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18, THE PROMENADE, MARYPORT, CUMBRIA:
ARCHAEOLOGICAL WATCHING BRIEF
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INTRODUCTION

A planning application (2/2013/0576) was made byNartyn Stevenson for
the construction of a new-build front extensionaelied to 18, The
Promenade, Maryport, Cumbria (NGR NY 0372 3715;Big

As the site lies immediately to the south-westhaf Hadrianic FortAppendix
1), it is possible that the property lies within afymer parade ground
associated with the fort, and that the extramuestlesnent may also extend
into this area. Consequently, Cumbria County Cdisklistoric Environment
Service (CCCHES) attached a condition to the plagniapplication,
stipulating that an archaeological watching briebidd be maintained during
the ground works for the development. These remergs were conveyed to
Oxford Archaeology North (OA North) and a Writtenhe@me of Investigation
(WSI) was produced Appendix ). OA North were subsequently
commissioned to undertake the watching brief.

The archaeological background to the site and thnadology employed has
been summarised within the W@igpendix L

METHODOLOGY

The watching brief was undertaken by Jeremy Bradieyaccordance with
OA North standards (which in turn meet those of IEhgHeritage and the
Institute of Field Archaeologists). The groundworksr the proposed
extension comprised the excavation of strip fouiedat located on the front
(west) of the property. The strip foundations meagu0.6m wide by 0.8m
deep, and extended some 8m north/south by 5m emsst(ig 2; Plate 1). All
excavation was undertaken by a mini-tracked excayvatsing a toothless
bucket.

RESULTS

The strip foundations located on the western sidie property (Figs 2 and
3) contained, at the base, natural geology (reddlistvn silty clay,01). Lying
above this was an intermittent layer of roundedbted 02), varying in size
between 50 and 70mm. Overlying the cobbles andaageology was a layer
of reddish-brown silty clay03), some 0.2m thick, which was devoid of
artefacts. Its similarity to the Roman depositsnibiboth to the front and rear
of Number 19, The Promenade (OA North 2013) suggadRoman date for
this deposit. This was, in turn, sealed by a layetopsoil 04), which was
capped by rubble and a concrete surf@& (
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4 DISCUSSION

1.2.1 The deposits revealed within the strip foundaticaats Number 18, The
Promenade, comprised intermittent cobbli@g) (@nd a layer of silty clayog).
An isolated patch of cobbling (recorded as dep®gji similar to02, was also
identified within the rear (east) strip foundatiook a recent extension to
Number 19, The Promenade (OA North 2013). Cobhtiad previously been
reported when the houses were first built in th20k9(Bailey 1923), and was
a typical Roman construction technique.

1.2.2 Clay layer 03), at Number 18, was a continuation of a layer ¢d&p04)
identified during the watching brief on Number igich contained Samian
ware pottery, and sealed a layer of yellow claythBayers03 and 04 and the
cobbles Q2 and 07) were probably Roman levelling deposité#sas, either
associated with the parade ground for the Hadri&oit, or, perhaps more
contentiously, part of the rampart of the putaflvajanic or late-Flavian fort
(Flynn 2006 a and b).
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Plate 1:

Plate 2:

Plate 3:

Plate 4: deposits within the new foundations
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APPENDIX 1: WRITTEN SCHEME OF INVESTIGATION

Oxford
Archaeology
July 2013 North

18, THE PROMENADE
MARYPORT,,
CUMBRIA
CAl156

Written Scheme of Investigation for:
ARCHAEOLOGICAL WATCHING BRIEF

Proposals

The following project design is offered in respomsea request for a proposed archaeological
watching brief at 18, The Promenade, Maryport issly Cumbria County Council's Historic
Environment Service.
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BACKGROUND

CIRCUMSTANCES OF PROJECT

Oxford Archaeology North (OA North) have produckéd following Written Scheme of Investigations
for an archaeological Watching Brief on constructiwork for a new-build extension to be attached to
a property: 18, The Promenade, Maryport, CA15 @nRhg Reference 2/2013/0576 (Fig 1).
Specifically, it proposes monitoring all activitieshich will result in a below-ground-level impact,
where there is significant potential for disturbisugy archaeological deposits that may be presdms. T
document has been produced at the request of Canttwinty Council’s Historic Environment
Service (CCCHES) and is in accordance with the @d@CCHES have given to Allerdale Borough
Council, which states:

An archaeological watching brief shall be undentekg a qualified archaeologist during the courséhefground works of
the permitted development. The archaeological viagchrief shall be in accordance with a writtenestle of investigation
which has been submitted by the applicant and apgrdy the Local Planning Authority in advance bé tpermitted
development. Within two months of the completiontaf permitted development, 3 copies of the regiwat! be furnished to
the Local Planning Authority.

The purposes of the watching brief have been spdcids being in order to “...afford a reasonable
opportunity for an examination to be made to deieenthe existence of any remains of archaeological
interest within the site and for the investigatam recording of such remains”.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND

The Roman site at Maryport occupies a prominenitipasoverlooking the Solway Firth, to the north
of the modern town. It comprises the earthwork riemaof an auxiliary fort and an extensive
extramural (civil) settlement, the main focus fdmi@h appears to have been to the north and nogh-ea
of the fort. Much of the site is a Scheduled Monat¢SM 27746), and, as part of the Cumbrian
coastal defences, the fort formed an integral pathe Hadrianic frontier system in northern Englan
(Breeze 2006, 373-5), the best-known element otlwrs Hadrian’s Wall itself.

Antiquarian interest in Roman Maryport dates baxkhe sixteenth century, but very little modern
excavation has been undertaken. However, highlyifsignt discoveries were made in the extramural
settlement during the late-nineteenth century (Big Unquestionably the most important of these
occurred in April 1870, when a ‘cache’ of 17 secaedtury altars was found (Bruce 1874, 178; 1875)
at a locationc 300m north-east of the fort. Today, the altaramfdhe core focus of the Netherhall
Collection at the Senhouse Museum. They are ofriat®nal significance, and make Maryport unique
in Roman Britain (Wilson 1997a, 32). Re-investigatof this site in 2011-12 by Newcastle University
(Newcastle University 2012) revealed that the 'ditsind in 1870 were in fact substantial post-pile
remains of a large, late Roman (or possibly imntetligpost-Roman) timber building, or a series of
buildings on the same site, in which the altars hadn reused as post-packing or post-p#ald; (
Haynes and Wilmott 2012). The building/buildingsynteve been associated with a small number of
inhumation burials.

Research on the site of Roman Maryport continueautih the twentieth century, although with only
limited excavation (Jarrett 1976; Flynn 2006a; 200€f key significance was the production of two
volumes of essayfRoman Maryport and its setting: Essays in memorilighael G Jarrett(Wilson
1997b) and Romans on the Solway: Essays in honour of Richaith@&uise (Wilson and Caruana
2004). The latter volume included an account ofragmmme of extensive geophysical survey
undertaken across much of the site between 200®@64 (Biggins and Taylor 2004 (Fig 2)). This
survey resulted in the production of an exceptigndétailed plan of much of the settlemenp (cit
114, fig 5.9), and revealed a great variety ofdfezsgdassociated with both the fort and the extramural
settlement, including a large number of discreteperties’ or ‘building plots’, extending for seabr
hundred metres on both sides of the road leadintp+gast from the fort’'s east gaibid). A second,
more intensive, programme of geophysical surveyrkasntly been undertaken (Biggins and Taylor
2010), but this was restricted largely to the aeRobinson’s ‘temples’ and the find spot of thtaed.

Number 18, The Promenade, is sited immediatelpe¢csbuth-west of the Hadrianic Fort. It is probable
that the property lies within any parade groundoeisgsed with the fort, however, the extramural

For the use of Mr Martyn Stevenson © OA North: October 2013



18, The Promenade, Maryport, Cumbria: ArchaeolobWatching Brief 9

settlement may also extend on this side of thedsrivell as to the north east of it. Indeed, the420
geophysical survey depicts archaeological featuneduding probable structural remains, continuing
into an area to the south-west of the fort ancheodast of the property. Excavations, undertakem fo
playground there, in 2005 (Flynn 2006 a and b)nébavidence suggesting that a larger earthwork fort
dating either to the Trajanic or late-Flavian pds@xtended into this area.

OXFORD ARCHAEOLOGY NORTH (OA NORTH)

OA North has considerable experience of the evialmaand excavation of sites of all periods,
having undertaken a great number of small and laogde projects throughout Northern England,
including Cumbria, during the past 35 years. OAtNds an Institute of Field Archaeologists (IFA)
registered organisation, number 17, and all its b of staff operate subject to the IFA Code of
Conduct. A rigorous approach is taken towards hemitd safety and our staff are CSCS accredited.
OA North are insured for third party liability ancarry Public, Employers and Professional
indemnity.

AIMS AND OBJECTIVES
PROJECT AIMS

The watching brief will monitor all construction vks that will result in a below-ground-level impact
and where there is significant potential for dibtng any archaeological remains that may be present
For example all excavations for foundations, s@wjareas for stockpiling or hard-standing. Thik wi
be with the intention of identifying and appropeigt characterising and recording any archaeological
features or deposits present within the impactegezdhis information will be used to inform a
decision regarding whether such archaeological resn@an be preserved situ or whether there is a
requirement to excavate them and preserve thenedyrd. In the event of the latter, archaeological
work will be undertaken so as to ensure that anrate record of the archaeological remains is made
and that, as far as is possible, they are undetstoo

REPORT AND ARCHIVE PRODUCTION

If the results of the watching brief are negatievery brief report to this effect can be produfmedhe
client and supplied to CCCHES, upon their requfsany significant archaeology is identified a
suitable level of analysis/reporting will be agresith the client and CCCHES. Such a report willaas
minimum include:

A site location plan, related to the national grid;

A front cover/frontispiece which includes the planmnapplication number and the national
grid reference of the site;

The dates on which the fieldwork was undertaken;
A concise, non-technical summary of the results;

An explanation of any agreed variations to thefpiieluding justification for any analyses
not undertaken;

A description of the methodology employed, work @rtedken and the results obtained;

Plans and sections at an appropriate scale, shawntpcation and position of deposits and
finds located, and absolute heights above OrdnBatem;

A list of, and dates for, any finds recovered artksacription and interpretation of the deposits
identified;

For the use of Mr Martyn Stevenson © OA North: October 2013
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A description of any environmental or other speésfalvork undertaken and the results
obtained.

Three copies of the report will be deposited whk County Historic Environment Record (CHER)
within a reasonable period following the completiminfieldwork. This will be on the understanding
that the report will be made available as a pulddicument through the CHER.

The results of the watching brief will be made &dale for inclusion in a summary report to a suitab
regional or national archaeological publicatiofuither archaeological fieldwork is expected.

An archive will be prepared in accordance with theommendations in Brown (2007). Arrangements
will be made for its long term storage and depositvith an appropriate repository. A copy shalbals
be offered to the National Monuments Record.

In the event that any finds are recovered, thestearof the ownership of finds will be made to adb
or relevant specialist museum, assuming the landowives their approval. The County Historic
Environment Service will be notified of the arrangents made.

Cumbria HER is taking part in the Online Accessridex of Archaeological Investigations (OASIS)
project. The online OASIS form at http://www.oaacsuk/ will, therefore, also be completed as péart o
the project. This will be on the understanding fh&rmation on projects undertaken in Cumbria will
be made available through the above website, unkbeswise agreed.

METHOD STATEMENT
FIELDWORK

All aspects of the evaluation shall be conducteddoordance with the Institute for Archaeologists’
Code of Condudi2009).

The archaeological techniques will be selectedattse the minimum amount of destruction. Work will
proceed in such a manner as to avoid any unnegedskays to construction and will comply with all
relevant health and safety regulations. All of #hosorking on site will be made aware of the
significance and history of the site.

An archaeologist will attend the site, on the rexjued the client or their representative, to monday
below-ground works which will have a significanttgotial of disturbing any archaeological remains
that might be present. It is anticipated that thik include all hand-dug or mechanical strippinf) o
topsoil etc and/or deeper excavation, for example, site ctemrafoundations, drains or service
trenches or areas for storage or hardstanding.

If archaeological features or deposits are encoedteluring excavation, measures will be taken to
safeguard them, and the client and CCCHES will fiferimed, as soon as is practicable. If the
archaeological remains are of limited significameel/or extent, it may be possible to mitigate them
during the course of the watching brief. In the rdvaf more significant remains being discovered, a
decision will be reached, through discussion witle tclient and CCCHES, as to whether the
archaeology can be preseniadsitu or whether it should be excavated and preservagdyrd. In the
case ofin situ preservation, an explicit methodology will needhte determined to ensure that the
archaeological remains are not compromised. If wadian is preferred, a methodology for this will
agreed with the contractor that allows sufficiemtet for the archaeology to be excavated and redorde
and which causes the minimal amount of disruptiothé construction works.

Any human remains found will be leift situ, covered and protected. No further investigatiath w
normally proceed beyond that necessary to estaliishdate and character of the burial, and the
CCCHES and the local Coroner will be informed immaégly if a burial is discovered. If removal is
essential, the exhumation of any funerary remaiilisraquire the provision of a Ministry of Justice
licence, under section 25 of the Burial Act of 18%%e removal of human remains will be carried out
with due care and sensitivity under the environmkmealth regulations.

For the use of Mr Martyn Stevenson © OA North: October 2013
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All information identified in the course of the esitvorks will be recorded stratigraphically, using a
system, adapted from that used by the Centre fohagology Service of English Heritage. Results of
all field investigations will be recorded on OA Nus pro forma context sheets. All features and

deposits will be planned at an appropriate scakk mpresentative trench sections will be drawn.
Digital photographs will record the trenches aridsirate individual features. The elevation of the
underlying natural deposits will be recorded asl Wik elevation of any archaeological horizons.
Primary records will be available for inspectioralittimes.

Finds recovery and sampling programmes will bedooadance with current best practice (following
IfA and other specialist guidelines). All artefaetisd ecofacts will be treated in accordance with OA
North standard practice, which is cognisant of #fidd UKIC Guidelines. In general, this will meanttha
(where appropriate and safe to do so) finds arehedsdried, marked, bagged and packed in stable
conditions; no attempt at conservation will be madkess special circumstances require prompt action
In such a case guidance and/or expertise will hgtsofrom a suitably qualified conservator. OA
North will assess the finds for conservation afietdwork has been completed, but the cost of
conservation must be born by the client.

Samples will be collected for artefact retrievabgla this prove necessary, for example, in the odse
deposits associated with metalworking being idedif

Any gold and silver artefacts recovered during ¢barse of the excavation will be removed to a safe
place and reported to the local Coroner accordinghe procedures relating to the Treasure Act,
1996/7.

The field team will be advised and supported by dbxkfArchaeology’s in-house environmental
specialists. An agreed sampling strategy will bdinge through discussions with CCCHES, if
archaeologically sensitive features or depositeaomuntered during the watching brief.

HEALTH AND SAFETY

OA North recognises its responsibilities with rabao health and safety, and will establish safe
working practices in accordance with current legish. OA North provides a Health and Safety
Statement for all projects and maintains a Heaitdh Safety policy. All site procedures are in
accordance with the guidance set out in the Heatith Safety Manual compiled by the Standing
Conference of Archaeological Unit Managers (19943l @A North’s own health and safety
guidance documentation. OA North’s site staff a®OS accredited and senior staff are qualified
First Aiders. All staff are issued with Personabtective Equipment and each team with a telephone
and a first aid kit. OA North will liaise with aparties to ensure all site specific health andtgafe
regulations are met. A risk assessment will be deteg in advance of any on-site works, which
will be made available with our method statement.

OA North staff will work under the supervision dfet principle contractor, with regards to site
health and safety procedures and legislation. &itess will be well regulated and notification of
hazards such as services and contaminated grodinbenwabtained from the principle contractor. It
will be the principal contractor’s responsibility &lert OA North of any such.

RESOURCES AND PROGRAMMING
STAFF AND TIMETABLE PROPOSALS

The overall management of the project will be utalesn byFraser Brown (OA North Senior
Project Manager) to whom all correspondence shbeldddressed.

The watching brief will be undertaken by a competmehaeologist. The duration of the work will
be dependent on the principle contractor’'s programm

If finds or deposits are encountered that requpectlist input, OA North will use Oxford
Archaeology’s in-house specialists out of prefeegnbut external specialists may also be
commissioned, subject to the agreement of the CCEIdRould no in house expertise be available.
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Normally OA North staff work a 7.5 hour day, MondayFriday, though adjustments to hours may
be made to maximise daylight working time in wirded to meet travel requirements

PROJECT MONITORING

PROCEDURE

Fieldwork will be monitored by the Historic Envinorent Officer on behalf of the local planning
authority. CCCHES will be given prior notificatiodetailing when the watching brief is going to

take place, and will be afforded access to theasiteasonable notice.

The involvement of CCCHES will be acknowledged ity aeport or publication generated by this
project.
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Figure 1: Location of Figure 1: Location of the wathing brief (application area within red box)
the watching brief (application area within red boX
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