General index to the archive Page 1 of 2
Site/Project Name: Oxford Former Bartlemas Nursery School
Site Code: OXFBNS 08
Site/Project Type: Evaluation
Year(s): 2009
Accession Number:  OXCMS:2008.47
Record Contents Comments Box/File Number
Group
INTRODUCTION Box 1 File |
Brief for an archaeolegical evaluation 3 sheets
Written Scheme of Investigation 7 sheets
Desktop Assessment 11 sheets
Risk Assessment 5 sheets
A REPORT Box 1 File 2
Evaluation report see
http://library.thehuman
journey.net/1746
OASIS report printout 3 sheets
B PRIMARY CONTEXT DATA Box 1 File 3
Levels register 1 sheet
Evaluation trench record sheets 2 sheets
Trench 1, trench sheet & context record sheets 7 sheets
Trench 2, trench sheet & context record sheets 10 sheets
Trench 3, trench sheet 1 sheet
Trench 4, trench sheet 1 sheet
Trench 5, trench sheet & context record sheets 9 sheets
B CATALOGUE OF DRAWINGS Box 1 File 4
Plan record sheet 1 sheet
Section record sheet 1 sheet
B PRIMARY DRAWINGS Box 1 File 5
3. ol \
Developers plan 1 Al folded S
Plans 2 A4 sheets
Sections 3 A4 sheets
C FINDS DATA
Please note that the finds referred to in the report were
disposed of after being show to John Cotter
D CATALOGUE OF PHOTOGRAPHS Box 1 file 6
Excavation
Black and white photographic record sheet 1 sheet
Colour slide record sheet 1 sheet




E : ENVIRONMENT AL PRIMARY RECORDS

A borehole was taken, the results are held within the
evaluation report.




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; [OA South] County[Oxon] Parish:[Oxford]
Site[Former Bartlemas Nursey School] Site code[OXFBNS 08]
Line 2: Excavators name[B Ford]

Line 3:

Classification of material

Tick if
present

Index to archive

Introduction

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

: Environmental/Ecofact Data: Primary Records

: Environmental/Ecofact Data: Synthesised Records

: Environmental/Ecofact Data: Specialist Reports

: Documentary

: Press and Publicity

: Correspondence

TIQ(Tmm mo|m g QOO w|(w| e mwiw

: Miscellaneous




B B j N P P R R - .. -

S o o " 7oRMER RARTLEMAS NURSERY SCHOOL R
: E : o L .- OXFBRNS @28 |

R SR Box | FILE | Lo

. . . -t
a - i - '
o - Lo . v 9 . .
. . - .
. N - . , . . . L. .
g R . .- ,
- - . 3 . - ' : - i I‘
' o ' ' ! TRODUCTION
- . . e . \ I - ‘
. . - . —— B . ]
o ) . R .
L4 © o B i o '
. . . ' ; N . Coe oo -
. . .- ' . -
. . - , ' . ‘ . R .
. R . . N R . J
N K - . " - . o M e
A X . _ - 5 - [ : ‘ .
PR L ~ . » . .
\ . . . -
. T . . . g - . B . . °
. . . - ° s '
B © o . - . o -
. ~ . ¥ * N - *
i . . P . i a . - . . i .
® . . ' . - - -
) . . . - . . . Ea
- - - o . . N a .
. N 4 < L
- s . o PR R ° - . z ' i
L. o ° . 3 A . o
N . . . . ' . - .- N '
. . N . = " . L. . . ° ' : . -
- . . a - s N . -e N ° « =
. - . - * © *
. . - o .
L B . . . ° '
. s N - - .
- . . - - . - . 2 . X
. f - = = o . -
PR o .
N . - . . . . - K ° . o
. .. . : ‘ : ST ' :
" - - - - - - . R " Y -
. ) ? . n . . . N . > -
© . > = - -
i . > e - . " ) N -
. N
v . - . - . - . ‘ -, ©
. \ . 4 e - ° " ) ‘
’ * . o . . N . .
- . ' 4 . f £ N v : -
- . N R . v - o
o . N . . . - . , - ¥
. . B " N + t -0 ) . R
o . = , ( - . l
. - a ® . ’ o ! > " - - )
. . o ’ .
N o Toe . . ’ *
- , . . L1 |
. - .\ . . . . - - N Lo . .
. + ° e . - M . - - -
N .
.. i . . .
- . . o >
. . - ‘
s L o © " - .
Z . s A : N . . . L - e
. ) ‘ X . . , 3 . “
Y R -~ . . . -
M * e . o N . . . 3
M T - - - *
. . e ' X
- a LA , . ° . .
” ’ - ‘ ' N 7 ) v
M . - . N ‘ L) - P v i
. « . - ' . . - . . . ot B o
. ) . . , . . ) . | X o
. o - + ° .
B . - . .
. - . . . ..
. , LI B . - . M =
. S ) T . g ° o " : T e, *
. . N _\ - 3 . . M . P - . . -
. - Lt . L . . . ) . B ’
. . o . - .. . L . 7] .. . .
. - ' . . . . - . . .- Ll e 4
. .. . P ) . : . ¢ i .
. . u . . . N . '
. B .
R N } . . I
. v - . - . B . . L) "
' Lo - * . ot
. a - N o . . -
~ - B . " " S . - .
. . - i . B 1
. . . . . - .
- . . - N . - . ’ 1
N o R - - : . - * :
. N E ° . o ¢ - .
. - - - 4
. o . - " . ’ * - * .
. - . - . - i "
~ ¢ - ' . * N N
. . @ N - - . . . . - . . B
1 - .. : . ~ . - .
. . ) - . a ° N - ¢ ¢
- . . - [ . -
. > L ’ foe B Ve B - -
. .- . N * : !
. . Toe . R LT N . a R
. . R R e . . R o . ) ) .
. ' ° - o * " " ’ .
.. : PN . 4
. - - ., N .. .
. o, e : . ® - i A
. 1 v * ’ - -
B S . N . .
- . B = - R . . & ] B
. [ ' . * - - -
- - . . . - . , ' . . g -
- - - - PP - ; =, ' . . - . ! . .
B - . < - 0 - R ’
- , o . . . f - M ° "
B . . . . . - N . . - - s
. -4 v B S L . . 7 = . . ’ Coe
- - . . . - v - .
. . " ) o
s X ) ) . . . . . . S8
. . - . Y . . X " -
. . R > - o . 2 o~ N | B
- o s
. . i * . o . . - 4 [
N . o . . . .
. . ° e ¢ c LT o ) : °
- . ‘ oo . N B
. . 3 . e : e * - : )]
N . B T p . * —— . 1
, . t- . - . \ N . .
. - . LR < - 5 -
) . » N z \ :
. i . . . . )
~ - ° - ' i N '
) » . ° B . PN A
. » . N --
. ~ ~ t . :
- - B . o - . . .
., B R & -
B . - i = T * - o, . . : )
. o - T . ‘ - a ~ - .- . ' . v . -
M r . » P t .
. g . . P . L .
. . : . LA * P - N
) . . . - A : - ) ) i [
. . . - . i . ' @ - : - ' .
-, - : . . . . - B . - A . . “ '
: i N . - & X . o . ) Yoy .
. Coae . B - o . - . T . * T M : . ’
- . . ™ - )
- i . , ' - -
. o L3 - - - . N D
. N . ) * i v fa - 0" e - ' -
. - . z .




OXFORD ARCHAEOLOGY, JANUS HOUSE, OSNEY MEAD, OXFORD, 0X2 OES

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

Headings

Site information

Line 1: [OA South] County[Oxon] Parish:[Oxford]

Site[Former Bartlemas Nursey School] Site code[OXFBNS 08]

Line 2: Excavators name{B Ford]

Line 3:

Classification of material Tick if
present

Index to archive ‘ _
Introduction "
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

: Environmental/Ecofact Data: Primary Records

: Environmental/Ecofact Data: Synthesised Records

: Environmental/Ecofact Data: Specialist Reports

mioDimmoIQQOQw W wiw e w

: Documentary

F: Press and Publicity

G: Correspondence

H: Miscellaneous




B “h;

. Oxford C|ty Councrl Brlef for Archaeologlcal Fleldwork
1 Assgssment mcludmg Fleld Evaluat|9n oy

Planmng Appllcatlon No.
Address: |

" BRIEF FOR ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT AND/OR FIELD EVALUATION
This brief is designed to provide a framework within which an archaeological body

" can develop a written scheme of investigation (WSI) to achieve the stated
' objectives. The main text of the Brief is generic, site spec:ﬁc informationis .

" ¢onfined to toned boxes. The developer's schéme should state detailed methods

and standards to be applied to the study. . The WS should be submitted fo the -
P.'annrng Authority for written approval before work begins, and approval shou.’d
be sought for any subsequent modification.

1 Introduction . : :

1.1 Summary: This brief sets out the hackground and general condmons to enable a ertten
Scheme of Investigation (WSI) to be completed and submitted for the written approval of Oxford
City Council as planning authority. The brief is valid for six months, and any specrf ication which
conforms wrth its requrrements erI be regarded as vahd for a similar period.

12 The Sn‘e

Location

Approx area (hectares)
* Centred.on grid ref

Present condition of site

0S
i IR SRR ?ﬁﬂfﬁ&&??
gvhgsg%%erateds%sﬁ; holy“ mas i
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itals of’thlspe Dd typicall Ehad asuppl cleanwa
W y

Drawings
Any relevant plannmg
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condition(s)

1.5 Planning Policies » _
~ Palicy HE 2 of Oxford Local Plan 2001 - 2016 (adopted November 2005) requires that:

Where archaeological deposits that are potentially significant to the historic environment of
Oxford are knowri or suspecled to exist anywhere in Oxford but particularly in the City
Centre Archaeological Area, planning applications should incorporate sufficient information
fo define the character and extent of such deposits as far as reasonably practicable,
including where appropriate:

a. the results of an evaluation by fieldwork; and

b. an assessment of the effect of the proposals on the depos:ts and thelr settmg

If the existence and significance of deposits is confirmed, planmng perm:ss:on will only be

granted where the proposal includes: _

c. provision to preserve the archaeological remains in situ, so far as reasonably
practicable, by sensitive layout and design (particularly foundat.'ons dramage and
hard landscaping); and

d. provision for the investigation and recording of any archaeological remafns that cannot
be preserved, including the publication of resuits, in accordance with a detailed
approved before the start of development

The City Centre Archaeological Area is defined on the Proposals Map1 6 Reqwrement for
assessment under above policy

Desk-based assessment

Field collection survey

Other survey

Trenched evaluation
Archaeological impact assessment

nbhwn =

2. Aim of the Assessment

2.1 The aim of the assessment is to identify/confirm any significant archaeological
remains on the site, including: :
1. determine/confirm the character of any remains present, without compromising

any deposit which may merit investigation under full-area excavation;
2. determine or estimate the date range of any remains from artefacts or otherwise;
3. investigate extent of any significant remains outside initial trenched sample;
4. Characterise (by minimally destructive techniques) any underlying archaeological
. strata down to undisturbed geology; :

5. determine the potential of the deposits for significant palaso-ecological

information;
6. Specific obj ectwes as follows_ -
6.1 r i
g : St = 3 #£3

: [
3. Assessment tasks
3.1 Task A1 (as required) - Deskiop assessment
1. Review SMR/NAR etc As Appendix 1 Task 1.1 !
2. Review historic maps
3. Review local histories
Rewew other sources

i Satchell (’“"“‘617 olished) Evaluation Teport-of.the Hos St Bartholomew, =

) eportﬁtofi.lsted*Buﬂdlng%Commrttee of @AHS(pdf: att"a*éhed)“@géi
315 Summanse significant results of any available geotechnical test pitting and other site
investigations, and provide commentary.

X:\Oxford Bartlernas\Brian Durham\Bartlemas school site02.brief for eval.doc bdurham Page 2 21/05/08
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32

33

34

316 Summariséprojécted development impact on any-potential archaéological deposits, |

based on available |nformat|on and reascnable projections, with a view to confi rmatlon :

o underTask A4,

Task A2 (as requrred) Geophys:cal survey
3 2.1 Archaeo-geophysical survey in aocordance wnth Appendlx 1, Task A2; covenng
area of areas specified by attached

Task A3 - Trenhed evaluation ) '
3.3.1 °  Evaluation trenches to be excavated in areas outllned on attached plan subject to
an revusnonansun from above asks A1 A2 )

ﬁ'%“s%’res

e

: 16
e %amlevw’bmuscng OS'axes)::

3.3.2 Specific objectives as 2 1.6 above

3.3.3  Recording to be carried out as follows: -

+ Site and finds recording systems and ecofact sampling to be undertaken as per
Appendix 1 Task A3;

" ‘e Details of systems and procedures to be used should be supplied with specifi catlon if

“details have already been submitted to Oxford City Council in respect of previous work
in Oxford, these should be referred to as the system to be adopted.

g Task A4 - Revised assessment of archaeologrcal :mpact

The project should reassess the impact of the development on the cultural hentage to a
standard which could be used to inform a general environmental assessment of the

- development, and to identify an appropriate mitigation strategy.

4 Report, archives and dissemination of results

41

42

43

The report

" A report shall be prepared covering the results of Tasks A1 -4, to be delivered normally

within two weeks of completion of Task A3 fieldwork. It shall include the following:

~+ Content as Appendix 1, Report, including a frontsheet as specified.

« under Task A4 a statement of the impact of the development on significant
archaeological deposits;

+ atthe discretion of the applicant, it may propose potential means of mitigating -
significant impacts.

'Deposition of the archive (amended 8.03.2005)

¢ The full project archive and finds shall be deposited with an appropriate museum,
subject to the owner's agreement and with due regard to proper standards of archival .
and artefact conservation. The museum should be approached for a reference
number before any fieldwork commences.

¢ Normally.the receiving museum will be the Oxdordshire- County Museum Service
(01865 300557 or 300972). ‘

+ However where a significant archive from the same or a related site already exlsts ina.

- different museum, for instance the' Ashmolean Museum, consideration should be

“given to amalgamating the archives. '

~# Also where a site is developed for the use of, or on land in the ownership of, the

Ashmolean Museum, the new archive should be offered to that museum (Department
‘ of Antiquities, 01865 278020).
+ It should be noted that Oxfordshire Department of Leisure and Arts makes a charge
for depositing finds and archives.

. Dissemination

X:\Oxford Bartlemas\Brian Durham\Bartiemas school site02.brief for eval.doc bdurham Page 3 21/05/08
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A copy of the report shall be deposited on open access with the County Sites and .~
Monuments Record within six months of completion of the fieldwork, and a further copy
shall be deposited with the archive. .Brief details of the results shall be sent to the National
Archaealogical Record in the format required by RCHME.

Significant academic results shall be published in a suitable form in an appropriate journal,
newsletter or other medium to be agreed with the Oxford City Archaeological Advisory
Service. Such publication to be undertaken within reasonable time, ie one year, unless the
evaluation is followed by more extensive investigations, in whlch case within three years of
completion of all fi eldwork.

‘ 5 General requnrements

5.1

52

53

5.4

55

Hazards: The developer or his agent shall provide sufficient information on below ground
structures, services and any other poten’ual hazards to enable the fieldwork to be
completed in safety.

Health and Safety: The archaeoroglcal body must satisfy all requurements of current

~Health and Safety legisiation.

Human remains, Treasure Trove efc The archaeological body must satisfy all
requirements of current legislation on the reporting of human remains, treasure frove, etc.

Archaeological personnel: The project, and specialist tasks within it, shall be carried out
under the direction of appropriately qualified named personnef. Where not members of
IFA, other evidence of qualifications and referees may be required.

Notice bf program: Fourteen days notice of commencement of fieldwork to be given to
Oxford City Council and Oxford City Planning Officer. '

BD (Template revision 05a 8 March 2005, 17 May 2006) |
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Al Hand excavation: Sufficient features fo be excavated by hand to achleve the aims of the -
- ..investigation, but avoiding compromising the integrity of any archaeologlcal deposit which ..

"2 Mechanical excavation to be carried out with a machine surted to the site and ground -

3. Limit of mechanical excavatiorr: Machine excavation only to top of S|gnrl' icant

) X:A\Oxford Barﬂ_ernas\Brian Durham\Bartiemas school site02.brief for eval.doc bdurham Page 5 21/05/08
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.o?

g v0xford C|ty 60uncil Brief 1' Archaeologlcal Assessment.
' Appendlx 1: Standard Task I\llethodologles S

. (NB wrth respect to Oxford City Council Brief 2: Mrtlgatron The task methodologles set out below
_relate to an Oxford City Council Brief 1, ie the assessment phase of a project. However Tasks A1 |

and A3 methodologies are also broadly applicable to the mmgatron phase |e Tasks M1 and M3.

_Further clanf catlon from Oxford City Council as reqmred)

Task A1 {as required) - Desk based assessment scope

~ The following sources to be consulted as defined in site specific brief: ;
~1.- 'Oxon SMR; NAR; Rodwell Hrstonc Towns in Oxon 1975; any article referred to specrr cally in .~

* brief

. 2. Historic maps Agas (1 578) Loggan (1675) Taylor (1 750) Daws (1 793) Hoggar (1850)

'0S(1875-0n) .

. 3. 'Salter's Survey of Oxford Vols 1 and 2; VCH Vols 4 and 5; Sqmres in West Oxford
4. RCHME Air Photographs Scheduled Monument descriptions; RCHME /Inventory of the

Historical Monuments of Oxford; Listed Building Descnptlons topographrcal collections in
Bodleian Lrbrary and-Centre for Oxon Studies

. Task A2 (as requrred)- Non-intrusive: Geophysrcal survey / fi eldwalkmg methodology

1. General aim is to determine extent and layout of any remains by non intrusive methods in
. - specified area or areas, thereby to provide an indication of areas which will benefit from
-clarification by trenching. General requirements as follows:
¢+  Survey grid to be accurately tied in to OS National Grid
"« Density of geophysical readings to conform with best industry standard :
« Geophysical report fo include description of the equipment and methodology; results

plotted to at least three formats at appropriate scales (normally 1:500 or 1:1000) related to o

OS Grid; interpretative plots; and commentary on mterpretatron
« Fieldwalking standards on application

Task A3 - Trenched Evaluation methodology

1. Position of trenches shall be accurately surveyed in and plotted on a current large scale =

. OS plan (min. 1:1250) relative to the full extent of the site, and related to the Naticnal Grid

and to existing physical features in or close to the site, especially permanent structures not 2

likely to be disturbed in the foreseeable future;
conditions, fitted with a toothless bucket of appropriate width to create a clean surface, and
continuously supervised by an archaeologist. Upcast from mechanical trenchrng to be
- scanned for artefacts, to be recorded and retained;

. archaeologrcal features/deposits;

' - may be better excavated under conditions of full area excavation;

L 5 Individual trench plans will normally be drawn-at 1:50 for uncomplicated areas, and 1: 20 or i
. 1:10 for complex features; . o
6. Overall stratification of each trench to be described with depths of overburden, any
archaeological honzon and natural subsoll indicated; similary where no archaeology is’
vy . detected;.
A Sections of individual features and of general stratification shall normally be drawn at 1 20

but exceptionally may be recorded at 1:50 if simple or 1:10 if particular detail is required.

All sections shall be tied in to Ordnance Datum, and their orlentation and location related to

detailed plans.
8. Archaeociogical layers and features to be numbered and described, including their
- stratigraphic interrelationships, using a single context recording system, and where
- .. necessary a trench matrix, according to best archaeological practlce and in accordance
.~ with IFA Standard and Guidance for Field Evaluations.
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10.
11.

12

13.

14.

Human remains shaII be left in place and the Coroner informed. Where removal is
necessary a licence shall be obtained from the Home Office.

" A photographic record shall be made of the work, of individual trenches with significant

archaeology and of significant individual contexts or groups of contexts.

Palaeo-ecology: A sampling strategy for ecofacts, soils and sediments shall be specrﬁed
and agreed in advance, and the name of the appropriate specialist shall be specified.
Artefact work: All artefacts pertinent to the aims of archaeological evaluation shall- be
retained, including those from mechanical excavation. -Recording, cleaning and

. conservation of finds to follow IFA Guidslines for Finds Work. Recording shalll be carried,

out in a manner compatible with existing typological series for the City of Oxford this is of
particular importance in respect of pottery and ceramic tiles.

Recording systems to be used shall be specified by reference to the archaeologrcal body's
Manual. A copy of the Manual to be supplied with the WSI rf not previously submltted to
Oxford City Council.

Recording media and storage of finds shall meet archival and conservation standards set
by the Museums Association and the receiving museum. A copy of original records shall .
be made to be stored separately from the original archive for.security purposes.

Task A4 - Revised assessment of archaeological impact

The report should reassess the provisional design impact of the development on
archaeology in the context of the cultural heritage and current legislation as follows:

¢ EC requirements on Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA ) as adopted in England
are presented in DETR Circular 02/99, which gives guidance on implementation. It
classifies developments as Schedule 1 (EIA obligatory), or Schedule 2 (EIA required in
the upper end, dependent on significance judged by sensitivity of the site, and size,
type and specnal hazards of development). )

e Many archaeological evaluations will be on sites which are not 50 classified; if in doubt
however, the concluding statement of the archaeological assessment shouid be in a’
form which could be incorporated into an Environmental Statement.

Repbrt Formmat (assessmentffield evaluation}

BD

Details of style and presentation at discretion of contractor, but must include following:

» Frontsheet setting out: site name; grid reference; assessment tasks undertaken;
date and duration of project; site code; area of site; summary of resuits; location and
reference of archive.

» Report toinclude: a summary of the project background and objectives; the site
location; contractor's methodology; description of results; interpretation of results in-
context of objectives; a summary of the content of the archive, including tabulation of
finds; site plan based on OS grid, showing actual location of trenches, superimposed
on any significant findings from Tasks A1 and A2; plans and sections of any trenches
where significant archaeological deposits have been detected; a discussion of the
results in the wider context; a reassessment of construction impact on significant
deposits.

January 2000, (revised Sept 2000)
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Written Scheme of Investlgatlon

Former Bartlemas Nursery School,
off Cowley Road,
Oxford

NGR SP 524 055

Written Scheme of Investigation for
an Archaeological Evaluation

Introduction

T

An area of gardens, pldyground and derelict school buildings formerly known

as the Bartlemas Nursery School, off-Cowley Road, Oxford are due to be
redeveloped. Oxford Archaeology (OA) has been commissioned by James
Donlon of Marcus Beale Architects Ltd (MBA) who are acting on behalf of
Oriel College to undertake an archaeological evaluation of the impact areas to
inform the planning application. Brian Durham, Archaeologist at Oxford City
Council has prepared a Brief for the evaluation (dated 21st May 2008). This
Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) details how OA will implement the
requirements of that document. The first part of this document is site specific
while the Appendices detail general OA standards and procedures.

The background information presented here is derived from the Desk Based
Assessment (DBA) undertaken by OA and should be consulted for further
detail where required (OA 2008).

Location, Geology and Topography

The site is located next to the Cowley Road in Oxford. The southern boundary
of the site rests on Cowley Road, the eastern boundary on the enclosure
associated with ‘the buildings of St Bartholomew’s Chapel, the northern
boundary on the boundary with the Oriel College sports ground and the
western boundary on the rear of properties that front on to Southfield Road.
The site is occupied by the now derelict buildings of the former Bartlemas

Nursery School. The ground slopes gently from the north to south at NGR SP

524 055.

The underlying geology of the site comprises the Oxford Clay- of Upper
Jurassic date. The ground rises to the north towards Headington Hill and the
northern boundary of the St Bartholomew’s enclosure rests on the junction

~ between the Upper Oxford Clay and the overlying Temple Cowley member

which comprises fine grained sandstones and siltstones, also of Upper Jurassic
date. Above this is the Beckley Sand Member. Both the Temple Cowley
Member and Beckley Sand form part of the Corallian formation (BGS 1994).

This geological sequence is particularly relevant to tracing the whereabouts of
any Holy Well/Spring which may be associated -with Bartlemas, as the

2 May 2008
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Written Scheme of Investigation

junction between the relatively permeable sands and siltstones of the Temple
Cowley and Beckley Members with the impermeable Upper Oxford Clay
forms a natural spring line. This junction of geology passes approximately
along the northern boundary of the Bartlemas enclosure ¢ 300 m to the north
of the Bartlemas School Site. :

The area underlain by the Oxford Clay to the south and east of Bartlemas, was
in historic times called Cowley Marsh.

Archaeological and Historical Background and Potential

See below for a summary background. For a detailed backgrouﬁd including
maps etc, and the references to OA numbers this text should be cross-
referenced to the DBA (OA 2008).

No Prehistoric activity or findspots are recorded from within 500 m of
Bartlemas Nursery School site and the potential for activity of this date being
present on the site is, therefore, rated as being very low. '

A Romano-British kiln site has been identified (OA 4) only ¢ 500 m to the
south-east of Bartlemas Nursery School and finds of Romano-British material
were also made during investigations on the adjacent Oxford Brookes
accommodation site (QOA 2). Although these finds are believed to have been
residual or re-deposited by manuring they still indicate that some Romano-
British activity is present in the vicinity.

During the medieval and post-medieval periods the Bartlemas Nursery School
site lay just outside the western boundary of the extra-parochial enclosure
associated with the charitable hospital of St Bartholomew. The estimated area
of this enclosure during the medieval period accords pretty well with the
mapped area (13 acres 1 rood and 32 perches) that appears on historic maps
from the 1802 Inclosure map onwards (OA 1997, 8). The old causeway road
lay just to the south of Bartlemas Nursery School. This route was probably
established by the medieval pertod and continued to be the main route
eastward until Cowley Road became established during the 19th century.

It has been suggested that the water-course that defines the boundary between
Bartlemas School and the St Bartholomew’s extra-parochial enclosure may

- have provided a water supply for the hospital. It is possible that this is the

case, although another water feature has been identified from historic maps
within the extra parochial enclosure. This second feature lies in close
proximity to the surviving hospital chapel and is aligned on an area in which
other medieval hospital buildings probably stood. This second feature may
originally have been a boundary and/or fish-pond demarcating an internal
division within the medieval hospital. It is possible that this feature may have
been fed with water through a conduit taken off the watercourse that forms the
boundary with the site of the former Nursery School. If this was the case then
a conduit running between the watercourse on the boundary and this second
water feature may have supplied water for the hospital.
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Lying outside the extra-parochial enclosure, it is probable that the Bartlemas
School site lay in a cultivated or waste area just within the north west
boundary of the Parish of Cowley and that no hospital buildings extended over
the watercourse that forms the boundary with Bartlemas. It is also highly
probable that the site of the Holy Well of St Bartholomew lies somewhere on a
natural springline within the northern half of the extra-parochial enclosure
associated with St Bartholomew’s.

Aims of the Evaluation

To establish the presence/absence of archaeological remains within the
proposal area.

To determine and confirm the character of any remains- present, without
compromising any deposits that may merit detaxled 1nvest1gat10n under full

area excavation.

To determine or estimate the date range of any remains from artefacts or
otherwise.

To investigate the extent of any significant remains outside initial trenched

. sample through agreement with the client and City Archaeologist.

To characterise any underlying archaeological strata down _to-undisturbed
geology without significantly impacting upon significant younger (overlying)
deposits where possible.

To determine the palaeo-environmental potential of archaeological deposits.

To make available the results of the investigation to inform the planning
application and the potential for any further mitigation strategy.

Site specific informed aims

To confirm that there is no structure or deposit of the medieval leper hospital
or its farm within the impact of the proposed development.

To investigate the degree of terracing and made ground within development
area resulting from the construction of the former school.

Methodology

Six trenches, numbered 1 - 6 inclusive, have been positioned within the
development area, avoiding extant former scholl buildings and live services,
and targeted evenly on the area of impact of the proposed buildings and
landscaping (as shown on MBA drawing No. 334.2/010F as supplied by James
Donlon). Trenches orientated broadly E-W are aligned obliquely to the
alignment of an historic stream running down the eastern side of the site.
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5.2 Where hard standing is present, this will be broken out using a hydraulic
breaker attached to a JCB-type machine excavator. A machine fitted with a
toothless bucket will then excavate the six trenches. Machine excavation will
proceed in spits no greater that 0.20m thick to the first significant
archaeological horizon or natural geology (whichever is encountered first)
under the supervision of an experienced archaeologist. These will consist of
four trenches each 10 m by 1.8 m and a two trenches measuring 5 m by 1.8 m
representing a 4% sample of the development area (see Fig. 1).

53 Hand excavation of any archaeological deposits encountered within all
trenches will be undertaken following the removal of overburden and
sufficient cleaning to determine the extent and character of these and to fulfil
the aims outlined above (see Appendix 2).

54  OA will backfill all trenches after approval is given by the Oxford City

- Archaeologist. No specialist reinstatement has been requested although OA

will backfill each trench with care with the excavated material. This will be
lightly compacted by the machine.

5.5 A project Supervisor and one field technicians under the general supervision

‘ of a Project Manager (Ben Ford MIFA) will undertake the fieldwork. It is
anticipated that the trenching will be completed within a week although the
restrictions to access and necessary small machine size could result in the
project taking up to two weeks. All OA’s fieldwork is carried out under the
general direction of Nick Shepherd (Head of Fieldwork).

5.6  Any human remains that are encountered will vinitially be left in situ. If
removal is necessary this will comply with the relevant Ministry of Justice
procedures.

6 . Report and archive preparation

6.1 A report of the findings will be produced as soon as possible or at the latest
within four weeks of the completion of fieldwork. A draft copy of this report
will be submitted to the College and their representative for comment and
approval. Final copies of the report will be submitted to the Oxford City
Archaeologist, Brian Durham, and the Sites and Monuments Record Office. .

6.2  The content and style of the report will be as defined in Appendix 8.

6.3 The site archive will be created in accordance with the guidelines published in
Guidelines for the preparation of Excavation Archives for long-term storage
(UK Inst. for Conservation 1990) and standards in the Museum care of
archaeological collections - see Appendix 8. The project archive will be
deposited with the Oxfordshire County Museum Services.
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A list of specialists used by OA is presented below:

Specialist ' ‘ Subject
Elizabeth Stafford OR Carl Champness (OA) Geoarchaeologist
Elizabeth Stafford (OA) . Molluscs assessments
Elizabeth Huckerby (OA) Pollen assessment
Elizabeth Huckerby (OA) Waterlogged Plant remains
. assessment
Wendy Smith (QA) Charred Plant Remains
Louise Loe (OA) Osteoarchaeologist
Lena Strid (OA) Animal bone
Rebecca Nicholson Fish Bone
Vanessa Fell (Oxford Institute of Archaeology) | Conservator
Greg Campbeli (External) : Shell
Dr Hugo Lamdin-Whymark (External) Lithic analysis
I (External) Early Prehistoric pottery
Lisa Brown (OA) Late Prehistoric pottery
Paul Booth (OA) Roman pottery
Paul Blinkhorm/Duncan Brown (External) : Saxon/medieval/post-medieval
' pottery
Lynne Keyes (External) Slag
Hugh Wilmot (External). Glass
David Higgins (External) OR John Cotter (OA) Clay Pipe
Ian Scott (OA) Metalwork
Dan Miles (External) . Worked wood/Dendrochronology
Rafter radiocarbon lab Cl4 dating
Health and Safety

All OA project fieldwork is undertaken in accordance with all relevant current
Health and Safety Legislation. This includes in particular the following
regulations (the list is not intended to be exhaustive):

Health and Safety at Work Act 1974

Construction (Design and management) Regulations 1994

The management of Health and Safety at Work Regulations 1992
Personal Protective Equipment at Work Regulations 1992

Work Equipment Regulations 1992

. Manual Handling Operations Regulations 1992

Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992

OA has its own Health and Safety Policy which refers to the manual Health
and Safety in Field Archaeology (SCAUM 1997), and these two documents
constitute the Health and Safety arrangements of OA. The Director of OA is
ultimately responsible under the terms of the Health and Safety Act (1974) for
ensuring the safety of employees. He must know the broad requirements of
relevant legislation; attend meetings of OA Health and Safety Committee;
ensure that responsibility for health and safety is properly assigned and
accepted at all levels. The Director and Chief Executive of OA is David
Jennings.

The Safety Co-ordinator of OA: represents the director on matters of health

and safety; keeps abreast of relevant legislation and approved practice, and
disseminates this information to OA staff; advises staff as required on matters

6 , May 2008



Oxford Archaeology Former Bartlemas Nursery School, Off Cowley Rd, Oxford

7.4

7.5

7.6

1.7

7.8

8.1

Written Scheme of Investigation

of health and safety; maintains QA health and safety records; calls and chairs
meetings of the OA Health and Safety Committee. The Safety Co-ordinator of
OA is Dan Poore. '

The Project Director is the person delegated to take overall charge of a
particular project. She/he is responsible for health and safety matters on the
projects that they manage, reporting to the Safety Co-ordinator in the first
instance, and ultimately to OA’s Director. She/he must be satisfied that an
adequate safety plan has been drawn up for the project, or for each phase of
the project. The Project Director may also be the Project Manager in some
cases (see below). "

Individual Project Supervisors/Managers are the persons delegated to take
charge of a'particular phase or part of the overall project. They are responsible
for ensuring that for each site that they are in charge of an adequate Risk
Assessment and any amendments or additions to the Site Safety Plan have
been drawn up prior to work starting on site, and they are immediately
responsible for the Health and Safety of employees and sub-contractors under
their supervision. They report directly to the Project Director and OA Safety
Co-ordinator.

The OA Health and Safety Committee consists of the Director, Safety Co-
ordinator, OA Manager and the Site Staff Representative. The Safety Co-
ordinator normally calls meetings of the Committee when there is business for
discussion, but may be called by other members of the committee.

OA's independent Health and Safety Consultants are Safety Services Ltd,
Stanton Harcourt, Oxon, who are consulted with regard to matters such as
deep trenching, shoring and working in confined spaces.

Prior to the project a pro-forma OA Health and Safety Risk Assessment is
produced by the project manager/supervisor and passed to the OA Safety Co-
ordinator for approval. The Project Manager/supervisor ensures that the
following information is available to the excavation team copy of the HSE
poster "Health and Safety Law - What You should Know', copy of the Safety
Plan and Risk Assessment, Emergency Information Sheet giving details of
nearest hospital etc, copy of the Notification of Project to HSE, location of an
accident book. -

General

OA 1998 appendices apply. Appendices 2, 8 and 11 are relevant (see below). -

7 May 2008



Oxford Archaeology Former Bartlemas Nursery School, Off Cowley Rd, Oxford '
Written Scheme of Investigation

9 References
IFA 1992, Standard and Guidance for Archaeclogical Evaluations

OA 1992, Fieldwork Manual (ed. D Wilkinson, first edition, August 1992)

OA 2008, Former Bartlemas School, Oxford. Archaeological Desktop Assessment.
Client report for Oriel College produced by Oxford Archaeology.

OCC 2008, Oxford City Council, Brief for Archaeological Fieldwork. 1: Assessment Including Field
Evaluation. (Brian Durham, OCC)

8 ‘ May 2008




Oxford Archaeology - Former Bartlemas Nursery School, Off Cowley Rd, Oxford
Written Scheme of Investigation

OA Standard Fieldwork Methodology Appendices

The following methods and terms will apply, where appropriate, to all OA fieldwork unless varied by

undertakings specified in a detailed Written Scheme of Investigation.

2.1

22

2.3

24

25

2.6

2.7

2.8

2.9

2.10

2.11

~

MACHINE EXCAVATEi)‘ TRENCHES

A visual inspection of the entire site will be undertaken. This will include the examination of

~ any available exposures (e.g. recently cut field ditches and geological test pits).

An appropriate mechanical excavator will be used for machine excavated trenches. This will
normally be a JCB 3CX Sitemaster or 360° tracked excavator with a 5' or 6' wide toothless
bucket. For work with restricted access or working room a mini excavator such as a Kubota KH
90 will be used.

All machining will be undertaken under direct archaeological supervision.

All undifferentiated topsoil or overburden of recent origin will be removed down to the first
significant archaeological horizon, in successive, level spits.

Following machine clearance, all faces of the trench that require examination or recording will
be cleaned using appropriate hand tools.

Spoil heaps will be monitored in order to recover artefacts to assist in the analysis of the spatial
distribution of artefacts. Modern artefacts will be noted but not retained.

All investigation of archaeological levels will be by hand, with cleaning, examination and
recording both in plan and section.

Within significant archaeological levels a minimum number of features required to meet the
aims will be hand excavated. Pits and postholes will be subject to a 50% sample excavation by
volume. Linear features will be sectioned as appropriate. Features not suited to excavation
within narrow trenches will not be sampled. No archaeological deposits will be entirely
removed unless this is unavoidable. It is not necessarily the intention that all trial trenches will
be fully excavated to natural stratigraphy, but the depth of archaeological deposits across the
entire site will be assessed. The stratigraphy of all evaluation trenches will be recorded even
where no archaeological deposits have been identified.

Any excavation, both by machine and by hand, will be undertaken with a view to avoiding
damage to any archacological features or deposits that appear to be worthy of preservation in
situ.

Different environmental sampling strategies may be employed according to established research
targets and the perceived importance of the strata under investigation. Bulk samples, a minimum

-of 10 litres, but up to 30 litres if possible for early prehistoric features will be taken for flotation

for charred plant remains. Bulk samples will be taken from any waterlogged deposits present for
macroscopic plant remains. Columns for pollen analysis will be taken if appropriate. Mollusc
samples will be collected if present. Other bulk samples for small animal bones and other small
artefacts may be taken from appropriate contexts.

Any finds of human remains will be left in-situ, covered and protected and the coroner informed.
If removal is essential it will only take place under appropriate Home Office licence, section 25
of the Burial Act 1857 and local environmental health regulations, and if appropriate in
compliance with the Disused Burial Grounds (Amendment) Act 1981,
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All finds of gold and silver will be removed to a safe place and reported to the local Coroner
according to the procedures relating to Treasure Act, 1996. Where removal can not be effected
on the same working day as the discovery, suitable security measures will be taken to protect the
finds from theft.

The OA welcomes monitoring visits by the local authorities' archaeclogical representatives.
Timetables of the on-site work will be provided in order that visits can be made at appropriate
times.

After recording, the trenches will be backfilled with excavated material, but will otherwise not
be reinstated.

RECORDING

Contexts

« Ifless than ten trenches are to be recorded, a block of numbers, in a continuous sequence
will be allocated to each trench.

* If more than ten trenches are to be recorded, a continuous unique numbering system will
operate within each trench only.

*  Written descriptions will be recorded on proforma sheets comprising factual data and
interpretative elements.

*  Where stratified deposits are encountered a Harris matrix will be compiled during the
course of the excavation.

Plans

*  These will normally drawn at 1:100, but on urban or deeply stratified sites a scale of 1:50 or
1:20 will be used. Detailed plans will be at an appropriate scale. Burials will be drawn at
scale 1:10.

»  The site grid will be accurately tied into the National Grid and located on the 1:2500 or
1:1250 map of the area.

*  Aregister of plans will be kept.

Sections

* Long sections of trenches showing layers will be drawn at 1:50. Sections of features or
short lengths of trenches will be drawn at 1:20.

*  Aregister of sections will be kept.

*  Generally all sections will be tied in to Ordnance Datum. The exception to this is where the
proposal for the site is mineral extraction where depth in relation to the development
proposals is irrelevant. In these cases only some significant sections will be tied in to OD.

Photography
A full black and white and colour (35 mm transparency) photographic record, illustrating in
both detail and general context the principal features and finds discovered will be
maintained. The photographic record will also mclude working shots to illustrate more
generally the nature of the archaeological work. .

»  Photographs will be recorded on OA Photographic Record Sheets.

All recording will be undertaken in accordance with the requirements of the OA Field Manual
(ed. D Wilkinson 1992).

FINDS

All identified finds and artefacts will be retained, although certain classes of building material or
post medieval pottery may sometimes be discarded after recording if an appropriate sample is
retained. However, no finds will be discarded without the prior approval of the nominated
representative of the local authority and the receiving Museum. All appropriate ironwork will be
X-rayed.
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The pottery and other relevant artefacts will be scanned to assess the date range of the
assemblage. ’

All finds and sampfes 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"

The level of artefact analysis will be sufficient to establish date ranges of archaeological
deposits, a general assessment of the types of pottery and other artefacts to assist in
characterising the archaeology, and to establish the potential for all categories of artefacts should
further archagological work be necessary.

At the beginning of a project, the local relevant museum and the landowner will be
contacted regarding the preparation and deposition of the archive and finds.

Environmental samples, if appropriate will be processed and scanned for potential date. This
will usually be co-crdinated by Dr M Robinson of University Museum, Oxford using
appropriate specialists. .

EVALUATION REPORTS

Style and format of the report will be determined by OA, but will include as a minimum the
foliowing;:

* A location plan of trenches and/or other fieldwork in relation to the proposed development.

*  Plans and sections of features located at an appropriate scale.

+ A section drawing showing depth of deposits including present ground level with Ordnance
Datum, vertical and horizontal scale.

+ A summary statement of the results.

* A table summarising per trench the features, classes and numbers of artefacts contained
within, spot dating of significant finds and an interpretation.

» A reconsideration of the methodology used, and a confidence rating for the results.

+  An interpretation of the archaeological findings both within the site and within their wider
landscape/townscape setting.

Copies of the report will be supplied to the client and the Archaeological Officer monitoring the
works. Copies of the report will also be supplied to the County Sites and Monuments Record on
the understanding that it will become a public document after an appropriate period of time
(normally six months).

If the evaluation works generate archaeological results of importance which merit wider
publicaticn, the client will be consulted about further arrangements.

ARCHIVES

The site archive, including finds and environmental'material, will be ordered, catalogued,
labelled and conserved and stored according to the UKIC Guidelines for the preparation of
excavation archives for long-term storage.

The site archive will be prepared to at least the minimum acceptable standard defined in
Management of Archaeological Projects 2, English Heritage 1991.

The site archive will be microfilmed by the RCHME National Archaeological Record as a
safeguard against the accidental loss and the long-term degeneration of paper records and
photographs.

The site archive will be deposited with the relevant receiving Museum at the earliest opportunity
unless further archaeological work on the site is expected within one year of completion of the
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archive. The OA will advise the landowner that any artefacts resulting from the project work
should be given to the relevant Museum.

GENERAL
The requirements of the Brief will be met in full where reasonably practicable.

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

The scope of work detailed in the main part of the Written Scheme of Investigation is aimed at
meeting the aims of the project in a cost-effective manner. The Oxford Archaeological Unit
attempts to foresee possible site-specific problems and resource these. However there may be
unusual circumstances which have not been included in the costing and programme.

+  Unaveidable delays due to extreme bad weather, vandalism, etc.

» Complex structures or objects, including those in waterlogged condmons requiring
specialist removal.

+  Extensions to specified trenches or feature sample sizes requested by the archaeolog1cal
curator.

»  Trenches requiring shoring or stepping, ground contamination, unknown services, poor
ground conditions requiring additional plant, specialist reinstatement of surfaces (i.e.

tarmac, turf).
HEALTH AND SAFETY and INSURANCE

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.

A copy of the OA's Health and Safety Policy is available on request. OA will require copies of
the H & S policies of all other contractors and operators present on site in compliance with The
Manual of H & S Regulations 1992,

The OA holds Employers Liability Insurance, Public Liability Insurance and Professional
Indemnity Insurance. Details will be supplied on request.

The OA will not be liable to mdemmfy the client agamst any compensation or damages for or
with respect to:

* Damage to crops being on the Area or Areas of Work (save in so far as possession has not
been given to the Archaeological Contractor);

"+ The use or occupation of land (which has been provided by the Client) by the Project or for

the purposes of completing the Project (including consequent loss of crops) or interference
whether temporary or permanent with any right of way, light, air or water or other easement
or quasi easement which are the unavoidable result of the Project in accordance with the
Agreement;

* Any other damage which is the unavoidable result of the Project in accordance with the
Agreement; '

* Injuries or damage to persons or property resulting from any act or neglect or breach of
statutory duty done or committed by the client or his agents, servants or their contractors
(not being employed by. the Oxford Archaeological Unit) or for or in respect of any claims
demands proceedings damages costs charges and expenses in respect thereof or in relation
thereto.

COPYRIGHT and CONFIDENTIALITY

Oxford Archaeological Unit will retain full copyright of any commissioned reports, tender
documents or other project documents, under the Copyright, Designs and Patents Act 1988 with
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all rights reserved; excepting that it will provide an exclusive licence to the client in all matters
directly relating to the project as described in the Written Scheme of Investigation.

Oxford Archaeological Unit will assign copyright to the client upon written request but retains
the right to be identified as the author of all project documentation and reports as defined in the

_ Copyright, Designs and Patents Act 1988 (Chapter IV, 5.79).

OA will advise the client of any such materials supplied in the course of projects that-are not

OA's copyright.

OA undertakes to respect all requirements for confidentiality about the client's proposals
provided that these are clearly stated. It is expected that such conditions shall not unreasonably
impede the satisfactory performance of the services required. QA further undertake to keep

. confidential any conclusions about the likely implications of such proposals for the historic

environment. It is expected that clients respect OA's general ethical obligations not to suppress
significant archaeological data for an unreasonable period.

OA STANDARDS AND PROCEDURES

OA shall conform to the standards of professional conduct outlined in the Institute of Field
Archaeologists' Code of Conduct, the IFA Code of Approved Practice for the Regulation of
Contractual Arrangements in Field Archaeology, the IFA Standards and Guidance for Field
Evaluations, Desk Based Assessments, etc. and the British Archaeologists and Developers
Liaison Group Code of Practice.

OA is a member of the Institute of Environmental Assessment and the Council for British
Archaeology.

Project Directors normally will be recognised in an appropriate Area of Competence by the IFA.
For more extensive and complicated evaluation projects especially- where they are part of large-
scale programmes of work in historic urban centres, the procedures outlined in English
Heritage's Management of Archaeological Projects 2nd Edition 1991 (MAP 2) will be followed
for immediate post-field archive preparation and initial assessment. Agreement to then be
reached, in collaboration with the local authority's archaeological representative, about what
aspects will need to be taken forward to provide a report in the required format containing the
information needed for planning purposes.
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. - THE FORMER BARTLEMAS SCHOOL SITE
‘ OXFORD o

ARCHAEOLOGICAL DESK-BASED ASSESSMENT REPORT
FOR : -
ORIEL COLLEGE, OXFO

Summﬁry

Oxford Archaeology was commissioned Oriel College, Oxford to undertake
. an" Archaeological Desk-Based Assessment for the former Bartlemas
Nursery Site in Oxford.

This report concludes that the Bartlemas Nursery School lies in an area in
~which there is some potential for Pre Medieval, and especially Romano-British,

deposits and or features being present on the site During the Medieval and Post

Medieval period the site lay just outside the extra parochial enclosure of St

Bartholomew’s Hospital and is therefore Ilikely to have lain in the open fields or
_ waste on the boundary between the parishes of Cowley and Headington.

It is possible that the watercourse that forms the eastern boundary of the site
with the St Bartholomew's enclosure formed part of the water supply for St
Bartholomew’s Hospital although it is unlikely that built structures associated
with the hospital extended to the west of this boundary.

The exact location af a Holy Well associated with the water supply at St
Barthomew’s remains uncertain aithough it is likely to have lain on a natural
spring line in the northern part of the St Bartholomew’s enclosure.

A scheme of archaeological - evaluation is suggested to inform on the
requirement for any further archaeological mitigation of the Bartlemas Nursery
School site. Any scheme of archaeological evaluation and mitigation should be
agreed, well in advance of construction, with the curatorial body (Oxford City
Archaeologist). :
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1 INTRODUCTION

. L1.1
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Oxford Archaeology (OA) has been commlssroned by Oriel College Oxford tob
undertake an archaeological desk-based assessment of the former Bartlemas Nursery
Site (Fig. 1). No detailed plans of the proposed groundworks with 1mpact depths were
-available at the time of wntmg this report. :

Two comprehenswe desk based studies have already been undertaken for the site and/or - .
its immediate environs. The first of these was a Desk Bascd Assessment, prepared by
the Oxford Archaeological Unit (now Oxford Archaeology), for the Oriel College sports

" ground (OAU 1997). The second was the historical background and map regression, =~

undertaken by- Marcus Beale Architects, for the Bartlemas, Oxford Conservatron Plan
" Assessment (MBA 20()5) '

This report does not seek to .replace these reports but will summarise their findings
where necessary. This report will mainly focus on establishing the potential for there
being a medieval conduit that supplied water from a Holy Well/Spring to the former
Medieval Leper Hospital of St Bartholomew’s on or in close proximity to the Bartlemas
School site.

POLICY CONTEXT

Summary '

This assessment has taken into account relevant national and local legislation and
policy, including:

. ~ Planning: Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas Act 1990
“e  Ancient Monuments and Archacological Areas Act 1979

¢ "Town and Country Planning (Envrronmental Impact Assessment) (England and
Wales) Regulations 1999

¢ DoE Planning Policy Guidance Note 16, Archaeology and Planning 1990

Statutory Protection -
A number of options for the statutory protection of archaeological or historic 'sites: exist.
Planmng Listed Bmldmgs and Conservation Areas Act I 990

Regulatrons by which historic bulldmgs are accorded protectlon from changes brought
about by development. This takes the form of listing, either as Grade I, Grade II* or
Grade II. The Act also outlines protection of the historic character of areas through their
designation as Conservation Areas. In general the regulations are administered by the
local planning authority in consultation with English Heritage. :

Ancient Monuments and Archaeological /lreas Act 1979

The relevant sections of the Act allow for the protection of archaeological and historic

- monuments of national importance (other than buildings as defined above) through

scheduling. Consent for works within scheduled areas and administration of the Act is
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undertaken by the Department of Culture Media and Sp_ort in consultation with English
Heritage. ' .

2.3_ National Planning Guidance

23.1

23.2

233

234

235

236

2.3.7

238

The Town and County Planning system provides a framework for the protection of
archaeological or historic remains threatened by development, pnncxpally through the
application of the relevant Planning Policy Guidance Notes.

At a national level, Planning Policy Guidance Note 16: Archaeology and Planning (PPG
16) was issued by the Department of the Environment in November 1990. Planning
Policy Guidance Note 15: Planning and the Historic Environment was issued by the
Department of the Environment/Department of National Heritage in 1994.

v Plénning Policy Guidance Note 16 (PPG 16)

The importance of archaeology in the planning process is detailed in the Government's
Planning Policy Guidance Note 16 (PPG 16) on Archaeology and Planning (DoE 1990).
The underlying principle of this guidance is that archaeological resources: represent a
non-rencwable resource and that the conservation of the archacological resource should
be the primary goal of archaeological resource management.

PPG 16 acknowledges the potentially fragile and finite or irreplaceable nature of
archaeological remains (para. 6), and states that the desirability of preservation of
archaeological remains and their setting is a material consideration within the planning
process (para. 18). PPG 16 provides that there is a presumption in favour of the physical
preservation of nationally important archacological remains (para. 8), and that where

" preservation in situ is not justified it is reasonable for planning authorities to require the

developer to make appropriate and satisfactory prowslon for excavation and recording
of remains (para. 25).

Paragraph 19 of PPG 16 sﬁggests that it is in develdpers’ own interests to include an
initial assessment of whether the site is known or likely to contain archaeological
remains as part of their research into the development potential of a site. Paragraph 22
adds:

Locél planning authorities can expect developers to provide the results of such
assessments ... as part of their application for sites where there is good reason to
befieve there are remains of archaeological importance’. '

PPG 16 also notes that in spite of the best pre-planning application research, theré may
be occasions when the presence of archacological remams only becomes apparent once

- development has commenced (para. 31).

Planning Policy Guidance Note 15 (PPG 15)

Planning Policy Guidance: Planning and the Historic Environment (PPG 15) states that
‘It is fundamental to the Government’s policies for environmental stewardship that
there should be effective protection for all aspects of the historic environment’ para.
1.1). In respect of Development Control, PPG15 says of local planning authontles (para.
2.11):

They should expect developers to assess the likely impact of their proposals on the site
or structure in question, and to provide such written information or drawings as may be
required to understand the significance of a site or structure before an application is
determined. '
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24 - Local plannu]g Guldance

24.1

242

243

3
3.1.1

3.1.2

The City of Oxford Local Plan 2001-2016 deposited February 2003 sets out the local
policies in respect of archaeology. The most pertinent of these p011c1es is: ,

Policy HE 2 Archaeology

Where archaeologlcal deposits that are potentlally sngmﬁcant to the historic -
_envircnment of Oxford.are known or suspected to exist anywhere in Oxford but in

particular the City Centre Archaeological Area planning applications should incorporate
sufficient information to define the character and extent of such deposns as far as

- reasonably practicable, including where appropriate:

e the results of an evaluation by ﬁeldwork and
® an assessment of the effect of the proposals on the deposits or thelr setting,

If the existence and significance of deposits is confirmed, plannmg permission will only:

be granted where the proposal includes:

" e provision to preserve the archaeological remains in situ, so far as reasonably _

practicable, by sensitive layout and design (particularly foundations, drainage and
- hard landscaping); and :

e provision for the investigation and recording of any archacological remains that-

cannot be preserved, including the publication of results, in accordance with a
detailed scheme approved before the start of development

SOURCES CONSULTED AND METHODOLOGY

The primary repository of archaeological data for this area is the Oxfordshu'e Sltes and

Monuments Record/Historic' Environment Record (SMR/HER). This was visited in

order to update the information contained in previous studies (OAU 1997, Lowe 1998,
JMHS 2601 and TV AS 2002) undertaken for the site and its environs.

Designated sites, including the listed buildings at St Bartholomew’s are mapped on
figure 2 of this report. Archaeological sites and findspots have been given an OA
number and have been mapped on Figure 3 of this report. Figure 4 of this report maps

. features identified from historic mapping and figure 5 maps extant and historical water

teatures within the St Bartholomew’s enclosure and relates them to the local geology.

Figures 6 - 9 comprise historic maps (mainly O/S) detailing the history of the sitc and
the St Bartholomew’s enclosure since 1840. -

A full list of published and unpublished sources consulted is given in Appendix l

4 LOCATION TOPOGRAPHY AND GEOLOGY

4.1.1

The snte is located next to the Cowley Road in Oxford. The southern boundary of the’

site rests on Cowley Road, the eastern boundary on the enclosure associated with the

buildings of St Bartholomew’s Chapel, the northern boundary on the boundary with the

Oriel College sports ground and the western boundary on the rear of properties that
front: on to Southfield Road. The site is occupled by the bun]dmgs of the former
Bartlemas Nursery School.

The underlying geology of the site comprises the Oxford Clay of Upper Juréssic date.

The ground rises to the north towards Headington Hill and the northern boundary of the -

St Bartholomew’s enclosure rests on the junction between the Upper Oxford Clay and
the overlying Temple Cowley member which comprises fine grained sandstones and
siltstones, also of Upper Jurassic date. Above this is the Beckley Sand Member. Both
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the Temple Cowley Member and Beckley Sand form part of the Corallian formation
(BGS 1994). . .

This geological séquence is-particularly relevant to tracing the whcreabouts of any Holy

. Well/Spring which may be associated with Bartlemas, as the junction between the

relatively permeable sands and siltstones of the Temple Cowley and Beckley Members
with the impermeable Upper Oxford Clay forms a natural spring line (See Fig. 5). This
junction of geology passes approximately along the northern boundary of the Bartlemas
enclosure ¢ 300 m to the north of the Bartlemas School Site. -

The area underlain by the Oxford Clay to the south and east of Bartlemas, was in
historic times called Cowley Marsh. :

5 'WALK OVER SURVEY

5.1.1

A walkover was conducted on February 28th 2008 to trace the line of a ditch that has
been suggested to be a conduit to supply water to the St Bartholomew’s Hospital site.
Historically this ditch has formed the western boundary of the enclosure associated with
Bartlemas.

The ditch could be viewed along parts of its course and in places was still water filled.
Part of the ditch lies under the Oriel sports pavilion and Oxford Brookes
accommodation before exiting to become the eastern boundary of the former Bartlemas
School site. The dltch apparently peters out in the grounds of Bartlemas Farm.

In the northern section of the boundary, some encroachment by the gardens of
properties fronting Southfield Road means that in places-the line of the ditch lies within
these gardens (no access was made to these gardens) and has been mainly filled in,
although sections were still occasionally visible. The boundary was followed to the
north west corner of the Bartlemas enclosure. There was no indication of the presence
of either the ditch or a spring/well at this point,

6  ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

6.1 Designated Sites

6.1.1

The Bartlemas Nursery School lies within the Bartlemas Conservation Area (Fig. 2).

This Conservation area extends from the southern end of the Oriel College sports

pitches to the Cowley Road and also includes the allotments and the nursery school site.
In addition, St Bartholomew’s Chapel, Bartlemas House and Bartlemas Farmhouse are
all Listed Buildings. .

6.2 Previous Archaeologlcal mvestlgatmns

6.2.1

Three desk based studies and three archacologlcal field mvestlgatlons have already been
undertaken for the site and/or its immediate environs. These comprise:

OA 1 An investigation undertaken during the digging of 2 modem pond between the
. Chapel and Bartlemas House suggested that a later Medieval boundary may have
“existed between the Chapel and Bartlemas House (Durham 1990).

OA 2 A Desk Based Assessment, prepared by the Oxford Archaeological Unit (now
Oxford Archaeology), for the site immediately to the north of Bartlemas School,
which is now occupied by Oxford Brookes University accommodation (OAU 1997).
A second desk study was undertaken for the same site in 1998 (Lowe, 1998). An
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~ archaeological evaluation -of the site was undertaken in 2001 (TVAS 2002). The

evaluation recorded a possible section of walling within the former St Bartholomew’s

. enclosure and also recovered a number of shérds of abraded Romano-British, Late -

Saxon and Medieval pottery (ibid).

- OA 3 An archaeological Watching Brief was undertaken to the rear of St Johns's *

Vicarage (JMHS 2001). No archaeology was recorded within this site although the
presence of limestone rubble and gravel suggested that the historical road which
passed St Bartholomew’s possibly lay just to the north (JMHS 2001, 7) -

_In addition, some archaeological recording was undertaken during the construction at
_ Oxford Boys Scheol (OA 4) ¢ 500 m to the south-east of the site; here a large spread of ~
~ Romano-British finds was interpreted as being evidence for a kiln site being present
- (Atkinson, 1948, 67). Archaeological investigations were also undertaken on the site of
- the new East Oxford Health Centre (OA 5) c-300 m to the north-west but this recorded -
- no archaeology. There is also a report of Medieval pottery (QA_ 6) having been. .

recovered from the allotments within the St Bartholomew’s enclosure (OAU 1997).

'Pre—Medieval Settlement

The upper Thames Valley in which Oxford lies is rich in Prehistoric sites. The majority

- of these known sites are, however, concentrated on the Thames Gravel Terraces.

Increasingly, however, settlement is now being recognised to have also become

established on the higher ground such as that formed by the Corallian formation, at- the -

foot of which the Bartlemas School site lies

It has been conjectured that a Prehistoric droﬁeway/long distance route may have
followed the line of the original London Road, along Cheney Lane and Old Road |
.- towards Shotover, As yet, however, no proof for this has been identified (OA1999, 5).

Evidence for Later Neolithic and Bronze age settlement activity has bée_nl recognised at '_

Manor Ground in Headington ¢ 1.5 km to the'north of the Bartlemas site. The Manor
Ground Site also provided evidence of Mesolithic/Early Neolithic exploitation of the

- area and for proximity to Iron Age settlement (JMHS 2003, 24). In addmon some -
evidence for Iron Age activity has been noted from investigations at the Churchill

Hospital ¢ 1 km to the north of Bartlemas (Young 1975).

Roman activity in the cast Oxford area is clearly represented by the identification of an
extensive pottery industry with associated settlement in an arc around the north east and

eastern limits of Oxford from Barton and Old Headington to Cowley and Blackbird-

Lees. This industry is related to the presence of a major Roman Road from Siichester,

_ via Dorchester to Alchester (Margary 1973). It has also been conjectured that the old - -
route that follows the line of Barracks Lane could be Roman in origin (JMHS 2001)..
... This was, based on its straight-alignment, proximity to the Romano-British kiln site -

_ identified at Oxford Boys school (OA 4) and junction with the Roman Dorchester to

Alchester Road near the Cowley car plant.

The closest pottery manufactory site to Bartlemas was recognised ¢ 500 m to the south

east of the Bartlemas site at Oxford Boys School (OA 4). Other Kiln sites are known to
be present in Temple Cowley ¢ 1- km to the west of the site and Churchill Hospital.c 1

. km to the north (Young 1975). Roman - activity is also suggested to exist in close

proximity to the Bartlemas site by the finds of Roman pottery made during the
investigations on the site of the Brookes university accommodation (OA 2).

Evidence for early Saxon activity is suggested by the finds of probably early Post
Roman loom weights or pot boilers from the Headington reservoirs ¢ 1 km to the north

-of the site. A single sherd of Late Saxon pottery was recovered during the investigations
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on the site of the Brookes University accommodation (OA 2) and finds of Late Saxon
pottery have also been recorded from St Clements ¢ 1 Km to the west. -

6.4 Medieval and Post Medieval

64.1

6.4.2

6.4.3

6.4.4

6.4.5

6.4.6

6.4.7

St Bartholomew’s lies in an area that used to be just within the south east edge of the

- Parish of Headington with neighbouring Cowley. Cowley- is first mentioned in a charter

of 1004 and is also recorded in the Domesday Book of 1086. The main settled area of
Cowley probably lay ¢ 1.5 km to the south east near Church Cowley and Temple
Cowley (OAU 1997, 4). Headington is also mentioned in a charter of 1004 but the
nucleus of settlement in this case lay ¢ 2 km to the north of Bartlemas in Old
Headington (OA 2006, 13). ‘ ‘

St Bartholomew’s Chapel and hospital was founded to-care for lepers in 1126. Like the
majority of such hospitals built, the foundation was outside the centre of a- populous
area to provide a quiet retreat for the sick and place it in isolation to prevent contagion.
St Bartholomew’s was established within an enclosure of 6 acres taken from a
cultivated area known as “The Strowell” in the Manor of Headington (OAU 1997, 6).
By 1397, this original enclosed area appears to have been increased to approximately 13
acres, 1 rood and 33 perches (OAU 1997, 7). This area was effectively removed from
any existing parishes (ie: extra-parochial) and survived to be recorded as such by
Peshall in 1773 (Peshall 1773, 278) and subsequently clearly shown to be extra-
parochial on the Headington enclosure map of 1802, the Cowley tithe map of 1853 and
the Lst edition O/S 25” map of 1879 (Fig. 7). Bartlemas Nursery school lies just outside

- the western boundary of this enclosure and, therefore, within the historic parish of

Cowley.

In 1328 the hospital was granted to Oriel College and the present stone chapel building
dates from shortly after this grant (OAU 1997, 3). By 1342 the hospital appears to have
ceased caring for lepers but was being used by Oriel College either to care for sick and
infirm college members (ibid) and/or as a source of revenue due to its new status
(confirmed by a Royal license of 1336) as a pilgrimage site associated with St
Bartholomew (Wood 1661-66, 514-517). By this date St Bartholomew’s appears to
have become associated with a number of relics including the comb of Edward the
Confessor (said to be efficacious against headaches), a piece of skin of St Bartholomew
and fragments of the crosses of SS Andrew and St Phillip (Rannie, 1900, 24).

" In 1536 an agreement was made between Oriel College and the City of Oxford by

which St Bartholomew’s remained in the ownership of Oriel College but also
effectively became a City almshouse (VCH 1967, 473).

St Bartholomew’s was extensively damaged during the Civil War. Parliamentarian
troops badly damaged the chapel (which was used ‘as a stable) and stripped the lead
from its roof. In addition the almshouses were bumnt down and the farmhouse
extensively damaged. It is also recorded that before the Civil War, the Hospital had
stood within an extensive elm grove but that this was cut down (presumably by the
Royalists) so that it could not act as shelter for rebel troops (OAU 1997, 8).

In 1649, Oriel college built a new almshouse (now Bartlemas House} and re-roofed the

. chapel. The rolie of St Bartholomew’s appears, however, to have changed by the mid

18th century as in 1773 the hospital was in lease to a surgeon, Sam Glass, who did not
have to supply the almsmen but instead distributed 9¢ weekly to- those resident in
Oxford (OAU 1997, 3).

During thel9th century there were a series of disputes between the City and Oriel
College concerning the charity at St Bartholomew’s and by 1900 the situation was
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- regularised with the site being placed in stewardship of the municipal charity trustees.
By 1900 the northern half of the St Bartholomew’s enclosure was in use as playing
fields for Oriel College and the hospital buildings rented. In the early 1980’s Bartlemas

Farmhouse, Bartlemas House and Bartlemas Cottage -were sold to various private

owners (OAU 1997, 3).

'64.8 As noted above (sec. 6.4.2), the Bartlemas Nu:sery school Site lies _]ust outsxde the -

. western boundary of the historic enclosure associated with St Bartholomew’s. This area
was only acquired by Oriel College in 1926, the arca on which the nursery school stands
being open ground at this date. The nursery school was built by 1956. In 2000, the area

of former tennis courts, immediately to the north of Bartlemas School, was developed

as accominodation for Oxford Brookes University.-

6.5 The Hospltal Bulldlngs and Water Supply

6.5.1 The exact nature and location of all the medieval buildings and structures associated
with the hospital of St Bartholomew’s remains uncertain although investigations at St
Bartholomew’s have identified a number of features and finds. Amongst these have
been

. o an archaeological investigation undertaken between the. Chapel ‘and Bartlemas
House (OA 1), which recorded a p0551ble boundary feature assoc1ated with 15th
century pottery (Durham 1990)

e the investigations on the Oxford Brookes University site (OA 2) which may have
" identified a section of robbed out walling as well as recovering a number of sherds
of Medieval pottery.{TVAS 2002). The walling fragment was in the sectlon of the

site that lay inside the St Bartholomew’s enclosure.

‘_ o finds of Medieval pottery made from within the area of the allotrnents (OA6).

6.5.2 The only certain surviving medieval structure is the Chapel which dates to ¢ 1336 and
this may itself replace an earlier Chapel. It is probable, however, that the remaining
hospital buildings lay near this chapel and w1t.hm the extra-parochial enclosure granted
to the hospltal .

-6.5.3 Some estimation of what hospital buildings did exist at St Bartholemew’s ‘duri‘ng the
Medieval period has been made based on available documentary sources (OAU 1997).
This study indicated that St Bartholomew’s probably comprised the chapel with an

" attached series of individual cells for lepers, at least one warden’s house (if not two),

"and a farmhouse with ancillary buildings including a dovecote (OAU 1997, 7).

6.5.4 Studies of other charitable hospitals suggest that they were built to a fairly stanc!hrd plan
and that the hospital buildings may have been enclosed within a precinct wall. (Rigold
“ o0 1964 and Gilchrist 1992, 104). In addition, it is probable that there was provision for

fresh water being supplied to the hospital and in at least three excavated examples (two .
" in Kent (Rigold 1964)) and at the hospital of St John the Baptist in Oxford (on the site

. now occupied by Magdalen College) (Durham et al, 1991), thrs water supply was
- carried under the hospital buildings.

6.5.5 It is also possible that the water supply to St Bartholomew’s was associated with a Holy

Well known variously as St Bartholomew’s Well, Strowell or Hickwell (Rattue, 1991,
173). This well was first recorded by Wood in his survey of the Antiquities of Oxford
(Wood 1661-66, 514-517) although it may have originally been associated with the cult
of St Bartholomew that was licensed at the hospitat of St Bartholomew in 1336 (ibid).
Although the cult of St Bartholomew was suppressed in the reign of Queen Elizabeth I,
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656"

Wood recorded that garlanding of the well and a perambulation continued to occur on
May Day and Holy Thursday at the time that he was writing (ibid).

There is élso a record (Rannie, 1900, 24) that it became a custom amongst the Scholars

_ and Choir of New College, Oxford to process to St Bartholomew’s on the momings of

Ascension Day and May Day where they said prayers and sang Hymns. “They -then
sought a well-hard by, known as Strowell or Stockwell, around which, after a recitation

. of the Epistle and other religious observances, they relapsed into mere woodland

merriment of a semi-pagan kind..... " (ibid)

6.6 The Location of the Holy Well

6.6.1

6.6.2

6.6.3

6.6.4

" The location of the Holy Well that may be associated with St Bartholomew’s Hospitail is

unknown. None of the early maps of the St Bartholomew’s (Fig 6) site or its immediate

“surroundings or the 19th century Ordnance Survey mapping (Fig 7) record the presence

of a Holy Well. :

The description given by Rannie (Rannie 1900) in section 6.5.5 above strongly suggests
that the well actually lay within the St Bartholomew’s enclosure as it is recorded as
being hard by and called Strowell or Stockwell. Strowell being recorded as having
belonged to the parcel of land given to St Bartholomew’s by Henry II (see sec 6.4.2
above (OAU 1997, 7)). Furthermore, in the geological background (sec 4.1.3 above) it
was noted that the northern section of the St Bartholomew’s enclosure lies over the
junction of the impermeable Oxford Clay with the overlying (and more permeable)
sandstone of the Temple Cowley member and, therefore, on a natural springline (See
fig. 5).

A small stream has historically formed the western boundary of the enclosure in which
St Bartholomew’s lies and it was this small stream (contained for much of its length by
a relatively recent open culvert) that was traced during the walkover (see Sec 5 above).
No well or spring was noted during this walkover, although the stream appears to rise in
the area of changing geology in the north of the St Bartholomew’s erclosure as noted
above. Exactly where this little stream actually rises remains uncertain due to the
encroachment and possible infilling by the gardens of properties fronting Southfield
Road. This stream can be traced to continue along the western edge of the historic
enclosure associated with St Bartholomew’s and, therefore also forms the eastern edge
of the Bartlemas nursery school site. As this water course lies on the western edge of
the historic enclosure associated with St Bartholomew’s it seems unlikely that any
hospital buildings would have actually straddled the watercourse and, therefore,
extended onto the nursery school site.

It should also be noted that the small watercourse that forms the western boundary of

- the St Bartholomew’s enclosure is not the only potential source of water for the

Medieval hospital site. A curving water feature is clearly shown on the 1840 map of St
Bartholomew’s (Fig. 6) and also clearly indicated on O/S mapping up to 1921 (Figs 7
and B). Even after 1921, this feature partially survives to be shown as a drain on the
1:2500 O/S mapping of 1956 (Fig 8), linking to a drain which follows the eastern
boundary of the St Bartholomew’s enclosure (see Fig. 5).

Q
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7 ARCHAEOLOG]CAL POTENTIAL AND PREVIOUS IMPACTS ON THE'SITE

7.1
AR

712

7.14

7.2
7.2.1

Archaeologlcal Potentlal

‘No Prehistoric activity or ﬁndspots are recorded frorn within 500 m of Bartlemas
- Nursery School site and the potential for activity of this date being present on the site is,
'therefore rated as being very low. : :

A Romano-Brltlsh kiln site has been 1dent1ﬁed (0A 4) only ¢ 500 m to the south east of
Bartlemas Nursery School and finds of Romano-British material were also made during
investigations on the adjacent Oxford Brookes accommodation site (OA 2). Although
these finds are believed to have been residual or re-deposxted by manuring they Stlll
indicate that some Romano-British activity is present in the v1c1mty

" During the Medleval and Post Medieval periods the Bartlemas Nursery School srte lay
just outside the western boundary of the extra-parochial enclosure associated ‘with the:
- charitable hospital of St Bartholomew. The estimated area of this enclosure during the
Medieval period accords pretty well with the mapped area (13 acres 1 rood and 32
perches) that appears on historic maps from the 1802 Inclosure map onwards (OAU
1997, 8). The old causeway road (See fig. 4) lay just to the south of Bartlemas Nursery
School. This route was probably established by the Medieval period and continued to be
the main route eastward until Cowley Road became established during the 19th century.

It has been suggested that the water course that defines the boundary between Bartlemas
School and the St Bartholomew’s extra-parochial enclosure may have provided a water .
supply for the hospital. It is possible that this is the case, although another water feature
has been identified from historic maps within the extra parochial enclosure. This second
feature lies in close proximity to the surviving hospital chapel and is aligned on an area
in which other medieval hospital buildings probably stood. This second feature may .

. originally have been a boundary and/or fish-pond demarcating an internal division

within the Medieval hospital. It is possible that this feature may have been fed with

water through a conduit taken off the watercourse that forms the boundary: with the -

Nursery School Site. If this was the case then a conduit running betiween the .
watercourse on the boundary and this second water feature may have supphed water for
the hospital.

Lying outside the extra-parochial enclosure, it is probable that the Bartlemas School site-
lay in a cultivated or waste area just within the north west boundary of the Parish of
Cowley and that no hospital buildings extended over the watercourse that forms the
boundary with Bartlemas. It is also highly probable that the site of the Holy Well of St
Bartholomew lies somewhere on a natural springline within the northem half of the .
extra-parochial enclosure associated with St Bartholomew’s.

Past Impacts )

The building of the Bartlemas Nursery School wr]l have impacted on any potentlal ’
archaeology that may be present within the site. It is probable that any archaeology that
may be present will be severely truncated within the footprint of the nursery school
building and may also have been impacted to a lesser extent during the creation of
associated hardstanding around the' school buildings.
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PROPOSED EVALUATION OF SITE

Without fieldwork the presence, state of survival, importance and effects on, the buried

unknown archaeological resource cannot be accurately quantified. A scheme of

Evaluation trenches within the footprint of the proposed new residential development is
therefore suggested This will inform on the presence and quality of any potential
archaeology in this area to inform a decision on whether any further m]tlgatlon is
required. :

Any scheme of archaeological evaluation and mitigation should be agreed, well in
advance of construction, with the curatorial body (Oxford City Archaeologist).

9 CONCLUSIONS

9.1.1,

This report concludes that the Bartlemas Nursery School lies in an area in which there is
some potential for Pre Medieval, and especially Romano-British, deposits and or
features being present on the site During the Medieval and Post Medieval period the site

" lay just outside the extra parochial enclosure of St Barthclomew’s Hospital and is

therefore likely to have lain in the open fields or waste on the boundary between the
parishes of Cowley and Headington.

It is possible that the watercourse that forms the eastern boundary of the site with the St
Bartholomew’s enclosure formed part of the water supply for St Bartholomew’s
Hospital although it is unlikely that built structures associated with the hospital
extended to the west of this boundary.

The exact location of a Holy Well associated with the water supply at St Bartholomew’s
remains uncertain although it is likely to have lain on a natural spnng line in the
northern part of the St Bartholomew’s enclosure.

A scheme of archaeological evaluation is suggested to inform on the requirement for

- any further archaeological mitigation of the Bartlemas Nursery School site. Any scheme

of archaeological evaluation and mitigation should be agreed, well in advance of
construction, with the curatorial body (Oxford City Archaeologist).

Oxford Archaeology

March 2008

12 13/03/08



Oxford Archaeclogy co o . ) ) - ’ - Former Bartlemas School, Oxford
. : i o Archaeological Desk-based Assessment

Appendlx I

Bibliography and Sources Consulted

. Atkinson, R. 1948. Archaeological Notes In Oxoniensia XIII. 67

Basset, S.(Ed.) 1992. Deark in Towns
Boase, C W. 1887. Historic Towns: Oxford.

Dufham, B. 1990. Oxfofdf Bartlemas House and _Chapel. Th;: Quarterly Newsletter of the Oxford ‘
~ Archaeological Unit #17. ' ' ‘ ' ‘
Durham, B (et al). 1991. The Infirmary and Hall of the Medieval Hospital of St John the Bapiist ai
" Oxford. Oxoniensia LVi A : '

_ Gilchrist, R. 1992. ‘Christian Bodies and Souls The Archaeology of Life and Death in Later Med:eval
* Hospitals. In Basset, S (Ed). ’

JMHS, 2001. 4n Archaeologrcal Wafchmg Brief at R/O Cowley St John's Vtcarage 271 Cowley road,
Oxford. John Moore Hemage Services
JMHS, 2003. 4An ArchaeologzcaiEvaluation at the Manor Ground, London Road, Headington. John

Moore Heritage Services

Lowe, J. 1998. Southfield Road, Oxford: An Archaeological Desk-Based Assessment Unpublished client

report by Thames Valley Archaeclogical Services.

Margary, [. 1973. Roman Roads in Britain

MBA 2005: Bartlemas, Oxford: Conservation Plan-Assessment (Rev. D)
Newton, R. 1984. St Bartholomew's Hospital and Chapel.

_0A, 1999. Cheney Student Village, Oxford Brookes University, Archaealogtcal Desk Based Assessment.

Oxford Archaeolo gy

OA, 2005. East Oxford Health Centre, Manzil Way, Oxford. Archaeclogical Evaluation Report.Oxford ~
Archaeology *

OA 2006. Oxford Brookes Masterplan, Archaeological Desk Based Assessment Oxford Archaeology .
OAU, 1997. Oriel College Sports Ground, Archaeolog.rcal Appraisal. Oxford Archaeologlcal Unit.
Peshall, 1773. T he Ancient and Present State of the City of Oxford

Powell, P. 2005. The Geology of Oxfordshire

_ Rannie, D. 1500. Oriel College

Rattue, J. 1991. An Inventory of Holy Wells in Oxfordshzre Oxoniensia LV
Rigold, S. 1964. Two ‘kentish Hospitals re-exammed St Mary, Ospringe and SS Stephen and Thomas,
New Romney. Arch. Cant. No. 79.

TVAS, 2002. Southfield Road, Oxford: An Archaeological Evaluatior;‘ Thames Valley Archéeological ‘

Services .
VCH 1967. The Victoria History of the Counties of England: A History of the County of Oxford Vol. 1.
Wood, A. 1661-66 A Survey of the Antiquities of the City of Oxford (Edifed by Andrew Clark)

' Young, C. 1975. Excavations at the Churchill Hospital 1973. Interim Repor.r In Oxoniensia XXXIV.

Young, C. 1977. The Roman Pottery Indusiry of the Oxford Region

- 13- . 13/03/08



L

i
Oxford Archaeology ’ ’ Former Bartl.emas Schbol, Oxford

Archaeological Desk-based Assessment

Cartographic Sources Consulted
Davis’s*Map of Oxfordshire (1797)

’ Headington Inclosure Map (1802)

Plan of an estate called St Barthol;)me'w in the County of Oxford belonging to Oriel College Oxford
(1840) Oriel college Archives.

Cowley Tithe Map (1846)

St Clements Tithe Map (1853)

1st Edition O/S 25” Map (1879)

2nd Edition O/S 25” Map (1899)

Revision of O/S 25" Map (1921)

0/S 1:2,500 Map (1956)

Plan showing surface water drainage at Oriel College Sports ground, Oxford '(1919) (Oriel College
Archives) -

British Geological Survey 1:50,000 Sheet 237 Thame.

14 13/03/08



Oxford Archaeology » e ' . .+ Former Bartlemas Sch&:l, Oxford .
e Co ; - Archaeological Desk-based Assessment
Gazetieer
OAl1 Investigation,undertziken during excavation of a modem pond recorded a
possible late medieval Ainterna>l boundary within the Bartlemas site. (Durham _ _
1990) . | o

0A2 Investigations undertaken prior to the bhilding of the Oxford Brookes
University abcom:fxodation immediately to the north of Bartlemas Nursery-
Schobl recorded a possible section of walling within the Bartlemas eﬁclosure ‘
but no other significant features although lﬁ,nds of Romano British pottery
- suggested activity of this date in the -vicir-lity. (OAU 1997, Lowe 1998, TVAS
2002) | ' ‘

OA3 A Watching Brief undertaken to the rear of St John’s Vicarage recorded no
‘ archaeology but suggested that the original Causeway road lay just to the north = -
of the investigated area. (JMHS 2001).

OA 4 Investigations undertaken during work at the Oxford Boys School recorded -‘ .
~ numerous finds. of Romano-British pottery suggesting that a kiln site was

i pr-esent. (Atkinson 1948).

0AS ‘ Investigations undertaken at the new‘East Oxford Health Centre recorded no
archaeology (OA 2005). - ‘

OA6 ) Report of medieval pottery being found on the allotments within the Bartlemas

enclosure.
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o E RISK ASSESSMENT _ . o
Isitehame: - .~ - [Former Bartlemasr ~ [Prepared.by: . Bem Ford—f > e '
S g NurserySchool, o - ,
o .__|Oxford oo ; Lo s .
Site:code: . |OXFBNS08 Approved by: 9‘3\,_}'1;[_:!{([0&&;.:. T B W mgn.m-&. Sorvton. Ay O
I S L et N ek b dud e aedued b
‘|Invoice code: - |OXFBNSEV' |Date: 28.05.08 - under CDM Regulatmns' at ‘ ' :
' | this time. OA will be the only contractor on s:te

Job :summary: Please give: sutﬁclent detall, so that the risk assessment can be checked Mmlmum type of pro_|ect / number of- trenches or size of area l urban or rural / number
of people and duratlon

Machine assisted excavation of 4 X IOm trenches and 2 x 5 m trenches located around former school bulldlngs belongmg to the former Bartlemas Nursery School (now disused), Breaking
up of hardstanding surfaces will be requlred To be completed in 1 week by 2 people. -

Basrs for this Rrsk Assessment (e.g. is it the first RA for this snte or a: follow on, or renew? Will it undertaken in line w1th a CDM Construction Phase ‘Health and Safety Plan? o
ete.): . . . .

First RA t‘or this site

. | ’

The regulatlons require that your: risk assessment considers the approprmte level of 1st Aid cover necessary for each site. You must consider the size of the team, the nature of
the: hazards ;present (e.g. planton: site, work_m ;in.deep excavations), the remoteness from the: emergency services: and whether the site is shared.with other contractors engaged in
hamrdous activities, If you feel that a first aider isréquired for your site please: adme.Nlck
Dan Poore (Health and Safety Adv:sor) for advxce. . :

epherd (Head of Fieldwork) If you are “uniclear about 1st Ald provision please ask

: ‘Fir: -you will mini whose Fes| nsnblhtyistotake charge when ;onleo.neiis';ihjured.o.r fall ii,l;_and:who cal'l_s_an
"‘ 'ambulanee ifnecessary"The appolnted person also:looks after’and re—stncks the lst-:Ald box. e L O R
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-‘ ‘Nt'liiiberlof.vFirst Aiders required: 1 _

' snte pecific controls‘that mlght be'necessary. (in ‘Coluinn’ 5), beyond ‘those already detalled or'l'ollow the instructions given If No, delete or stnke-throngh ‘thie contentsof
Colnmns 5 to 7. _

If there are rlsks on your!project that are not detailed below please add them, and appropnate controls to the Slte Speclﬁc Rlsk Asseesment table helow

- ]3-RISK-RATING

6. ACTIONBY?

|vehicles/ vandalism

Tools to be kept in locked QA vehicle.

- 2= RISK:- - ‘4;-Applies-tothis-| - ~-8;CONTROLS "~ ™ R A
‘ : (High Medium | project? Yes/No - RESIDUAL
Low) - ! RISK.
! RATING
- ' | (High
|Medium Low
ik - o K - S ‘ - 2 R Ingignlﬁcsnt)
. |Lack of understanding of ||Personal injury. Medium yes All staﬂ' to receive and sign for an mductlon based on thlS Fieldwork Director Low
the site and its hazards. || -~ o risk assessment and the WSI. ' (i.e. Project Officer
o ’ ' or Supervisor)
Lack-of-understanding.of :|Personal injury. Medium - yes Weekly Health and Safety briefings, including a toolbox  [Project Manager Low
Ithe site:and-its hazards. . .:}.. - . . .- S ' - |talk; will-be delivered by:the Project Manager or their. - - S -
. |nominated representative (normally the Project Officer or
Superwsor)' and attended” by all'site’staff. A record'of
" - |attendance will be mamtamed usmg the form provided in’
: . S " |thé H- and'S pack. - . L :
Vehicle movement | Personal injury. Medium - yes Authorized, assessed drivers on]y to-drive OA- veh1cles [Fieldwork Director °|~ . "Low
L Vehicle/-property o o (owned or hired).- Banksman, miust be.present for all . - R P R IS
damage - reversing of vans; minibuses or any vehicle with restricted
) L : rear view. PPE: Hi-vis vests - :
‘IVehicle. security |Unauthorised use of .Low yes | Contractot to immobilise plant. Park in designated areas. |Fieldwork Director / Low
: : : Driver
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1. HAZARD

2.RISK

“[3. RISKRATING

(High Medium
Low)

4.’Applies to this |-
_project? Yes/No |. -

we 75 CONTROLS:

6. ACTION BY?

7'
RESIDUAL
RISK

| RATING

. (High
Medium Low
Insignificant)

Driving to and from site

Road traffic accident -

"Medium

.yes

. |AN drivers, either of OA orof hired vehicles, must be
. |qualified and competent to drive.Each driver must'have -

their licence checked by Duncan Waltham (DW), OA
Head:of: Loglstlcs ‘Each driver must have their driving
ability: assessed, either by DW-orias part of a MIDAS test
undertaken'by Bryan Matthews. ‘Each driver must have a -
copy of the drwer s Code of Conduct which: detalls thelr

is pamcul rly lmportant that drlvcrs take breaks or that

) dnvmg is shared by more that one dnver

" |The- PrQ]eCt Manager is responsxble for the safety of the
- isite team once:they have left the ofﬁce (either Oxford or

Lancaster) although'this does not ‘affect the ]egal

responsibilities that drivers‘assiyme each time they drive

for QA ~§ée ‘Drivers’Risk Asséssment’ °

Duncan .
Waltham/Project
Manager-

Low

" [Driving:on site-

Injury to staff and
members of the public

“Medium

yes .

-|Al vehlcle ‘movemeits around:sités’should be'subject to a

10 mph-speed limit, and should take account of footpaths
and- acccss routes ‘ . .
must only be: undertaken with'the’ a551stance dfa banksman

Wheeis should be checked for excess mud before driving
on the public highway.

Fieldwork
Director/Drivers

_ Reversmg ofvans. and all vehtcles w1th restricted rear view|, -

Equipment in general

Personal-injury,
property damage

Medium

- yes

No OA staff to use equipment not owned or htred by OA.

Fieldwork Director

C:\Documents and Settings\dave.wilkinson\Local Settings\Temporary Internet Files\OLK72\RA for Bartlemas Eval June 08.doc




trench. Personal injury. .

of material. This can apply to-excavations as shallow as

" {0.5 m deep. An assessment of the stability of soils for all
- lexcavations >500 mm deep MUST be made. If in doubt,
|do not enter, or step/batter/shore. Edge protection, to

prevent falls, must also be installed.
J
Deep excavatlons will requﬂ'e a Method Statement to

accompariy a detailed: R]Sk Asséssment (to be added below
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- 1. HAZARD 2. RISK .|3..RISK'RATING|.4.'Applies-to-this:| - -~ - - 5. CONTROLS. -:6. ACTION-BY?-- 7. -
FRE (High Medium | project? Yes/No | - ' - .| RESIDUAL
- Low) ‘ o 4 RISK '
: o RATING
: L (High -
Medium Low
. ‘ ] . {\ . . . . e - » - InSi.gniﬁcant
|Damaged/ defective Personal injury, -Medium - yes ‘ Dally mspecnon of eqmpment Replace defectwe Fieldwork Director Low
“|equipment property damage : - equipment where necessary, and ensure that Logtstlcs o '
' Dept.-are aware: that defecttve equlpment has been
- R Jreturned.:- R s e
:|Slips; trips and falls’ Personal injury - Medinm yes | - |All dccéssand. egress.routes to_be’ clearly def'med and kept |Fieldwork Director Low
_ ‘ as'dry: and ‘free from'mud-as: practlcable (regular ‘ -
mspecttons must be underfaken to-énsure this): Tools and
other: equ1pment to beikept tidy and- away Arom defined
- |access routes. Only manageable loads to be carr:ed ‘Edge
_ protection to be'installed as’necessary.
Mechanical excavator Personal injury Medium - yes Authorised and compeétent driver. Driver’s ablhty/attltude Fieldwork Director Low
- _ regardmg safe workmg should be monitored, and action '
taken if. necessary Competent OA signaller to be ‘used for
plant work on site.Banksman to be used for plant
. |movemients around site andIndutction, Tool box talks.
Monitor. PPE: hard hat, hi-vis vest, safety boots.
DRIVER’S CITB TICKET' NEEDS TO BE CHECKED
. BEFORE-WORK COMMENCES .
Working in deep Trench collapse, falling High " yes Deep éxcavations can be considered as any excavation Project Manager Low
excavations objects, falling into ‘ which' creates the potential for a significant fall or collapse |-~ .




upon initial days
" work

‘ drawmgs wherever possible. Visual inspection of entire

site prior to any work starting. If overhead cables present,
specific risk assessmént to be undertaken and entered in
section below: as a minimum, goalposts to be erected for

* |all plant movements under cables, boom restricters to be

* ~|considered, all personnel to be briefed, ‘especially with

1, HAZARD 2. RISK |3. RISK'RATING| 4. Applics to this |- . -5CONTROLS-. . - 6. ACTIONBY? 7.
' (High Medium | project? Yes/No |. - ' ‘ - RESIDUAL
Low) - T RISK
RATING
(High .
Medium Low
NS . o Insngniﬁcant)
in the Site Specific Risk Assessment:section ifrrequired) -
detailed guidance:is available on the Intranet. Deep -
excavations may also constitute Confined Spaces-- this
issue must be addressed in the detailed RA.
Underground Services RlSk of Electrocutlon, Medium yes Undertake Serv1ces check through statutory bodles/chents Fieldwork Director Low
gas leaks or flooding. L drawmgs wherever possible. Competent persen (deﬁned o IR '
|by'the’ ‘HSE as someone who has received, as a minimum;
' |training from a quallf' ied operatwe) to’ check for unknown
underground sérvices prior to machmmg usmg a Cable
" |Avoidance Tool (“Cat and Jenny”). Hand'éxcavaté in ‘areas
of suspected hve services to locate and isolate from
- {interference. frorn mechamcal excavatlon “Notify statutory
{boi 1e§/cllcnts if suSpected live services are’ found :
ALWAY' 'ASSUME THAT ALL SERVICES ARE
' , , LIVE. : .
Overhead cables .....|Risk:of electiocution . . ‘High ...unsure:-.check. ... Undertake Serv1ces check through statutory bodles/chents

regard to-use of surveying’ staff and erection of any towers.| .. -l 0]

' C:\Documentsrand Settings\dave.wilkinson\Local Settin_gs.,“""‘*rnporary Internet File’_s\QLK"iZ'\RA» for Bartlemas Eve*™me 08.doc




1. HAZARD 2, RISK 3. RISK RATING] 4. Applies to this |~ "~ S/CONTROLS -6, ACTION BY? | 7. .
- (High ] Medium | project? Yes/No | D L " | RESIDUAL
Low) ~ | RISK
 (High
; Medium Low
— - . : L . . Insignificant
Weather Cold/ wet weather: Low yes . |Reé-arange fiéldwork if practicable. Staff:will beissued.  [Project Manager Low *-
: hypothermia/ice : with'suitable clothing and suitable footwear.
Hot weather: |Additional breaks' o be taken in the event of very hot
heatstroke/ . |weather. Work-on 51te to be suspended in the event of
dehydration { - |prolonged heavy rain, or when site becomes too slippery to
Electrocution ' . |be safely worked,
: Weathier forecasts should be monitored and precautlons
taken in thé.event of predictions of dangerous weather e.g.
high winds - shelter in a cabin or vehicle; electncal storms
- shelter in'a vehicle. ) :
Soil contamination/ |Ingestion/¢ontact with Medium yes - noreport |Wheré no contamination i$ known treat as suspected Fieldwork Director / Low
zoonotic hazards contaminated soils or - “available anyway. Good hygiene regime. Wash face and hands.(hot™ {Project Manager’
' bacteria within soils : water and soap) before each break and at end of day. No i
' N " {smoking or eating on site except in designated areas.
Should evidence of contamination be found (either by
odour or appearance) excavation to cease and suitable
advice to be sought. Relevant departments should be
notified of the risk (logistics, environmental, finds,
archives depts). All'material-{e.g. finds, records and ..
equipment).returning from contaminated sites should be as
clean as:possible in order-to. minimise:the risk: of. -
~icontaminants being’ bought back to the office or stores. o
Personal injury, or - |Prior to starting on site the Project Manager should .. Low

Livestock

injury to livestock

Medium

- no

"|establish that no fields are to have excavations undertaken

within them where there is a risk that livestock will be

. pfesent Cattle in particular can be very inquisitive and

" |injuries to personnel are not uncommon. Electric fencmg is

Project Manager

... |avaitable from logistics if.areas need to be isolated from

C:\Documents-and Settings\dave. wilkinson\Local Settings\Temporary Internet Files\OLK72\RA for Bartlemas Eval June 08.doc




~ 1. HAZARD © 2.RISK 3. RISK RATING]| 4. Applies-to this 5. CONTROLS \ 6. ACTION BY? 7.
...(High-Medium - | project? Yes/No-|- e ' RESIDUAL
Low) RISK
RATING
(High
. Medium Low
: Insignificant)
hvestock hvestock can. also be.injured. by fallmg 1nt0 open .
trenches ) : '
Leptospirosis (Weil's Contraction of serious Medium yes (near water _ Inductlon Issue mfonnatwn cards: High: standardkof Fieldwork Director Low

Disease), Tetanus

disease

course and disused

hyglene (controls asfor- contammated ground)

N _ buildings)
Noise Hearing &maéé; : 'High ' yes (breaker to be Hearmg“ rotectlon in’ the form of ear plugs .or preferably Fieldwork Director
tinnitus used) ear defénders’ compatlble with hard Hiats, must’ be available

- for 51tes where noxse 1s hkely to be a hazard

As a general rule of thumb if you are havmg 10 raise your

" |voice to'make yourself heard by someone less than'2 m

away, the noise level is 11ke1y to be higher than 80
decibels. At this level it is advisable although not
compulsory to wear ear defenders or ear.plugs. This advice
must be passed on to all staff by the person responsible for
monitoring sound levels (usually the Supervisor or Project
Officer), If you have to shout to be heard, the level is

‘|likely to be-in excess of-85dB. At this level the wearing of |
ear defenders or plugs is mandatory, and must be enforced |’

by the Supervisor or Project Officer.

Hearing protectlon zones must be established on sites
where noise is a problem, and appropriate PPE worn

.. |within them. In most case thls zone will be the area around
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- '1.HAZARD - 2-RISK - - +-|3-RISK-RATING|:4;-Applies-to:this- |-~ - 5. CONTROLS: "~ -6-ACTION‘BY? | 7.
: (High Medium | project? Yes/No ' - | RESIDUAL
Low) : RISK
RATING
(High
‘| Medium Low
L . TR Insignificant)
|a working mechanical excavator.: - :
Sharp objects Injury or disease. Medium - yes Great care'to be taken: when cleanng dreas, movmg Fieldwork Director / Low
' : rubblsh etc where there is the potentnal for presence of all staff
needles/any matenals associated with' drug use. If found, ' :
. to be left'in place area cordoned off and advice sought
- |from Local Authority Environmental Health Officer
(EHO) As’ a last resort, needle may ‘be-moved by person- -
|wearing g]oves and using & shovel: Place in a’bucket and
_____ . T , covei'witha layer of soil. Report: to. EHO. . . o ,
Flre/explosmn High T yes If using a gas bottle for the preparation of hot drinks, the Fieldwork-Director Low

Gas bottle

bottle itself MUST be safely posztloned,outsxde the mess~~ |’
" thut,-to"ensure adequate ventilation in the event of a gas

leak.If the.gas ring;is posmoned within the mess-hut, it
must be placed on a fire mat, in a safe position away from
walls and any overhanging materials. In transit the bottle

" |must be securely fixed within the vehicle. The bottle, ring
- tand connecting pipe should be. regularly-checked for leaks..
- | The ring-and regulator: should be.removed-from the bottle -

prior to the gas bottle being moved, and especially when
placed in vehicle. The regulator in the crew bus should-
always be disconnected from the bottle before the vehicle
is driven anywhere, as the motion of the vehicle will cause

the bottle to leak.

C:\Documents and Settings\dave.wilkinson\Local Settings'Temporary Internet Files\OLK72\RA for Bartlemas Eval.June 08.doc

[N

)

e



project. Should any member of staff encounter harassment
or feel threatened by the actions of another (within or
external to OA), they must report it to the Site
PO/Supervisor who. i in turn will report it to the appropnate

" |authority and make a record of the harassment and any
- |actions taken. If harassment persists, OA staff will remove

/OA Staff

O s
i :
" 1. HAZARD 2. RISK 3.RISK RATING| 4. Applies to this | 5. CONTROLS .6, ACTION BY? 7.
o (High Medium | project? Yes/No : ‘ RESIDUAL
Low) - - RISK
RATING
(High
| Medium Low:
.| Insignificant)
‘Unexploded ordnance Explosion High no . A]l new sntes will be evaluated. for the rlsk of there bemg Project Manager
: : R : unexploded ordnance present. Consideration should be B
given to a sites past use, preferably at desk-based
|assessment stage-but certainly prior to mobilisation to site.
~ - |Thesite: sp%c1ﬁc risk'asséssment will identify.sites located |-
in areas. where.ordnance-was-produced; or sites which may |-
.- +|havebeena ‘target:for:wartime bombing raids. Where-sites |.
oL -lise ldentiﬁed as-having the: risk.of unexploded ordnance the |
 |risk assessment will define a specific procedure for dealing|
with ‘suspicious objects’. This procedure will be bought to |-
" lthe attention of everyone on site by means of induction
, . _ |and prominently displayed information sheets. .
Manual handling Risk of strain injuries Medium yes . Induction. **Assess manual:handling risks for each task. {Fieldwork Director Low
from incorrect or - - |Consider alternative mechanical methods for tasks. No
, excessive manual slinging of loads for machines by OA staff,
~ thandling ‘ , -
Harassment Stress, personal injury “Medium yes' No harassment or bullying of anytype (be it physical, Project Manager/ " Low
7 |verbal, sexual, racial etc) will be tolerated on any OA Fieldwork Director '

themselves from the site.

ADDITIONAL RISK ASSESSMENT -
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HAZARD " “RISK "7 [ RISKRATING |- . CONTROLS - 'ACTION BY? RESIDUAL
- (High Medium o - .| RISK RATING
Low) - (High Medium
: Low
Insignificant)
;-
4 The followmg empty. rows are for:the asswsment of additional risks:during the course of; the works WHEN ARRIVING AT THE:STTEFOR TEIE FIRST TIME, IT IS
'|IMPERATIVE THAT A FURTE[ER ASSESSMENT OF THE RISKSIS. UNDERTAKEN;:AND THE! FINDINGS/R.EQU]RED ACI‘IONS ARL RECORDED BELOW TO
FORM PART OF THE INDUCTION, BEFORE*WORK COMMENCES ‘Some risks will:only:become:apparent:once: yon :are.on:site.
" HAZARD “RISK T RISKRATING | CONTROLS, aid:DATE RISK'IDENTIFIED " " ACTION: B_Y? RESl])UAL RISK : TOOLBOX
' (High Medium | e : - RATING ' (High - TALK
Low) - Medium Low GIVEN?
- Insignificant) '
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4.sketch 5.truncation 6. fill
Overlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No Cuts: I 1.materials 2. size of bricks etc
) : 3.finish of stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: I coursing/bond 5. form 6.faces

(o

[

Ozﬁw ?’mzaw

Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
- L1 [ee2]
AL ey

this context is

@___.

I |

—]

L]
L |

I |

XL ?’N;w

7‘4— —

8. Mecthie orrcesr

Interpretation/Discussion

/\/Mm/,

Oxpoiltrs oy
v /

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

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

Recorder J 7T

Q Building Materials

Initials




& Lo N Context No.
S, CONTEXT RECORD 02
Oxford Archaeology
SITE oxrgas g | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: -~ TYPE At |
[
Trench Context Type: Deposit A€otz Simirtore- Check Lists:
Site sub-div - | overlainby: Zo) 0
Structure No Abutted by: 1.compaction’2. colour
: : 3.compeosition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: “J 5.thickness 6.extent
ments 8. method &
Filled by: conditio
Section No. Same as: @ CUT:
202 . 1.shape ip
Part of: : 2.base/si
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 2 dl'(mtezss"’t o el
. SKetC Jdrungation 6.11
Overlies: Cfo i ) nos 7.other cormaents
Level Butts: —
- . 1. materials 2.size of bricks etc
Slide No. Cuts: 3.finish of stones 4.
Neg No. Filf of: coursing/bond 5. form 6.faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other comments
L .
Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

] [l [
this context is _»..,_'

/50/7' (oheor v 2. M. Celloe Fogc.
% :C(a,. 7 507 _gromwed < 20r—. -

5. O'/O”‘—féibé

C Oty o Lltty oo SE Grrerg dnmed | O-2m E-4I X 0-3m V)
o oewco .

o~ 5. Oprveapl Mychered

~

Interpretation/Discussion

Finds (tick): None [3-]/Pot[ ] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[ ] Glass[] Metal[ ]
CBM[] Wood[] Leather[ ]

A Small Finds Recordera_r
<> Samples Date 03 -ag- o7
¢\ Building Materials Initials

]
1 e CJ C)




A 6 o Context No.
e CONTEXT RECORD 203
Oxford Archaeology
SITE Hx #&NS gy | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE [V ebyred
Trench Context Type: Deposit / Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: @ EPOSIT:
Structure No Abutted by: 1:compaction 2. colour
) 3.composition 4.inclusion
Pian No. Cutby: .thickness 6. extent
7. ents 8. method &
20 | Filled by: condition
Section No. Same as: 509 CUT:
o : 1.shapein plan
'2 ‘ Part of: 2.basd/sides
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dim
4. sketch}. truncation 6. fill
Qverlies: 201 nos 7.othexcomments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
slide No. Cuts: 1. materials 24ze of bricks etc
) ) 3.finish ofStones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location I Relationships uncertain 9.other comments
_ L
Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
b1y
o - e I 7 e —

this context is

{)&M LF-pn et e Esc

1 [ ]

LI | |

T A NS N/

H— i

bt tprtt ) banct .

”

@ OW\CP’D:}_) MW Lal.c

Interpretation/Discussion

CBM[ ] Wood[] Leather[ ]

Finds (tick): None H/Pbt[ ] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]

A SmaIJI Finds

Recorder 71~

<> Samples

Date p7_0¢ ~0§

Q Building Materials

Initials




4 Context No.
PO CONTEXT RECORD t
. Oxford Archaeology 2O+

SITEOx 78NS 28 ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE M e Grone )
- .
~ [Trench Context Type: Deposit AetitSteetare Check Lists:
: l Site sub-div Overlain by: CKZOS) D \
Structure No. Aburtted by: I(}- compaction 2.colour
.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: - “thjckness 6. extent
_@. 7.com
) Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
202 ] 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
v Overlies: 2_203 5 nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: 1. materials 2. size of bricks etc
) ) 3. finish of stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location I Relationships uncertain 9. other comments
Description {See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX .
g | | [z | | | |
I . /{’“F‘o’&"’, A 2. Md Gresnank  Gran j l
; g ] [74 174 /_/ this context is
S, ik, (o, . : : -
7 744 , ‘ | | {23 | | | L]
v

S =< 0Z3m ik
4 3 N-S ~ €K i Blm -t ";-&"1 L'/fsqw(af ouhlone | .

. Interpretation/Discussion

e ,

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

) /\ Small Finds Recorder J T
. <> Samples Date o2-0§-0¢ -

Q Building Materials Initials

&



& 6;\ Context No.
& CONTEXT RECORD 205
. Oxford Archaeology
T 1
hTE OXFRNS ¢8| ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE DeP
.
Trench Context Type: Deposit [TIStraewme Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: @ r
Structure No. Abutted by: rT-compaction 2.col0
3.compesition 4. inclusi
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
scgmments 8. method
Filled by: condi
Section No. Same as: IT:
202 Part of: :
Co-Ordinates Consists of:
Overlies: 20‘(’
Level Butts:
Slide No. Cuts:
. Neg No. Fill of:
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9. other comments

Description (See check lists):

>
STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

1 [

]

W—/Q

K5et Tanceion, OMd Fine Gy et

20%

this context is

] |

Cloy

s

A

X

= Sl
“S8 S 2 L

| Zo4 |

1 1

7 ]

o?/hMﬁ(bm ex C’j,

I\/——)
B <0.2m mb«; Eert < O Fm %%m i cd() o 4-ém o
Do ok & - ~ d_
e~ 2%

@‘D [e-ctnre _pre-guor.

Interpretation/Discussion

Lot

mixﬁ@/ G p@,ﬂm /?M

CBM[] Wood[ ] Leather[]

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

A Small Finds

Recorder (T

O Samples

Date o7-ovg-0y

O Building Materials

Initials




& ét. \\ Context No,
¥ CONTEXT RECORD 208
Oxford Archasology
SITE o =86 @ | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE /70 ke /fv'*'/
.
vy
Trench Context Type: Deposit / Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSH:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compaction 2. colour
. : 3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6.extent
— Y 2o 7.comments 8 method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: (IOS )/(’( j_) CUT:
Aol +7.02. Part of- 7 1.shape in plan
2._base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4.sketch 5. truncation 6. fill
Overties: E 20 9) nos 7.other comiments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
X . 1.materials 2.size of bricks etc
slide No. Cuts: 3.finish of stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9. other comments
. — —
Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

35/& a% Yé %«% il

/

|

| ECH N )

8 I I ]

this context is

1 ) L L

l

| ] [ [

/4
md?fw

~ Sm,vt’L_ /-VcaL L. & S’/ﬂwuv\-/ + "F%'ﬂ
<A07. }s&_fs Wj/ Shore "2 2Sm~ oee € BM,

5%d¢+w et M, SorAl <0 28m  Gach.

s T NS5 ex

4 a?m E AP ex.

?7' — <€’ mw‘ W{Ml' .

@ﬁ %//»4 Lrest Sicle & </0m,

Interpretation/Discussion

Hoate jmm/ Hoype i .

CBM[ ] Wood[] Leather[]

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

A Small Finds Recorder JT
<> Samples Date o1-of-0 §
Q Building Materials Initials




’N O Context No.
CONTEXT RECORD 0
Oxford Archaeology 2 q
SITE ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE
OxFgans 0% Edere.
Trench Context Type: Deposit / Curibiiatiie— Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: 20¢%
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compacFi9n 2.c_olou .
3. composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cutby: ] 5. thickness 6. extent
omments 8. method &
Filled by: con
Section No. Same as: CUT:
207 2 1.shapeinplan
Part of 2. base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4. sketch 5.truncation 6.fill
Overlies: 20%” nos 7.cother comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
slide No. Cuts: 1. materials 2. size of bricks etc
) ) 3.finish of stones 4, )
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9, other comments

I Description {See check lists):

Tenoc o &@% ﬂ@d@

’d@?"\ﬁv—vx

t/ rare cs/mu,¢d/om ,

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

| T 2ol

1 3

this context is

1 =]

1 — |

I | L]

S) < Odm thik pb rorthan et

@M‘ﬂ /Mé.ﬂww(xv

Eo>ler—

M/, 2./ V=S

7)-

5’)//&6/“/ Koy Grwnd, oreaio” Sﬂuﬁj/ /07#»70 Gornon .

Interpretation/Discussion

pu

C%,- depont ol 4&/4—.‘7 /ué.’/)z%,»c—é‘lj ety %72@

CBM[] Wood[]

Leather [ ]

Finds (tick): None [’]/Pot[] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[ ] Metail[ ]

/\ Small Finds

Recorder jT~

<> Samples

Date gz —6_08

Q Building Materials

Initials
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Context No.

) CONTEXT RECORD 210
Oxford Archaeology -
LSlTE@WSNSO’X ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE Seemce. TWH
* Jrench 2 Context Type: Depesit /- Cut / Strseture Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by:
Structure No. Abutted by:
Plan No. Cut py:
20 Filledby: (214
M
Section No. Same as:
- 2(57 : - .shape in plan
R Part of .base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates - Consists of: \dimension and depth
Overlies:
rd B .
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: 1. materials 2.§ize jcks etc
e " 208 3.finish of stongs 4.
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond . form 6.faces

7.bond 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

Description (See check lists):

9.other comments

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

s

Ve funniny €4

1 ] 1 ]

Mot bittrmed Stesp S Side  rove genolied Sioe.

L
this context is
L

b dup-

Sherp - fop.

,[

| =] 1 [

3)@ P20 tmdepp X>065m M‘JLQ\PS)«L ex ‘f) N

5)ﬂs 23

Hm@ED 7

\j ;'2,\

‘ \‘

LBt~

Interpretation/Discussion

5efna_ frencd ce X m/n/wu’ EA4) ot nortlen Wﬂ Prenc it

N //uééu@(c ~ P/f‘% e a(bp(‘z

CBMI[ ]

Finds (tick): None [-

Pot[ ] Bone[] Flint[]

Wood [ ] teather|[ ]

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

Recorder JT

Date oz/bg -3

Q Building Materials
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£ \| Context No.
=/ CONTEXT RECORD 2
Oxford Afchaeology
SITEox=BNS@3 | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE Seemce T&.
.
Trench 2 Context Type: Deposit / Grt-Strusivie Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: (5 | 2)
Structure No. Abutted by: / 1.compaction 2. colour
3.composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cutby: \ 5.thickness 6. extent
: comments 8. method &
Filled by: contiiigns
. - -
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:
Siide No Cuts: @ 1. materials 2. size of bricks etc
. = 3.finish of stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: I 2 ol coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other comments
-
Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

l. Teneisn, L&;ﬂ: 2. et Yo gtons oo L) lzz ] L ) L |

this context is
[5- S0, (o, T <007 moeat simn == .

1 o1 [ 1 [
éSOMa"tj:%;%hpzﬁtbwm//W(

. (=8 4
S O7om Aee .20 -6Srm v ex [p,\(/_,p o~ €KX .
d

7. ——

K-Mﬁc/w-;al 0(&1"19 9MWC_M1—‘

Interpretation/Discussion

Foll  Hrvan W W’M[Q.Oé_ “M e Gl

Finds (tick): None[ ] Pot[] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metail ]
CBM[] Wood[] Leather(] Feld for

A Small Finds Recorder JT

<> Samples Date 02-05-0}
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BTN A LB AT Tt SRR A g, 7 oS LA BN RIS A o el e IR A TR L R S + L ST T T I e et R T

Grid reference o Field No.

Average depth to 1op of natural. 036M Was archaeology present ? No

Section Nm ? m o,.,t:' Were finds recovered 7 P @ 7

B 115 irench contains only a small number of contexts. and requires only one or two plans and sections, list plans and seciions on this sheet. §
l tf the irench contains large numbers of contexts use a conventionat context cheek list and plan and section list sheets as necessary.

Description '
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e T e D ATy i o e oS W S S f e A TR AT

Nl o £ R T VL AT T R T TS TR G e AR TS oS e e

Grid reference’ fleld No.

.

Average depth 1o top of natural Was archaeology pr‘esem T RNe

Section Nm 7 SME’M OtJ\:‘ Were finds recoxered 7 ‘Qo

B If a trench contains only a small number of contexts, and requires onh' one or two plans and scctions, list plans and sections on this sheet. §
If thc trench contains large numbers of contexts use a conventional coniext cheek hist and plan and section list sheets as necessary.
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Brief description of archaecology/comments -
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Oxford Archaeology Oxford Archacology

Trench orientation N B+ e Grid reference -

L -Sheqxe .
Length Width Average depth to top of natural Was archaeology present ? Y@?
Plan Nos ? -6 OO Section Nos ? 50/ Were finds recovered ? ‘/ﬁ

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 / Descriptions ,

Context No. | Description

ex y ENNNC O
Present topsoil/ploughsoil M
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N : Fec
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[ M50 TRumaAROr S Soi1 = ¢ <2
S So2 = 22-14

Natural (describe)

Brief description of archaeology/comments ——;5“- Add 3 10 a
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ContextNo-

D —
& CONTEXT RECORD ADDITIONAL SHEET [ EenCi~ '5

. Oxford Archaeology
SITE CODEQx F@V.SZBSITE NAME B /o (2 mowrds (\/,,\,f-“,,k3 OK{W'/ SHEETNO. Z—

Tra portind foolire oo TeS in gn ,/}:c?k/@/ et 5ol pled 5.@"’[0"’“"7
occ  bore . (72%054\», nctreot Thur € cat by o Cortodor bt crfeqw(a//a,a‘
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‘\4/ S’O‘f'owf-L bronce e @W/onﬁ_&&kﬁ/ bo o conihunche MZZ«;
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y Context No.
{ )1
CONTEXT RECORD 502
l : Oxford Archaeology
SITE oxr@ds P§ ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPElmd/)CQPy
Trench Context Type: Deposit / Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by} gﬁ : DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by:\""/ 1. compaction 2. colour
3. composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5. thickness 6. extent
J— 7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
50[ + 502 I . 1.shapein plan
"5 Part of: 2.base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4. sketch 5.truncation 6. fill
ies: . 7.oth
Overhes(. 50 3) nos 7.other comments ‘
Level Butts: ] MASCNRY: )
Slide No Cuts: 1. materials 2. size of bricks etc
) ) . 3.finish of stones 4.
. Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other comments
| .
Description {See check lists): —f/\ STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX d
Jis ‘
Tel (W % | | [sed | | | |
/ 5 M L 1 | T
G/L’ ¢ Gracen J. i @L i
> this contextis | 5702
J. Sitty Clon, . , , )
7= 1 2] [ [
J 01,-0/ )
F Occ cAoFcom e < S7 puxgd Slorae

IMWISM%!PW *‘rmm/:f‘f"%/fm)
S €OZmThit L esot, Phunne + more /ffeaw(ar o wvent.

€ Visible s alé ihom o (reack , o NS X (Om b
7-».-——

: . Interpretation/Discussion .
o Lopernt Comsw’un aloa! @m (edeperited C(a»«q 0%4’664 MM

) prea 4~ phe,pwfu\_ /w m}m%a\ é? /)MM.

/7

Finds (tick): None[ﬂ/Pot[ ] Bonel[] Flint[]1 Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]
CBM[ 1 Woed[] Leather[]

A Small Finds Recorder JT
. O Samples Date g4 of. 03

Q Building Materials | _ Initials




. INeg No.

& 5 ~ Context No.
. }
S CONTEXT RECORD 503
Oxford Archaeology
ved Son
SITE OXFNBS g3 | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TypE B e Sonf
Trench Context Type: Deposit / Cui+-Stractuge Check Lists:
Site sub-div Ovedainby: (%S 9 DEFOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compaction 2.colo
3.composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6.extent
—— 7.8pmments 8. method &
Filled by: condigions
Section No. Same as: - CUT:
50¢ 02 : 1.shaped
’ S Part of: 2. baseysides/top
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimen !
— 4.sketch 5 .
Overlies: (@ nos 7.other co .
Level Butts: MASONHY:
Slide No Cuts: 1.materidls 2. size of bricks etc
: : 3.finish_of stones 4.
Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6. faces

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

7.bond 8.dimensions as found
g.other comments

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

/“S%f L. Dok Zaam&w

N

N o —

37 l/m SL//M clany

] 1
this context is
L

+ < C s Sk‘ésm</5/rw‘~

ISe¢ | | |

O25m

iﬁ@_@ufmﬂn
€. s /0m é”/\/ ﬁ\/W “.Fm NS i~ ncrmM f)wo( 7o Souwlben.

fruwncatie, fér ﬁW’?@r\,\ ConghnuiCh {pmd_fcaqow

7

‘?MW srcoo b,

Interpretation/Discussion

Crotootle b~e ,o/ou%m/ / Sor s M/,&/M e W(W/f— 09/

WMQWMW&MW

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

CBM[] Wood] ]

A Small Finds

Recorder T

<> Samples

Date O“’JOL"OY
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.’é’i \‘} Context No.
3 CONTEXT RECORD Sot

Oxford Archaeology

SITE OXF gNS 734 ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE CQI TPX2)VE A
e |

Trench Context Type: Deposit /-<cat-FStractue Check Lists:

Site sub-div Overlain by: So3 D

Structure No. Abutted by: Lcompac?ign 2. oMo
,3.composition 4.inclusi

Pian No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8. method &

Filled by: WS

mr—

Section No. Same as: _(‘ so9 S‘? Py 1A CUT:
Hof 5’02 ] — o/ 1.shape in plan
2 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: 1. materials 2. size of bricks etc
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