogs survey results 12 evaluation
trenches measuring between 5.0 m and 10.0 m iriHeagd each 1.6 m wide were
positioned within the impact areas (Fig. 2 and Appendix 1 for exact trench

dimensions). Originally 13 trenches were to be eatad although, during the course
of the geophysical survey, OA was informed by thkege that future development
will not be undertaken within the impact area 7efifore this area was not subject
to intrusive evaluation although the geophysicavey had already been completed.

Four trenches representing a 4% sample by area evaavated within the walled
garden that includes the Grade Il listed crinkler&te wall. The remaining 8
trenches, with the exception of Trenches 3 andnkte excavated as set out in the
WSI representing a 3% sample by area of the impiaas. During the excavation of
Trench 3 an electrical service was identified ragniliagonally across the western
part of the trench at which point excavation cea&idhilarly, numerous electrical
services were detected prior to excavation of Tmelit. These were investigated by
careful hand excavation to establish the depthenfises after which it was decided
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3.2.3

3.3
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3.4

341

3.5

351

4.1

41.1

not to excavate at this location. Within the lirditgpace available it was not possible
to relocate this trench safely and this was noteated in another location.

Fieldwork methods and recording

The trenches were located as indicated in the WiBI small adjustments made with
consideration to standing mature trees, tree stangdive services. Exact locations
were subsequently survey located following excawvafFig. 2).

Each trench was initially machine excavated undiesecarchaeological supervision
to remove all non-archaeologically significant lisvef overburden with a 2.5 tonne
360° tracked mechanical excavator fitted with a toathklebucket. Machine
excavation ceased at the uppermost archaeologimaton or natural geology
depending upon which was encountered first.

Following machine excavation and where deemed sacgseach trench was
cleaned by hand and the revealed features werdea@ngpdetermine their extent and
nature, and to retrieve finds and environmentalpasn All archaeological features
were planned and where excavated their sectiongndaa scales of 1:20. All features
were photographed using colour slide, black andtewigrint film and digital
photography. Recording followed procedures laid o the OAU Fieldwork
Manual (ed D Wilkinson 1992).

Finds

Finds were recovered by hand during the coursehefeixcavation and generally
bagged by context. Finds of special interest warenga unique small find number.

Palaeo-environmental evidence

A single deposit from a feature within Trench 9 wsempled for charred and
waterlogged plant remains.

Presentation of results

This report presents summary results from the gesopdl survey followed by the
detailed findings from each trench. The full geapbgl survey report is included as
Appendix 5. Where appropriate, the trenches haee bescribed in associated groups
and are accompanied by the relevant illustrateaspdad sections where archaeological
deposits and features were encountered. An inwerdbrall finds and contexts is
provided in Appendix 1.

RESULTS

Geophysical survey

As much of the unobstructed ground as possiblecatiimg with the approximate
extent of the impact areas was subject to a magretéy survey. Impact Areas 2 and
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4.1.2

4.2

42.1

4.2.2

4.2.3

3 were unsuitable for survey as the hard tennistaeithin the walled garden (Area

2) gave wild readings, and Area 3 was obstructetl @rergrown. There was also
much recent rubbish in the only accessible opengldhis area where the evaluation
trench was positioned. The recent rubbish wouldehgiwen misleading and

otherwise useless results.

Although the grey scale plots (see Appendix 5 E)gdo not appear to be dominated
by underground services, they are all still verstutibed. The difficult question is

whether any of the very strong magnetic disturbar(@éhich are seen everywhere,
but particularly in areas 1, 7 and 8) could be aedhogically significant. A Roman

industrial site (including pottery production) cdybroduce magnetic anomalies of
comparable strength, but in this context it is moubre likely that the disturbances
relate to recent landscaping and development. Taereno clearly apparent strong
symmetrical magnetic anomalies of the kind to bgeeked from intact ancient kilns.

Scattered waster heaps could produce a random tiagffect of the kind seen, but

so could modern rubble and debris. Area 1 appeabe ton relatively open ground
away from the buildings, but still shows very sgjomagnetic interference. The
interpretation of this is not readily apparent d@ndould be either of archaeological
significance or a result of the modern landscapimgd debris.

Evaluation trenches

General soils and ground conditions

The grounds of Ruskin College include many matueest and shrubs set within a
landscaped garden. The trenches were positionexb 0 avoid the significant tree

obstacles including their root spreads. Howeveg,l#imdscaping that has taken place
over the years meant that Trenches 1 and 7 couldheranachined to a confidently

identifiable horizon of either archaeological sfgr@ince or natural geology due to the
limitations on the depth to which the machine caxdavate.

The most significant problem encountered was thesgirce of springs across the
majority of the site, combined with the poorly diiag geology. This affected, most
significantly, Trenches 1, 2, 8, and 9 and was aamged by heavy rain throughout
the first day of work, creating severe water loggiwithin these trenches only limited
hand excavation and recording was possible.

Trench 1

Located to the east of the walled garden, Trenalad excavated to an average depth
of 2 m (Fig. 3) revealing a light blue-grey claypdsit (103). Due to the depth of this
excavation it was not possible to establish if thiss the uppermost level of the
geology although the presence of charcoal and tomesfragments within it suggest
at the very least that it was a reworked or rediégabslay layer.

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. October 2008 6
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4.2.4

4.2.5

4.2.6

4.2.7

4.2.8

4.2.9

4.2.10

Crossing the northern part of the trench and diremterlying deposit (103) was a
layer of crushed limestone and mortar with brioksisto it creating a shallow gully
(105). This possibly formed part of a drain arrangat.

The drain was overlain by a dark grey clay dep@si2) over which an area of
cobbling (104) had been laid that extended beybadbrthern limits of the trench.

Overlying the cobbled surface and extending actiosdull extent of the trench was
a deep sequence of modern debris layers (101, ©680186). The topography,
deposits and debris visible prior to machine extamawithin this area clearly
indicated that it had been used to discard wasteriah until relatively recently
resulting in a significantly raised surface level domparison to the surrounding
areas. Although no finds were retained from thesgodits, numerous modern items
of rubbish including old mattresses and buildinplie were noted from each of
these deposits.

Trench 2

The natural blue grey clay (209) was only encowtewithin a small sondage
section excavated at the eastern end of the tr@ffigh4). This was 1 m below the
current ground surface. Directly overlying the matwclay was a 0.30 m thick layer
of a buried garden soil comprising a dark browtygilay (208), from which a sherd
of 19th/20th century pottery was recovered. This weerlain by a crushed mortar
deposit (204) which was underlying a further gardeih layer (203). The surface of
deposit 204 represents the earliest level reveaitidn the trench other than natural
exposed within the small sondage.

Set in a shallow cut (201) into soil layer 203 veasurving arrangement of roughly

shaped limestone fragments (202). These were @tlpsa single course and were
poorly bonded with loose, degraded mortar. These @kfine the southern limit of a

spread of crushed mortar and degraded limeston® (20ich extended northwards

beyond the limit of the trench. The purpose of #tisicture is unclear but it would

appear to date to the 19th or 20th century andoist fikely to have been intended as
part of the landscaped garden.

A linear feature (205) 0.50 m wide cut the limest@nd mortar deposits on a NW-
SE alignment and was infilled with a dark grey bngwandy silt (206). This feature
was not excavated due to the poor ground conditimrisits stratigraphic location
indicates that it is relatively recent in date anay be a service trench. The modern
topsoil and turf completed the sequence.

Trench 3

At the eastern end of Trench 3, a machine dug gneas excavated to test the
natural deposits and identified a dark blue grey ¢B10), identical to deposit (209)
in Trench 2, 0.90 m from the surface. Overlyingtivas a dark brown-yellow sandy
clay (302) 0.18 m in thickness likely to represtirg weathered upper horizon of the
natural clay.
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4.2.11

4.2.12

4.2.13

4.2.14

4.2.15

4.2.16

A service trench for a drain (308) and two latecuiar features (304 and 305) that
probably reflect planting within the garden wer¢ ioto the surface of layer 302.

Trenches 4, 5, 6 and 7

Trenches 4, 5, 6 and 7 were positioned to inveitigiae area within the walled
garden and the impact of terracing relating todbestruction of a tennis court (Fig.
5).

Within Trench 4 natural clay (405) was encountesec depth of 0.15 m directly
below the court surface and hardcore bedding (48@rain (402) cut into the clay
and was constructed of small limestone pieces edigdNE-SSW along the line of
the trench (Fig. 6 section 2). The lack of any rveaing deposits and the
surrounding topography suggests that the levelrwication is significant at this
point with the court surface clearly at a leveldvelthat of the surrounding planted
areas.

Trench 6 was positioned on soft ground to the saidtthe tennis court with the

ground level sloping downwards from south to nofim the northern side of this

trench natural clay (604) was recorded at a depth.3D m directly below garden

soils (600 and 601). The southern side was appieiymn 0.70 m in depth and may
well represent the southern extent of the terraeictgrity. The corner of a possible
pit (602) was exposed within the eastern corngheftrench. This was 0.40 m deep
with a flat base and steep sides and infilled wisterile blue clay deposit (603) (Fig.
6 section 6). The function of this feature is uaclalthough the type of infill does

suggest it could be of modern origin.

Within Trench 5 the yellow sandy clay natural (568)ped down gradually from a
depth of 0.30 m below the court surface from thetwe a depth of 1.30 m at the
eastern end reflecting the degree of levelling wadten to create the tennis court
(Fig. 6 section 4). Cut into the natural was a Iskaditch-like feature (506) aligned
ESE-WNW down the centre of the trench, the endwtith were met by similar
features on perpendicular alignments thus formingHashape in plan. This was
clearly a single arrangement with a homogenougd ligie-grey clay (507) infilling
throughout. Located roughly central to the alignmeinditch 506 was a square pit
(504) infilled with a dark blue-grey silty clay (50 This was cut to the same depth
as 506 and is most likely to have been part ofstime arrangement. No obvious
function for these features was evident and nosfiwdre encountered although the
location within the walled garden and the formalolat does suggest that they are
related to this use.

The cut features within Trench 5 were overlain bsyeguence of garden soils (508
and 503), the surface of which had been levelladsscthe eastern extent of the
trench by a compacted clay layer (509) immediapeigr to the laying of the tennis
court hardcore bedding and surface (501 and 50®. presence of the compacted
levelling layer (509) marks the point where the dgar interior changes from
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truncating terracing to the west to made grouncelleng to the east for the
construction of the tennis court.

4.2.17 Because of the limitations of the machine reach #rel thickness of the soils
encountered, Trench 7 was excavated to a maximymhdef 1.60 m without
revealing natural deposits (Fig. 6 section 9). Hmvedue to the close proximity of
Trench 5, it was possible to relate these soithdse recorded within Trench 5.

4.2.18 The earliest deposit (706) exposed within Treneiag the same lower soil horizon
as recorded in Trench 5 (508). Cut into this wadmear feature (707), tentatively
interpreted as a stone lined drain constructed lutlestone fragments. The upper
fill of the drain was distinguished by a thin lay&rdegraded limestone (705). The
drain was only partially observed running alongéhstern edge of the trench.

4.2.19 The drain was sealed by a dark grey-brown claydysaiit deposit (704) which equates
to the buried garden soil (503) recorded in TreBctA series of clayey levelling
deposits (703) and (702) sealed the former gardi and raised the ground level to
create the level surface for the tennis court congon (701and 700).

Trench 8

4.2.20 A sandy clay natural (808) was encountered at ¢hdefpl.00 m throughout Trench
8. Towards the western end of the trench two drcpits (820 and 821) were cut
into the natural (Fig. 7). The pits measured 1.Amd 0.8 m in diameter and both
were 0.30 m deep (Fig. 7 section 15). There wadlewr difference between the grey
silty sand fill (822) of these features, suggestingt they were infilled in a single
event. Five sherds (87 g) from a single early Idge carinated vessel were
recovered from this deposit.

4.2.21 A third shallow pit (819) was recorded in the ndidhing section cut into the natural
near the eastern end of the trench (Fig. 7 sedtlgnThis was only identified in the
section after machine excavation in difficult watgged conditions had removed the
shallow remains of the feature in plan. The pit Wla85 m deep, flat-based and
approximately 2.00 m across. It was infilled wittptdistinct deposits (807 and 806).
No finds were encountered although a similar datin¢ adjacent pits (820 and 821)
may be possible given the proximity and similantyappearance of the features.

4.2.22 A thin clayey horizon (815/816) sealed the fillmfs 820 and 821 and was in turn
overlain by a 0.60 m thick colluvial soil (805/8824) that extended throughout the
trench. Three sherds of late Roman pottery werevezed from this deposit during
the machine excavation of the trench, along witlingle fragment of post-medieval
tile.

4.2.23 At the eastern end of the trench this colluvialsaibhad obviously been truncated
by modern landscaping. This was indicated by alpatdarmac (804) overlain by a
sequence of deposits largely consiting of buildindpble, (803 and 802) and
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4.2.24

4.2.25

4.2.26

4.2.27

4.2.28

4.2.29

4.2.30

(801/817). At the western end of the trench thdue@l horizon had been cut by a
likely service trench (810) which included a modshovel handle in its backfill.

The existing topsoil and turf (818) and a parthexmrown path (800) complete the
sequence.

Trench 9

Trench 9 was machine excavated to an average @¢@®0 m below the ground
level exposing two very large features (903 and) @i into the natural sandy clay
(906) (Fig. 8). Only a very small area of the natugeology was exposed in the
trench due to the size of the features, with botiereling beyond the limits of the
excavated area and measuring at least 5.00 m &0dmt.in diameter respectively.
Due to the extremely wet ground conditions it wast possible to excavate pit (907)
although the grey silty clay upper fill (908) wasaonear identical appearance to that
within pit 903.

A small slot was excavated into pit 903 (Fig. 8tsec21) although, due to the
extremely wet conditions and the depth of the feain relation to the adjacent
trench section, it was not possible to investigatestablish its full depth feature.
The earliest fill excavated was a grey sandy-&ily deposit (904). This was overlain
by a mottled mid grey-brown sandy clay (905) whichmed the upper fill of the pit.

Sherds of late Roman pottery were recovered frooh ed these fills. A single

environmental sample taken from fill 904 was rich dharred cereal grain with
abundant quantities of hulled barley and spelt wheth present.

Overlying the pit fills was a 0.30 m thick layer dérk grey brown sandy silt (902).
This produced 21 sherds of late Roman pottery ereavduring machine excavation
and it seems most likely that this horizon represéme colluvial soil layer noted in
Trench 8. Additional late Roman, medieval and postlieval pottery was recovered
from the overlying soil layer (901) which was sealwy the current topsoil and turf
(900).

Trench 10

Trench 10 was positioned to investigate the areards the boundary with Dunstan
Road. The ground slopes down to the north fromstheet and the college boundary
wall. A yellowish sandy clay natural geology wasamntered 0.40 m below the
modern ground level at the north-eastern and seasiern ends of the trench.

At the north-eastern end of the trench was a siagtilar posthole (1010), 0.40 m
across and 0.35 m deep (Fig. 9). No finds were wmteoed within the excavated fill
(1011).

Two parallel ditch-like linear features (1007 ar@ll®) were aligned north to south
across the centre of the trench and to the immediatst of the posthole. Both of
these had vertical sides and flat bases 1.30 m deél.65 m wide at the surface.
They were cut into the natural clayey geology. Bh#d primary silting fills of
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4231

4.2.32

4.2.33

4.2.34

similar depths ottt 0.20 m in their bases (1006 and 1014). Ditch 1@@% largely
infilled with a homogenous compacted clay silt t® surface level. The main fill
within ditch 10013 consisted of a similar soil bwith limestone fragments
incorporated into it (1015) suggesting that thisaadeliberate backfill deposit. The
upper profile of ditch 1013 was levelled with ather stony backfill within a
distinctive yellowish silty deposit (1003). It agpe as though ditch 1007 was the
earlier of the two although the relationship betwélee edge of deposit 1015 and
ditch cut 1007 was not clear and some degree diengoraneity is possible. The
upper part of both infilled ditches was furtherddgd with layer 1002 which also
had a high limestone rubble content amongst a lolakn silty soil.

Two more recent redeposited and/or mixed soil dépand rubble (1008) and
(1001) sealed the ditch sequence and overlay theatayeology to the west of the
ditches. A 0.20 m thick homogenous topsoil and seéled the rubble deposits
completing the sequence and forming part of theeotitawn area.

Trench 12

Trench 12 was sited within the grounds of Stoke ddoto the east of Ruskin Hall

and Stoke Place. The geology at this location csagra yellow/orange soft silty

sand (1204) unlike that encountered within the dnels to the west. This was
encountered at 0.65 m below the modern ground kewvelghout the trench but had
a diffuse contact horizon with the overlying scdlyérs due to the presence of
numerous brown soil marks from root disturbancehiwithe sand (Fig. 10 section
25). This made distinction of cut features reldtiaifficult.

Two features were identified cut into the mottledface of the geology (Fig. 10). A

shallow oval pit (1202), measuring 0.90 m by 0.5Witlh a maximum depth of 0.20

m, was infilled with a single brown sand silt dep¢$203) of similar appearance to
the modern topsoil (Fig. 10 section 24). No findsrevpresent within the excavated
portion of the feature.

Within the southern end of the trench was a recti@mgit (1205), 1.8 m in length,

0.8 m wide and 0.45 m deep. The pit contained ¢éh@ains of an articulated cow and
six sherds of late 12th-13th century pottery thatevrecovered from its silty sand
infill (1206).

4.3 Finds

4.3.1 Full details of the major assemblages recovereddateiled in the appendices.
Summary descriptions are presented below.
Pottery

4.3.2 The evaluation produced seventy five sherds (1950f gottery, the majority of
which date from the late Roman period. However, Isgr@ups of early Iron Age,
late 12th-13th century and 19th-20th century pgtterere also recorded. The
material was in variable condition, though reldtiveew sherds were abraded as a
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4.3.3

4.4

44.1

51

511

5.1.2

result of repeated redeposition. The relative damoe of mortaria within the Roman
assemblage indicates that production of these ptaxte in the very near vicinity of
the site.

Animal Bone

The animal bone assemblage was small (280 fraginentswell preserved with
items recovered from both Roman and medieval ctmtekhe majority of the
assemblage was represented by a single cow bwatabynting for 80% of the
identifiable fragments) dated to late 12th-13thtagn The remains recovered from
the excavated Roman features were varied with soist and non meat bearing
elements from cattle/large mammal present attestirdpmestic activity in the area.
The micro-fauna recovered includes shrews, rodants amphibians also suggest the
close proximity of fields and wet habititats tydicé the contemporary surroundings.

Palaeo-environmental remains

Waterlogged and carbonised plant remains

A single sample from pit 903 (dated late 3rd to déimtury AD) was processed for
the recovery of charred and waterlogged plant remnafhe sample produced well
preserved charred remains and was grain rich, atatmdant hulled barleyHfrdeum
sp.) and speltTiticum spelta L.) grain observed. A few weed/ wild taxa were
observed including goosefooClienopodium spp.) and spurgeE(phorbia spp.)
seeds, as well as a wild radigtaphanus raphanistrum L.) capsule segment.

DISCUSSIONAND | NTERPRETATION

Reliability of field investigation

The results obtained through the combination ofpbgsical survey and intrusive
trench evaluation, covering 3% to 4% of the dewelept areas, can be viewed as a
reliable representation of the archaeological gaiemor the site. Positive results
were encountered within each area, albeit rathmitdd by modern activity with
relation to the geophysical survey. Although thmiting factors of poor ground
water conditions and relatively dense undergrowegises were encountered, these
did not adversely affect the recovery of archadckigevidence. This is represented
by the remains within Trenches 8 and 9 where vesy a@nditions and the depth of
overburden made excavation difficult to the poihtbandonment within Trench 9.
However, this was not before it was possible taiatpositive results that fulfil or
contribute to the aims of the investigation.

Two areas that were not conclusively investigatgdthe evaluation were those
centred upon Trenches 1 and 2. Due to the deptiodern made ground in Trench 1
and the presence of later deposits at which exicavatased within Trench 2, it is
not possible to conclude if earlier features waesent within these areas.
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52

521

522

5.2.3

524

525

Overall interpretation

A range of archaeological features and associateidqs were recorded across the
site. These are discussed by period below.

Prehistoric

The earliest features encountered were the pithirwiTrench 8 that produced
fragments from an early Iron Age carinated vesBeése indicate a presence within
the landscape although it is not clear if theseasgt a ‘one off’ deposit or form

part of an associated settlement. Ongoing excavaby OA at Ardley Quarry 19 km

to the north of Ruskin College have recently reedrdan almost identical

feature/assemblage occurrence within a landscaperemly barren of associated
settlement.

Within Oxford itself scant evidence of early Irorg@\ activity has been recorded
although small-scale excavations to the south efUiversity Science Area have
located some features of this date (Dodd 2003, TH¢. higher ground surrounding
Oxford has produced more evidence of contemporettyement and activity. Two
sites are worthy of particular note with regardhe remains encountered at Ruskin
College. The closest is 1 km to the east at thexdorBernwood First School, North
Way, Barton and is sited in a very similar topodpiapl location overlooking the
Bayswater Brook (Moore 2005). Slightly further &di@ substantial concentration of
early Iron Age material also identifies an unexdasiasite approximately 4.7 km to
the north of Headington on the south slope of Tenill, Woodeaton (OAU 1991).
These, possibly including the Ruskin College remamay be comparable to the hill
slope sites identified to the west of the city (Do@003, 10) adding valuable
evidence to the settlement patterns of this period.

Roman

Roman activity within the site is well attested hiit Trench 9. The ‘pits’
encountered within this trench were large and dedypiried by subsequent soail
accumulation. Consequently, as a result of thistaedunderlying clay geology and
wet conditions, it was not possible to sufficiendycavate these features to get a
detailed understanding of their purpose. Howevke éxcavated deposits have
produced a range of evidence that adds to exigtiidence for the significance of
Roman remains with the grounds of Ruskin College.

The pottery assemblage is particularly notewortlith whe dominance of mortarium
sherds being characteristic of material derivednfrproduction waste. This is
consistent with the previous findings from the Hagtbn area and within the site
boundaries as outlined above (sections 1.3.3 td)l&éhd by Young (1977, 252).
Whilst it is still uncertain if a kiln is presentitiwin the College grounds, it is
reasonable to suggest that activities associatédd avie are being undertaken here.
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5.2.6

527

5.2.8

5.2.9

Indeed, it is possible that the large pits encawctevithin Trench 9 may represent
clay quarries or waterholes.

It is also worth considering the geophysical survéthin the area of Trench 9
(Appendix 5 Figs.1 and 2, Area 1). Whilst it wast mssible to survey the
development impact area specifically, the adjaggotund that was investigated
produced strong magnetic disturbances. These haea Interpreted as modern
disturbance based upon the strength of the readalgsough an archaeological
origin is also possible. Whilst this is not to clusively suggest the definite location
of a kiln or associated debris, it is a viable optiThis also suggests the presence of
pits to the north of those recorded within Trench 9

The record of ‘Romano-British coarse pottery....régdr...from foundation trenches
at the Rookery, Old Headington.’ (Sturdy and Sutaster 1966, 191) is extremely
helpful in defining the extent of the Roman actitttat may be impacted upon by the
current development and the degree of impact pusioexperienced. Firstly, this
reference is clearly to the accommodation blockw@o House) to the immediate
south of Trench 8; a fact established by a smallad¢ion plaque dated 1965 above
the entrance. This also quite clearly refers taniation trenches’ establishing the
likelihood that these had been cut into and digtddrBoman features. However, it is
also very likely that the areas immediately outsadéhe foundation trenches have
not been significantly disturbed, given the degtloverburden recorded in Trenches
8 and 9. Therefore it is reasonable to expect stageee of preservation under the
slab for the existing building. The similar refecerto discoveries made in the 1970s
similarly relate to the construction of Biko Housemediately south-west of Bowen
House; again confirmed by an obliging date plaguEog6.

The combined evidence of the present evaluationth@dast discoveries suggests
the preservation of relatively dense features attvegwestern boundary of the site.
This also corresponds to the position of a raisegef of land that extends into the
valley towards Bayswater Brook providing a suitaldeation from which spring
water would have naturally drained away. In additithe presence of domestic
faunal remains and significant quantities of chdrcereals confirms a reasonable
household presence rather than the potential feitahbe purely a specialised pottery
production site.

Medjeval and post-medieval

The only certain medieval feature recorded witlia site boundaries was the cow
burial encountered within Trench 12 to the easbtoke Place. This was of 12th or
early 13th century date and had been rather uneariensly buried in a cramped
grave on its back with its feet and legs upwardse @ge of the cow indicates that it
would primarily have been for milk production artdck raising and, upon death, it
had been skinned for leather. This could imply thatontemporary settlement is
located nearby, although it offers little othenfievidence as such activities may also
have taken place within fields away from settlemdRdther tantalisingly a single
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5.2.10

5211

5.2.12

5.2.13

abraded sherd of late Saxon St Neots pottery veasratovered from this feature As
highlighted in the background section above, thdiewal settlement of Headington
may have been focused upon a 11th century manaefayal villa, possibly to the
south of the Ruskin College grounds. However, thesgnce of a single abraded
sherd does little to shed any light upon activibéshis period or, indeed, if there are
any significant remains or activities of this periwithin the site boundaries.

Other remains that did not produce artefactualindaévidence may reasonably be
considered to date from the medieval or post-medi@eriods. The steep-sided
ditches and posthole within Trench 10 are the mbstous examples. The trench-
like ditches are aligned broadly NNE-SSW, perpemdic to the line of Dunstan
Road, and may represent a boundary between laip$ $tonting the road. The
posthole within this trench was also a very cleameple but, due to the constraints
of the trench limits, it is not possible to commdénthis relates to a structure or a
free-standing feature. Of course, without cleaimgpgévidence it is not possible to be
conclusive as to the origin of these featuresoaigh comparison of the fill deposits
to those of the earlier features found at thewitald suggest that these are of more
recent origin. Indeed, the stone and rubble filaling these ditches are, perhaps,
most likely to have derived from the constructidnTthe Rookery, or landscaping
associated with it.

The features from two areas most clearly relatethédisted building are those from
within the crinkle-crankle walled garden and thepai@ts within Trench 2.
Unsurprisingly, the features in Trenches 4-7 appe&e garden-related, representing
drainage or planting beds/holes. The stone andamfiwature within Trench 2 is less
clear in purpose but its stratigraphic position\aba garden soil that yielded 19th-
20th century pottery leaves little doubt that ibfsrecent origin. Its position adjacent
to the current tarmac access is perhaps consistinthis being an earlier surface to
the rear of The Rookery and the crinkle-crankleleeabarden. The surface and drain
identified within Trench 1 are also consistent wvifits period.

The trenches within the walled garden also cledegnonstrated the degree of made
ground and truncation caused by the constructiotheftennis court. Significant
made ground deposits were present across the nodhd eastern parts of the court
whereas the southern and south-western part ofdbg had been terraced into the
clay geology to a maximum depth®0.5 m.

Summary discussion

The grounds of Ruskin College (Headington) cledwdywe significant potential to
contain archaeological remains of several peridtie. particular significance of the
early Iron Age remains is not easily understood nted above, this type of feature
can occur either as part of settlement or as alatéesb occurrence. However, with
regard to the Roman remains, it is clear that thetarn portion of the site has high
potential for well preserved remains to surviveoasra larger area. Both the current
evaluation and previous construction works haveoentered significant remains

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. October 2008 15
\\server 1\projects\OXRUSKEV_Ruskin_College Headington_Oxford\002Reports\02_eval_report\01_Production_parts\02_OX
RUSKEV_eval_rep_currentSL.doc



Oxford Archaeology Ruskin College, Oxford (OXRUSK 08)
Archaeological Evaluation Report

across this part of the site with the associatettepo strongly suggesting that
mortarium production was situated close by. Whiistemains inconclusive if the

structural remains of a kiln (or kilns) are locatedthin the boundaries of the

College, it is certain that occupation-style atyivdoes exist along a raised finger of
land that projects slightly into the valley.

5.2.14 The medieval and later remains are, perhaps, igssisant than those of the Roman
period. Certainly very little of interest was diseoed within the crinkle-crankle
walled garden and the other possible garden refatgdres encountered appear to be
of more recent date rather than related to the arth 18th century. However, the
probable 12th or early 13th century cow burial dedtures within Trench 10 do
highlight the potential for some medieval remamgxists within the site boundaries.
Of course, the features within Trench 10 may bdéiezaor later, although this only
serves to highlight the need to understand thetiomand origin of these in greater
detail.
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Figure 1: Site location



Figure 2 Trench location plan
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APPENDICES

APPENDIX 1 ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONTEXT INVENTORY

Co,\r:(t)(.ext Type V\(f;ﬂ;h T?r'nc)k' Comment Finds | No./wt. Date
Trench 1
11.0mx1.6m
100 Layer 0.7 Made ground
101 Layer 0.12 Made ground
102 Layer 0.1 Dark grey clay
103 Layer Natural
104 Structure 0.15 | Stone cobbling/floor
105 Structure Brick drainage gully
106 Layer 0.75 Modern Disturbance
ITrench 2
9.3mx1.6m
200 Layer 0.38 | Topsoil
201 Cut 14 Construction cut pottery| 1/49g 19-20tl
202 Structure Wall
203 Layer 0.1 Subsoil
204 Layer 0.3 Demolition/construction deposit
205 Cut 0.5 Service trench
206 Fill 0.5 Fill of 205
207 Fill Fill of 201
208 Layer 0.3 Modern Disturbance
209 Layer Natural
Trench 3
7.6mx14m
300 Layer 0.2 Topsoll
301 Layer 0.4 Subsoil
302 Layer 0.18 Natural
303 Void Void
304 Cut 0.5 0.3 Treehole
305 Cut 0.9 0.3 Treehole
306 Fill 0.3 Fill of 305
307 Fill 0.3 Fill of 304 animal bone  1/86 g
308 Cut 0.4 0.2 Drainpipe
309 Fill 0.2 Fill of 308
310 Layer Natural
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Context Width

Thick.

No. Type (m) m) Comment Finds | No./wt. Date
Trench 4
9.8mx1.6m
400 Layer 0.2 Tarmac surface
401 Layer 0.15 Made ground
402 Cut 0.2 Land drain
403 Fill Fill of 402
404 Fill Fill of 402
405 Layer Natural
Trench 5
140mx1.6 m
500 Layer 0.13 Tarmac surface
501 Layer 0.1 Made ground
502 Layer Natural
503 Layer 0.6 Buried garden soil
504 Cut 1.6 0.1 Square garden feature
505 Fill 0.1 Fill of 504
506 Cut 0.4 0.1 Linear garden feature
507 Fill 0.1 Fill of 507
508 Layer 0.1 Buried subsoil
509 Layer 0.3 Made ground
Trench 6
5.2mx1.7m
600 Layer 0.43 | Topsoil
601 Layer 0.4 Subsoil
602 Cut 0.4 Treehole
603 Fill 04 Fill of 602
604 Layer Natural
Trench 7
8.4mx1.6m
700 Layer 0.1 Tarmac surface
701 Layer 0.08 Made ground
702 Layer 0.45 Made ground
703 Layer 0.36 Made ground
704 Layer 0.5 Buried garden soil
705 Fill 0.05 Fill of 707
706 Layer Buried subsoil
707 Cut 0.4 Stone lined drain
708 Fill 04 Fill of 707
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Context Width Thick. .
Type Comment Finds | No./wt. Date
No. (m) (m)
Trench 8
10.0mx1.6m
0.2-
800 Layer Path Hardcore
0.65
801 Layer 0.1 Modern disturbance
802 Layer 0.15 Modern disturbance indet. irpn 1/-
803 Layer 0.25 Modern disturbance
804 Layer 0.5 0.18 | Tarmac
pottery 3/379
805 Layer 0.6 Colluvial subsoil 13rd-4th C
cbm 1/21¢g
806 Fill 0.3 Fill of 819
807 Fill 0.35 |Fillof819
808 Layer Natural
809 Layer Same as 808 (natural)
810 Cut 1.0 1.0 Modern linear
811 Fill 0.5 Fill of 810
812 Fill 0.6 Fill of 810
813 Layer 0.6 Same as 805 and 814
814 Layer 0.6 Same as 805 and 813
815 Layer 0.1 Buried soil?
816 Layer 0.1 Same as 815
817 Layer 0.1 Same as 801
818 Layer 0.1 Topsoll
819 Cut 2.0 0.4 Pit
820 Cut 11 0.3 Pit
821 Cut 0.8 0.3 Pit
822 |Fil 0.3 |Fill of 820 and 821 pottery|  5/87 g EarA'égO“
Trench 9
10.0mx1.6m
900 Layer 0.2 Topsoll
Mostly
Roman bu
901 Layer 0.3 Subsoil pottery 23/335g some
medieval
and 20th
pottery 21/641 9
902 Layer 0.3 Made ground/Buried soil 13rd-4th C
animal bone¢ 4/92 g
903 Cut 5.0 0.4 Pit
© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. October 2008 19
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Coﬁf)(t Type V\(fﬁ;h T?nlf)k' Comment Finds | No./wt. Date
pottery 11/432 g
animal bon¢ 56/223 g
904 Fill 0.4 Fill of 903 mortar 3/360g | I3rd-4th C
cbm 1/1g
slag 1/1g
pottery 5/322 g
905 Fill 0.15 |Fill of 903 13rd-4th C
animal bon¢ 4/403 g
906 Layer Natural
907 Cut 45 Pit
908 Fill 4.5 Fill of 907
[Trench 10
9.8mx1.7m
1000 |Layer 0.2 Topsoll
1001 |Layer 0.2 Stone rubble
1002 |Layer 0.25 | Subsoail
1003 Fill 0.35 Fill of 1013
1004 |Fill 0.65 | Fill of 2007
1005 |Layer Natural
1006 |Fill 0.4 Fill of 1007
1007 |Cut 2.0 1.2 Linear
1008 |Layer 0.3 Brick rubble
1009 |Void Void
1010 |Cut 04 0.35 | Post hole
1011 Fill 0.35 Fill of 1010
1012 |Void Void
1013 (Cut 18 11 Linear
1014 |Fill 0.2 Fill of 1013
1015 Fill 0.6 Fill of 1013 and 1017
[Trench 12
10.0mx1.8m
1200 |Layer 0.35 | Topsoll
1201 |Layer 0.35 | Subsoil
1202 |Cut 0.5 0.2 Post hole
1203 Fill 0.2 Fill of 1202
1204 |Layer Natural
1205 |Cut 0.8 0.45 | Animal burial
pottery 6/92 g
1206 Fill 0.45 Fill of 1205 12-13th C
animal bon¢ 214/7111 ¢
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APPENDIX 2 POTTERY

by Paul Booth

Excavation of the features encountered produceensg¥ive sherds (1950 g) of pottery. The
majority of this assemblage is of late Roman datieitbalso includes small groups assigned
to the early Iron Age and the late 12th-13th centlitvo small sherds of 19th-20th century
date are not considered further. The pottery wasrded rapidly using codes in the OA

standard systems for Roman and post-Roman pofteeymaterial was in variable condition,

though relatively few sherds were abraded as dtrektepeated redeposition.

Table 1: Quantities (no. sherds/weight) of pottery by context and broad period

Context Iron Age Roman Medieval POSt._ Date/Comment
medieval
208 1/4 19-20C
240-400, but 1 post-medieval
805 3137 CBM fragment (20 g)
822 5/87 Early Iron Age carinated jar
901 20/314 2/9 1/12 19-20C
902 21/641 240-400, probably 4C
904 11/432 270-400
905 5/322 240-400
1206 6/92 late 12-13C
TOTAL | 5/87 60/1746 8/101 2/16
Iron Age

The Iron Age sherds, in a sand and clay-pellet-teegb fabric, were all from a single vessel,
a carinated bowl of early Iron Age type. The forgnniot sharply tripartite, but is broadly
comparable to vessels such as Harding (1972), PateG, from Chinnor and is also
paralleled by unpublished examples from Yarnton.

Roman

The Roman pottery consisted almost entirely of potgl of the Oxford industry. The fabrics
present were:

F51 Oxford red-brown colour-coated ware, 7 sherds

M22 Oxford white ware mortarium fabric, 24 sherds

M31 Oxford white slipped oxidised mortarium fabricsherd
M41 Oxford red-brown colour-coated mortarium fabdicsherd
W10 Oxford white ware, 9 sherds

W11 Oxford parchment ware, 2 sherds

010 Oxford fine oxidised ware, 5 sherds

081 Pink grogged ware, 2 sherds

R10 Oxford fine reduced ware, 3 sherds

R30 Oxford medium sandy reduced ware, 5 sherds

B30 Wheelmade imitation black-burnished ware, Idhe

The only certain non-Oxford product was fabric O8firoduced at Stowe in
Buckinghamshire, though in addition it is quiteelik that fabric B30 was not a local product,
but its source is unknown. Amongst the Oxford mateéhe dominance of mortarium sherds
is noteworthy. This is characteristic of materiatrided from production waste, the
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proportion of mortaria being completely unrepreaémné of domestic assemblages. Nine of
the 16 vessels represented by rim sherds were magrteith single examples of Young
(1977) white ware (fabric M22) types M18 and M2@ aix examples of type M22. These
vessels, together with an example of type WC7 lmi¢éaM31, all indicate a date range of AD
240 or later. This range is supported by all theeotim sherds, which included examples of
Oxfordshire types C18 and C47 (and a body shefd5df) in the colour-coated fabric F51, a
type P24 bowl in parchment ware fabric W11 and, jansowl and a dish in fabrics R10, O81,
B30 and R30 respectively. A fragmentary mortariim sherd, missing the end of the flange
but probably of the M10 family, was the only sh#rdt is almost certain to have predated the
middle of the 3rd century AD.

Medieval

A single context (1206) was dated to the medieeailopl by a small group of sherds, and two
further medieval sherds came from topsoil in TreAchrhe fabrics present (after Mellor
1994) were:

OXR St Neots type ware (shell), 1 sherd

OXAC Early medieval Oxford ware (sand and oolitiodstone), 1 sherd
OXY Late Saxon-medieval Oxford ware (sand), 3 sberd

OXBF ‘South-west Oxon’ ware (sand and flint), 1 she

OXAQ East Wiltshire ware (flint), 2 sherds

Only a single rim sherd was present, from a cooking of late 12th-13th century type in
fabric OXY. The fabrics are unremarkable and suggesvity from the late Saxon period to
the 13th century, or just possibly a little lat€he single sherd of St Neots type ware was
noticeably abraded compared to the other sherd&ghwh consistent with its potentially
earlier date range.

Discussion

The pottery indicates the presence of isolatedufeatof early Iron Age and late 12th-13th
century date. The majority of the material, howewd@monstrates Roman activity in the
vicinity, principally from the middle of the 3rd owry onwards. This appears to have
included a domestic component, indicated by vesseisn-local fabrics O81 and (probably)
B30, but the bulk of the pottery was locally prodd@nd the balance of fabrics and forms, in
particular the dominance of mortaria, indicates #wame of this production took place in the
very near vicinity of the site. There is an abseotebvious wasters, but this is commonly
the case with mortarium production (though the eplanof type M20 is fairly clearly
overfired). The discoloration of a number of thertanum and other white ware sherds is
also reminiscent of production site debris, asefample at Blackbird Leys and Lower Farm,
Nuneham Courtenay. Comparable material has beenl ficdm the vicinity previously, with
the same observation that ‘the heavy preponderahceortaria .... suggests a kiln site.’
(Young 1977, 252). The precise location of suclirade kilns remains uncertain, however.

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. October 2008 2
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APPENDIX 3  ANIMAL BONE

by Rachel Scales

Methods

The animal bone was recorded following Serjean{4886). Where possible fragments were
identified to species using the OA reference cailbec Fragments that could not be identified
to species were put into categories: large mamimati{e.g. cattle, horse or large deer) and
micro-mammal sized (e.g. shrew, vole, amphibian).

Results

A total of 279 bones were recovered from the siteyhich 236 were identifiable to species
level; of the 279 bones, 48 (17 %) were recoverethfone sieved environmental bulk
sample. CattleBos taurus) was the most frequent species present making03p &f the
identifiable fragments in the assemblage (Tablaltfjough it should be noted that this is
strongly biased by the presence of a single agiedl cow burial. Other species recorded in
small numbers were shrew, rodent, amphibian andl disla. The features associated with
the animal bone assemblage relate to two distiedbgs; late Roman (AD 240-400) and
medieval (12th -13th century).

Table 1. Number and percentage of identifiable bones.

Taxon NISP (countable only) %
Cattle 223 80
Shrew 3 1
Rodent 4 1
IAmphibian 5 2
Fish 1 0
Total 236 34
Roman Bone

A total of 65 bone fragments (804 g) were recovdredh four different Roman contexts
(Table 2). Of these 30 were identifiable to spetéesl. Table 2 shows the contexts, species
and elements of the bones recovered from the R&Hlilege Roman features. Cattle was the
only domestic mammal recorded.

The condition of the bones varied from good to paath the highest number of small bones
and unidentifiable fragments being recovered frbmn sieved environmental sample (904).
No burnt or carnivore gnawed bones were recorded. [arge mammal ribs showed signs of
butchery with the cut marks indicative of the dismbering process. The presence of both
meat bearing and non meat bearing cattle elemeadtthea butchery marks recorded appear to
reflect domestic activity.

The site lies close to the Bayswater Brook, whiald la number of springs running into it.

The presence of micro-fauna such as shrews, rqdants amphibians in the assemblage
suggests a close proximity to field and wetlanditadd and probably reflects the immediate
hinterland at the time. The Bayswater Brook aneastr systems would probably have
provided a rich grassland environment for domestiimals, such as cattle, to graze.
Excavations at Manor Ground also found evidencaufiport the case for the agricultural use
of the site during this period (JMHS 2003).
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Table 2. The number of mammal bones recorded in each Roman context from Ruskin College, Oxford.

CONTEXT | ELEMENT SPECIES
® | 30 = ) = | 3° o
D - S| 2 3
g =
Ty
D
307 Radius 1
treehole
902 Femur 1
buried soil Vertebra 1
Rib 2
904 Horncore 1
pit fill Mandible 1 2
Tooth 1 1
Humerus 1
Long bone 2 3 2
Vertebra 1 1 1
Indet. 3 1 35
905 Metacarpal 1
pit fill Metatarsal 1
Tibia 2
Total 8 4 3 4 4 6 1 35
Medieval Bone

An articulated cattle skeleton represented by 2drelfragments (7111 g) from deposit 1206
(pit 1205) dating to the 12th or 13th century wias bnly animal bone recovered from the
medieval period. The skeleton was very well presgrwith only a small amount of
fragmentation occurring (mostly caused during Msawation and lifting).

Analysis of the tooth wear revealed that this washlerly cow. A number of small bone
pathologies indicative of old age were also notedhe skeleton. Given the sex and age of
this animal, it is likely that it was used for milkd breeding purposes.

The fact that the skeleton was articulated indedbat this animal was not consumed for
meat. Several cut marks on one of its metacarpalsever, do suggest that the animal was
skinned before burial. Furthermore, the only bomesbe noticeably missing from the
recovered skeleton were some of the phalangesalsaapd tarsals. It is quite possible that
these were removed with the skin during the skigmirocess.

This skeleton therefore, gives some evidence foe@nomy where a cow was most likely
kept for milk and livestock breeding purposes uittilied of old age or illness. The burial of
the animal probably represents the disposal of r@asa that was not deemed fit for
consumption. Its skin was removed before buriad &y-product, indicating the utilisation of
an animal (even after its death) and disposal&itbsequent remains rather than a burial

with sentimental purpose or meaning.
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APPENDIX 4  PLANT REMAINS
by Wendy Smith

One sample was collected from deposit 904 within Qi3 and was processed for the
recovery of charred and waterlogged plant remdihs. deposit is dated to the late 3rd to 4th
century AD.

Method

The charred plant remains were rapidly scannedasseéssed from the flots using a low-
power binocular microscope at magnifications betweE2.5 and x40. Since the sample was
obviously rich, only a small sub-sample was scanfedthe purposes of this report.
Comparative material was not consulted and quaatifin is a subjective approximation.

Results

The results for charred and possible waterloggadtpiemains from sample 1 (context 904)
are presented in Table 1. This table also incluleemi-quantitative record of any other
environmental remains (bones, molluscs or charauaderved during the assessment of this
material. Nomenclature for economic plants follo®hary and Hopf (2000) and
nomenclature for indigenous taxa follows Stace {)9%he traditional binomial system for
the cereals has been used here, following ZohatyHapf (2000).

This sample was clearly well-preserved and graih;riwith abundant hulled barley
(Hordeum sp.) and speltTfiticum spelta L.) grain observed. Indeterminate wheatitjcum
sp.) grains and one emmeéfriicum dicoccum Schiibl.) grain was also identified. Small
quantities of spelt glume bases, as well as indeétate wheat glume bases and highly
fragmented rachis nodes were noted. A few weedd walxa were observed including
goosefoot Chenopodium spp.) and spurgeE(phorbia spp.) seeds, as well as a wild radish
(Raphanus raphanistrum L.) capsule segment.

Discussion

Roman period charred plant remains are poorly sgmted in Oxford. Published late Roman
charred plant remains are reported from the Cheyritstsearch Laboratory (2-4 South Parks
Road, Challinor 2005) and Mansfield College (P@llin000) in Oxford. The Chemistry
Research Laboratory at 2-4 South Parks Road, Oxfiarduced 2nd and 3rd/4th century AD
charred plant assemblages that were particularlgffcith (spelt glume bases and
indeterminate emmer/ spelt glume bases). Mansfietdlege produced four grain-rich
samples from a 3rd/ 4th century AD gully surroumdan building. Unlike Ruskin College,
however, Pelling (2000, 324) has established thaher {Triticum dicoccum Schiibl.) grain
was the dominant wheat in use. The grain-rich abkegga from Ruskin College contains
abundant hulled barley grains and hulled wheatngravhich appear to be primarily spelt
(Triticum spelta L.). In addition, spelt glume bases have also hszserved. Although only
one sample, this provides a different result tchbihie Mansfield College and Chemistry
Research Laboratory data.
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APPENDIX 5 GEOPHYSICAL SURVEY

by P.M.Cottrell with A. Bartlett of Bartlett-Clark Consultancy
I ntroduction

The geophysical survey as described forms pat@farchaeological evaluation carried out
in the grounds of the OIld Headington campus of Rugkollege. The evaluation was

undertaken in connection with a planning applicafior a programme of development work
at the site, which has been submitted by the oeltegOxford City Council. The requirement

for a geophysical survey as part of the evaluaisospecified in the brief for the project

issued by the City Council.

The survey was commissioned on behalf of the celleg Oxford Archaeology, and the
fieldwork done on 5th March 2008. Copies of plahsveing the survey data plots were
supplied to Oxford Archaeology on completion of theldwork, and in advance of
subsequent trenching. The results are now presémetitogether with brief comments on
their significance.

The Site

The site at present contains a number of moderrearigbr buildings and outbuildings in the

grounds of an 17th century house (The Rookery).eofrthe modern buildings are to be

demolished and replaced as part of the developswrme. Other new developments are
proposed in the grounds of Stoke House, which foamsextension to the campus, and is
located to the east of Stoke Place. The main siel@oks open fields to the north, but much
of the remaining open ground within its boundaties been planted or landscaped. Only
limited areas of the site therefore appear to medai original ground surface of a kind which

might be suitable for geophysical investigation.

The survey location plan (Fig. 1) shows the prododevelopment areas (which are cross
hatched in blue, and numbered 1-8). These areaslmexisting buildings which are to be

replaced, as well as woodland, tennis courts, dahdrmbstructions. The intention was to

collect magnetometer survey data wherever possifilén these areas. The actual survey
coverage which was achieved is indicated by thersmposed cross hatching in orange. The
survey was extended beyond the proposed developriteabme places so that data could be
collected from unobstructed ground nearby.

Geology

The site is located near to the boundary of twoaskic formations. Corallian deposits
(described on BGS sheet 237 as calcareous sanjisdead to the south, and the Oxford
Clay to the north. Sites with bedrock of these qusiusually provide soil conditions which

are favourable for the magnetic detection of arolwagcal features, although at this site the
complexity of recent land use is likely to have raager influence on the results than the
underlying geology.

Survey Procedure
The procedure used for the survey was recorded etagpeter surveying. This is the method

most likely to detect burnt debris associated watly Roman pottery making or other
industrial activity at the site. It may also deteetlated structures such as kilns. A

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. October 2008 27
\\server 1\projects\OXRUSKEV_Ruskin_College Headington_Oxford\002Reports\02_eval_report\01_Production_parts\02_OX
RUSKEV_eval_rep_currentSL.doc



Oxford Archaeology Ruskin College, Oxford (OXRUSK 08)
Archaeological Evaluation Report

magnetometer survey should also, in principle, oadpto such features as ditches,
enclosures or hearths which may be associated lati¢h periods of settlement at the site,
although modern subsurface disturbances will aésddiected.

A magnetometer survey will rarely find such relativnon-magnetic structural remains as
stone wall footings, which are more likely to beei¢ed in a resistivity survey. This was not
done here because a complex and disturbed sitanlikely to provide clear or useful
resistivity findings, and the primary concern wastést for evidence of Roman industrial
activity.

Readings were taken with Bartington 1m fluxgateds881 gradiometers at 25cm intervals
along transects 1m apart. The results are presémtéwe plans of this report as grey scale
images in figure 2 and as graphical (x-y trace}spla figure 3, both at 1:1000 scale. An
interpretation of the survey results is shown gxed the graphical plot in figure 3, and is
reproduced separately to provide a summary ofitttenfgs in figure 4.

The survey plots show the magnetometer readings afandard treatments which include
adjustment for irregularities in line spacing caud®y variations in the instrument zero
setting, and slight linear smoothing.

The survey within each of the areas investigated tied to temporary grid markers or a
baseline, and located on the site plan by meamseafsurements to adjacent buildings or
structures. These have been related to the OS grid.

Results
Findings from Areas 1-8 are described in turn.
Areal

The southern part of the proposed development iareastructed by an existing building,
and by shrubbery. The survey was therefore extermtwdss open ground to achieve
equivalent coverage to the north and east. Theeguplots show very strong magnetic
disturbances across much of this area, as indidatezhading in figures 3 and 4. Both the
grey scale and graphical plots (Figs. 2 and 3hf &and the other survey areas have been
drawn at lower sensitivities than usual becausehef strength of much of the detected
magnetic activity.

The western part of the survey in Area 1 is freestobng background disturbances, and a
group of individual magnetic anomalies (as outliiieded in Figs. 3 and 4) can be seen in the
north west corner.

The significance of these findings is difficult éstablish from the survey evidence alone,
given the extreme strength of much of the deteatagnetic activity. Archaeological features
were seen here during the trenching, but they \lledefined, and difficult to characterise.
The findings included potsherds, perhaps suggestiagmortaria were produced nearby. A
build-up of modern soil was noticed above theséufesa, together with a former metalled
path. It is probable, therefore, that much of thegnetic activity arises from modern debris
within the recent soil layer, rather than undedyarchaeological features. Roman industrial
remains can be strongly magnetic, but it would besual for the magnetic response to be as
strong as is seen here. The presence of moderistgilar material in the metalling could
account for the observed response.
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A pottery production site, by contrast, would pgrhashow strong individual magnetic
anomalies (representing kilns, stoke holes or waséaps), with more moderate readings
elsewhere. It remains a possibility, however, thathaeological features or debris might
contribute to the total magnetic response in theaa

Areas2 and 3

Area 2 is located next within the crinkle-cranklalled garden, but is occupied by buildings
and hard tennis courts. The tennis court was sciahnefly with the magnetometer to test
the nature of the response, but gave wild readings.

Area 3 is covered by overgrown woodland, with muetent rubbish in the only open corner.
Neither of these areas was therefore suitable foagnetometer survey.

Area 4

Most of the proposed area was surveyed apart fremadl section at the western edge of the
area where tree cover made it difficult to workeTdurvey has picked up strong magnetic
anomalies along the southern wall, and over a Bhhoke cover. Some other magnetic

anomalies (as outlined in blue) are probably causeferrous objects. A communications

cable is shown on the site plan beneath this ot is not included in the visible layers of

the plan as reproduced here). This was not clektigcted in the survey.

The trenching in this area appeared to show theepee of ditches. These may contribute to
the disturbed response along the southern bountatyptherwise have not been clearly
detected.

Area5

Much of the proposed development area is occupyeskisting buildings, and only a sample

block at the north east of the area could be sadeyhe results from this survey show
interference from the nearby brick walls in thethewest corner. A sewage pipe is known to
run through this area, but its response is probabscured by magnetic interference from the
adjacent building.

Area 6

Just over half of the proposed area could be sedie@overage of the eastern part of the site
was restricted by the presence of a greenhouséreesl The survey results seem to confirm
the presence of a known sewage pipe. There aresalse magnetic disturbances of a
probably modern origin at the northern edge ofsite

Area7
The proposed survey area was bisected by a regaivail running north to south, with raised
ground to the east. Only the lower western parthef proposed area was surveyed. The

survey appears to have responded mainly to the teadl water tank at the north-east of the
site, and to a known sewage pipe.

Area 8

There is a fenced-off vegetable patch in the wagtart of the proposed area, which was not
surveyed. The magnetometer plots show strong amesnaldicative of buried ferrous or
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other modern material. Magnetic disturbances ctosthe southern boundary are probably
caused by the extant fence.

Conclusions

Geophysical results from a confined and disturbedare always difficult to interpret with
confidence, but the findings here perhaps help tcainsthe number of locations at which
Roman industrial features might possibly be found.

The particularly strong magnetic interference agnosich of Area 1 appears to result from
modern infilling rather than underlying archaeot@jifeatures, but it is not impossible that
debris from a nearby pottery making site could Gbate to the overall response.

The trenching does not appeared to have produdddree of industrial activity or remains
in the other proposed development areas, which meagonsistent with the apparent lack of
such findings in the survey results from those sréd&ere are strong magnetic anomalies in
all the areas, but there do not appear to be agrlgl defined individual disturbances of a
kind to be expected from pottery kilns or relatedttires. Some of the magnetic anomalies
could represent individual buried metal objects] athers may relate to known underground
services. The ditches identified by trenching ir#&# do not appear to be distinguishable in
the survey data from other strong magnetic distuzba nearby. It is perhaps therefore
unlikely that substantial industrial features amesgnt in the areas investigated, except
perhaps in the vicinity of Area 1.
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APPENDIX 7 SUMMARY OF SITE DETAILS

Site name:Ruskin College, Old Headington, Oxford

Site code:OXRUSK 08

Grid reference: SP 543 078

Type of evaluation:

Date and duration of project: 10th March - 19th March 2008
Area of site:

Summary of results: Oxford Archaeology undertook a two-stage field aasibn within the
Headington grounds of Ruskin College on behalthef €College prior to determination of an
application for redevelopment. This took the forfraomagnetometer survey followed by the
excavation of 12 trial trenches to investigate ithpact areas of the proposed development.
The geophysical survey produced limited resultscaigh the trenches identified remains of
early Iron Age, Roman and medieval/post-medievid.dBhe Roman remains were restricted
to Trench 9 although these are consistent withipusvdiscoveries along the western fringe
of the College grounds suggesting occupation al@mgised finger of land. The Roman
pottery assemblages also imply the close proxinifya mortarium production site.
Significant domestic charred cereal remains wemorded from the excavated Roman
feature.

Medieval remains were more limited although a 1@trearly 13th century cow burial was
encountered by Stoke House within the easterngrouf the site. No significant remains
were encountered within the listed crinkle-crankbdled garden.

Location of archive: The archive is currently held at OA, Janus Housendy Mead,
Oxford, OX2 OES, and will be deposited with Oxfdite County Museums Service in due
course, under the following accession number;: OQd@8.21.
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