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SUMMARY

Oxford Archaeology North (OA North) undertook armlaeological evaluation at the
behest of Soil Mechanics, acting on behalf of thgient the Preston Tithebarn

Partnership (PTP), on a site to the east of PrasiiynCentre, Lancashire (centred on
NGR SD 541 294, Fig 1). The work was in advancea pfoposed redevelopment for
commercial, leisure and residential purposes. Arhagological desk-based
assessment produced by OA North in November 20@icated that the site was

within an area of high potential for medieval andstpmedieval archaeology.

Following consultation with Lancashire County Arebéogy Service (LCAS), and in

line with the recommended LCAS staged approackag agreed that a series of
environmental and geotechnical trenches and tésttpat were to be excavated by
Soil Mechanics, would be done so in an archaeadbgimanner where they coincided
with areas of archaeological potential. The projeaurrently at a pre-planning stage
and an environmental assessment of the site, asopdne EIA process, is being

undertaken, to which this evaluation will contriut

Due to restrictions with access at this pre-deteation stage, the number of trial pits
and trenches has been limited to those on landngelg to Preston City Council
(PCC) Estates, Lancashire County Council (LCC) Migys, and the client. Twelve
test pits were excavated in total across the dil@ae of the test pits were excavated
as archaeological evaluation trenches: Test PR3 {7 and 18 were situated to target
the former Lord Street cotton mill, dating to 18&ite 04, OA North 2007); and TP
29 was located to target possible handloom weawversages, located to the west of
similar houses still upstanding (S&86 (ibid)). Both the sites are considered important
to Preston’s early industrial heritage.

Of the 12 test pits excavated, five contained rabuies or deposits of archaeological
interest, TP 2, 3, 4, 15 and 16. They all comprisetkposited material relating to the
construction of large modern buildings in the latgentieth century. The remaining
seven test pits (TP 6, 9, 10, 11, 17, 18 and 28jatmed one or more deposit or
feature of archaeological significance.

Test pits 6, 9, 10 and 11 were located in or aratedcurrent covered market, in the
western area of the development site. The formlesal 155, identified in TP 9 and
10 (in the northern part of the covered markety] #re former soil horizon in TP 6,
188, pre-date much of the development in this are@ Miledieval pottery recovered
from 155 in TP 9 suggests nearby activity dating to thigiqee During the
seventeenth century the area was occupied by oglels fo the rear of burgage plots
fronting the western end of Lord Street, but hagrbé&ransformed into gardens,
known as Colleys Garden, by the early eighteentitucg (bid). This area of the
development site remained gardens until the mid048Cfollowing expansive
urbanisation, when it was bound to the north bydtestruction of Liverpool Street,
Ormskirk Road to the east, and Earl Street to thehs The construction of these
roads most likely disturbed the former subsoils dagdosits around the edges of the
covered market, although there is potential for istndoed medieval and post-
medieval remains to survive internally within thanket place.

TP 11, to the south of TP 9 in the southern pathefcovered market, contained two
walls constructed from handmade bricks, bonded witbream limestone mortar,

For the use of Soil Mechanics, on behalf of theskre Tithebarn Partnership © OA North: May 2008
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which may indicate a late eighteenth to early maeth century date. Structures have
been on the site since at least the late sevehteentury, with burgage plots located
to the rear, although these buildings had been temed by the beginning of the
twentieth century when the southern covered mankat established. As with the
covered market to the north, there is potentiahfedieval and post-medieval remains
to survive in the central area.

On the site of the Lord Street Cotton Mill (SG4, ibid), three substantial brick walls,
109, 110 and 111, were observed in TP 18, and formed the basemieat large
building. Excavation to depths exceeding 2m, witheacountering floor levels,
indicated substantial cellars. It could be conctlydeom the remains that most of the
sub-surface rooms from the former cotton mill suevbelow the current ground level.
However, fuller investigative work is needed to foon this.

TP 17, located to the north-west of TP 18, produs®¢kral phases of activity across
the trench. The evaluation revealed a flagged flbt8, and cobbled surfacél7, as
well as modern toilet cubicles. Excavations belbe tobbled surfacdl7, indicated
earlier phases of building. The whole area was piecuby the mill buildings from
the mid nineteenth century to the early twentiethtary, when an area to the rear of
the buildings had been cleared. It was possiblelthawas a cobbled yard that was
laid at this time. By the mid twentieth centuryethrea had been rebuilt, and it is
possible that the toilet block was installed as hoint. It is likely that in the area of
the former mill (Site04) several phases of building from the mid nineteer@ntury
onwards may survive below the surface, in varyiages of preservation.

TP 29 was located on the site of possible handiaeavers’ cottages. The evaluation
trench revealed a cellar wallp1, complete with fragments of a stone-flagged floor,
104, and brick structur@02, that probably dated to the nineteenth century randt
likely formed the cellars of the cottages. An earpphase of activity was observed in
the shape of a very large, rough, sandstone @@8|,which ran north/south across the
test pit, and to over 2m in height. It had beendated to the south @Y2, and lay on

a completely different alignment to the later stowes. Until the early half of the
nineteenth century this area had been occupietidojormal gardens associated with
Patten House (Sitd6, ibid), residence of the Earls of Derby, wherein assedia
structures were incorporated. It is possible thalt %03 is associated with the garden.

Although the development area has been subjectutthrdisturbance over the years,
there is still potential for medieval and post-nes@il archaeology to survive below
existing structures. The internal area of the markeve the highest potential for
medieval remains, as the areas have been relatimthyiched over the centuries, and
the presence of a sealed former soil horiztb5, producing medieval pottery
enhances this possibility. The results of the eatadn at the Lord Street Mill suggest
that there are several phases of activity seale@dik the site. The site on Derby
Street (TP 29) could provide information on Presadndustrial and pre-industrial
heritage, with features that may well pre-date riveeteenth and even eighteenth-
centuries. An understanding of these phases islvaited, and further investigation
is needed to fully comprehend the site.
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1. INTRODUCTION
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1.1.3
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1.1.2

1.2.2

CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE PROJECT

Oxford Archaeology North (OA North) was commissidri®/ Soil Mechanics,

acting on behalf of their client the Preston Tittweb Partnership (PTP), to
undertake an archaeological evaluation on a sitdhéoeast of Preston City
Centre, Lancashire (centred on NGR SD 541 2941}igs part of the process
of obtaining information for the purposes of a play application to

redevelop the area for commercial, leisure anddesgial purposes. An
archaeological desk-based assessment produced biXNd@A in November

2007 indicated that the site was within an arehigh potential for medieval

and post-medieval archaeology.

After consultation with Lancashire County ArchaepldService (LCAS), it
was agreed that a series of environmental, geoisadhend structural test pits
located across the development area would be eterhvanitially, in an
archaeological manner, but under the auspices ibM&xhanics. Twelve test
pits were excavated across the area (Fig 2), megsbetween 2.1m and 13m
in length, and 0.6m and 2.5m in width, dependingrestrictions, mostly
related to live services. Three of the test pitgewexcavated as normal
archaeological evaluation trenches. Test Pits IPand 18 were situated to
target the former Lord Street cotton mill (S@4), and TP 29 was located to
target possible handloom weavers’ cottages (StE both sites being
important to Preston’s early industrial heritage.

The following report details the outcome of the laadon trenching,
providing a discussion of the results within théistorical context, and
suggests further mitigation of the impact of thegmsed development.

L OCATION, TOPOGRAPHY AND GEOLOGY

The development site is located to the east oftGmeSity Centre, centring on
Tithebarn Street and the current bus station. bbisnd by the Ringway (A59)

to the north-east and north-west, Pole Street & dlst, and partially by
Church Street to the south, although the proposmdldpment area also
projects south of Church Street, in an area boynManchester Road to the
east, and St John’s Place to the west. The verthsouedge is bound by Oak
Street. Along the west side of the site is the tei@eth century civic quarter of
Preston, comprising the Preston City Council Offied Town Hall, the

Harris Museum and Library, and the Miller Arcade.

Preston is situated within the Lancashire and Ardeumess Plain, on the
north side of the River Ribble (Countryside Commnaissl998). The historic
core of the city was laid out along a low undulgtplateau above the river.
The underlying solid geology of the area compriBesmian and Triassic New
Red Sandstones, including Bunter and Keuper samelsioGS 1979).

For the use of Soil Mechanics, on behalf of theskre Tithebarn Partnership © OA North: May 2008
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The overlying drift geology of the plateau compsiggacial till, mostly heavy
clay with overlying sands, which can reach depth€ @m. The clay was
suitable for brick-making, and the sand providedodjodrainage. The
numerous brooks that crossed the city were hardelsgethe early steam-
powered cotton mills (Lancashire County Council @)Q006).

HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOL OGICAL BACKGROUND

Introduction: although it is not the intention to wholly repragu the

archaeological and historical background provided the desk-based
assessment (OA North 2007), a summary of the baakgris provided below
to put the results of the archaeological evaluaiio their historical and
archaeological context.

Prehistoric Period: the developing record of pollen and increase tefact
collection is expanding our knowledge of Mesolitlaictivity in the region,
from 6000 BC onwards. In the Preston area evidenckides a mattock
fashioned from red deer antler, dating to 5400 Bdling 2003), while
numerous finds of Mesolithic and Neolithic datenfroNalton-le-Dale are
indicative of the importance of the River Ribbleaasommunication route to
the prehistoric populations in the area (LCC 200BR)e development of
Preston Dock in the nineteenth century producethdéurevidence for activity
dating from the prehistoric period to the early megdl. Finds included a
Neolithic greenstone axe, a Bronze Age spearheathaman skulls as well
as numerous animal bones. Two prehistoric log caneere also recovered
within the vicinity of the River Ribble (Fishwick900; Hunt 2003). To the
south of the development area, adjacent to thel®ilid a putative Iron Age
promontory fort, although excavations are requitedconfirm this (LCC
2006). No sites dating to the prehistoric periodehbeen identified across the
development area.

Roman Period: evidence of Roman occupation in Preston is sparsg
restricted to stray finds of coins and pottery, gmdjected lines of Roman
roads (LCC 2006). However, the area of Walton-léeD#o the south of the
development area, was a focus of industry andese¢tht during the Romano-
British period, and may have been a supply basthéoregion (Philpott 2006).
Activity throughout the remainder of the regionwewver, is more widespread,
for example the sites at Ribchester and Kirkham.

The main east/west road that runs from Kirkham twkYwas located to the
north of the River Ribble, situatadkm from the development area (Philpott
2006; Margary 1957). The line of the Wigan-Lancastead (Site22, OA
North 2007), however, is much less certain, altimoiigs thought that sections
of the current A6 follow its course, for exampleFalwood (Margary 1957).
Reports from the mid eighteenth century suggestatithe road was identified
during the development of Lower Bank Road (Knigh84, lles 2006), and it
has been suggested that the road crosses the Ribible north of Walton-le-
Dale. If so, it would have to pass through the tlgw@ent area to connect
with the Fulwood section (Philpott 2006).

For the use of Soil Mechanics, on behalf of theskre Tithebarn Partnership © OA North: May 2008
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135

1.3.6

1.3.7

1.3.8

1.3.9

Early Medieval Period: post-Roman activity is not well understood in
Lancashire, and the etymology of local waterways settlements, such as the
River Ribble and Penwortham, suggest a strongduatinative influence
(LCC 2006). However, subsequent Anglo-Saxon infbgerand settlement
from the sixth to ninth centuries, is indicatedotigh placenames such as
Preston, ‘the town of the priest’, and Fishwickshf market’ (Hunt 2003, 31).

In AD 670, lands beside the River Ribble were grdrto Wilfrid’s Abbey in
Ripon, and may have included Preston and the suding region (Fishwick
1900; Farrer and Brownbill 1912; Hunt 2003). Thelke was thought to have
been an important communication route between tam@navian populations
of York and Dublin during the tenth century (LCCOB), and the Cuerdale
Hoard from Walton-le-Dale supports this theory (Meawn 1996). The largest
Scandinavian hoard discovered in North West Eurgigted to AD 905 and
contained a high proportion of coins minted in Y.ork

By the time of the Norman Conquest, Preston wasimeated as the head of
the Amounderness Hundred (Farrer and Brownbill )19flx&t recorded in 930
in King Aethelstan’s gift of land to St Peter's Qbtln in York (Fishwick
1900). In the 1086 Domesday Book, the Hundred wgsstered in Yorkshire,
a consequence of its Northumbrian heritage. Willighe Conqueror
subsequently granted the land to Roger de Paiibaal) (

Late Medieval Period: the earliest settlement in the town appears tce hav
centred on the Church of St John the Divine, whiadst likely pre-dates the
Conquest, although it was not mentioned in the Dsmtag survey (LCC
2006). The first reference to the church is in 18@den it was dedicated to St
Wilfred. The name later changed after the Reforomatihe medieval church
was replaced in the sixteenth century, althoughetistern side of the original
church enclosure may have been preserved by teeolinShepherd Street
(ibid), which runs into the development site to the saast.

Preston was granted Royal Borough status in tHg #eelfth century (Knight
1986), and was a free borough run by an elected/ mather than under
manorial control (LCC 2006). The town was considctas a planned
settlement, comprising double burgage plots fo@usim Fishergate and
Church Street (SitB4, OA North 2007), part of which is incorporatedairthe
southern boundary of the development. Several ctites dating to the later
medieval period are located within the developmema: including former
burgage plots (Site23 and 24, ibid); and the eastern town barr or gate (Site
40, ibid). Preston relinquished its free borough statusth®y mid twelfth
century when Roger de Poitou rebelled against Hénand the town was
forfeited to the Crown. It remained under Royal tcoinuntil the fifteenth
century.

1.3.101t is thought that the original market, dating toe ttwelfth century, was

situated at the junction of Fishergate and Chutobe§ before being relocated
north along the eastern side of Cheapside. The twalinstood on the south
side of Market Street until 1377, while the Markekace contained the
Buttercross and Market Cross (LCC 2006). Documéots the thirteenth to

the fifteenth centuries show that the town hostatherous merchants and

For the use of Soil Mechanics, on behalf of theskre Tithebarn Partnership © OA North: May 2008
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craftsmen, and that the wealth of the borough waparted by the import and
export of goods through the growing port on theeRRibble {bid).

1.3.11 In the early fourteenth-century Preston was sulie&cottish raids, and was
razed in 1322. The town was subsequently ravagdabbis of bubonic plague
in 1349-50, 1361 and 1369 (Hunt 2003). Towardsehd of the medieval
period the textile industry had become establishaald by 1720 cloth
production was the largest employer in the townictviwas to flourish well
into the nineteenth century when it reached itk gied).

1.3.12 Post-medieval Period: the town did not expand much beyond the medieval
boundaries in the seventeenth and eighteenth cestand development was
confined to the areas of Church Street, Fishergatk Friargate, and was
restricted by the layout of the medieval burgagasp(LCC 2006, 22). By the
third quarter of the eighteenth century, the aréathe town was still
essentially medieval in extent and was still laygedntained within the barrs,
with the only areas of development being furtheQlqurch Street, Tithe Barn
Street and Lord Streetb(d). It was a small, aristocratic market town only
about one and a half miles across, with three bsbats and a good market
square (Burscough 2004, 11). It was populated Wvyédas, clergy and gentry
and contained most of the public offices for thenamdstration of law in the
County and Duchy of Lancastebi@l). The Earl of Derby owned (from 1688)
the grandest of the houses, Patten House situatecharch Street (Sitd6,
OA North 2007). His presence no doubt attractecerothealthy people to
make the town their residence. Contemporary obsemsugch as Daniel Defoe
described the town thus ‘this is a fine town full aitorneys, proctors and
notaries’ (bid). It is apparent though, that many poorer propsrivere located
in the areas behind the elegant facades with sigbalivof the burgage plots
and the infilling with courts which had begun iretimedieval period (LCC
2006, 22).

1.3.13 By the late eighteenth century the town had becongeof the principal corn-
milling centres in the regionibjd). However, the advent of the Industrial
Revolution brought dramatic change to Preston. Witk turn of the
nineteenth century cotton production and manufatguwas taking over as
the principal industry and main employer, and b7 ®reston was a centre
for cotton production, with 75 textile mills havingeen constructed in the
vicinity, including the mill and warehouse on Ldstreet (Site94 and11, OA
North 2007). Powered mills were first built in Puasfrom 1777 aided by the
adoption of steam power (LCC 2006), although, asy tlpredated the
widespread introduction of mechanical looms (Joi€86, 233), hand-
weaving remained a valued and skilled occupatiendemonstrated by the
investment in weavers’ cottages. Textile Manufaatsirhad begun to build
weaving cottages in the late eighteenth centumgtuding houses with cellar
loomshops (for example Rose Street, Plate 26) aigheh quality
accommodation, featuring separate loomshops, was dyuthe Horrockses
(LCC 2006). The role of handloom weaving was sal\i the textile industry
that by 1830 around a quarter of the houses intétrgever 1000) was used
for weaving 6p cit, 29).

For the use of Soil Mechanics, on behalf of theskre Tithebarn Partnership © OA North: May 2008
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1.3.14 The rapid expansion in cotton manufacturing in resrom around the turn
of the nineteenth century onwards was aided byatadability of machinery;
the first power looms were eventually introduced. 824 and, by 1856, 37 of
the 75 mills in Preston were engaged in both spmrand weaving with a
further 23 being used solely for weavindpid). One of the towns most
successful mill owners was John Horrocks, whose pamy, Horrockses,
Miller and Co., owned ten mills by 186ibi().

1.3.15 The expansion in the cotton industry was also gguon by the shift from
wind, through horse, to steam-powered technologye Dpening of the
Douglas Navigation assisted in this progress, asauuld be shipped directly
to the town ipid). Preston’s position close to the sea, via theeRRRibble, and
canals, together with its crossroads provided ubitdd access to the
surrounding country (Burscough 2004 17). Both Mastér and Liverpool
were easily accessible and the main roads, bothetoorth and south, were
improved, roads within the town were also improasd resultiid).

1.3.16 An additional reason for the rapid expansion of tiadile industry was the
large open market waiting for cheap cotton goodse Working classes had
worn clothes made of linsey-woolsey, which was & daeavy coarse mixture
of linen and wool which was difficult to keep cleand so was worn until it
fell to pieces @p cit, 18). Cotton fabrics were much lighter, easier tegke
clean and perhaps most importantly, reasonablggrieoor people could now
afford to have cleaner, more hygienic clothing dediding that must have
improved their lived beyond measure, which in tigad to insatiable demand
(ibid).

1.3.17 The production of engines and machinery for useha expanding textile
industry also stimulated the growth of the engimgpindustry in Preston
(LCC 2006, 29). By the 1830s foundries had beeabéished in the town, and
by 1855 there were 15 iron and brass foundriesydnrg Derby Street (Site
21, OA North 2007) and Union (Si#9, ibid), 28 smiths, three bolt works and
20 braziers (LCC 2006). Other knock-on industrieduded rope and brick-
makers.

1.3.18 To meet the new demand for labour instigated by gnowth in industry, the
population of Preston expanded from 5,500 in 176011,887 in 1801,
(Burscough 2004, 20) to 70,000 in 1850, and 110600900 (Hunt 2003,
50). Such population trends necessitated unpretedlanmrban expansion in
England’s new industrial centres, with slum houdingt to accommodate the
workers and their families. What had previouslyrbaepleasant market town
was, was drastically transformed, with green fieddd gardens being rapidly
replaced by huge factories and the housing nesadl@tdommodate workers
flooding into the town from the surrounding couside (Burscough 2004, 17,
19-20). Indeed, a prominent attorney Thomas Winkpegnounced that
Preston was no longer a fitting place for a gerdlero live, and left the town
for Walton-on-the-Hill near Liverpoob cit20).

2.2.14 Quality of life deteriorated as disease manifestedhe slums and infant
mortality increased. This was matched by hazarddhenfactory, emanating
from dangerous machinery, long working hours amdgular employment.
Social deprivation and resentment against suchitions resulted in sporadic

For the use of Soil Mechanics, on behalf of theskre Tithebarn Partnership © OA North: May 2008
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revolts amongst the workers. A Chartist movemerg famed in Preston in
the 1830s and organised strikes followed (Hunt 2003

2.2.15 By the nineteenth century, Preston had a long-bkstel tradition as a
provincial and commercial centre, with a wide raaged variety of trades and
shops (LCC 2006, 32). By 1855 there were 1600 peid@al trades people
and shops listed in the trade directorigsd]. The importance of Preston
attracted a wider range and quantity of goods andces than was found in
other towns, such as insurance agents, auctioremgyntants, surveyors and
architects to mention but a fevbid).

2.2.16 The growing population obviously required the depehent of the public
infrastructure and numerous new public buildingsreveonstructed. The
market place was remodelled, and a new town hallGbbert Scott) was
constructed in 1867 (Sit&l, OA North 2007), the covered market in 1875
(Site 05, ibid), the Harris Museum begun in 1882 (S&& ibid), the Miller
Arcade on Church Street in 1899 (SB8, ibid), and the post office in
1901(Site70, ibid) (LCC 2006,37).

3.1.19 Much redevelopment of Preston has been daotiein the twentieth century,
including new shopping centres, such as the Stga&oCentre, and removal
of the grid-iron development to the north of thevmocentre and around the
bus station dp cit 59). Horrockses’ infamous massive mill complex was
finally completely removed during the 1960s (whel@mebase now stands).
The Ringway has also ‘cut a swathe through the-mpestieval and early
nineteenth centuryil§id).
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2. METHODOLOGY

21

211

2.2
221

2.2.2

2.2.3

224

2.3

23.1

PROJECT DESIGN

In response to a request from the client, OA Nastued a project design
(Appendix }, the methodology of which was adhered to in fulP 7 was
excluded from the archaeological evaluation asai$ wot excavated under an
archaeological presence due to accessibility isslies work was consistent
with the relevant standards and procedures of thstitite of Field
Archaeologists, and generally accepted best peactic

FIELDWORK

Altogether twelve test pits were excavated acrbesdevelopment site. Six of
the test pits (TP 2-4, 6, 9-11, and 16) were exesvas geotechnical pits,
measuring between 2m and 4.3m in length, and 0.@n6&m in width, while
the remaining three (TP 17-18 and 29) were excdvatethe manner of
archaeological evaluation trenches, and measuredebe 8.5m and 13m in
length, and 2m to 2.5m in width. Concrete or tarnveas broken by a
hydraulic pecker attached to a JCB, the pits wieea excavated using a 0.6m
toothless ditching bucket under the constant sugiervof an archaeologist.

Overburden was removed to the first archaeologabeposit or natural
geology, depending on what was encountered finsy. t&st pit excavated to a
depth beyond 1.2m, or comprising unsafe overburdeas not deemed
accessible for health and safety precautions.

All accessible test pits were manually cleanedeeithy towel or by shovel
scraping, depending on the presence of archaeabodlie make-up of the test
pit. All archaeological features or deposits wareestigated by hand where
possible, and recorded pno formacontext and trench record sheets provided
by OA North. All section and plan drawings were guoed to appropriate
scales (1:20 and 1:50), and a photographic arabiivtee site was compiled,
comprising colour-slides and monochrome prints.iBigohotographs were
produced for presentation purposes, and all phapdgr were also recorded on
pro formasheets.

Environmental bulk samples were taken from seaheblsecure archaeological
contexts, for the assessment of pollen, seedsiadsl f

FINDS

All finds were exposed, lifted, cleaned and baggeaccordance with the
United Kingdom Institute for Conservation (UKIE)rst Aid for Finds 1998
(new edition). All identified finds and artefactere retained from all material
classes; these were hand collected from stratdfeggbsits for processing and
assessment.
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24 ENVIRONMENTAL

2.4.1 A single 40 litre bulk sample (Sample 1) was takem a buried soil horizon
(155) in TP 9. A sub-sample (10 litres) was processe@ualuate whether
charred or waterlogged plant remains had been mmexbeThis sub-sample
was hand-floated, collected on a 250 micron meshaandried. The flot was
scanned with a Leica MZ6 stereo microscope andpthat material was
recorded and provisionally identified.

2.5 ARCHIVE

2.5.1 A full and professional archive has been compiledaccordance with the
project design and current English Heritage gumesi(1991). The original
record archive will be deposited in the County Rdc®ffice (CRO) in
Preston, and a copy of the report will be senth® Historic Environment
Records (HER) also in Preston, on completion ofptfegect.
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3. FIELDWORK RESULTS

31

3.1.1

3.2
3.2.1

3.2.2

3.2.3

3.2.4

INTRODUCTION

The following section provides a summary descriptod each Test Pit (TP)
excavated across the study area (Fig 2). Detailestriptions of all the
contexts referred to can be found at the rearetitcument ippendix 2

FIELDWORK

TP 2: located to the north-west of the open air markét,2 measured 2m in
length, 0.6m in width and was excavated to a marimilepth of 2.1m.
Concrete paving slabs were removed to reveal a sl bedding layei31
(0.2m thick). This sealed a large deposit of reddépd sand132 (>1.6m
thick), which abutted the concrete foundation & thodern office block, and
exceeded 2.1m in depth. The area has been heawilgated by extensive
twentieth century construction, and no finds ortdeas of archaeological
interest were identified.

TP 3: located within the north-west corner of the basenoé the multi-storey
car park, and aligned north-west/south-east, tee g measured 3.15m in
length, 1.55m in width and was excavated to a marindepth of 2m. The test
pit consisted of a thick concrete surface (0.38ik)hwhich sealed a layer of
redeposited sand with concrete fragmef#g (0.4m thick). This overlaid a
thick deposit of redeposited pure sahd; (1.2m thick), which abutted a large
concrete plinth and bas#30 and 181 respectively. These formed part of the
foundations of the multi-story car park. These wgidaced in a third
redeposited sand layet83 (>0.04m thick), which was identical tb76. A
linear feature formed from brick/concrete congloatey 182, ran north-
west/south-east across the north-eastern end oésheit, and was most likely
capping material for a service. No features or dindf archaeological
significance were identified.

TP 4. located in the north-eastern corner of the mudiresy car park
basement, TP 4 was orientated north-east/south-aedt measured 2.8m in
length, 1.13m in width and was excavated to a marindepth of 1.84m. The
test pit comprised a concrete layer (0.4m thickgliag redeposited santl{5
(0.3m thick). This in turn overlaid redeposited ¢di6 (>1.1m thick), which
abutted concrete plinth77, that formed part of the foundations for the car
park. No features or finds of archaeological sigaiice were identified.

TP 6: located beside the fish market, TP 6 was aligrathrvest/south-east,
and measured 2m in length, 0.7m in width and wasieated to a maximum
depth of 2.2m. The test pit comprised a concret@ase (0.27m thick), which
sealed a levelling layer of redeposited s&l@Y, (0.3m thick). This sealed an
old ground surface, 188 (0.47m) that had been disturbed by recent
development, which sealed natural geold$$. To the south-east, both the
old ground surface and natural geology had beemc#éted by a foundation
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3.2.5

3.2.6

3.2.7

3.2.8

3.2.9

cut, 190, for the modern concrete wall of the fish markétis was backfilled
by redeposited sands and gravgs.

TP 9: located at the western end of the open market aigghed north-
west/south-east, TP 9 measured 3m in length, 1.85mnwidth and was
excavated to a maximum depth of 2m. The test pisisted of a layer of
tarmac (0.05m thick), sealing the original cobbfkxbr of the market151,
which was bedded into a layer of sah®2 (0.2m thick). This sealed a cinder-
rich, rubble levelling deposii,53 (0.3m thick), which in turn overlaid a layer
of redeposited sand and rubblé&4 (0.34m thick). This was underlain by a
former soil horizon,155 (0.74m thick, Fig 3, Plate 1), which produced two
small fragments of medieval pottery (sBection 3.3 Being a sealed and
potentially early context, a 40 litre bulk samplasremoved from the deposit
(seeSection 3.1 The former soil horizorl55, sealed natural geolodyb6.

The south-western corner of the test pit was oezljy a concrete plinth,
157, for the open air market. It measured 1.7m in liaihd exceeded 1.85m
in height, and was constructed from a mixture ofarete, brick and limestone
block layers, filling cut1l58. The plinth and its foundation cut truncated
deposits153, 154, 155 and 156, and was backfilled by59, a mixture of
redeposited subsoil and rubble.

TP 10: located at the eastern end of the open air maaket orientated
east/west, TP 10 measured 2.93m in length, 1.668mdth and was excavated
to a maximum depth of 2.24m. The test pit consisiba layer of tarmac
(0.03m thick), cobbled surfackbl, and subsequent bedding sah®?. This
sealed the cinder-overburdetf3 (0.3m thick), which directly overlaid the
former soil horizon155 (0.13m thick). The lack of redeposited sand ar& th
disturbed nature of the former subsaBb, suggests that the eastern end of the
market has been subject to more disturbance thanvéstern end. A single
fragment of post-medieval pottery was removed ftbenformer soil horizon,
155 (seeSection 3.8 No earlier material was observed.

Occupying the south-eastern corner of the tesivag plinth184. It exceeded
2.1m in height, and had a near identical conswuacto plinth157. It filled
foundation cut185, which was backfilled by86, a mixed deposit similar to
159, but contained larger quantities of rubble. A ghef early glass was
removed from the deposit, as well as a fragmetayf pipe stem (se®ection
3.9.

TP 11: located in the smaller open market to the soutstved the main
market, TP 11 was aligned north-west/south-eadll, mweasured 3.5m in
length, 1.4m in width and was excavated to a marindepth of 3.3m (Fig 4).
It comprised a concrete surface (0.02m thick), Wwhaealed a levelling layer
of crushed-concrete hardcod&0 (0.19m thick), which overlaid a rubble and
cinder-rich overburder,72 (0.3m thick). A concrete plinti61, projected out
into the south-western corner, and formed the lmdsene of the market’s
pillars. It had truncated wall64, which was constructed from handmade, red
bricks and probably pre-dated the mid nineteenttiurg. To the north-west of
wall 164 was an organic deposit/0. It was very similar to the fill of the
concrete plinth]163, a dark organic material resulting from the wooffame
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for the plinth rottingin situ, and 170 may have also resulted from such a
process. To the south-east of wHM was a layer of redeposited rubble and
sand,173 (0.45m thick), which abutted the wall and extendedr the test pit,
but was truncated b¥62, the foundation cut for plinth61. The redeposited
sand173 sealed a substantial layer of former subsioitl (0.72m thick), that
had been disturbed towards the top. This sealedaheal geologyl71. The
foundation cut165, for wall 164, truncated the subsdil74, as did wall167.
This wall ran across the south-eastern end of tech and was of near
identical construction to wall64, suggesting that they were contemporary.
Wall 167 is more substantial compared 164, indicating that it may have
been an external or load-bearing wall.

3.2.10 TP 15: located within the forecourt of the former garage Old Vicarage
Street, the test pit was orientated north/south, measured 2.8m in length,
1.3m in width, and was excavated to a maximum depth.1m. The test pit
comprised a layer of concrete (0.2m thick), thales¢ a thin layer of hardcore,
133 (0.12m thick). This sealed a layer of redepositggboil and rubblel34,
which overlaid a layer of redeposited sand and Iyldi89 (0.34m thick), that
extended over much of TP 15. Running along the emestdge of the trench
was modern brick wall44, which formed part of the former garage, and sat
on concrete bas&4l, and within cutl42, which truncatedl34, 139 and
natural geologyl40. Running east/west along the northern end of ¢e it
was service pipd35, which truncated wall44, and sat within cufi38. No
finds or features of archaeological significanceenabserved.

3.2.11 TP 16: located immediately to the west of TP 15 withie florecourt of the
former garage, TP 16 was aligned north/south andsaored 4.3m in length,
1.1m in width and was excavated to a maximum depth6ém. It consisted of
a layer of tarmac that sealed hardct88 (0.12m thick), which in turn sealed
redeposited sand and rubble lay@9 (0.2m thick). This was underlain by
natural geologyl40. Truncatingl40 was foundation cut49, for modern brick
wall 145, and service trench47. Both of which were related to the former
garage. No features of finds of archaeologicaliB@ance were observed.

3.2.12 TP 17: located within the greenspace to the west of Diine Street, TP 17
was orientated east/west, and measured 8.5m ithleBg in width and was
excavated to an average depth of 0.5m (Fig 5).t&siepit comprised topsoil,
106 (0.2m thick) and 0.3m of overburden. This was reeabto reveal walls
119 and 120, and concrete floof1l3, which was part of the modern toilet
cubicles. These abutted brick wall&4, running north/south across the trench,
and 115, that ran east/west along the northern edge oftrlrech and was
keyed into walll14.

3.2.13 Abutting wall 115, extending for 3m by 2m over the eastern siddefttench,
was cobbled surfac#l7 (Fig 5, Plate 2). This comprised small to medium
worn, limestone cobbles. Towards the western entheftrench the cobbles
have been replaced with a flagged flati6, which extended over an area of
3.3m x 2m and abutted walld4 and115 (Plate 3). This was most likely laid
following the excavation of service trenc®l, for an iron gas pipe (Fig 6).
The flagged floor,116, was bedded intd25, the backfill of 121, while the
cobbled surface was bedded into satfdl. This bedding sand was underlain
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by a deposit of crushed building rubble and sd28,that extended over the
test pit, ranging from 0.15m to 0.6m in thicknesest to east.

3.2.14 A sondage excavated through the eastern end oftrémch revealed

stratigraphy to a depth of 2.8m. Running east-ne#s$t/west-south-west
across the trench, sealed by cobbles and beddimty @47 and 124), was
brick drain129, which truncated demolition layd23, and abutted wall15
(Plate 4). The drain itself was filled with a grégey organic silt,130,
indicating that it was a now defunct sewerage pljpe cut for the drain}27,
also truncated a former subsdi22, which sealed natural geolody26, which
was encountered at 2.2m. Both the sub4@®, and the natural geolog¥26,
had been truncated by the foundation dng, for wall 115, and was the
earliest activity recorded in TP 17. No finds weezovered to provide a
secure date for any of the contexts identified.

3.2.15 TP 18: located within the greenspace to the west of Dilne Street, and to

the south-east of TP 17, TP 18 was aligned nonliti's@nd measured 13m in
length, 2.5m in width and was excavated to a marindepth of 2.3m (Fig 7,
Plate 5). The trench comprised tops@bg (0.2m thick), which sealed three
brick walls (09, 110 and 111) and two extensive deposits of demolition
rubble (07 and 108). Walls 109 (Plate 6) andlll were substantial walls,
measuringc 0.7m in width, and may have been external, whilati 410 was
thinner, and was most likely an internal dividingll It was likely that the
walls formed part of the cellars or basements lier former cotton mill. The
thick rubble deposits107 and 108, exceeded 2.3m in depth, but were not
excavated further for health and safety precautions

3.2.16 TP 29: located within a small area of wasteland to thetls@ast of the bus

3.3
3.3.1

station, TP 29 was orientated north-west/south-ems measured 12m in
length, 2m-2.5m in width, and was excavated to aimam depth of 2.2m
(Fig 8, Plate 7). The test pit comprised overburd€0, which extended over
the trench and sealed brick wall, and brick structurel02. At the south-
eastern end the overburden was removed to a dé@if2m, where a flagged
cellar floor,104, was encountered. This had been severely distudveards
the north-west, and only survived the area abuttvad 101. Brick structure,
102, situated in the central area of the trench, wabably nineteenth century
in date, and the drain running from it suggesteshaitation function. This
truncated a sandstone wdllD3, which projected foc 5m, north/south from
the north-east corner of the test pit. Abuttingsthiall was a large area of
redeposited sandl05, which had also been truncated by activities te th
south-east. A sondage excavated through the samdleel that it exceeded
2m in depth, as did wall03. The fabric and substantial nature of the wall,
103, would indicate that it was either an externallaad-bearing wall, pre-
dating the nineteenth century buildings.

FINDS

In all, only six fragments of artefacts were reaededuring the investigation,
coming from the redeposited satist in TP 9, buried soil horizoh55 in TP 9
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3.3.2

3.3.3

34

3.4.1

3.4.2

and 10, and the fill of cut86 for a concrete market plinth in TP 10. Four of
the fragments were pottery, one glass, and onetalacco pipe.

Although small, the pottery fragments were in geoddition and unabraded.
Two, both from155, were from medieval green-glazed vessels, and Wwitth
sandy incompletely reduced fabrics suggesting e dainge from the
fourteenth to fifteenth century. It must, howevbeg noted that what was
believed to be the same soil horizon in TP 10 pcedua fragment of a
probably nineteenth century blue and white trangferted vessel and thus,
presumably, the medieval pottery is either residuait is not the same soil
horizon between TP 9 and 10. The final fragmentpoftery was from
redeposited santl54, was a very small fragment of a relatively thinHes
black-glazed redware vessel, possibly a jug. Algiowsuch black-glazed
vessels were made over a very long period, theicfadwrggests that this
fragment can probably be dated to the eighteengady nineteenth century.

The fragment of pale blue glass frd®86 is undiagnostic, but is probably from
a mould-blown bottle and unlikely to be earlier rihthe mid nineteenth
century. Similarly, the small fragment of clay toba pipe stem is post-
medieval, but cannot be more closely dated.

ENVIRONMENTAL

The buried soil horizorl55 in TP9 was found to be very abundant in
fragments of coal and cinder with smaller quargité charcoal. This suggests
that ashes had been spread on the soil as a measfsise disposal. A few
charred cereal grains, including cultivated or wddt Aveng and wheat
(Triticum), and the occasional charred seed of heath grAssti{onia
decumbenswere identified in the sample. There were sonanfplemains,
including stems, wood fragments and seeds, thdd ather be from modern
contamination or had been preserved in waterloggeditions.

The assessment demonstrated that charred andblgpsgaterlogged plant
remains were preserved at the site. Material deitafor scientific
(radiocarbon) dating could be selected from thim@a, and due to the
presence of charred plant remains, including cegeashs, it is recommended
that a programme of environmental sampling shoeldhbluded in any future
archaeological work. This is particularly signiftaas the number of
archaeobotanical records from the medieval and-ipesiieval periods in
North West England is few (Brennand 2006), and hmhods have been
highlighted in the Regional Research Frameworkeasgbareas where further
research was needed (Brennand 2007).
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4. CONCLUSION

4.1

41.1

4.1.2

4.1.3

DiscussiON

Of the 12 test pits excavated, five contained natuies or deposits of
archaeological interest; TP 2, 3, 4, 15 and 16sé&ladl comprised redeposited
material relating to the construction of large modbeuildings in the later

twentieth century. The remaining seven test pi,6T 9, 10, 11, 17, 18 and
29, contained one or more deposit or feature dfagalogical significance.

TP 6, 9, 10 and 11 were located in or around thieenticovered markets, in
the western area of the proposed development®ie.former subsoill55,
identified in TP 9 and10 (in the northern coverearket), and the former soil
horizon in TP 6188, pre-date the majority of the development in tteaaThe
medieval pottery recovered frob®5 in TP 9 suggests nearby activity dating
to this period. Analysis of Kuerden's map of 168@A( North 2007)
demonstrates that the area was occupied by a opleis fo the rear of the
burgage plots fronting the western end of Lord &trBy Carpenter and Wills’
map of 1715ipid) the land had been transformed into gardens, ecarded
as ‘Collys Gardens’ on Lang’s map of 177bid). The site remained as
gardens until the mid 1800s, when it was bound He torth by the
construction of Liverpool Street, Ormskirk Roadlte east, and Earl Street to
the south (Ordnance Survey (OS) 184%9]). The gardens were removed and
the area comprised an open area of ground. Theremvemarket was
constructed in 1875, as the date on the pillarsothstnates, and illustrated as a
‘covered market’ on the OS second-edition (18BR&l). It was likely that the
medieval pottery from TP 9 came from a sealed, &rgarden soil155, and
had not been subject to the same level of distedas the same layer in TP
10, which produced a fragment of post-medievalgugttThe construction of
Ormskirk Road (now Lancaster Road South) mostyikiesturbed the former
subsoils along the eastern edge of the currentredvearket. The same theory
can be applied to the construction of Liverpoole8trand Earl Street,
indicating that although the edges of the markeehzeen disturbed, there is
potential for undisturbed medieval and post-mediennains to survive
within the centre of the market place. The proxynof the current covered
markets to the medieval centre of Church Streehdfgate and the former
Market Place, would also enhance the possibility tfee presence of pre-
eighteenth century remains.

TP 11, to the south of TP 9 in the southern covenedket, contained two
walls constructed from handmade bricks bonded \witltream limestone
mortar, which may indicate a late eighteenth tdyemineteenth century date
(lan Miller pers comm). Certainly, by the mid 185@swas recorded that
brick-makers were prominent in the town, and the@silikely used machines
(LCC 2006), which was becoming common practice iy mid nineteenth
century (Brunskill 1997). Reference to Kuerden’'sl &ang’s maps (1684 and
1774, OA North 2007) indicate that structures hbgen on the site since at
least the late seventeenth century; with burgages docated to the rear.
Although some minor alterations to the buildinge dlustrated through the
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4.1.4

4.1.5

4.1.6

4.1.7

4.1.8

maps dating from the seventeenth to the nineteeattfturies, by the OS
edition of 1912ipid), the buildings situated around the site of TFhad been
demolished, and the second covered market to théh smas established
during the early part of the twentieth century (OS38, ibid). As with the
covered market to the north, there is potentialnfiedieval and post-medieval
remains to survive in the central area, away fréva €dges where more
development has occurred.

TP 6 contained a thin layer of heavily disturbethfer ground surfacel,88.
Although the level of survival in this area is fass than that to the south and
south-east, the presence of a former soil horizmyests a possibility for the
survival of more substantial remains, such as fatiods.

TP 17 and 18 were located over the site of the éorbord Street Cotton Mill
(Site 04, ibid). The mill was quite small, built in 1841 and owlriey T Grundy
and Company. By the 1960s the mill had been dehwdisalthough it was
still extant in the early 1950s (Scott 1952), witemas described as eight bays
long and four bays widel(d).

TP 18 contained three substantial brick wall39, 110 and 111, that formed
the basement of a large building. Excavation tattepxceeding 2m, without
encountering floor levels, indicated how substantie cellars were. No
machinery or associated bases were identifiedpadtih the large iron girders
observed in the rubble backfill may have relatethtocast iron trusses used to
support the wooden floorsb{d). It could be concluded, from the remains
observed in TP 18, that most of the sub-surfacensofsom the former cotton
mill survive below the current ground-level. Howevéuller investigative
work is needed to confirm this.

TP 17 produced several phases of activity acrossatikea. The evaluation
revealed a flagged flood16, and cobbled surfacdl7, as well as modern
toilet cubicles. Excavations below the cobbled atef117, indicate earlier
phases of building, with walll5 proving to be a substantial feature. It is
likely that the cobbles117, and flags,116, are later additions to the mill
buildings, and that the toilet cubicles were prdpabstalled shortly before
the area was razed. Analysis of the maps (OA N2@Bi7) indicates that the
whole area was occupied by the mill buildings fréhe mid nineteenth
century until the early twentieth century. The O8pnof 1912 illustrates that
an area to the rear of the building had been dleamed may relate to surface
117, suggesting that a cobbled yard was installed &etwi893 and 1912. By
the issue of the OS map of 1938 the area had k&®mnlty and it is possible
that the toilet block was installed at this poinis likely that in the area of the
former mill (Site04, ibid) several phases of building from the mid nineteent
century onwards may survive, in varying states msprvation, and further
investigation is needed to decipher the historthefsite from the 1840s to the
present day.

TP 29 was located on the site of possible handlaeawvers’ cottages, directly
to the west of Sit@6 on Derby Streetiljid). The evaluation trench revealed a
cellar wall, 101, complete with fragments of a stone-flagged flobd4.
Although the wall 101, and especially the floot04, had been truncated, they
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4.1.9

most likely dated to the nineteenth century andteelo buildings identified on
the OS maps of 1849 and 189Biq), probably handloom weavers’ cottages.
An earlier phase of activity was observed in thapghof a very large, rough,
sandstone wall103, which ran north/south across the test pit, and wa
prescribed to over 2m in height. It had been trtestdo the south by brick
structurel02, which was probably contemporary with the celéard lay on a
completely different alignment to the later brickustures. The wall most
likely belonged to a wholly different building pleasMaps pre-dating 1849
(ibid) show this area as being occupied by the formadayes associated with
Patten House (Sitel6, ibid), residence of the Earls of Derby, wherein
associated structures were incorporated. It is iplesghat wall 103 is
associated with the garden.

In conclusion, although the development area han bsmubject to much
disturbance in the past 150 years, there is sitibmtial for medieval and post-
medieval archaeology to survive below existing dtrites. The area around
the covered market has the highest potential fatieval remains, as the site
has been relatively untouched over the centurié® fbundations for the
pillars, though substantial, have only truncatezlg@tiges of the site. Therefore,
internally the market may be quite undisturbed, Hrepresence of a sealed
former soil horizon155, producing medieval pottery enhances this postsibil
The site of the former Lord Street Cotton Mill Haeen heavily disturbed, but
the results of the evaluation do suggest that tlaeee several phases of
buildings and activity sealed beneath the rubbler d®urden covering the site.
The site on Derby Street (TP 29) could provide rimfation on Preston’s pre-
industrial heritage, with features that may welé-piate the nineteenth and
even eighteenth century. Understanding of thesesgshes very limited, and
further investigative work is required.
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Figure 1:

Site location



Figure 2: Plan showing location of Test Pits archaeologically excavated
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Figure 3: South-west-facing section through TP 9, illustrating the former soil horizon ( 155)
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Figure 4: Plan and south-west-facing section of TP 11
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Figure 5: Plans of TP 17, illustrating the three phases of interventions




West-facing section

North-facing section

Line of excavation
Uncertain edge
Feature

Stone

Iron

121

Scale 1:20 @ A4

Figure 6: TP 17; the northern and western-facing sections through service trench 121, flagged floor 7116, and cobbled surface 117




- Line of excavation
IIIIII Uncertain edge

- Feature
Brick
—— Stone
Iron
Mortar
50 @ A3
Figure 7: Plan of TP 18
N/
50 @ A3

Figure 8: Plan of TP 29




Plate 1. South-west facing section through TP 9, illustrating cobbles 151, overburden
layers 153 and 154, and former soil horizon 155

Plate 2: Trench 17, pre-excavation shot looking west



Plate 3: Trench 17, dot through the western end showing walls 114, and 115 to the
right, looking west



Plate 4: Trench 17, section through the eastern end of the trench showing cobbles 117;
layer of overburden 123 and 128; brick drain 129; wall 115; former soil horizon 122,
and natural geology 126



Plate 5: Trench 18, general shot looking south



Plate 6: Trench 18, wall 109 looking north-east



Plate 7: Trench 29, general shot looking south-west



Plate O: Trench 29, shot of wall 103, at a depth of 2m, looking east-north-east
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APPENDIX 1: PROJECT DESIGN

11

111

1.1.2

12

121

1.2.2

2.1

2.2

INTRODUCTION
PROJECT BACKGROUND

Soil Mechanics, acting on behalf of their cliene§ton Tithebarn Partnership (hereafter the
‘client’), propose to redevelop an area on the sidst of Preston City Centre, Lancashire
(NGR centred SD 541 294), centred around Tithel@&traet, for commercial, leisure and
residential purposes. The project is currentlyhat fire-planning stage and an environmental
assessment of the site, as part of the EIA procesging undertaken. In line with the staged
approach recommended by Lancashire County Archgedbervice (LCAS), a desk-based
assessment was undertaken by Oxford ArchaeologghN@A North 2007). The results
have been used to inform the next phase of woflelaf evaluation.

Following consultation with LCAS, it was agreed ttha series of environmental and
geotechnical trenches and test-pits across theopeapdevelopment area will be excavated,
initially, in an archaeological manner, but undes auspices of the principal contractor, Soil
Mechanics, with a small number of trial pits exdadaunder an archaeological watching
brief. Due to problems with access at this preteitgation stage, the number of trial pits
and trenches has been restricted to those locaitdand belonging to Preston City Council
(PCC) Estates, Lancashire County Council (LCC) Migys, and the client. This includes
TPs 2-4, 6, 7, 9-11, 15-18 and 29. TP2-4, 6, 719156 and 16 are 2m x 2m trial pits, with
TP3 and 4 to be excavated under an archaeologathing brief. These trial pits will be
examining the general archaeological deposits iaraa that had been open fields until the
nineteenth centunyil{id). TP7 is also positioned in an area where TerterfStreet School
and Chapel had existed (Sit&4 and 15), and TP15 is positioned over the site of the Old
Vicarage Sawmill (Sitd8). TP17, 18 and 29 are 10m x 2m trenches; TP1@s#ipned over
the site of the Union Foundry (Sitd); TP18 will examine the remains of Lord StreetIMil
(Site 04); TP29 will investigate the potential for any rénsmassociated with Patten House
and Estate (Sitd6) and remains of handloom weavers’ cottages sintdathose opposite
(Site 36).

OXFORD ARCHAEOLOGY NORTH

OA North has undertaken a great number of small lange scale projects throughout
Northern England during the past 25 years. Evalnati assessments, watching briefs and
excavations have taken place within the plannirg@ss, to fulfil the requirements of clients
and planning authorities, to very rigorous timegsbl

OA North has the professional expertise and ressuto undertake the project detailed
below to a high level of quality and efficiency. ONorth is an Institute of Field
Archaeologistgl FA) registered organisation, registration number 17, and all its members
of staff operate subject to the IFA Code of Condu694).

AIMS AanD OBJECTIVES

The following programme has been designed to iyt the archaeological significance of
any surviving archaeological remains in order thkaty further archaeological work
(assessment or mitigation) can be determined. €kalts of the evaluation will be used
during the Environmental Statement to inform the@nping process. The aim is to determine
the extent, nature, character, survival and datheftemains that may be threatened by the
proposed development. The required stages to axkiese ends are as follows:

Archaeological Trial Pits: eight 2m x 2m geotechnical trial pits will be exated initially
under archaeological conditions to determine thaelity) extent and importance of any
archaeological remains on the site (in accordanith the IFA standards (1999b)). The
requirement to excavate these trial pits is in eg@oce with an LCAS verbal brief.
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2.3

2.4

2.5

31

3.1.1

3.2

3.2.1

33

3.3.1

34

3.4.1

35

3.5.1

3.5.2

3.6

3.6.1

Archaeological Trenching: three 10m x 2m evaluation trenches will be excal/été17, 18
and 29) to determine the quality, extent and ingue of any archaeological remains on the
site (in accordance with the IFA standards (1999bheir positions are in accordance with
an LCAS verbal brief to investigate Sitd4¢ (TP17),04 (TP18), and possible remains
associated with Site% and36 (TP29).

Archaeological Watching Brief: two 2m x 2m geotechnical trial pits will be archigpcally
monitored during associated ground disturbancedetermine the quality, extent and
importance of any archaeological remains on thee #is verbally agreed with LCAS, these
will include TP3 and TP4

Report and Archive: a report will be produced for the client within keigveeks following
completion of all of the fieldwork, and will be mtoced in a similar format to this project
design. An archive will be produced to English lthge guidelines (MAP 2 (1991)).

HEALTH AND SAFETY
PRINCIPAL CONTRACTOR

It is understood that OA North will be working umdke auspices of the principal contractor,
Soil Mechanics.

RIsK ASSESSMENT

OA North provides a Health and Safety Statemenafigorojects and maintains a Unit Safety
policy. All site procedures are in accordance wite guidance set out in the Health and
Safety Manual compiled by the Standing ConferenteéAmhaeological Unit Managers
(1997). A written risk assessment will be undertake advance of project commencement
and copies will be made available on request tmtdlested parties.

SERVICESAND OTHER CONSTRAINTS

Services will be located prior to commencement xdfagation by a representative of Soil
Mechanics. During excavation, an Engineering Super\Soil Mechanics) will be present
on site with a cable avoidance tool to locate sewiin the trial pit excavation areas. They
will be able to determine whether a trial pit/trentan be machine excavated or whether it
will require hand excavation; this will be judged @ trial pit-by-trial pit basis.

CONTAMINATION

Any known contamination issues or any specific theand safety requirements on site
should be made known to OA North by the client isure all procedures can be met, and
that the risk is dealt with appropriately. Shoultdy gpresently unknown contamination be

discovered during excavation, it may be necessaryalt the works and reassess the risk
assessment. Should it be necessary to supply adaitiPPE or other contamination

avoidance equipment this will be costed as a varidb the contract.

STAFF | SSUES

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

A portable toilet with hand washing facilities isquired together with a messing facility, to
include laying out and storage facility.

FENCING

Solid hoarding will be provided by the Client, agécted around the test pits and trenches in
advance of the archaeologists arriving on site.
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41

411

4.1.2

4.1.3

4.1.4

415

4.1.6

4.1.7

4.1.8

4.1.9

4.1.10

METHOD STATEMENT
ARCHAEOL OGICAL EVALUATION EXCAVATION

The programme of trial pitting and trenching forsTR-4, 6, 7, 9-11, 15-18 and 29 will
establish the presence or absence of any archaealldgposits and, if established, will then
test their date, nature, depth and quality of pxegsn, in order to provide an impact
assessment.

Trench/trial pit configuration: three trenches (TP17, 18 and 29) measuring 2mdthwand
10m in length, together with eight trial pits (TB26, 7, 9-11, 15 and 16) measuring 2m X
2m will be excavated. The position of these tre@scthas been agreed in general by LCAS,
but will be determined on the ground by the priatigontractor, Soil Mechanics. These will
be located with the information provided by theenti Altitude information will be
established with respect to Ordnance Survey Datum.

Methodology: the overburden (tarmac, made ground and topsail) be removed by
machine (fitted with a toothless ditching bucket)here conditions allow (i.e. services
present), or by hand-excavation by the client'snteander archaeological supervision, and
will be removed in successive spits of a maximugnOthickness to the surface of the first
significant archaeological deposit. This deposit thien be cleaned by OA North by hand,
using either hoes, shovel scraping, and/or trowefsending on the subsoil conditions, and
inspected for archaeological features.

All trenchesi/trial pits will be excavated in a sigeaphical manner, whether by machine or
by hand.

All features of archaeological interest will be éstigated and recorded unless otherwise
agreed by LCAS. The trenchesitrial pits will not bgcavated deeper than 1.2m to
accommodate health and safety constraints; anyireagents to excavate below this depth
will involve recosting.

Any investigation of intact archaeological deposiifi be exclusively manual. Selected pits
and postholes will normally only be half-sectionkdear features will be subject to no more
than a 10% sample, and extensive layers will, wipergsible, be sampled by partial rather
than complete removal. It is hoped that in termsthaf vertical stratigraphy, maximum

information retrieval will be achieved through tlseamination of sections of cut features. All
excavation, whether by machine or by hand, willumelertaken with a view to avoiding

damage to any archaeological features, which appedhy of preservatiom situ.

Recording: all information identified in the course of theesitvorks will be recorded
stratigraphically, regardless of whether any arolagcal features have been identified,
using a system, adapted from that used by CentreAfohaeology Service of English
Heritage, with sufficient pictorial record (plarsgctions, and monochrome contacts, with
digital photographs for presentation purposes)dtniify and illustrate individual features.
Primary records will be available for inspectioralittimes.

Results of all field investigations will be recodden pro forma context sheets. The site
archive will include both a photographic record @adurate large scale plans and sections at
an appropriate scale (1:50, 1:20 and 1:10). Akfadts and ecofacts will be recorded using
the same system, and will be handled and storedrdiog to standard practice (following
current Institute of Field Archaeologists guideip@ order to minimise deterioration.

Plans will include OD spot heights for all prindigérata and any features.

In cases where no archaeological deposits have ideatified, at least one long section of
each trench will be recorded. All sections will tain heights OD.
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4.2

421

4.2.2

4.2.3

4.2.4

425

43

431

4.3.2

4.3.3

4.3.4

4.3.5

WATCHING BRIEF

Methodology: a programme of field observation is required foBTPd 4 and will accurately

record the location, extent, and character of amyigng archaeological features and/or
deposits within the proposed ground disturbancés Work will comprise observation during

the excavation for these works, the systematic @ation of any subsoil horizons exposed
during the course of the groundworks, and the a@teurecording of all archaeological
features and horizons, and any artefacts, idedtdiging observation.

Putative archaeological features and/or deposistified by the machining process, together
with the immediate vicinity of any such featuresl| Wwe cleaned by hand, using either hoes,
shovel scraping, and/or trowels depending on thesaliconditions, and where appropriate
sections will be studied and drawn. Any such fezgwill be sample excavated (i.e. selected
pits and postholes will normally only be half-seogd, linear features will be subject to no
more than a 10% sample, and extensive layers wiiere possible, be sampled by partial
rather than complete removal).

During this phase of work, recording will comprige full description and preliminary
classification of features or materials revealea] #heir accurate location (either on plan
and/or section, and as grid co-ordinates where ogpiate). Features will be planned
accurately at appropriate scales and annotated ararge-scale plan. A photographic record
will be undertaken simultaneously.

A plan will be produced together with one or momaehsioned sections.

Contingency plan: in the event of significant archaeological featubesng encountered
during the watching brief, discussions will takeq# with the Planning Archaeologist or his
representative, as to the extent of further wookiset carried out. All further works would be
subject to a variation to this project design. e £vent of environmental/organic deposits
being present on site, it would be necessary t@uds and agree a programme of
palaesoenvironmental sampling and or dating withRtaning Archaeologist

GENERAL PROCEDURES

Environmental Sampling: deposits will be sampled and assessed for theentiat for
palaeoenvironmental analysis. Environmental samfilek samples of 40 litres volume, to
be sub-sampled at a later stage) will be collefria stratified undisturbed deposits and will
particularly target negative features (gulliess@nd ditches). It may be necessary for OA
North’s environmental manager to attend site tewlis the sampling strategy, depending on
the deposits, and request advice from English bigeis Regional Science Advisor.

An assessment of the environmental potential ofditee will be undertaken through the
examination of suitable deposits by the in-houstagmecological specialist, who will
examine the potential for further analysis. Thidl e undertaken in accordance with
English Heritage Guidelines (2002).

The assessment would include soil pollen analysid the retrieval of charred plant

macrofossils and land molluscs from former dry-lpatheosols and cut features. In addition,
the samples would be assessed for plant macrafpssect, molluscs and pollen from

waterlogged deposits. It will also consider theeptitall for the dating of peat deposits and
requirements for any radiocarbon and archaeomagdating.

The costs for the palaeoecological assessmentfired as a contingency and will be called
into effect if suitable deposits are identified.

Faunal remains: if there is found to be the potential for discgvef bones of fish and small
mammals a sieving programme will be carried ouesehwill be assessed as appropriate by
OA north’s specialist in faunal remains, and subjex the results, there may be a
requirement for more detailed analysis. A contimyehas been included for the assessment
of such faunal remains for analysis.
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4.3.6

4.3.7

4.3.8

4.3.9

4.3.10

43.11

4.3.12

4.4

441

Human Remains. any human remains uncovered will be leftsitu, covered and protected.
No further investigation will continue beyond thatjuired to establish the date and character
of the burial. LCAS and the local Coroner will befdrmed immediately. If removal is
essential the exhumation of any funerary remaitisreguire the provision of a Home Office
license, under section 25 of the Burial Act of 188nh application will be made by OA
North for the study area on discovery of any swrhains and the removal will be carried out
with due care and sensitivity under the environmkméalth regulations. The cost of removal
or treatment will be agreed with the client as aaten to the contract.

Treatment of finds: all identified finds and artefacts will be retainedthough certain classes
of building material can sometimes be discardedrattcording if an appropriate sample is
retained on advice from the recipient museum’sigecburator.

All finds will be exposed, lifted, cleaned, consedy marked, bagged and boxed in
accordance with the United Kingdom Institute fomServation (UKIC)First Aid For Finds
1998 (new edition) and the recipient museum'’s dimele They will be assessed in terms of
the potential for further investigation and presgion needs.

Only those finds that are of a quality worthy okmlay will be fully conserved, but
metalwork and coinage from stratified contexts miag X-rayed. Any conservation
requirements will be discussed with the client eosted as a variation.

Treasure: any gold and silver artefacts recovered duringctharse of the excavation will be
removed to a safe place and reported to the locmbr@r according to the procedures
relating to the Treasure Act, 1996. Where remowainot take place on the same working
day as discovery, suitable security will be emptbye protect the finds from theft, which
may require costing as a variation in discussiai wie client.

Contingency plan: a contingency costing may also be employed for emskelays caused by
prolonged periods of bad weather, vandalism, disoowf unforeseen complex deposits
and/or artefacts which require specialist remowesle of shoring to excavate important
features close to the excavation sections etc. Thais been included in the Costings
document and would be charged in agreement witllibit.

The evaluation will provide a predictive model afwving archaeological remains detailing
zones of relative importance against known devekgnproposals. In this way, an impact
assessment will also be provided.

REPORT

The report will be supplied digitally to the clieflhard copies can also be provided if
requested) within eight weeks of completion of filedwork, subject to any specialist
assessment reports. It will present, summarise,ictedpret the results of the programme
detailed above in order to come to as full an ustdeding as possible of the archaeology and
its significance within these specific areas of deselopment. A copy of the report will also
be provided as a pdf version to LCAS for commemic®finalised, a copy will be forwarded
to the Lancashire Historic HER on CD as a pdf. fgport will include;

» asite location plan related to the national grid

» afront cover to include the planning applicatiarmier and the NGR

» the dates on which the fieldwork was undertaken

e aconcise, non-technical summary of the results

e an explanation to any agreed variations to thefbirieluding any justification for any
analyses not undertaken
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45

451

45.2

453

51

51.1

52

521

53

53.1

» adescription of the methodology employed, workartaken and results obtained
e an historical and archaeological background

» plans and sections at an appropriate scale shawatpcation and position of deposits
and finds located

» a list of and dates for any finds recovered andescdption and interpretation of the
deposits identified. This artefact analysis wiltlide illustration of finds crucial to
dating and interpretation

» a description of any environmental or other spétialork undertaken and the results
obtained

e acopy of this project design and indications of agreed departure from the details

» the report will also include a complete bibliogrgpif sources from which data has been
derived.

Confidentiality: all internal reports to the client are designedlasuments for the specific
use of the client, for the particular purpose d@ndd in the project brief and project design,
and should be treated as such. They are not seiifablpublication as academic documents
or otherwise without amendment or revision.

ARCHIVE

The results of all archaeological work carried wiit form the basis for a full archive to
professional standards, in accordance with cuteaglish Heritage guidelined@anagement

of Archaeological Projects2nd edition, 1991). The project archive will inde summary
processing and analysis of all features, findspalaeoenvironmental data recovered during
fieldwork, which will be catalogued by context.

The deposition of a properly ordered and index&gjiept archive in an appropriate repository
is essential and archive will be provided in thegligh Heritage Centre for Archaeology

format and a synthesis will be submitted to thedaeshire HER (the index to the archive and
a copy of the report). OA North practice is to dgipthe original record archive of projects

with the County Record Office, Preston.

All artefacts will be processed to MAP2 standandd will be assessed by our in-house finds
specialists. The deposition and disposal of angfacts recovered in the evaluation will be
agreed with the legal owner and an appropriat@iemai museum, in this case the Museum of
Lancashire. LCAS will be notified of the arrangertsemade.

OTHER MATTERS

ACCESS

Liaison for basic site access will be undertakeaugh the client.

REINSTATEMENT

It is understood that there will be no requiremfant reinstatement of the ground by OA
North, and that the client will be responsible.

PROJECT MONITORING

Whilst the work is undertaken for the client, LCA#I be kept fully informed of the work
and its results.
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54 INSURANCE

5.4.1 OA North has a professional indemnity covea t@lue of £2,000,000; proof of which can be
supplied as required.

55 WORK TIMETABLE

55.1 Archaeological Trenching and Trial Pitting: it is anticipated that this element would require
up to seven days for a team of three people.

5.5.2 Archaeological Watching Brief: the duration of the archaeological presence fomtaihing
brief is as yet unknown, being dictated by the datesof works.

5.5.3 Report: the final report will be submitted to the clienitlin eight weeks of completion of
the evaluation fieldwork phase.

5.5.4 Written notice: OA North would require a formal written agreementeast one week before
commencement in order to schedule the work as ateme provide the appropriate
monitoring notice to LCAS.

5.6 STAFFING

5.6.1 The project will be under the direct managemenEwiily Mercer BA (Hons) M Sc AIFA
(OA North Senior Project Manager) to whom all cependence should be addressed.

5.6.2 The fieldwork will be supervised by an OA North jarct officer or supervisor experienced in
this type of project. Due to scheduling requiremaeibtis not possible to provide the staff
details at the present time. All OA North projedticers and supervisors are experienced
field archaeologists capable of carrying out prigjed all sizes.

5.6.3 Assessment of the finds from the evaluation willbelertaken under the auspices of OA
North's in-house finds speciali€hristine Howard-Davis (OA North finds manager).
Christine has extensive knowledge of finds from ynperiods of the North West.

5.6.4 Assessment of any palaeoenvironmental samplesdwilindertaken by or under the auspices
of Elizabeth Huckerby M Sc (OA North environmental manager). Elizabeth hatemsive

knowledge of the palaeoecology of the North Wesbubh her work on the English
Heritage-funded North West Wetlands Survey.
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APPENDIX 2: CONTEXT REGISTER

Context | Test Description
No. Pit No.

100 29 Overburden, 2.1m thick.

Grey/brown, loose and coarse sandy-gravel with ok, concrete, mortar
and stone inclusions. Material used for levelliftgrademolition of the former
houses.

101 29 Brick wall.

Measuring >2m in length, >2.1m in height and al@ymast-north-east/west
south-west, the wall was constructed from a mixtofeale grey and re
machine-made bricks, average size: 0.22m x 0.1200¥m, in an English
bond with an excess of stretchers. It survivedGa@@urses in height, and was
bonded with a light yellow cement-mortar. The fulbth of the wall was no
exposed. It formed the south-west wall of a cellargd was abutted by flog
104.

|

=

102 29 Brick structure.

Measuring 1.6m in length, 1.2m in width and >1.1inheight, the structure
was constructed from a mixture of pale grey and metthine-made bricks,
average size: 0.22m x 0.12m x 0.07m, and bonded pgle yellow cement
mortar. It survives to over 15 courses in height] auilt in a stretcher bond.
The sewerage pipe extending from the structure estgga sanitary function.
It truncated walll03.

14

103 29 Sandstone wall.

Measuring >5m in length, 0.38m in width and >2mheight, the wall wag
orientated roughly north/south across the trenthwds constructed from
roughly worked sandstone blocks, average size: &3m22m x 0.1m, and
bonded with a yellow-cream, friable and degradet$itone mortar. The wal
survived to over 10 courses in height, and wast ik random-bond. Th
function of the wall was not easily discernibledamay have been a cellar
wall of an earlier building. It has been truncated structure102, and the
cellar to the south-east.

D

104 29 Sandstone flagged floor for cellar.

Measuring >2m in length and >2m in width, the floeas constructed fron
worked, red sandstone flags, average size: 1Imm @.8.1m. The floor was
bedded into sand, and abutted wHIlL. The majority of the floor had begn
truncated during previous groundworks to the navést.

=]

105 29 Redeposited sand, >2m thick.

Dark yellow/brown, loose sand with <1% brick andnet inclusions. The sand
exceeds 2m in depth, and abuts vifi8. Redeposited sand comprising mych
of the backfill for the north-west half of the tam It is not present in th
south-eastern area.

)

106 17/18 Topsoil,c0.2m thick.

Dark grey/brown, loose sandy/silt with <10% brickyb-angular pebblg
concrete and mortar inclusions. Redeposited acpask for landscaping
purposes after the demolition of earlier structures

107 18 Rubble backfill, >2.m thick.

Dark grey/brown, loose sandy/silt witt90% rubble and demolition debri
including brick, iron girders, light fittings andfadge. The base of the depos
had not been encountered by 2.5m. It was mostylitted backfill of a large
cellar associated with the former cotton mill.

vrom
= -

108 18 Rubble backfill, >2.3m thick

Mid grey/brown, loose sand with 30% brick and 20%nds of mortar and
plaster. Concentrated between wdlll and the northern limit of th

D
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excavation. The base of the deposit had not beeouertered at 2.3m. It wa
most likely the backfill of a large cellar assoeiwith the former cotton mill

109

18

Brick wall.

Measuring >2.3m in length, 0.7m in width and >2mhwight, the wall wag
orientated east/west. It was constructed from nmechiade red brickg
average size: 0.22m x 0.12m x 0.07m, and bondet wityellow/cream
limestone mortar. Exceeding 20 courses in heidjlet,vall was in a stretchg
bond, and partially covered in a layer or plasterpossible doorway wa
identified on the western side; the wall most kkbklonged to a cellar of th
former cotton mill.

110

18

Brick wall.

Measuring >2.2m in length, 0.24m in width and of@r courses in height
the wall was aligned east/west. It was construdéteth machine-made, re
bricks, average size: 0.22m x 0.12m x 0.07m, andnirEnglish bond. Th
wall was bonded with yellow/cream limestone mortard was most likely :
cellar wall associated with the former cotton mill.

111

18

Brick wall.

Measuring >2m in length, 0.55m in width and >1mhight, the wall wag
orientated east/west. It was constructed from nmechiade, red bricks
average size: 0.22m x 0.12m x 0.07m, and in ani§mglond with an exceg

of stretchers. A large limestone block occupieddbetral portion of the wall.
The wall was bonded with cream limestone mortad survived to over 12

courses in height. It is quite a substantial wad anay be the back wall of th
former cotton mill.

112

17

Overburden, 0.3m thick.

Grey/brown, loose silty/sand with 60% brick, sandst mortar and ceme
inclusions. Redeposited demolition rubble useawell the site.

113

17

Concrete floor.
Grey concrete floor for modern toilet block.

114

17

Brick wall.

Measuring 1.42m in length, 0.22m width and >0.9%nhéight, the wall was

orientated north/south. It was constructed from miveemade, red bricks
average size: 0.22m x 0.1m x 0.07m, and in an Emgtiond. The wal
survived for over 12 courses and was bonded withake pink, friable
limestone mortar. It was butted to the west byrttaglern toilet cubicles, an
to the east by floot16.

ny

h

[ORRE

S0 o<
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115

17

Brick wall.

Measuring 2.1m in length, 0.39m in width and >0.9hrheight, the wall was

orientated east/west. It was constructed from rmechiade, red brickg
average size: 0.22m x 0.12m x 0.07m, and in ac$teetbond. The wal
exceeded 14 courses in height, and was bonded awiplale pink, friable
limestone mortar. It is keyed into wdll4 to the west, and butted to the so
by surfacesl16 and117. The substantial nature of the wall suggests ith
may have been external.

]

uth

116

17

Flagstone surface.

Extending for 3.4m x 1.45m, the surface was credteth sub-rectangular

sandstone flags, average size: 0.4m x 0.2m x 0.h2wh,bedded intd24 to
the east andl25 to the west. It was likely that they were laideaftthe
excavation of trencli21 for the iron gas pipe running north/south acrbes
trench.

—

117

17

Cobbled surface.

Extending for 4.2m x 2m, the surface was creatednfworn, sub-oblong
limestone cobbles, average size: 0.3m x 0.1m x Odind bedded intd24.
The majority of the cobbles have been placed iargom fashion, suggestin

disturbance over time, and have been wholly remoiedhe west ang
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replaced byl116, most likely when the iron gas pipe was installéd.the
eastern end part of the floor comprised a largecreta block, probably re
used.

118 17 Mortar deposit.

A discrete layer of compact, cream and dark greytlewb mortar, measuring
1.2m x 0.78m and approximately 0.02m thick. It wasst likely deposited
during the creation of the site into a park in ldte twentieth century.

119 17 Brick wall.

Measuring >0.7m in length and 0.22cm in width, thell was aligned
east/west. It was constructed from machine-made,brecks, average size:
0.22m x 0.12m x 0.07m, and bonded with a pale perkent-mortar. Only th
top of the wall was visible, but may have been header-bond. Modern walll
of toilet cubicles. Abutted b¥13.

D

120 17 Brick wall.

Measuring >1m in length and 0.22m in width, the lwahs orientated
east/west. It was constructed from machine-made,brecks, average size:
0.22m x 0.12m x 0.07m, and bonded with a pale perkent-mortar. Only th
top of the wall was visible, but may have been hreader-bond. Modern wall
of toilet cubicles. Abutted b¥13.

D

121 17 Cut for service trench.

Linear in plan, the cut measured >1.68m in lengthm in width and 0.74m
in depth, and with an undulating U-shaped profilevas aligned north/south
and most likely excavated for the installationtwd tron gas pipe.

122 17 Former subsoil, 0.7m thick.

Orangelyellow, loose silty/sand with >5% small fraants of brick, mortar
and charcoal inclusions. Former subsoil extendingr aghe northern area ¢
the Lord Street greenspace.

=+

123 17 Demolition layer, 0.15m thick.

Grey/brown, loose and friable silty/sand with 608tadl fragments of brick
stone and mortar. A thin layer of demolition madkrised as levelling befor
bedding sand 24 laid down for cobble416.

0]

124 17 Bedding sand for cobbled surfat#s, 0.23m thick.

Orangelyellow, loose sand. Extents over the eadtalihof the trench, and
used to bed cobbldg6. Truncated to the west by service tR1.

125 17 Fill of cut 121, 0.76m thick.

Dark-brown, friable sandy/silt with <5% small sutnanded pebble inclusions
and small fragments of building rubble. Fill of @wee cut121, redeposited
material from the surrounding area.

126 17 Natural geology.
Mid-cream/yellow, soft sand. Encountereat2in depth in the trench.
127 17 Cut for brick drainl29.

Linear in plan with a square profile, the cut meadu>2.75m in length, 1.3m
in width and 0.6m in depth, and was aligned easthreast/west-south-west.

128 17 Fill of drain cut127, 0.6m thick.

Dark-grey/brown, friable silty/sand with >5% bricknortar and ash
inclusions. Mixture of redeposited subsoil and ditioa material from the
surrounding area.

129 17 Brick drain.

Circular brick drain measuring >2.75m in length &im in diameter. It was
constructed from machine-made, red brick, average §.22m x 0.12m
0.07m, and bonded with a yellow/cream, friable bto@e mortar. Most likely
relates to structures that post-date the cottoh mil

130 17 Fill of drain 129, 0.2m thick.
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Dark-green/grey, soft silty-sand with <2% smallckri mortar and concrete
inclusions. The material has quite a high organimponent.

131 2 Bedding sand, 0.2m thick.

Dark-brown/black, friable ashy/sand with 10% smhlick, mortar and
concrete inclusions. Bedding sand for modern cdaagaving slabs.

132 2 Redeposited sand, >1.6m thick.

Mid-orange, loose sand with 5% small brick, corer@td sub-rounded pebble
inclusions. Redeposited sand backfilling the fodioaa cut for a moderr
office block.

133 15 Hardcore, 0.12m thick.

Grey, coarse and loose gravelly/sand with >25% Ismeatlium sub-angular
limestone chippings. Levelling material before aete poured across the
area.

134 15 Redeposited topsoil, 0.3m thick.

Dark-grey/brown, loose sandy/silt with 20% rubbleclusions. Layer o
topsoil and rubble mix, redeposited after foundafmr former garage created.

135 15 Concrete pipe.

Grey concrete cap for pipe running into the formarage, aligned east/west
and measuring >1.3m in length, 0.62m in width ahdm in depth.

136 15 Lower fill of service cutl38, 0.34m thick.

Mid-grey/orange mottled silty/sand with >10% briakiortar and concret
inclusions. Redeposited sand and rubble from thmeddiate area.

D

137 15 Upper fill of pipe cutl38, 0.2m thick.

Dark-brown/grey, friable sandy/silt with >15% smadedium fragments of
building rubble inclusions. Layer of redepositegdoil and rubble backfilling
the service cut.

138 15 Cut for concrete pip&35.

Linear in plan with a stepped-square profile, the measured >1.3m in
length, 1.8m in width and0.6m in depth.

139 15 Redeposited sand, 0.34m thick.

Red/orange, loose and friable sand with 10% briott eoncrete inclusions.
redeposited sand probably laid after the main coasbn of the former
garage.

140 15 Natural geology.

Mid-yellow/orange, soft and fine sand. It has bé&®mcated towards the top
when the former garage was constructed.

141 15 Concrete plinth for wall44.

Poured grey concrete base, measuring 2.8m in leagth>0.5m in width
Formed the concrete foundation for former garagk Wil.

142 15 Foundation cut for wall44.

Linear in plan and box-shaped in profile, the c@asured >2.8m in length
clm in width and >2m in depth. Foundation cut forllwil4 and concrete
basel41.

143 15 Fill of cut 142, >2m thick.

Dark-grey/brown, loose sandy/silt with 20% smalbble inclusions. Mixed
backfill for foundation cul42.

144 15 Brick wall.

Measuring >2.8m in length and 2.1m in height, ttadl was aligned east/wesdt.
It was constructed from modern, machine-made redkfr average siz€:
0.22m x 0.12m x 0.07m, in a stretcher bond, witle p&llow cement mortar
bonding. The wall formed the southern wall for themer garage fuel tanks.

145 16 Brick wall.
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Measuring >4.3m in length and 1.6m in height, thellwvas orientated
east/west. It was constructed from machine-madebratks, average size:
0.22m x 0.12m x 0.07m, in a stretcher bond, andh pile yellow cementt
mortar bonding. It has been truncated to the epstolncrete pipel35. Wall
forming part of the former garage.

146 16 Concrete cap for pipe.

Running east/west along the trench, the cap wastedefrom concrete and
covers a metal pipe associated with the formerggara3m in length, 0.65n
in width and 0.23m thick.

=]

147 16 Cut for service pipe.
Linear in plan and box-shaped in profile, the c@asured >1.8m in length
1.1m in width and 0.6m in depth. Cut for pipe cappg 146, is possibly part
of the main foundation cu#9, for wall 145.

148 16 Fill of cut 147.

Dark-grey/orange, loose sand with >10% charco&kbroncrete and mortdr
inclusions. Some possible diesel contamination.eResdited backfill form the
immediate area.

149 16 Foundation cut for wall45.

Linear in plant and rectangular in profile, the cutasured >4.3m in lengt
>0.5m in width and >1.6m in depth. Foundation art¥45, most likely the
same cut a$42in TP 15.

—

150 16 Fill of cut 149.
Mid-orange/brown, friable silty/sand with >15% siratdick, concrete, mortar
and ash inclusions. Redeposited rubble from the ddiate area backfilling
foundation trencii49.

151 9/10 Cobbled surface.

Smoothed, cream limestone cobbles, average si26mOx 0.16m x 0.14m
extending over the area of the open-air marketyvrere bedded into san
152, and had some staining from the overlying tarn@dginal floor of the
open-air market, constructed in the later nineteeentury.

152 9/10 Bedding sand for cobbld$1, 0.2m thick.

Pale-orange/yellow, fine and soft sand with <2% Issab-rounded pebblg
inclusions. Redeposited sand used to bed cobbiéatsi51.

153 9/10 Levelling layer, 0.3m thick.

Dark-brown/grey, friable ashy/sand with >25% adhgder, brick and mortaf
inclusions (including fragments of handmade bri¢k¢deposited rubble used
to level up the site, probably during the consinrcbf the market.

154 9 Redeposited sand, 0.34m thick

Dark-orange/brown, friable silty/sand with >10% dwn, brick, mortar and
charcoal inclusions. Layer of redeposited sand ratdble, most likely laid
during the construction of the market. A fragmehtpost-medieval pottery
was recovered from the deposit.

155 9/10 Former soil horizon, 0.13m-0.74m thick

Mid-orange/brown, soft silty/sand with <5% sub-rded pebbles and <19
charcoal flecks. In TP 9, two fragments of mediepattery were recovered
from the deposit, while in TP 10, one fragment o$tpmedieval pottery wal
recovered. There was evidence for disturbanceeofléposit in TP 10.
156 9/10 Natural geology.

Pale-orange/yellow, soft sand with <1% small sulnaded pebble inclusions.
Natural drift geology extending over the area @&f tipen-air market.
157 9 Plinth for market pillar.

Large plinth measuring 1.85m in height and 1.7nwidth, and constructed
from several materials. From the base: concreta tloickness of 0.1m; two

=
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layers of red machine-made brick, 0.1m and O.2rpeetvely; two large
limestone blocks, both 0.5m thick; a thin concrileck for the iron pins
0.05m thick; and an iron block, 0.5m thick, whichsapart of the visible iron
pillar.

158 9 Cut for plinth157

Square in plan, to the limit of excavation, andtaagular in profile, the cut
measuredl.7m in width and >1.85m in depth.

159 9 Fill of cut 158, c1.45m thick.

Mottled orange and dark-grey, friable silty/sandthwi>5% small-mediuny
brick and mortar inclusions. A mixture of redepeditnatural, subsoil and
rubble backfilling plinth cui58.

160 11 Hardcore, 0.19m thick

Light-grey/cream, coarse and loose crushed concliged to level the area
before the concrete surface was poured.

161 11 Concrete plinth.

Measuring 1.1m in length and 2.6m in height, thetplwas constructed fror
a light-grey poured concrete. The impression of weeden frame used t
mould the plinth is still visible. An iron water pper with the date ‘1923
suggests a date for the construction of the market.

o =

162 11 Cut for plinth161.

Rectangular in plan and box-shaped in profile, tié measured 1.2m in
length and 2.65m in depth. It truncated brick vi&H.

163 11 Fill of cut 162, 0.05m thick around concrete plinth.

Dark-grey/brown, friable organic silt with 5% martavood and concret
inclusions. A mixture of redeposited material frttme immediate area and the
decomposed wooden frame for the plih@1.

D

164 11 Brick wall.

Measuring >1.4m in length, 0.46m in width and 1.7#rheight, the wall was
orientated north-east/south-west. It was constdud®m handmade re
bricks, average size: 0.23m x 0.12m x 0.05m, ana istretcher bond. It
survived for approximately 45 courses, and was bdnby a light-cream|
friable limestone mortar with <10% small charcaadlisions. The handmade
bricks suggest a pre-mid-nineteenth century datéhfowall.

jon

165 11 Cut for wall 164.

Linear in plan and rectangular in profile, the amtasured >1.4m in length,
0.56m in width and 1.8m in depth and was alignedhieast/south-west.
Foundation cut for brick wall64.

166 11 Fill of cut 165.

Mid-dark orange/brown, soft silty-sand with <5% dinsaib-rounded pebble
and <1% charcoal flecks. redeposited subsoil béickfifoundation cutl65.

(2]

167 11 Brick wall.

Near identical in form to wall64. Located at the south-east end of TP 11, @and
surviving to over 2.3m in height (approximately &@urses). The substantigl
nature of the wall suggests that it may have betsrral or load-bearing.

168 11 Cut for wall 167.
Near identical to foundation cli65, except that it exceeds 2.3m in depth.

169 11 Fill of cut 168.
Near identical to backfill66 in foundation cufl65.

170 11 Organic layer, 1.1m thick.

Dark-grey/brown, friable silt wittc 10% small brick, concrete and mortar
inclusions. Organic deposit that might be assodiatéh the drain running
along the western edge of the TP.
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171 11 Natural geology.
Mid-orange, fine and soft clay/sand with some engdeof iron panning.
172 11 Overburden, 0.3m thick.

Identical to the material in TP 9/1063. Overburden levelling the area befgre
the construction of the market.

173 11 Redeposited sand, 0.45m thick.

Identical to154 within TP 9/10. Redeposited sand and rubble extendver
the area of the open market.

174 11 Former soil horizon, 0.72m thick.

Same ad55 in TP 9/10. The interface between this deposit @aumiral,171,
is very diffuse.

175 4 Redeposited sand, 0.3m thick.

Mid-orange, fine sand with 10% small to large ceterfragments. Levelling
material for multi-storey car park.

176 4 Redeposited sand, >1.1m thick.

Light-orange, soft and loose sand with no coarsmpoment. The lack of
natural banding throughout the deposit suggestsitha redeposited. It i$
likely to be material brought in from elsewherebackfill the large foundation
cuts for the multi-storey car park.

177 4 Concrete plinth.

Grey concrete block forming plinth for pillar in itiestorey car park. It was
abutted by sandi76. It measured >0.66m in length, 0.77m in width @rigbm
in height.

178 17 Cut for wall115.

Linear in plan and rectangular in profile, the ecoéasured >7m in length,
0.6m in width and 2m in depth. Foundation cut fadlvi15.

179 17 Fill of cut 178, 0.05m thick from wall edge

Mottled mid-brown and orange, friable silty/sandhwv5% small fragment
of brick and mortar inclusions. The result of reosifed material from thg
immediate area.

O—O

180 3 Concrete plinth.

Measuring >2.05m in length, >0.75m in width and5hi2in height, the plinth
was constructed from grey concrete. It forms atplfior the multi-storey caf
park, and sits on bad@1, and abutted by sarid6.

181 3 Concrete base, 0.04m thick.
Coarse, grey poured concrete forming the basediocrete plinthl80.
182 3 Concrete and brick conglomerate, 0.2m thick.

Light-mid grey, solid concrete and brick conglomeramost likely capping
for a service pipe.

183 3 Redeposited sand, >0.1m thick.
Mid-orange/brown, soft sand, near identical f66. The sand that plinth
180/181 is sitting upon.
184 10 Plinth for open-air market.

Near identical to plintil57 in TP 9. It measured 1.15m->1.45m in lendth,
>0.5m in width and 2.16m in height, and construdtedh concrete, brick and
limestone as the aforementioned plinth.

185 10 Cut for plinth184.

Rectangular in plan and squared in profile, thense&sured >1.45m in lengt
>0.5m in width and 2.16m in depth.

=

186 10 Fill of cut 185, 0.2m thick from edge of plinth.
Mottled orange and brown, compact silty/sand wi# Small brick and
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mortar inclusions. A fragment of glass and clayepipas recovered from the
deposit. Most likely redeposited subsoil and rublhaterial from the
surrounding area.

187 6 Redeposited sand, 0.3m thick.

Mid-orange/brown, loose sand with 5% brick, conereand sub-rounded
pebble inclusions. Redeposited subsoil and rubdxel for levelling before th
concrete was laid.

188 6 Former soil horizon, 0.47m thick.

Dark-grey/brown, soft silty/sand with 5% concreted arick inclusions. Olg
ground surface that has been heavily disturbedhieyconstruction of the
surrounding modern shopping mall.

189 6 Fill of cut 190, >1.63m thick.

Mid-orange-brown, coarse and friable sand and driyers, >10% grave|
and >2% brick, wood, concrete and cobble inclusidResdeposited sand
gravels and demolition material backfilling founidat cut 190 for a large
modern shopping mall.

190 6 Foundation cut for modern shopping mall

Measuring >1.3m in width and >1.63m in depth, thé was linear in plan
rectangular in profile and aligned north-east/seumtist.

D

4

For the use of Soil Mechanics, on behalf of theskre Tithebarn Partnership © OA North: May 2008



Preston Tithebarn Regeneration Area (PTRA), Predtancashire: Archaeological Evaluation 40

APPENDIX 3: FINDS CATALOGUE

Cxt = context; OR = Object Record number

Cxt OR | TP | Material | Category | No. | Description Period

154 1001 | 9 Ceramic vessel 1 One fragment black-glazed | Eighteenth - early
redware nineteenth century

155 1002 | 10 Ceramic vessel 1 One fragment blue and whitg Late eighteenth -
underglaze transfer-printed twentieth century
earthenware

155 1003 | 9 Ceramic vessel 2 Two small fragments Fourteenth -
incompletely reduced green- | fifteenth century
glazed ware.

186 1004 | 10 Ceramic tobacco pipe 1 One undiagnostic stem Post-medieval
fragment

186 1004 | 10 Glass vessel 1 Large fragment pale Mid nineteenth
blue/natural glass, probably century or later
mould-blown bottle.
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