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e —————— e PR

Re: Planning Application No:

Address:

Pre-application: extension to Music Room

Merton Street, Corpus Christi College

Draft Scoping for Fleld Evaluation (draft for English Heritage comment re- SMC)

Archagologist to submit a Specification (writter schernie of investigation, WSl) addressing the
following to be submitted to planning authority for approval in writing:
1. Statement of aims to be addressed by the investigation

eology (bedded terrace gravel) in at ieast three ‘

a. To establish the level of natural g
locations; ' ‘

b. Identify any surfaces of the documented medieval “Shidyerd Steet’

c. Distinguish the fill material of the 1620s garden bank from any pre-existing
defensive earth rampart surviving within impact depth; ‘

d. Confirm metalling of any ‘intramural road’; e

e. Confirm back profile of City Wall: the wall may have been substantially thicker
than its existing parapet, with a paved wall walk, ~~

f. Investigate any continuation of the ditch exposed inCorpus Christi front quad in
1972 (OBU 2003, 23) as candidate for a primary birh ditch enclosing the early St
Frideswide's priory. ‘

Trench support system capable of reaching engirieer's depth of 800 mm below proposed
structural slab ievel and 200 mm archaeological buffer ¢ = OD 59.32minus 0.8: minus 0.2 =
OD 68.32). Indicative trenches 1.5 x 3 m and 1.5 x 5 m. Any trench dimensions that are
dependent on a proprietary support system to be specified:(indicative ptan attached).

Trench No Nominal Depthto OD | Aims | Comment
dimensions | 68.32m ) :

Trench 1A Imx15m 29m)ab,f Note manhole to E. Engineer

may-specify only a “slit-trench’

against Christ Church's wall
Trench 1B 3mx15m 25m|ab,f ; .
Trench 1C 3mx15m 28m|ab,cd, f Aligned to respect tree, drain

and walls
Trench 2 3mx15m 31m|ab,cef City wall may be thicker than its

‘ “parapet

Trench 3 S5mxis5m 40m | a,cef Ditte ° g
Engineer pits ' Engineers to feed into k
within above Archaeological Spec 24
- Engineer pits Ditto, to be monitored and &
standalone recorded by archaeologist P

BD 15 Nov 2006

® Page 3

Archaeologist to give priority to the shallower trenches (1A — 1C and 3), in case they achieve 7
some of the aims without excavating Tr 2 to full depth. Tocg He Mepn 2.
Trenches 2, 3 and the eastern "internal trial pit' will need Scheduled Monument Consent.
Engineers to note that the eastem “Internal Trial Trench’ may usefully be moved northwards to
expase the S jamb of the blocked embrasure, if this is proposed to be reopened. Engineers
also to be aware of photographic evidence of splits in outer wall of bastion below ground (Dodd
2003 Fig. 4.33; PI. 4.15). : - ' '




Oxford Archaeology Music Room Extension, Corpus Christi College
Archaeological Written Scheme of Investigation

Music Room Extension
Corpus Christi College
Oxford

NGR SP 516 060

Written Scheme of Investigation for an
Archaeological Field Evaluation

1 Introduction

1.1 It is proposed to modify and extend the existing music room at Corpus Christi
College, Merton Street, Oxford (SP 516 060). The modification to the existing
building comprises the lowering of the floor level, and the replacement of the
existing roof with a roof terrace. The proposal also incorporates the northern
and western extension of the existing building.

1.2 The existing music room was constructed in 1986 within a surviving bastion of
Oxford’s medieval defensive wall. This section of the wall is a Scheduled
Ancient Monument (SAM No. 0X26). Additionally, the extension to the
existing building lies partially within an area recognised by the Register of
Parks and Gardens of Special Historic Interest (Site Reference Number 2096).

1.3 Oxford Archaeology (OA) were commissioned by Rick Mather Architects to
carry out an Archaeological Impact Assessment (OA 2006), following which a
Draft Scoping for Field Evaluation (OCC 2006) was prepared by Brian
Durham, archaeologist at Oxford City Council. Following further discussion
with Chris Welch at English Heritage the scope of the evaluation was slightly
revised. OA have subsequently been commissioned to carry out the evaluation
and this Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) details how OA will implement
the requirements of both English Heritage and Oxfordshire City Council (as the
planning authority). An application for Scheduled Monument Consent has been
submitted to the Department of Culture, Media and Sport (DCMS) on behalf of
the college by OA; this document is intended to support and inform that
application.

1.4 This is in line with PPG16, the City Council Adopted Local Plan 1991-2001,
Policy EN 40 and Second Draft Local Plan 2001-16 HE 2. These refer to Areas
of Archaeological Interest which require an archaeological evaluation where
development may have significant impact.

2  Location, Geology and Topography

The following two sections are reproduced from the Archaeclogical Impact Assessment (OA,
2006) - references can be found there.

2.1 Corpus Christi College is situated in central Oxford, on the south side of Merton

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd January 2007 !
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Oxford Archaeology Music Room Extension, Corpus Christi College
Archaeological Written Scheme of Investigation

Street. It is bounded on the west by Christ Church and on the east by Merton
College. The college extends southwards to the medieval city wall, which
separates it from the Christ Church gardens.

2.2 The college lies on the southern edge of the second river gravel terrace and the
underlying geology is Oxford Clay. The majority of the area of proposed
development is at ¢ 60 m OD, but the southern end of the gardens slope
upwards to ¢ 61 m OD. The interior of the existing Music Room lies at 60.73 m
OD.

2.3 The principal building currently within the area of proposed development is the
Music Room, built into a bastion of the medieval city wall. The path to the
Music Room, which comes from the south-west corner of the Fellows’ Garden,
also gives access to the gardener’s storage area, which adjoins the south wall of
the President’s Garden. A greenhouse stands on the north side of the path, fixed -
to the wall.

3 Background

Previous Archaeological Work

3.1 A number of archaeological investigations have been carried out within the area
of proposed development and its immediate environs since 1958. When the
President’s Lodging was rebuilt in that year a section under the boundary wall
with Christ Church was viewed and evidence for the medieval Shidyerd Street
and the houses along it seen. This work was on the opposite side of the
President’s Lodging from the area of proposed development.

3.2 In 1963 a single trench was dug by David Sturdy on the south side of the
bastion, where it adjoins the south-running wall. This revealed part of an earlier
wall below the bastion. The same feature was identified in trenches south of the
bastion during fieldwork by OA in 1981 before the Music Room was
constructed. This feature may have been part of a wall along Shidyerd Street or
possibly part of a road. The 1981 work included a measured survey of the
bastion and limited excavations within it, which failed to uncover medieval
floor levels.

3.3 Further observations were made during a watching brief by OA in 1986 when
contractors cleared rubble from the bastion and the adjoining President’s Shed,
now the Green Room. Partition walls were removed and some of the present
walls erected. Little was found except the offset foundations of the boundary
wall with the cemetery to the west and remains of post-medieval college walls

(Dodd 2003, 198). -

3.4 The Bastion and President’s Shed was covered by a late 16th or early 17th
century roof. Its timbers were recorded, but were largely renewed in 1986.

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Lid January 2007 2
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Oxford Archaeology Music Reom Extension, Corpus Christi College
Archaeological Written Scheme of Investigation

Historical and Archaeological Background
Prehistoric and Roman Periods

3.5 Although there is evidence for activity dating from the prehistoric or Roman
periods in Oxford no occupation or burial evidence has been identified in the
area of Corpus Christi College.

Early Medieval Period

3.6 The town of Oxford is believed to have its origins in the early 8" century about
the time that St Frideswide’s Priory was founded on the site of Christ Church.
The city was certainly developed as a fortified Bur# in the Reign of King Alfred
or his son Edward the Elder. By the 10" century a network of streets had been
established and a defensive circuit constructed. Some evidence for a turf
rampart has been found and wherever the early medieval rampart has been
observed it has been on or close to the line of the later medieval wall (Dodd"
2003, 23). It has been argued that the early medieval defences originally only
enclosed an area from Oriel Street westwards and that the eastern part of the
town was enclosed later. If so, the original eastern rampart would have
coincided with the western boundary of Corpus Christi, and a rampart for the
eastern extension, as seen at New College (Booth in Dodd, 2003, pp183-186),
would have started at this point..

3.7 Observations of the early medieval defences along the southern circuit are very
uncertain. A possible section of turf rampart has been observed in the grounds
of Pembroke College immediately to the north of the later medieval town wall
(CBA 1974). A large ditch was found crossing the front quadrangle of Corpus
Christi during excavations in 1972, but there was no dating evidence (Hassall
1973, 274-5).

Medieval Period

3.8 The early medieval defences of Oxford seem to have continued in use until the
13th century when the stone walls were constructed. Part of the surviving city
wall forms the southern boundary of Corpus Christi. The existing Music Room
is built into one of the bastions, also thought to date to the 13th century. The
location of this bastion appears to mark a change in the direction of the wall
from its east-west alignment to a southerly direction. It has also been suggested
that the bastion was part of a gate, situated at the bottom of the original length
of Oriel Street, then called Shidyerd Street (Dodd 2003, 190). Unfortunately,
the wall west of the bastion was removed when the priory of St Frideswide,
which lay on the west side of Shidyerd Street, was adapted to form Christ
Church. '

3.9 Merton Coliege to the east was founded in 1266 and the land between it and
Shidyerd Street, being the future site of Corpus Christi College, was occupied
by a number of tenements and their gardens by the beginning of the 16th
century. Bachelor’s Garden, Corner Hall and Nevill’s Inn were all the property

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd January 2007 3
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Oxford Archaeology Music Room Extension, Corpus Christi College
Archaeological Written Scheme of Investigation

of Merton College. Urban Hall and Beke’s Inn belonged to the priory of St
Frideswide and Godstow Abbey owned Nun’s Hall. It is likely that these
properties were separated from the city wall by an intramural road, running in
an cast-west direction because of the way this strip seems to be respected on
early maps (e.g. William Williams 1732-3).

Bishop Fox and Corpus Christi

3.10 Richard Fox, Bishop of Winchester, decided in 1511 to found a new college in
Oxford. He acquired the properties listed in the previous section, only buying
that owned by Godstow Abbey and obtaining perpetual leases on the others.
Construction work on began in 1512 and the first students were admitted in
1517, by which time the buildings of the front quadrangle were complete and
work had begun on the cloister building and. The kitchen block is the earliest
surviving building on the site. At that stage the President’s Lodgings were over
the main gate on Merton Street.

3.11 Behind the college buildings were gardens. The earliest surviving map of the
college is an Agas map of 1578. At that time Shidyerd Street continued to the
city wall, although gates had been erected across it at the junction with Merton
Street and ¢ two thirds of the way to the city wall. The wall as shown indicates
the presence of the bastion and there is no sign of the present mound along its
north side. In front of the bastion was a small building which is in the corner of
an orchard, labelled as ‘gardaine’. To the west of the gardens is an area of
formal beds.

The President’s Lodgings

3.12 1t appears from the college accounts that a new President’s House was built in
1607 on the southern section of the former Shidyerd Street. This new building is
shown on an engraving by Loggan from 1675. To its south the only change is
the addition of a stable block. The garden to the east has changed considerably,
following work in the 1620s. The mound and walkway along the inside of the
city wall has been constructed with steps up at either end. At the west end there
is a summerhouse. The separate walled orchard has been removed and the new
garden area looks more landscaped. A door in the President’s Garden west wall
is thought to have been built to allow Charles 1 easy access from Christ Church.

3.13 The new lodging was not deemed adequate by President Turner, who was
wealthy enough to finance extensions to it after his election in 1688. As well as
remodelling the existing building he added wings to the south and east. An
engraving from the Oxford Almanac in 1726 shows the new buildings, a rebuilt
Fellows’ Building, a remodelled summerhouse roof and more formal
arrangements in the Fellows’ Garden.

3.14 William Williams’ engraving of 1733 is accompanied by a plan, which does not
show the curve of the bastion at all, but a rectangular block across the end of the
President’s Garden. On the engraving this garden is divided by a north-south
wall, but the south end is not included in the illustration. Another engraving of

© Oxford Archeeological Unit Ltd January 2007 4
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Oxford Archaeology Music Room Extension, Corpus Christi College

Archaeological Written Scheme of Investigation

3.15

3.16

3.17

3.18

1758 does not show the detail of the President’s Garden, but does illustrate the
remodelled summerhouse roof.

In the late 18th century the fashion for formal gardens had given way to the

‘lusher, romantic style. A plates from 1814 shows that the formal beds had been

replaced by lawn and the shrubbery along the south terrace has become more
luxuriant. The eastern part of the city wall had in fact been lowered to provide
better views across what was then Christ Church Meadow, through a claire
voyée. These plates do not show the President’s Garden and it is not possible to
determine when the summerhouse was removed. The Lodgings had also
undergone extensive improvements.

The best idea of the layout of the area of proposed development during the 19th
century is gained from a model constructed in 1855 by the President’s Butler.
The southern end of the President’s Garden and the site of the bastion are not
included, but, together with a ground plan from 1883, it is possible to see that
the layout within the area of proposed development. The wall line between the
President’s and Fellows’ Gardens has been moved further east and follows an
irregular course at the southern end around the area formerly occupied by the
summerhouse.

The President’s Lodging experienced another major redevelopment phase in
1904 under President Case. The present drawing room with its outlook south
across the President’s Garden dates from this period and the garden was
redeveloped for it. The present curved terraces were part of this work. Even
more radical changes were carried out in 1958, although the southern aspect of
the building is essentially unchanged. However, the garden was extended
eastwards with the wall between it and the Fellows’ Garden rebuilt. The present
layout of the President’s Garden is mainly a combination of these two 20th
century projects. At some stage the level of the south end was raised.

The Music Room

The existing Music Room, utilising the bastion and the President’s Shed, was
built in 1986. A new boundary wall was constructed altering the shape of the
south end of the President’s Garden. The Music Room is accessed from a path
along the west edge of the Fellows' Garden, running west between the line of
the city wall and the wall of the President’s Garden. The space at the end is
walled off for used by the gardener who also has a greenhouse on the wall
opposite the Music Room. East of the greenhouse is a magnolia, planted as a
memorial. Another memorial plaque, apparently to a dog, is set in the wall not
far from the bastion.

4 Aims of the Evaluation

4.1 Spectfic aims (as defined by the Draft Scoping for Field Evaluation prepared by
Brian Durham) are to:
e to establish the level of natural geology (bedded terrace gravel - see 5.7 below)
© Oxford Archaeological Unit Lid January 2007 5
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Oxford Archaeology Music Room Extension, Corpus Christi College

Archaeological Written Scleme of Investigation

4.2

identify any surfaces of the documented ‘Shidyerd Street’

distinguish the fill material of the 1620s garden bank from any pre-existing
defensive rampart surviving within impact depth

confirm metalling of any ‘intramural road’

confirm profile of city wall; the wall may have been substantially thicker than
its existing parapet, with a paved wall walk

investigate any continuation of the ditch exposed in Corpus Christi front quad
in 1972 (Dodd, 2003, p23) as candidate for a primary burh ditch enclosing the
early St Frideswide’s priory

General aims are to:

establish the presence/absence of any archaeological remains within the
proposal area and to determine the extent, condition, nature, character, quality
and date of any archaeological remains that may affect further need for
mitigation during the construction process.

To establish the ecofactual and environmental potential of any archaeological
deposits and features and to make available the results of the investigation.

5 Strategy and Methodology

5.1

52

53

54

55

The evaluation will comprise 4 trenches and 3 engineering test pits (2 of which
will be incorporated into the archacological trenches), the locations of which are
shown on Figure 1. The anticipated depth of the trenches will in some cases be
in excess of 1.5 m, which will necessitate the installation of trench support
systems. Details of the proposed system of trench support are presented below
(Appendix 1).

Trench 1A will be an east-west aligned trench c. 1.5 m wide x 3 m long and
will be excavated against the eastern face of the Christ Church wall to the south
of the President’s Lodgings. The trench will incorporate a hand excavated
engineering test pit to test the foundations of the standing wall, primarily to
verify the nature of the battered footing identified during the archaeological
work prior to the construction of the existing music room in 1986. It is now
proposed that this trench be relocated south of the east-west garden wall to
avoid the roots of the mature tree that would otherwise be disturbed by the
trench.

An additional engineering test pit measuring 1.5 m wide x 2 m long will be
hand excavated against this wall, within the footprint of the existing music
room.

Trench 1B will be an east-west aligned trench c. 1.5 m wide x 3 m long and will
be excavated within the existing curved terrace to the south of the present
drawing room of the President’s Lodgings, at the northern extent of the
proposed building.

Trench 1C will be a north west-south east aligned trench ¢. 1.5 m wide x 3 m
long and will be excavated at the north-eastern extent of the proposed building.

© Oxford Archaeclogical Unit Ltd January 2007 6
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Oxford Archaeology Music Room Extension, Corpus Christi College

Archaeological Written Scheme of Investigation

5.6

5.7

This trench lies within the Registered Park and Garden and over the potential
location of the 17th century summerhouse.

Trench 2 will be a north-south aligned trench c. 1.5 m wide x 3 m long and will
be excavated against the northern face of the Scheduled Ancient Monument of
the City Wall. The trench will incorporate a hand excavated engineering test pit
to test the foundations of the standing wall, primarily for any below ground
widening of the wall (e.g. any potential paved ‘wall walk’) which may impact
on the architectural or structural design of the proposed building. Should the
anticipated widening of the wall be encountered, the location of the test-pit will
be adjusted to allow for examination of the foundations of the wall walk.

With the exception of the hand excavated test pits, initial excavation will be
undertaken by a 2.5 tonne mechanical excavator fitted with a -toothless
ditching/grading bucket. Depending on the stability of the ground, machine
excavation will cease at 1 - 1.5 m, or at the top of the first significant
archaeological horizon, whichever is higher. The trench support system will
then be installed and the remainder of the trench subject to limited sample hand-
excavation to achieve the aims stated above. If necessary, and where feasible,
the shoring will be ‘dropped’ to accommodate the increased depth of the trench
(see Appendix 1, below). Alternatively, a narrower ‘sondage’ will be excavated
in the base of the trench if this is sufficient to achieve the aims of the
evaluation. If health and safety considerations negate the safe excavation of the
trenches to the required depth, or the natural geology is not reached at 58.35 m
0D, a hand augur will be used to attempt to establish the depth of the gravel
terrace and to characterise the overlying deposits.

6 Timetable

6.1

6.2

7

7.1

7.2

The work will be undertaken in up to four weeks by a team comprising a Project
Supervisor and 2 technicians, managed by Dan Poore, MIFA. All OA fieldwork
will be under the general direction of Nick Shepherd, OA Head of Fieldwork.

Close co-operation will be maintained with the City’s Archaeologist, Brian
Durham, and Chris Welch, the English Heritage Regional Inspector, to ensure
adequate monitoring as works are in progress.

Standard Methodology

All features and deposits will be issued with unique context numbers, and
context recording will be in accordance with the established OA Field Manual
(OAU 1992). All contexts, and any small finds and samples from them will be
allocated unique numbers. Bulk finds will be collected by context. Colour
transparency and black-and-white negative photographs will be taken of all
trenches and archaeological features.

Provision will be made for taking environmental samples; if necessary a site
specific environmental sampling strategy document will be produced following
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a visit by a member of OA’s Environmental Department.

7.3 Trench plans will be drawn at an appropriate scale (normally 1:50 or 1:100)
with larger scale plans of features as necessary. Section drawings of features
and sample sections of trenches will be drawn at a scale of 1:20. Full trench
sections will be drawn at 1:10, only if complex stratigraphy is present.

74 If environmental remains are recovered, then the staff from the OA
Environmental Department will scan these to assess the potential of the
remains. Detailed analysis, if required, would be undertaken by a member of the
department.

7.5 The site archive including finds (subject to the landowner’s agreement) will be
deposited with the Ashmolean Museum in an approved format. A client report
(Appendix 8) on the results of the investigation will be completed within four
weeks of the end of the fieldwork.

7.6  The project supervisor and OA finds specialists will undertake the report stage
under the direction of the project manager. Copies will be forwarded to the

client. Two copies of the report will be submitted to the Oxford City’s
Archaeologist, Brian Durham and the Sites and Monuments Record Office.

8 Health and Safety

8:1 OA will comply with all relevant health and safety legislation. A Risk
Assessment, and Method Statement for support of deep excavations will be
compiled prior to any work starting on site.

9 General

9.1 Appendix 7, 8 and 11 are relevant to this project.

10 References

0OA 1992 Oxford Archaeology Fieldwork Manual (1st Edition, ed. D Wilkinson)

0OA 2006 Music Room, Corpus Christi College, Oxford
Archaeological Impact Assessment - Oxford Archaeology

OCC 2006 Draft Scoping for Field Evaluation - Oxford City Council
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Appendix 1

Trench Support Systems

The following is in parts based upon ‘Safe Working in Excavation and Trench Shoring', a guidance
document issued by UTN Training during a recent (May 2006) training course attended by eight
members of OA staff. including Robin Bashford, nominated Site Supervisor for this project.

Assessing the Need for Support of Excavations

This table shows typical safe slope angles for certain materials.

Moi ‘

Drained clay or rubble 45
Gravel 40
Shingle 39
Dry sand 38
Dry earth 28
Gravel with sand 25
Wet sand 22
Wet clay 16

The table above shows a range of materials and indicates their instability. Each
separate excavation area must be assessed using this table as soon as there is a risk
that a collapse of soil could cause injury; this assessment could take place when the
trench is as little as 500 mm deep, if for example people are working with their head
at or below the edge of the trench.

If the material that is being excavated appears unstable enough to be likely to collapse
then the sides must either be battered or steeped back to the required safe slope or
angle of repose (the angle that the soil is likely to slide to if left unsupported).
However, given the constrained nature of the site, this is unlikely to be a practical
solution and as such a system of trench support must be installed. OA has operatives
who are trained to install a system known as ‘open or close poling’.

Installation of open or close poling systems.

Suitable trenches for shoring

This system will safely support trenches 1 - 3 m wide/square and of any length. Do
not attempt to shore to a depth of greater than 3 - 3.5 m with the system described
here. It is common practice to take a long trench down to the maximum safe
unsupported depth, and then to excavate deeper in selected areas. These areas, which
are then shored, are known as boxes.

Shoring equipment

The elements of shoring equipment are as follows:
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Adjustable trench props (also sometimes called acroprops) used to brace across the
trench. Available in a number of different sizes. When ordering props, ask what size
the prop will expand to, which should be equal to or slightly less than the width of the
trench.

Metal trench sheets, used for the vertical support of the trench sides. These are
commonly about 0.3 m wide, and are available in lengths from 2 m - 10 m. The
longer the sheets, the more heavy and unwieldy they will be. Caps which fit over the
top of the sheets are used to make driving or toeing in the sheets safer.

Timber walers (also referred to as batons), used for the horizontal supports. They
vary in length from 1.5 to 4 m, and in width from no less than 175 mm. The crucial
measurement, however, is their thickness, which should be 100 mm, minimum. Note
that scaffold planks are not suitable.

Timber wedges, used between horizontal and vertical supports.

Putting up the shoring

The procedure is as follows:

Place trench sheets against trench sides - they should be supported in position by
someone in the trench. Clean, vertical trench sides make the whole operation much
easier. The hole in the trench sheet goes at the top, so that they can be pulled out by
machine if necessary. Where ground allows, drive the sheet down so that it is “toed
in’, using a protective.cap on top of the sheet. This can be very noisy - ear defenders
will be needed, as well as goggles and gloves. It is useful if the sheets protrude at least
1.2 m above the trench edge, as they will then act as edge protection for the
excavation itself.

Spacing of trench sheets is very important. This ranges from complete coverage of
the trench side (close poling - for extremely loose ground) to ‘hit-and-miss’ (open
poling - spacing equivalent to width of trench sheet) or, though less commonly, wider
spacing. Err on the side of caution - if you are unsure, seek advice from the OA
Health and Safety Co-ordinator. Also note that trench sheets are heavy - take care
when lifting - use two people.

Place upper timber waler in position on each side (these need to be supported by
people in the trench) and then fit two props (2.5 m apart or less) against these walers.
Tighten sufficiently to hold position, but not fully. Place wedges where walers and
trench sheets do not meet.

Repeat for lower walers. Then tighten all props and knock in wedges as needed.

Tie down the handles of the props so that they don't stick out.

If you wish to shore a longer trench than is shown on the diagrafn, repeat the above
but overlap the walings which should therefore be just above or below the first set
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which were installed.

Should you need to deepen the trench once the first set of sheets, props and whalers
has been installed, it should be possible to dig down below the bottoms of the sheets
by up t0 0.5 - 1 m DEPENDING ON GROUND CONDITIONS. The ‘hit and miss’
scheme will then allow you to slide additional (usually longer) sheets into the gaps
and down behind the walers (again toed in). A further set of walers and props can then
be inserted just above the new base of the trench. Obviously ingress of ground water
will have a destabilising effect and may mean that further excavation is not possible
using this system.

Using and maintaining the shoring

The shoring must not be used as a means of entry or exit from the trench -to put it
another way - don't climb on it. The trench should be accessed using a ladder which
is fixed (i.e. tied down) and which protrudes at least 1 m above the trench edge.

Check trench sheets, props and wedges at the beginning of each working session, or if
there has been an obvious shift in the ground. Tighten/drive in as necessary. Record
your inspection on ‘Trench support (Shoring) equipment inspection form.’

The shoring, once in position, can also cause accidents as it can make excavation
quite awkward. Hard hats should be worn at all times.

Backfilling the trench and dismantling the shoring

This process has obvious risks as it involves removing the structures supporting the
sides of the trenches while you are in the trench! The key is to make sure that the
props are always sufficiently clear of the base of the trench so that sufficient spoil can
be shovelled into the bottom to firmly brace the sheets against the sides of the trench.
The lowest props and walers can then be carefully removed.

Continue this process until the upper most props and walers have been removed (the
trench should be almost completely backfilled by now) and then lift the sheets clear
using the machine, by attaching chains to the holes at the top of the sheets. If you
don’t have a machine on site it is wise to lift the sheets gradually during the
backfilling process so that they do not become too firmly wedged in place.

Finally, safety is the overriding factor. Wanting to see the sections, or being short
of time, are not sufficient reasons to omit shoring.
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OA Standard Fieldwork Methodology Appendices

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

undertakings specified in a detailed Written Scheme of [nvestigation.

2.1

22

23

24

25

26

2.7

2.8

29

2.10

2.1

MACHINE EXCAVATED TRENCHES

A visual inspection of the entire site will be undertaken. This will include the examination of
any available exposures (e.g. recently cut field ditches and geological Test Pits).

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

All machining will be undertaken under direct archaeological supervision.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Different environmental sampling strategies may be employed according to established research
targets and the perceived importance of the strata under investigation. Bulk samples, a minimum
of 10 litres, but up to 30 litres if possible for early prehistoric features will be taken for flotation
for charred plant remains. Bulk samples will be taken from any waterlogged deposits present for
macroscopic plant remains. Columns for pollen analysis will be taken if appropriate. Mollusc
samples will be collected if present. Other bulk samples for small animal bones and other small
artefacts may be taken from appropriate contexts. '

Any finds of human remains will be left in-situ, covered and protected and the coroner informed.
If removal is essential it will only take place under appropriate Home Office licence, section 25
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of the Burial Act 1857 and local environmental health regulations, and if appropriate in
compliance with the Disused Burial Grounds (Amendment) Act 1981.

2.12 All finds of gold and silver will be removed to a safe place and reported to the local Coroner
according to the procedures relating to Treasure Trove. Where removal can not be effected on
the same working day as the discovery, suitable security measures will be taken to protect the
finds from theft.

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

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

RECORDING

2.15 Contexts
«  If less than ten trenches are to be recorded, a block of numbers, in a continuous sequence
will be allocated to each trench.
» If more than ten trenches are to be recorded, a continuous unique numbering system will
operate within each trench only.

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

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

2.16 Plans
*  These will normally drawn at 1:100, but on urban or deeply stratified sites a scale of 1:50 or
1:20 will be used. Detailed plans will be at an appropriate scale. Burials will be drawn at
scale 1:10.
«  The site grid will be accurately tied into the National Grid and located on the 1:2500 or
1:1250 map of the area.
= Aregister of plans will be kept.

217 Sections
« Long sections of trenches showing layers will be drawn at 1:50. Sections of features or
short lengths of trenches will be drawn at 1:20.
= A register of sections will be kept.
*  Generally all sections will be tied in to Ordnance Datum. The exception to this is where the
proposal for the site is mineral extraction where depth in relation to the development
proposals is irrelevant. In these cases only some significant sections will be tied in to OD.

2.18 Photography
« A full black and white and colour (35 mm transparency) photographic record, illustrating in
both detail and general context the principal features and finds discovered will be
maintained. The photographic record will also include working shots to illustrate more
generally the nature of the archaeological work.
+  Photographs will be recorded on OA Photographic Record Sheets.

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

FINDS
220 All identified finds and artefacts will be retained, although certain classes of building material or

post medieval pottery may sometimes be discarded after recording if an appropriate sample is
retained, However, no finds will be discarded without the prior approval of the nominated
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representative of the local authority and the receiving Museum. All appropriate ironwork will be
X-rayed.

221 The pottery and other relevant artefacts will be scanned to assess the date range of the
assemblage.

222 All finds and samples will be treated in a proper manner and to standards agreed in advance with
the approved recipient museum. These will be exposed, lified, cleaned, conserved, marked,
bagged and boxed in accordance with the guidelines set out in UKIC's "Conservation Guidelines
Ne. 2",

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

- further archaeological work be necessary.

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

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

8 EVALUATION REPORTS
8.1 Style and format of the report will be determined by OA, but will include as a minimum the
following:

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

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

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

* A summary statement of the results.

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

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

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

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

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

ARCHIVES
84 The site archive, including finds and environmental material, will be ordered, catalogued,
labelled and conserved and stored according to the UKIC Guidelines for the preparation of

excavation archives for long-term storage.

8.5 The site archive will be prep.aared to at least the minimum acceptable standard defined in
Management of Archaeological Projects 2, English Heritage 1991.
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8.6 The site archive will be microfilmed by the RCHME National Archacological Record as a
safeguard against the accidental loss and the long-term degeneration of paper records and
photographs.

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

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

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

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

\

*  Unavoidable delays due to extreme bad weather, vandalism, etc.

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

»  Extensions to specified trenches or feature sample sizes requested by the archacological
curator.

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

HEALTH AND SAFETY and INSURANCE.

11.4 All work will be carried out to the requirements of Health and Safety at Work, etc. Act 1974, The
Management of Health and Safety Regulations 1999, the SCAUM (Standing Conference of .
Archaeological Unit Managers) H & S manual Health and Safety in Field Archaeology 1991, the
OA Health and Safety Policy, and any main contractors requirements.

11.5 A copy of the OA's Health and Safety Policy is available on request. OA will require copies of
the H & S policies of all other contractors and operators present on site in compliance with The
Management of Health and Safety Regulations 1999.

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

11.7 The OA will not be liable to indemnify the client against any compensation or damages for or
with respect to:

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

«  The use or occupation of land (which has been provided by the Client) by the Project or for
the purposes of completing the Project (including consequent loss of crops) or interference
whether temporary or permanent with any right of way, light, air or water or other easement
or quasi easement which are the unavoidable result of the Project in accordance with the
Agreement; . :

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

» Injuries or damage to persons or property resulting from any act or neglect or breach of
statutory duty done or committed by the client or his agents, servants or their contractors
(not being employed by the Oxford Archaeological Unit) or for or in respect of any claims
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11.8

11.10

1.11

11.12

11.13

11.14

demands proceedings damages costs charges and expenses in respect thereof or in relation
thereto.

COPYRIGHT and CONFIDENTIALITY

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

Oxford Archaeological Unit will assign copyright to the client upon written request but retains
the right to be identified as the author of all project documentation and reports as defined in the
Copyright, Designs and Patents Act 1988 (Chapter IV, s.79).

OA will advise the client of any such materials supplied in the course of projects which are not
OA's copyright.

OA undertakes to respect all requirements for confidentiality about the client's proposals
provided that these are clearly stated. It is expected that such conditions shall not unreasonably
impede the satisfactory performance of the services required. QA further undertake to keep
confidential any conclusions about the likely implications of such proposals for the historic
environment. It is expected that clients respect OA's general ethical obligations not to suppress
significant archacological data for an unreasonable period.

OA STANDARDS AND PROCEDURES

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

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

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

OXFORD.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL DESK BASED ASSESSMENT
FOR
CORPUS CHRISTI COLLEGE, OXFORD

1
1.1.1

INTRODUCTION

Oxford Archaeology (OA) has been commissioned by Rick Mather Architects on
behalf of Corpus Christi College, Oxford to carry out an archaeological impact
assessment on proposals to construct a new Music Room at the college. The new
facilities- would replace the existing room within a bastion of the medieval city wall
with a larger building extending northwards into the college gardens. The site, which
will be referred to as the area of proposed development, covers an area of ¢ 0.15
hectares and is centred on SP 516 060. The location in shown on Figure 1.

The report aims to provide an assessment of the archaeological impact of the
proposed development. It order to achieve this, it describes the historical development
of the present gardens at Corpus Christi College, assesses the significance of features
and buildings within them, summarises previous archaeological work and the results
obtained, taking into account past impacts which may have affected the survival of
archaeology. This allows an assessment of the potential for the site to contain
previously unrecorded archaeological remains. The possible archaeological impact of
the proposed works is also assessed and possible strategies for the mitigation of such
impacts are proposed.

2 LOCATION, GEOLOGY AND TOPOGRAPHY

2.1.1

Corpus Christi College is situated in central Oxford, on the south side of Merton
Street. It is bounded on the west by Christ Church and on the east by Merton College.
The college extends southwards to the medieval city wall, which separates it from the
Christ Church gardens. '

The college lies on the southern edge of the second river gravel terrace and the
underlying geology is Oxford Clay. The majority of the area of proposed
development is at ¢ 60 m OD, but the southern end of the gardens slope upwards to ¢
61 m OD. The interior of the existing Music Room lies at 60.73 m OD.

The principal building currently within the area of proposed development is the
Music Room, built into a bastion of the medieval city wall. The path to the Music
Room, which comes from the south-west corner of the Fellows’ Garden, also gives
access to the gardener’s storage area, which adjoins the south wall of the President’s
Garden. A greenhouse stands on the north side of the path, fixed to the wall. Details
of the area of proposed development are shown on Figure 2.

3  SOURCES CONSULTED

3.1.1 The Oxford Urban Archaeological Database (UJAD) as held by Oxford City Council
is the primary repository of information on all known archaeology in the area.
Information was obtained on all known sites and finds within a 150 m ‘Study Area’
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centred on the area of proposed development. In addition, the following sources were
consulted:

e published sources including local archaeological and historical society
journals.

e historic maps and drawings.

e information on archaeological investigations carried out in the vicinity held
by OA. ‘

e archive sources held by Corpus Christi.

3.1.2 A full list of sources consulted is given in Appendix Two.

3.1.3  The college was visited on 2nd October 2006. The purpose of this visit was to

determine the topography of the area of proposed development and its surroundings,
to examine the condition of existing features and to assess the likely impacts of the
proposed development on both the settings of the gardens and possible below-ground
archaeology. i

4 PREVIOUS ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS

4.1.1 A number of archaeological investigations have been carried out within the area of
proposed development and its immediate environs since 1958. When the President’s
Lodging was rebuilt in that year a section under the boundary wall with Christ
Church was viewed and evidence for the medieval Shidyerd Street and the houses
along it seen. This work was on the opposite side of the President’s Lodging from the
arca of proposed development.

4.1.2 In 1963 a single trench was dug by David Sturdy on the south side of the bastion,
where it adjoins the south-running wall. This revealed part of an earlier wall below
the bastion. The same feature was identified in trenches south of the bastion during
fieldwork by OA in 1981 before the Music Room was constructed. This feature may
have been part of a wall along Shidyerd Street or possibly part of a road. The 1981
work included a measured survey of the bastion and limited excavations within it,
which failed to uncover medieval floor levels.

4.1.3 Further observations were made during a watching brief by OA in 1986 when
contractors cleared rubble from the bastion and the adjoining President’s Shed, now
the Green Room. Partition walls were removed and some of the present walls erected.
Little was found except the offset foundations of the boundary wall with the cemetery
to the west and remains of post-medieval college walls (Dodd 2003, 198).

4.1.4 The Bastion and President’s Shed was covered by a late 16th or early 17th century
roof. Its timbers were recorded, but were largely renewed in 1986.

5 HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND

5.1 Prehistoric and Roman Periods

5.1.1  Although there is evidence for activity dating from the prehistoric or Roman periods
in Oxford no occupation or burial evidence has been identified in the area of Corpus
Christi College.

©Oxford Archaeclogical Unit Ltd, October 2006 2 31/10/06
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52 Early Medieval Period

5.2.1

522

The town of Oxford is believed to have its origins in the early 8" century about the
time that St Frideswide’s Priory was founded on the site of Christ Church. The city
was certainly developed as a fortified Burh in the Reign of King Alfred or his son
Edward the Elder. By the 10™ century a network of streets had been established and a
defensive circuit constructed. Some evidence for a turf rampart has been found and
wherever the early medieval rampart has been observed it has been on or close to the
line of the later medieval wall (Dodd 2003, 23). It has been argued that the early
medieval defences originally only enclosed an area from Oriel Street westwards and
that the eastern part of the town was enclosed later. If so, the original eastern rampart
would have coincided with the western boundary of Corpus Christi.

Observations of the early medicval defences along the southern circuit are very
uncertain. A possible section of turf rampart has been observed in the grounds of

. Pembroke College immediately to the north of the later medieval town wall (CBA

1974). A large ditch was found crossing the front quadrangle of Corpus Christi during
excavations in 1972, but there was no dating evidence (Hassall 1973, 274-5).

5.3 Medieval Period

5.3.1

53.2

The early medieval defences of Oxford seem to have continued in use until the 13th
century when the stone walls were constructed. Part of the surviving city wall forms
the southern boundary of Corpus Christi. The existing Music Room is built into one
of the bastions, also thought to date to the 13th century. The location of this bastion
appears to mark a change in the direction of the wall from its east-west alignment to a
southerly direction. It has also been suggested that the bastion was part of a gate,
situated at the bottom of the original length of Oriel Street, then called Shidyerd
Street (Dodd 2003, 190). Unfortunately, the wall west of the bastion was removed
when the priory of St Frideswide, which lay on'the west side of Shidyerd Street, was
adapted to form Christ Church (Figure 3).

Merton College was founded in 1266. The land between it and Shidyerd Street, south
of Merton Street, was occupied by a number of tenements and their gardens by the
beginning of the 16th century. Bachelor’s Garden, Corner Hall and Nevill’s Inn were
all the property of Merton College. Urban Hall and Beke’s Inn belonged to the priory
of St Frideswide and Godstow Abbey owned Nun’s Hall. It is likely that these
properties were separated from the city wall by an intramural road, running in an east-
west direction.

5.4 Bishop Fox and Corpus Christi

54.1

5.4.2

Richard Fox, Bishop of Winchester, decided in 1511 to found a new college in
Oxford. He acquired the properties listed in the previous section, only buying that
owned by Godstow Abbey and obtaining perpetual leases on the others. Construction
work on began in 1512 and the first students were admitted in 1517, by which time
the buildings of the front quadrangle were complete and work had begun on the
cloister building and. The kitchen block is the earliest surviving building on the site.
At that stage the President’s Lodgings were over the main gate on Merton Street.

Behind the college buildings were gardens. The earliest surviving map of the college
is an Agas map of 1578 (Figure 4). At that time Shidyerd Street continued to the city
wall, although gates had been erected across it at the junction with Merton Street and
¢ two thirds of the way to the city wall. The wall as shown indicates the presence of
the bastion and there is no sign of the present mound along its north side. In front of
the bastion was a small building which is in the corner of an orchard, labelled as
‘gardaine’. To the west of the gardens is an area of formal beds.

©Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd, October 2006 . 3 31/10/06
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5.5 The President’s Lodgings

5.5.1

5.5.2

5.5.3

554

5.5.5

556

5.6

5.6.1

It appears from the college accounts that a new President’s House was built in 1607
on the southern section of the former Shidyerd Street. This new building is shown on
an engraving by Loggan from 1675 (Figure 5). To its south the only change is the
addition of a stable block. The garden to the east has changed considerably, following
work in the 1620s. The mound and walkway along the inside of the city wall has been
constructed with steps up at either end. At the west end there is a summerhouse. The
separate walled orchard has been removed and the new garden area looks more
landscaped. A door in the President’s Garden west wall is thought to have been built
to allow Charles I easy access from Christ Church. The proposed work will affect a
Scheduled Monument and a Registered Park and Garden.

The new lodging was not deemed adequate by President Turner, who was wealthy
enough to finance extensions to it after his election in 1688. As well as remodelling
the existing building he added wings to the south and east. An engraving from the
Oxford Almanac in 1726 (Figure 6) shows the new buildings, a rebuilt Fellows’
Building, a remodelled summerhouse roof and more formal arrangements. in the
Fellows’ Garden. :

William Williams” engraving of 1733 is accompanied by a plan, which does not show
the curve of the bastion at all, but a rectangular block across the end of the President’s
Garden. On the engraving this garden is divided by a north-south wall, but the south
end is not included in the illustration. Another engraving of 1758 does not show the
detail of the President’s Garden, but does illustrate the remodelled summerhousg roof.

In the late 18th century the fashion for formal gardens had given way to the lusher,
romantic style. A plates from 1814 (Figure 7) shows that the formal beds had been
replaced by lawn and the shrubbery along the south terrace has become more
luxuriant. The eastern part of the city wall had in fact been lowered to provide better
views across what was then Christ Church Meadow, through a claire voyée. These
plates do not show the President’s Garden and it is not possible to determine when the
summerhouse was removed. The Lodgings had also undergone extensive
improvements.

The best idea of the layout of the area of proposed development during the 19th
century is gained from a model constructed in 1855 by the President’s Butler (Figure
8). The southern end of the President’s Garden and the site of the bastion are not
included, but, together with a ground plan from 1883, it is possible to see that the
layout within the area of proposed development. The wall line between the
President’s and Fellows® Gardens has been moved further east and follows an
irregular course at the southern end around the area formerly occupied by the
summerhouse (Figure 9).

The President’s Lodging experienced another major redevelopment phase in 1904
under President Case. The present drawing room with its outlook south across the
President’s Garden dates from this period and the garden was redeveloped for it. The
present curved terraces were part of this work (Figure 10, 11). Even more radical
changes were carried out in 1958, although the southern aspect of the building is

- essentially unchanged. However, the garden was extended eastwards with the wall
. between it and the Fellows’ Garden rebuilt. The present layout  of the President’s

Garden is mainly a combination of these two 20th century projects. At some stage the
level of the south end was raised (Figure 12)

The Music Room

The existing Music Room, utilising the bastion and the President’s Shed, was built in
1986. A new boundary wall was constructed altering the shape of the south end of the
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President’s Garden. The Music Room is accessed from a path along the west edge of
the Fellows' Garden, running west between the line of the city wall and the wall of the
President’s Garden (Figure 13). The space at the end is walled off for used by the
gardener who also has a greenhouse on the wall opposite the Music Room (Figure
14). East of the greenhouse is a magnolia, planted as a memorial (Figure 15). Another
memorial plaque, apparently to a dog, is set in the wall not far from the bastion.

6 ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL

6.1 Prehistoric and Roman Periods

6.1.1 There is little potential for below-ground archaeology from these periods, although
stray finds do occur across Oxford.

6.2 Early Medieval Period

6.2.1  There is some potential for further evidence of the line of the early medieval defences
of Oxford to exist within the area of proposed development. It is uncertain whether
the east side of the original circuit coincided with Oriel Street and the west side of
Corpus Christi. It is also not clear whether the south side of the defences did follow
the same alignment as the later medieval walls, as it does in other parts of the city.

6.3 Later Medieval Period

6.3.1 There is potential for further e¢vidence for the line of Shidyerd Street and for the
properties which lined it to be uncovered. Some further information about the
construction of the city wall may be obtained. In addition traces may remain of the
intramural road and frontages onto it.

6.4 Post-medieval and Early Modern Periods

6.4.1 The area of proposed development contains the area at the east end of .the garden
terrace where a summerhouse stood from at least the 17th century. There is potential
for parts of this structure and the original steps to the terrace to survive.

6.4.2 The layout of the college gardens has altered considerably since the Corpus Christi
was founded. The wall separating the President’s Garden from the Fellows® Garden
has gradually been moved eastwards for example and fashions have changed from
formal to romantic planting. There is potential for evidence for the different phases of
garden development to survive.

7  ASSESSMENT OF IMPACTS

7.1 Below-ground Archacology

7.1.1  Within the area of the President’s Garden, there have already been some extensive
ground disturbance during the various building phases for the lodgings, landscaping
of the garden and works associated with construction of the existing Music Room.
However, the service trench dug in 1981 demonstrated that below-ground
archaeology does survive in this area. The proposed development will require the
existing ground level to be reduced by up to ¢ 1.2 m with foundations extending
below this. If there is, as is very likely, surviving below-ground archaeology it will be
impacted because however shallow the foundations they will disturb any buried
remains. This does not necessarily mean that the archaeology would prove very
significant or present a problem for the planned development.

©Oxford Archaeologica! Unit Ltd, October 2006 5 31/10/06
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7.1.2  Within the bastion itself work prior to construction of the existing Music Room found
that the archaeological levels had already been disturbed and there will be no addition
impact from the proposed development.

7.1.3  The excavations of the area of the current path to the Music Room and the gardener’s
store would require the ground to be lowered by more than 1.5 m in places. This
would have an impact on any below-ground archaeology, leading to truncation or
complete destruction of upper layers - i.e. possible remains of the summer house.
Elsewhere truncation of the garden may impinge on significant deposits, but the use
of piled foundations is likely to minimise this.

7.2 Historic Walls

7.2.1 The bastion and city wall are part of a Scheduled Monument (Figure 2). The proposed
development uses these walls as the south wall of the building (Figure 16). This
work, and. securing’ new construction to the wall, would have an impact on the
historic fabric, but this need be no more than previously. The embrasures will be -
opened up and made more visible by the proposed works.

7.2.2  The proposed development would replace the existing pitched roofs on the Music
Room and Green Room with a flat terrace roof. The southern of these contains roof
timbers dating from the 16th century, which may be damaged or removed by the
work.

7.2.3  The west wall of Corpus Christi is thought to been built as the wall of St Frideswide’s
cemetery, probably in the 16th century. Although not Scheduled or Listed this is an
historic wall and probably within the curtilage of the listed Cathedral. The proposed
development will require new structures to be attached to this wall, which might have
an adverse impact on its structure.

7.3 Registered Park and Garden

7.3.1 The proposed development will remove two areas which currently lie within the
mapped extent of the Register Park and Garden.

7.3.2 The eastern side of the President’s Garden is part of the designated area (Figure 2).
This consists of a raised area of grass and shrubbery, with no particular landscape -
character. It is possible that its inclusion is because it was part of the Fellows® Garden
until the wall was moved east in 1958. A memorial plaque to Elizabeth Rawson, a
Fellow of the college, is set into the wall between the President’s Garden and the
Fellows’ Garden. It lies outside the footprint of the proposed building and would not
be affected. The southern half of this raised area would be lost in the proposed
development. The pathway to the existing Music Room, flanked by flower beds,
forms a western annexe to the Fellows” Garden. This area is part of the mapped area
of the Registered Park and Garden, possibly because it was the location of the
western end of the terrace mound and of the 17th century summerhouse. The present
layout dates from 1986 when the Music Room was built. All of this area would be
lost to the proposed development, including the memorial magnolia. This would not
be a significant impact in relation to the registered garden as a whole.

7.3.3 The wall separating the two areas was built in 1958 and the loss of a section at its
south end is not significant.

7.4  Setting

7.4.1 There is currently an attractive prospect of the east end of Christ Church Cathedral
from the terrace walk along the south side of the Fellows® Garden. The pyramidal,
slate roofs of the Music Room and Green Room with their irregular outlines are part
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of this view, although the northern roof only dates from the 1980s, and its removal
would do no harm (Figure 17). The proposed development would have an impact on
these views within the College, as a result of its regularity; clearly this will be an
issue for the detailed design.

742 The views ﬁom the roof garden of the surrounding area, into Christ Church in
particular, will be enhanced. However, any railing or parapet to the roof garden will
also be visible from Christ Church (Figure 18).

7.4.3 The existing President’s garden is a small, secluded area, which was created to
provide an attractive prospect from the drawing room of the President’s Lodging. The
proposed development would alter its character significantly. There would be a
noticeable reduction in the size of the garden. The view from the drawing room, no
longer part of the private apartments, would be of the glass wall of the Music Room
and its occupants while the garden would become the route to the new building,

8 MITIGATION STRATEGY

8.1 Below-ground Archaeology

8.1.1 A trenched evaluation within the President’s Garden would provide an opportunity to
assess whether significant below-ground archaeology survives in that area, but this is
probably not needed at this stage. Aligning these trenches with the proposed lines of
the walls would enable the areas of greater impact, the foundations, to be assessed.

8.1.2  Archaeological evaluation in the area of the path to the existing Music Room would
provide the opportunity to assess whether remains of the 17th century summerhouse
do survive. A trench in the flower bed and greenhouse area on the north side of the
path would coincide with the area of raised ground and should cause limited
disruption to college activities prior to construction.

8.2 Historic Walls

8.2.1 Scheduled Monument Consent will be required for work close to the foundations of
the Scheduled city wall. The opportunity to observe the footings may be welcome.
How the proposed building will be attached to the wall will need to be agreed with
English Heritage at an early stage.

822 Care shbuld also be taken over the design for joining the building to the west wall of
Corpus Christi in order to preserve its historic integrity as far as possible, and for
detailed design of the roof garden. '

8.3 Registered Park and Garden

8.3.1 The loss of sections of the garden is unavoidable within the proposed development,
but the significance of their loss appears to be limited and the possibility of revisiting
the extent of the registered areas should be discussed with English Heritage.

8.3.2 The loss of the memorial magnolia could be mitigated by planting of another tree
¢lsewhere, moving the plaque and adding appropriate annotations. The other
memorial plaque, on the south wall, could remain visible, but within the new Music
Room.

9 CONCLUSION

9.1.1 The proposals for construction of a new Music room at Corpus Christi College would
have a range of impacts on below-ground archaeology and historic existing and
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designated features. The proposed work will affect a Scheduled Monument and a
Registered Park and Garden.

Within the footprint of the building any below-ground archaeological features would
be damaged or destroyed by the excavations for the lower ground floor. There is
potential for these to include evidence for the medieval Shidyerd Street and
associated properties and also for the different phases of the college gardens. The
possibility of uncovering the remains of the summerhouse which stood at the west
end of the terraced mound along the city wall is of particular significance,

The proposed development would entail the loss of two small parts of the designated
arca of the Registered Park and Garden. Neither area has any surviving historic
element in its layout, but were originally within the Fellows’ Garden. A magnolia
tree, planted as a memorial in 1996, it probably the most significant loss.

Although only the raised bed along its east side lies within the Registered Park and
Garden, the Presidents’ Garden is currently a secluded garden, seen from the drawing
room of the President’s Lodging. This would become a very much smaller garden and
the route to the new building at its south end.

The proposed development would also have an impact on existing views from Corpus
Christi garden. The more regular building would have an impact on the view of Christ
Church Cathedral, but there would also be enhanced views from the roof.

The impacts of the proposed development on Corpus Christi and its surroundings
have several implications for the design of the final structure. The impact on below-
ground archaecology can be mitigated through trenched evaluation, with some work in
advance of development used to inform the need for more extensive work at the
construction stage. A series of evaluation trenches is intended as the first phase.
These proposals and the other impacts discussed here would need to be discussed and
agreed with Oxford City Council’s Planning and Archaeclogy Departments as well as
English Heritage. .

Oxford Archaeology
October 2006
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Figure 14: The existing Music Room
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Figure 15: Plaque by Magnolia tree

Figures 14 - 15




Figures 16 - 17

Figure 16: Scheduled city wall

Figure 17: Current view of Christ Church Cathedral
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Figure 18

Figure 18: View from Christ Church Meadow
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Mr D Poore Your Ref

Oxford Archaeology Our Ref  HSD 9/2/8880

Janus House -
Osney Mead 15 January 2007 department for
Oxford culture, media
OX2 OES and sport
Dear Sir

ANCIENT MONUMENTS AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL AREAS ACT 1979 (AS
AMENDED) - SECTION 2

PROPOSED WORKS AT OXFORD CITY WALLS

ANCIENT MONUMENT NO. 26

APPLICATION BY CORPUS CHRISTI COLLEGE

1. | am directed by the Secretary of State for Culture, Media & Sport to refer to your
application on behalf of Corpus Christi College for scheduled monument consent dated 13
December 2006 including a sketch plan showing proposed locations of trenches, submitted
therewith in respect of proposed works at the above scheduled ancient monument,
concerning a field evaluation consisting of five trial trenches, incorporating engineer’s
geotechnical test-pits to investigate foundations of historic walls. Trenching to establish
archaeological potential of the site.

2. In accordance with paragraph 3(2) of Schedule 1 to the 1979 Act, the Secretary of
State is obliged to afford to the applicant, and to any person to whom it appears to the
Secretary of State expedient to afford it, an opportunity of appearing before and being
heard by a person appointed for that purpose. This opportunity has been declined in your
telephone conversation with Stewart Kemsley of the Department on 15 January 2007.

3. The Secretary of State is also required by the Act to consult with the Historic
Buildings and Monuments Commission for England (English Heritage) before deciding
whether or not to grant scheduled monument consent. Having received the advice of
English Heritage, the Secretary of State considers that the proposed works involving
archaeological evaluation are necessary to assess the extent, depth and nature of
archaeological deposits in order to provide information for taking decisions on development
proposals. She is agreeable for the works to proceed providing the conditions
recommended by English Heritage, and set out below, are adhered to, and accordingly
hereby grants scheduled monument consent under section 2 of the 1979 Act for the
proposed works as referred to in paragraph 1 above, subject to the following conditions:
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(i) The works to which this consent relates shall be carried out to the
satisfaction of the Secretary of State, who will be advised by English
Heritage. At least 4 weeks’ notice (or such shorter period as may be mutually
agreed) in writing of the commencement of the work shall be given to:
Christopher Welch, Inspector of Ancient Monuments, English Heritage,
Eastgate Court, 195-205 High Street, Guildford, Surrey, GU1 3EH, in order
that an English Heritage representative can have the opportunity to inspect
and advise on the works and their effect in compliance with this consent.

(ii) Equipment or machinery shall not be used or operated in the scheduled area
in conditions or in a manner likely to result in ground disturbance other than
that which is expressly authorised in this consent.

(iii)  No works shall take place until the applicant has secured a programme of
archaeological work in accordance with a written scheme of investigation
submitted to and approved by the Secretary of State, advised by English
Heritage.

4. By virtue of section 4 of the 1979 Act, if no works to which this consent relates are
executed or started within five years from the date of this letter, the consent shall cease to
have effect at the end of that period (unless it is revoked before then).

5. This letter does not convey any approval or consent required under any enactment,
bye law, order or regulation other than section 2 of the Ancient Monuments and
Archaeological Areas Act 1979.

6. Attention is drawn to the provisions of section 55 of the 1979 Act under which any

person (hereinafter referred to as the ‘applicant’) who is aggrieved by the decision given in

this letter may challenge its validity by an application made to the High Court within six
weeks from the date when the decision is given. The Grounds upon which an application
may be made to the Court are (1) that the decision is not within the powers of the Act
(that is, the Secretary of State has exceeded her powers) or (2) that any of the relevant
requirements have not been complied with and the applicant’s interest have been
substantially prejudice by the failure to comply. The “relevant requirements” are defined in
section 55 of the 1979 Act: they are the requirements of that Act and the Tribunals and
Inquiries Act 1971 and the requirements of any regulations or rules made under those Acts.

7. A copy of this letter is being sent to English Heritage and to: Mr Dan Bashford, Field
Monument Warden, Alpha Cottage, The Millham, West Hendred, Wantage, OX12 8RN, and
to Mr Brian Durham, Oxford City Archaeologist, Oxford City Council, Ramsey House, 10 St.
Ebbes, Oxford, OX1 1PT.

Yours faithfully,

O - O\W\\Aé‘c_tor\

" AR Middleton (Miss)
_ Authorised by the Secretary of State

to sign in that behalf
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SUMMARY

In February 2007, Oxford Archaeology (OA) carried out a field
evaluation at Corpus Christi College, Oxford. The work was
commissioned by Rick Mather Associates on behalf of the college in
advance of the submission of a planning application for the construction
of a new music room. The new facilities would replace the existing music
room (currently within a bastion of the medieval city wall) with a larger
building extending northwards into the college gardens.

The evaluation revealed a west-east aligned inhumation, potentially
associated with an early phase of St Frideswide’s Priory.

A mortared stone structure, possibly representing the defensive line of the
late-Saxon burh was also revealed, along with evidence for later
development of the defensive circuit, including a localised re-build of the
City wall in the early 17th century.

Evidence for the partial re-construction of the boundary wall between
Christ Church and Corpus Christi colleges was also revealed. The date of
this re-build is unclear.

Some evidence for 13th-14th century occupation was recovered from a
possible refuse pit which may have been associated with properties
Sfronting onto the former Shidyerd Street. No evidence for the street itself
was encountered within the trenches, although this may have been as a
result of later truncation, particularly by two post-medieval cess pits
which had been excavated up against the boundary wall between Christ
Church and Corpus Christi. One of these was stone-lined and may date to
the 18th century, although the final phase of backfilling occurred in the
mid-late 19th century. The second cess pit showed no evidence of stone
lining, and the artefactual evidence suggested that it pre-dated the stone
lined feature and originated in the 16th-17th century.

The remainder of the archaeological data recovered appeared to relate to
the various configurations of the college gardens from the 16th century
onwards. This included a substantial robber trench which corresponds
with a wall shown on a number of cartographic sources, and a number of
landscaping deposits which probably originate from later phases of
construction of college buildings.

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Lid. March 2007 1
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Location and scope of work

1.1.1  Ttis proposed to modify and extend the existing music room at Corpus Christi
College, Merton Street, Oxford (SP 516 060 - Fig. 1). The modification to the
existing building will involve the lowering of the floor level, and the replacement of
the existing roof with a roof terrace. The proposal also extends the existing building
to the north and west.

1.1.2  The existing music room was constructed in 1986 within a surviving bastion of
Oxford’s medieval defensive wall. This section of the wall is a Scheduled Ancient
Monument (SAM No. OX26 (Bastion Number 21)). Additionally, the extension to
the existing building lies partially within an area recognised by the Register of Parks
and Gardens of Special Historic Interest {Site Reference Number 2096).

1.1.3  Oxford Archacology (OA) were commissioned by Rick Mather Architects to carry
out an Archaeological Impact Assessment (OA, 2006), following which a Draft
Scoping for Field Evaluation (OCC 2006) was prepared by Brian Durham,
archaeologist at Oxford City Council. This required the evaluation trenches to be
excavated to a maximum depth of 58.32 m OD which encompassed the proposed
base of the structural slab level (58.52 m OD), to which was added a 200mm
archacological ‘buffer’ (58.32 m OD).

1.1.4 Following further discussion with Chris Welch at English Heritage the scope of the
evaluation was slightly revised. OA were subsequently commissioned to carry out the
evaluation and a Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI} was prepared which detailed
how OA would implement the requirements of both English Heritage and
Oxfordshire City Council (as the planning authority). Scheduled Monument Consent
was subsequently granted by the Department of Culture, Media and Sport (DCMS).

1.1.5 This was in line with PPG16, the City Council Adopted Local Plan 1991-2001,
Policy EN 40 and Second Draft Local Plan 2001-16 HE 2. These refer to Areas of
Archaeological Interest which require an archaeological evaluation where
development may have significant impact.

1.2  Topography and geology

The following rwo sections are largely reproduced from the Archaeological Impact Assessment
{OA, 2006) - references can be found there. However, a number of amendments have been made
to Section 1.3 in light of the results of the evaluation

1.2.1 Corpus Christi College is situated in central Oxford, on the south side of Merton
Street. It is bounded on the west by Christ Church and on the east by Merton College.
The college extends southwards to the city wall, which separates it from the Christ
Church gardens.

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. March 2007 2
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1.2.2  The college lies on the southern edge of the Summertown-Radley gravel terrace and
the underlying geology is Oxford Clay. The majority of the area of proposed
development is at ¢ 60 m OD, but the southern end of the gardens slope upwards to ¢
61 m OD. The interior of the existing Music Room lies at 60.73 m OD.

1.2.3  The principal building currently within the area of proposed development is the
Music Room, built into a bastion of the medieval city wall. The path to the Music
Room, which comes from the south-west corner of the Fellows’ Garden, aiso gives
access to the gardener’s storage area, which adjoins the south wall of the President’s
Garden. A greenhouse stands on the north side of the path, fixed to the wall.

1.3 Archaeological and historical background

Previous Archaeological Work

1.3.1 A number of archaeclogical investigations have been carried out within the area of
proposed development and its immediate environs since 1958 when the President’s
Lodging was rebuilt. In that year a section under the boundary wall with Christ
Church was viewed and evidence for the medieval Shidyerd Street and the houses
along it seen. This work was on the opposite side of the President’s Lodging from the
area of proposed development.

1.3.2 In 1963 a single trench was dug by David Sturdy on the south side of the bastion,
where it adjoins the south-running wall. This revealed part of an earlier wall below
the bastion. The same feature was identified in trenches south of the bastion during
fieldwork by OA in 1981 before the Music Room was constructed. This feature may
have been part of a wall along Shidyerd Street or possibly part of a road. The 1981
work included a measured survey of the bastion and limited excavations within it,
which failed to uncover medieval floor levels.

1.3.3  Further observations were made during a watching brief by OA in 1986 when
contractors cleared rubble from the bastion and the adjoining President’s Shed, now
the Green Room. Partition walls were removed and some of the present walls erected.
Little was found except what were interpreted as the offset foundations of the
boundary wall with the cemetery to the west and remains of post-medieval college
walls (Dodd 2003, 198). '

1.3.4 The Bastion and President’s Shed was covered by a late 16th or early 17th century
roof. Its timbers were recorded, but were largely renewed in 1986.

Historical and Archaeological Background

Prehistoric and Roman Periods

1.3.5 Although there is evidence for activity dating from the prehistoric or Reman periods
in Oxford no occupation or burial evidence has been identified in the area of Corpus
Christi College.

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. March 2007 3
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Early Medieval Period

1.3.6  The town of Oxford is believed to have its origins in the early 8" century about the
time that St Frideswide’s Priory was founded on the site of Christ Church. The city
was certainly developed as a fortified Burh in the Reign of King Alfred or his son
Edward the Elder. By the 10™ century a network of streets had been established and a
defensive circuit constructed. Some evidence for a turf rampart has been found and
wherever the early medieval rampart has been observed it has been on or close to the
line of the later medieval wall (Dodd 2003, 23). It has been argued that the early
medieval defences originally only enclosed an area from Oriel Street westwards and
that the eastern part of the town was enclosed later. If so, the original eastern rampart
would have coincided with the western boundary of Corpus Christi, and a rampart for
the eastern extension, as seen at New College (Booth in Dodd, 2003, pp183-186),
would have started at this point. Evidence for a rampart with an associated retaining
wall defining the southern limit of the Saxon burh was revealed during recent
excavations at Oxford Castle (OA, 2006(2)).

1.3.7  Observations of the early medieval defences along the southern circuit are very
uncertain. A possible section of turf rampart has been observed in the grounds of
Pembroke College immediately to the north of the later medieval town wall (CBA
1974). A large ditch was found crossing the front quadrangle of Corpus Christi
during excavations in 1972, but there was no dating evidence (Hassall 1973, 274-5).

Medieval Period

1.3.8  Where excavation has occurred (e.g. New College, Dodd ibid.), the early medieval
defences of Oxford seem to have continued in use until the 13th century when the
stone walls were constructed. At present, the southern boundary of Corpus Christi is
scheduled as a surviving section of this defensive circuit (SAM 0X26). The existing
Music Room is built into one of the bastions, also thought to date to the 13th century.
The location of this bastion appears to mark a change in the direction of the wall
from its east-west alignment to a southerly direction. It has also been suggested that
the bastion was part of a gate, situated at the bottom of the original length of Oriel
Street, then called Shidyerd Street (Dodd 2003, 190). Unfortunately, the wall west of
the bastion was removed when the priory of St Frideswide, which lay on the west
side of Shidyerd Street, was adapted to form Christ Church.

1.3.9  Merton College to the east was founded in 1266 and the land between it and Shidyerd
Street, being the future site of Corpus Christi College, was occupied by a number of
tenements and their gardens by the beginning of the 16th century. Bachelor’s Garden,
Corner Hall and Nevill’s Inn were all the property of Merton College. Urban Hall
and Beke's Inn belonged to the priory of St Frideswide and Godstow Abbey owned
Nun’s Hall. It is possible that these properties were separated from the city wall by
an intramural road, although there is some evidence for properties occupying the
plots between Beke’s Inn and the city wall (see 8.2.10 and 8.2.11).

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. March 2007 4
XAOXCRISEV_Corpus_Christi_Oxford\Reports\Eval. Reporf\Report 1V.doc




Oxford Archaeology Corpus Christi College, Oxford
Archaeological Evaluation Report

Bishop Fox and Corpus Christi

1.3.10 Richard Fox, Bishop of Winchester, decided in 1511 to found a new college in
Oxford. He acquired the properties listed in the previous section, only buying that
owned by Godstow Abbey and obtaining perpetual leases on the others. Construction
work on began in 1512 and the first students were admitted in 1517, by which time
the buildings of the front quadrangle were complete and work had begun on the
cloister building. The kitchen block is the earliest surviving building on the site. At
that stage the President’s Lodgings were over the main gate on Merton Street.

1.3.11 Behind the college buildings were gardens. The earliest surviving map of the college
is an Agas map of 1578. At that time Shidyerd Street continued to the city wall,
although gates had been erected across it at the junction with Merton Street and ¢ two
thirds of the way to the city wall. The wall as shown indicates the presence of the
bastion and there is no sign of the present mound along its north side. In front of the
bastion was a small building which is in the corner of an orchard, labelled as
‘gardaine’. To the west of the gardens is an area of formal beds.

The President’s Lodgings

1.3.12 It appears from the college accounts that a new President’s House was built in 1607
on the southern section of the former Shidyerd Street. This new building is shown on
an engraving by Loggan from 1675. To its south the only change is the addition of a
’stable block,

1.3.13 The garden to the east has changed considerably. The mound and walkway along the
inside of the city wall has been constructed with steps up-at either end. At the west
end there is a summerhouse. The separate walled orchard has been removed and the
new garden area looks more landscaped. A door in the President’s Garden west wall
is thought to have been built to allow Charles I easy access from Christ Church.

1.3.14 The date and chronology of the alterations to the garden is uncertain. A study of the
college accounts by J.C. Bramble {(Bramble, 1979-80) shows a considerable
expenditure during 1623-4, specifically: “£10 To Francis Wells for making the
stayres in the garden” and “£3 7s.4d To Leake for carrying of rubbage to ye
President’s garden”. Bramble interprets this as the origin of the mound against the
city wall and, together with further entries detailing expenditure throughout the
1620s, suggests a wholesale remodeling of the garden facilitating the
“metamorphosis and unification of the original piecemeal fayout” shown on Agas.

1.3.15 However, research carried out by the College archivist, Julian Reid, during the
evaluation has revealed some significant entries in the accounts which suggest an
earlier origin for the mound (Appendix 2). These are particularly relevant to the
characterisation of a number of the features and deposits encountered during the
evaluation, and will be discussed in greater detail when considering the interpretation
of the archaeological evidence (Section 8).
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1.3.16 The new lodging was not deemed adequate by President Turner, who was wealthy
enough to finance extensions to it after his election in 1688. As well as remodelling
the existing building he added wings to the south and east. An engraving from the
Oxford Almanac in 1726 shows the new buildings, a rebuilt Fellows’ Building, a
remodeled summerhouse roof and more formal arrangements in the Fellows’ Garden.

1.3.17 William Williams’ engraving of 1733 is accompanied by a plan, which does not show
the curve of the bastion at all, but a rectangular block across the end of the
President’s Garden. On the engraving this garden is divided by a north-south wall,
but the south end is not included in the illustration. Another engraving of 1758 does
not show the detail of the President’s Garden, but does illustrate the remodeled
summerhouse roof.

1.3.18 In the late 18th century the fashion for formal gardens had given way to the lusher,
romantic style. A plate from 1814 shows that the formal beds had been replaced by
lawn and the shrubbery along the south terrace has become more luxuriant. The
eastern part of the city wall had in fact been lowered to provide better views across
what was then Christ Church Meadow, through a claire voyée. These plates do not
show the President’s Garden and it is not possible to determine when the
summerhouse was removed. The Lodgings had also undergone extensive
improvements.

1.3.19 The best idea of the layout of the area of proposed development during the 19th
century s gained from a model constructed in 1855 by the President’s butler. The
southern end of the President’s Garden and the site of the bastion are not included,
but, together with a ground plan from 1883, it is possible to see that the layout within
the area of proposed development. The wall line between the President’s and
Fellows’ Gardens has been moved further east and foilows an irregular course at the
southern end around the arca formerly occupied by the summerhouse.

1.3.20 The President’s Lodging experienced another major redevelopment phase in 1904
under President Case. The present drawing room with its outlook south across the
President’s Garden dates from this period and the garden was redeveloped for it. The
present curved terraces were part of this work. Even more radical changes were
carried out in 1958, although the southern aspect of the building is essentially
unchanged. However, the garden was extended eastwards with the wall between it
and the Fellows’ Garden rebuilt. The present layout of the President’s Garden is
mainly a combination of these two 20th century projects. At some stage the level of
the south end was raised.

The Music Room

1.3.21 The existing Music Room, utilising the bastion and the President’s Shed, was built in
1986. A new boundary wall was constructed altering the shape of the south end of the
President’s Garden. The Music Room is accessed from a path along the west edge of
the Fellows” Garden, running west between the line of the city wall and the wall of
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the President’s Garden. The space at the end is walled off for used by the gardener
who also has a greenhouse on the wall opposite the Music Room. East of the
grccnh'ouse is 2 magnolia, planted as a memorial. A memorial plaque to a college cat
(Tom), is set in the wall not far from the bastion. A photograph of Tom survives and
is currently in the possession of the College gardener, David Leake.
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2.1.3  The fieldwork was carried out over 3 weeks by Robin Bashford (Site Supervisor),
Alan Marshall (Assistant Supervisor), [llya Sparkes-Santos and Anna Hodgkinson
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3  EVALUATION AIMS

3.1 General aims

3.1.1  To establish the presence/absence of any archacological remains within the proposal
k area and to determine the extent, condition, nature, character, quality and date of any
archaeological remains that may affect further need for mitigation during or ahead of

the construction process.

3.1.2  To establish the ecofactual and environmental potential of any archaeological
deposits and features and to make available the results of the investigation.

3.2 Specific aims
3.2.1 To establish the level of natural geology (bedded terrace gravel).
3.2.2 To identify any surfaces of the documented ‘Shidyerd Street’.

3.23 To distinguish the fill material of the 1620s garden bank from any pre-existing
defensive rampart surviving within impact depth.

3.24 To confirm métalling of any ‘intramural road’.

3.2.5 To confirm profile of city wall; the wall may have been substantially thicker than its
existing parapet, with a paved wall walk.

3.2.6 To investigate any continuation of the ditch exposed in Corpus Christi front quad in
1972 (Dodd, 2003, p23) as candidate for a primary burh ditch enclosing the early St
Frideswide’s Priory.
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4  EVALUATION METHODOLOGY

4.1  Scope and method of fieldwork

4.1.1 The evaluation comprised 4 trenches and 3 engineering test pits (2 of which were
incorporated into the archaeological trenches), the locations of which are shown on
Figure 2.

4,1.2  Trench 1A was an east-west aligned trench ¢. 1.5 m wide x 3 m long and was
excavated against the eastern face of the Christ Church wall to the south of the
President’s L.odgings. The trench incorporated a hand excavated engineering test pit
to test the foundations of the standing wall.

4.1.3  Trench IB was an east-west aligned trench c. 1.5 m wide x 3 m long and was
excavated within the existing curved terrace to the south of the present drawing room
of the President’s Lodgings, at the northern extent of the proposed building.

4.1.4 Trench IC was an east-west aligned trench c. 1.5 m wide x 3 m long and was
excavated at the north-eastern extent of the proposed building,. This trench lies within
the Registered Park and Garden and over the potential location of the 17th century
summerhouse. o

4.1.5 Trench 2 was a north-south aligned trench c. 1.5 m wide x 3 m long and was
excavated against the northern face of the Scheduled Ancient Monument of the City
Wall. The trench incorporated a hand excavated engineering test pit to test the
foundations of the standing wall.

4.1.6 Trench 3 comprised a hand excavated engineering test pit measuring 1.5 m wide x 2
m long which was excavated against the Christ Church wall, within the footprint of
the existing music room.

4.1.7 With the exception of the hand excavated test pits, initial excavation was undertaken
by a 0.8 tonne mechanical excavator fitted with a toothless ditching/grading bucket.
Generally, machine excavation ceased at 1 - 1.5 m and a trench support system was
installed prior to limited sample hand-excavation below this to achieve the aims
stated above. Where necessary, the shoring was ‘dropped’ to accommodate the
increased depth of the trench. Where this was not feasible, a narrower ‘sondage’ was
excavated in the base of the trench. Where sensitive archaeological remains.negated
the excavation of the trenches to the required depth, or the natural geclogy was not
reached at 58.32 m OD (ref. 1.1.3), a hand augur was used to attempt to establish the
surface of the gravel terrace and to characterise the overlying deposits.

4.2  Finds

4.2.1 Finds were recovered by hand during the course of the excavation and bagged by
context. Finds of special interest were given a unique small find number.
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4.3  Palaeo-environmental evidence

4.3.1 Bulk soil samples were taken from suitable contexts from a range of dated deposits to
establish the ecofactual and environmental potential of the site and for the retrieval of
finds.

4.4 Presentation of results

4.4.1 The various deposits and structures encountered during the evaluation are described
below in Section 5. Detailed soil descriptions are presented in the context inventory
(Appendix 1), except where they are considered integral to the interpretation of
specific deposits or features. The descriptive text in Section 5 is followed by the
finds and environmental reports - Sections 6 and 7 respectively, and a discussion and
interpretation of this evidence can be found in Section 8. Cartographic sources
referred to in the text are reproduced in the Archaeological Impact Assessment (OA,
2006).

5  RESULTS: DESCRIPTIONS

5.1 Description of deposits

Trench 1A - Figs 3 and 5; Plates I and 1l

5.1.1 Machine excavation within Trench 1A was halted at 1.4 m below ground level (60.44
m OD) to allow for the safe installation of shoring, although a 0.7 m wide step was
left at the eastern end of the trench (at 60.61 m OD) due to the presence of potentially
live services. A 0.6 m wide sondage was then excavated within the deeper part of the
trench.

5.1.2  Terrace gravel (100) was encountered at ¢ 59.09 m OD and was truncated by a west-
east aligned grave cut (101), partially revealed within the sondage. At 58.69 m OD, at
the western extent of the grave cut, was a human skull (116) of indeterminate age and
sex. Assuming that the burial was supine, the skull appeared to have rolled to the
north, as the exposed portion of skull comprised the occipital bone at the back of the
skull and the foramen magnum (where the spine enters the skull) was visible. Where
exposed, the grave backfill (102) was excavated to a maximum depth of 58.62 m OD,
at which point excavation was halted and the remainder of the burial left undisturbed.
Prior to backfilling, a plastic sheet was placed over the grave, approximately 200 mm
of soil was then deposited and covered by a sheet of sterling board.

5.1.3  The gravel through which the grave was cut was clearly banded, and almost certainly
represents the bedded gravel deposits of the Summertown-Radley terrace. However,
both the gravel and the grave backfill (102) had been discoloured by mineralisation
originating from the fills of a later cess pit (see 5.1.5). Consequently, absolute
verification of the validity of the natural geology was problematic.

5.1.4 The grave backfill was truncated at ¢ 59.17 m OD by a barely discernable
construction trench (115) for a limestone wall footing (103), almost certainly
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representing the original construction of the boundary wall between Christ Charch
and Corpus Christi. This was overlain by a ¢ 0.14 m thick layer of mid yellow brown
sandy silt with 10-15% limestone fragments (113) which was then overlain by the
below ground element of the existing boundary wall (114). Although there was a 0.2
m offset between the base of wall 114 and the top of footing 103, the lower courses
of 114 incline eastward to approximately 62.06 m OD before rising vertically.
Consequently, the face of 114 at current ground level coincides with the face of the
underlying ‘stepped’ footing (103). '

5.1.5. A 16th - 17th century cess pit (104) had been excavated up against footing 103, and
also truncated the grave backfill. The fact that the base of this cess pit coincides with
the level of the burial within grave 101 may imply that the original excavation of the
cess pit was halted when the burial was encountered. Indeed, a fragment of re-
deposited human bone within the lower fill (105) suggests that the burial was
partially disturbed by the cess pit, although the assumption that this bone is from the
same burial can be no more than conjectural.

5.1.6 A distinct, steep-sided interface (107) between the cessy lower fills (105/106) and
more mixed upper fills (108-111) of cut 104 was indicative of at least one re-cut of
the cess pit.

5.1.7 The top fill (111) comprised a ¢ .20 m thick, mixed deposit of degraded lime mortar
and mid orange brown clay with concentrations of roof tile and clay pipe throughout.
This was originally thought to be a rudimentary surface, similar in composition to
that recorded in Trench 2 (208 - see below). Despite a 0.40 m variance between the
top of deposit 111 and surface 208 (60.06 m and 59.68 m OD respectively) it is
possible that they form part of a contemporary surface. Although deposit 111 did
appear to be localised within cess pit 104, it is possible that it is a remnant of a larger
surface which has sunk into the cess pit as the underlying fills have settled. However,
this would imply an even greater variance in the relative heights of 111 and 208, and
it is possible that deposit 111 is simply be a dump of construction / demolition debris
in the top of the cess pit. Indeed, the horizontal interface between deposit 111 and the
underlying cess pit fills gave little indication of settling of the underlying deposits.
Additionally, the presence of 17th century clay pipe within deposit 111 would
suggest that it post-dates surface 208 as the latter is stratigraphically earlier than the
bank/mound constructed in the late 16th century (see below).

5.1.8 Overlying deposit 111 was a fairly homogenous, humic soil (112), approximately
0.95 m thick, which may represent 17th-18th-century landscaping/garden soils. No
obvious variations within this deposit were observed although the majority of the
deposit was obscured behind the shoring. This was then overlain by modern deposits
associated with the gardeners yard.

Trench IB - Fig. 5

5.1.9 Machine excavation within Trench 1B was halted at ¢ 1.7 m below ground level
(59.22 m OD), with a 1.2 m wide step left at the eastern end of the trench (at 59.73 m
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5.1.10

5.1.11

5.1.12

5.1.13

OD) to allow for the safe installation of shoring. The deeper part of the trench was
then hand excavated to 58.58 m OD and the top of the gravel established by means of
hand excavated sondages targeted on specific features, together with a hand augured
borehole.

Terrace gravel (400) was encountered at ¢ 57.80 m OD within the borehole and was
overlain by fairly homogenous dark brown silty clay (410). A deposit similar in
compositicn (405) had been partially excavated prior to auguring and contained
animal bone and 13th - 14th century pottery throughout. Deposit 405 overlay a mid
reddish brown silty clay (409), not dissimilar in composition to the glacial loess soil
which overlies the gravel terrace in Oxford. However, if the loess soil is the origin of
deposit 409, it is certainly re-deposited as it overlay the dark brown silty clay (410)
encountered within the borehole. Within a sondage excavated through a later robber
trench (407 - see below), the interface between deposit 410 and the underlying gravel
was encountered at 58.15 m OD. Given the 0.35 m variance between the top of the
gravel in the borehole and that encountered within the sondage ¢ 0.7 m to the east,
deposits 405, 409 and 410 have been interpreted as fills of a medieval refuse pit
(408). The apparently domestic nature of the artefactual assemblage recovered from
405 also supports this interpretation.

Deposit 405 was overlain by a 0.22 m (max) thick layer of compacted gravel and
stone pebbles in a matrix of orange brown clay (406). This was originally interpreted
as the remnants of a surface, potentially associated with Shidyerd Street. However, if
deposit 406 does represent a surface, it has been heavily truncated, possibly by post
medieval landscaping, and only survives as a localised deposit within the projected
confines of pit 408. Alternatively, deposit 406 merely represents the final phase of
backfilling of the pit, although in composition and compaction it was relatively
convincing as a surface.

The pit fill (405) and surface (406) were overlain by a garden soil of uncertain date
(404) which was in turn truncated by a north-south aligned cut (407), filled by loose
degraded lime mortar with ¢ 40% limestone rubble and 1-2% charcoal (403). A small
sondage excavated through this feature revealed a near vertical edge to a depth of
58.08 m OD where it appeared to be bottoming out at the interface between ‘pit fill’
410 and the underlying gravel. This is almost certainly the western edge of a robber
trench given the nature of the backfill and the verticality of the edge of the feature.
The fact that the base of the feature co-incides with the top of the gravel may also be
significant, as it implies that the foundations of the potentially robbed wall have been
cut through the soft pit fills and constructed off the comparatively solid gravel
through which the pit has been cut.

The fill of the robber trench (403) was overlain by a ¢ 0.60 m thick layer of dark grey
brown silty clay-loam with brick rubble and mortar throughout (402), which may
represent 18th century made ground/landscaping. This was then overlain by a ¢ 0.10
m thick deposit of crushed and degraded lime mortar (411), almost certainly forming
a rudimentary surface, possibly a construction horizon associated with the President’s
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Lodging. Immediately overlying this surface was a 0.08 m thick mid-dark grey silty
clay deposit (412) overlying which was a shallow stone wall footing (415) on the
same alignment as robber trench 407. Whilst probably a garden wall, the
correspondence in the alignment of the robber trench and this wall footing implies
that whatever boundary the robbed wall represented has survived following its
demolition, and even the deposition of the made ground (402). This will be discussed
in greater detail in Section 8.

5.1.14 The wall footing and remainder of surface 411 were overlain by a series of made

5.1.15

5.1.16

5.1.17

5.1.18

5.1.19

ground deposits comprising concentrations of brick and stone rubble, degraded lime
mortar and ?re-deposited garden soils (413 and 414), It is possible that these are
associated with 20th century landscaping of the President’s Garden during the
alterations to the President’s Lodging in 1904.

Trench IC- Fig. 5

Machine excavation within Trench 1C was halted at ¢ 1.45 m below ground level
(60.32 m OD) and shoring installed throughout the length of the trench. A hand
excavated sondage was then dug to a depth of 58.65 m OD, primarily through the
fills of a large post-medieval pit (502 - see below), in an attempt to characterise the
deposits through which it was cut.

Terrace gravel was not encountered within Trench 1C as the hand augur could not
penetrate the compacted deposit (500) revealed within the base of the hand excavated
sondage. Deposit 500 comprised a compacted dark grey silty clay with ¢ 40% gravel
inclusions. The origin of this deposit was uncertain although a single sherd of 11th-
13th century pottery was recovered and it may represent the top of the medieval
horizon. This was overlain by a garden soil {501) of uncertain date which was
overlain by a 0.25 m thick deposit of compacted gravel in an orangey brown clay
matrix (505), which produced a single sherd of 11th-13th century pottery. This may
have represented a surface although it seems likely that the pottery was residual
given that the underlying soil (501) appeared to represent post-medievat landscaping.
The comparative height of surface 505 in relation to medieval deposits encountered
elsewhere also suggested a later date for this deposit (Fig. 5).

The possible surface was in turn overlain by ¢ 1m of made ground (509)
predominantly comprised of limestone rubble, roof tiles and degraded lime mortar.
Deposit 509 may represent a demolition horizon, possibly associated with the
dismantling of the summer house and a subsequent phase of landscaping.

However, the interpretation of these deposits is somewhat circumspect as they are all
truncated by a large [9th century pit (502, filled by 503 and 511) which is in turn cut
by a construction trench for a north-south aligned wall (507 and 508 respectively).

Trench 2 - Figs 4 and 5; Plates Il and IV

Machine excavation within Trench 2 was halted at a maximum of 1.5 m below
ground level (c 60.46 m OD) and shoring installed in the southern end of the trench
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5.1.20

5.1.21

5.1.22

5.1.23

5.1.24

5.1.25

to allow for the safe excavation of a ¢ 1.5 m” hand excavated sondage against the city
wall.

At 2.6 m below ground level (59.48 m OD} the sondage was stepped in to form a
0.50 m wide, north-south aligned slot down the centre of the hand excavated
sondage. The slot was excavated to a depth of 3.5 m below ground level (58.51 m
OD) where structural remains (213 - see below) negated the possibility of further
excavation.

Terrace gravel was not encountered within Trench 2. A mortared limestone structure
(213) was encountered at 58.51 m OD and was present throughout the north-south
aligned slot. The extent of this structure was uncertain, although an augured borehole
was attempted at the northern extent of the slot and encountered no resistance,
possibly suggesting that the northern face of the structure lay just beyond the
northern end of the slot. Although the confines of the trench and necessity to angle
the augur slightly made the results of the borehole unreliable, it appeared that the
deposits to the north of the conjectured northern extent of structure 213 comprised a
fairly homogenous mid brownish grey clay silt with 20% gravel inclusions (225)to a
depth of at least 58.08 m OD.

Structure 213 was overlain by alternating layers of re-deposited gravel (221 and 214)
and humic mid-dark grey clay siit (222 and 215). These produced 1 1th-14th century
pottery and were truncated by a possibly east-west aligned cut (216) filled by a mid
brownish grey silty clay with ¢ 20% gravel inclusions. The artefactual material also
suggested an 11th-14th century date for this feature (this is discussed in greater
detail in Section 8).

Deposit 215 and the upper fill of feature 216 (224) were overlain by a layer of mid
orangey brown clay silt (218) also containing 11th-13th century pottery and overlain
by a 0.04 m thick ‘bedding deposit’ (219) for a rudimentary surface (208) comprising
compacted mortar within a mid orangey brown clay matrix. The surface was overlain
by a charcoal rich ‘occupation’ deposit (207) approximately 0.04 m thick. It is
feasible that deposit 218 represents a leveling deposit for the surface, although the
dating evidence may imply that it relates to an earlier phase of surfacing. The
possible relationship between surface 208 and deposit 111 in Trench 1A is discussed
above (4.1.7).

The majority of the trench was excavated through a series of mid-brownish grey
clayey silts (202, 204, 220) interspersed with thin layers of gravel rich material (209,
203, 205). These deposits are associated with the original construction of the bank up
against the city wall, with the gravel rich deposits possibly indicating construction
horizons within same.

The bank material, probable surface (with associated deposits) and the underlying
medieval feature (216) were all cut by a construction trench (210} for the standing
city wall (223). The face of the wall had a slight batter with the base being ¢ 0.50 m
north of the face of the above ground portion of the wall. The base of the wall lay
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directly over the mortared stone footing 213. The fact that the construction trench for
the supposedly 13th century city wall truncated post-medieval deposits is discussed
in further detail in Section 7.

Trench 3 - Fig. 5; Plates V and VI

5.1.26 Trench 3 was hand excavated to 59.35 m OD. The trench lay within the north-west
corner of a post-medieval stone lined cess pit (306) which had been constructed
against the foundation of the boundary wall between Christ Church and Corpus
Christi which now marks the western wall of the existing music room. Both the
north-south (305) and east-west (304) walls of this structure had a ¢ 20° batter from
just below the existing floor deposits (60.30 m OD) to the bottom of the trench (see
also 5.1.28).

5.1.27 The majority of the fills removed during the hand excavation of cess pit 306 were
mid-late 19th century (303 and 307) suggesting that this probably equates to one of
two sub-square structures shown on the 1876 1st edition OS map (OA, 2006, Fig.9)
to the west of the curved wall of the bastion. The vertical nature of the interface
between deposit 303 and the ‘cessy’ material (301) adhering to the face of structures
304 and 305 was indicative of at least one cleaning phase within the cess pit. An
augured borehole suggested that the base of the feature was ¢ 4.25 m below floor
level (56.70 m OD, although it was unclear if the stone lining extended to this depth)
and cut through the gravel into the underlying Oxford clay. This would imply some
longevity to the featurg given the substantial nature of the structure.

5.1.28 In order to establish the nature of the foundation of the Christ Church wall (313)
against which structure 306 had been constructed, it was agreed with Brian Durham
(OCC) and Chris Welch (EH) to deconstruct part of wall 305. This revealed the near
vertical footing of 313 to a depth of 1.40 m below floor level (59.33 m OD). As the
top of the stepped footing in Trench 1A (103) was revealed at ¢ 60.19 m OD and a
similar step was not seen within Trench 3, it seems likely that the re-built section of
wall seen in Trench 1A was localised, and does not apply to the whole of the wall.
Additionally, if the stepped footing in Trench 1A equates to the standing wall in
Trench 3, the base of the latter should also lie at ¢ 59.17 m OD, approximately 0.25
m below the exposed secticn of the wall in Trench 3. The top of wall 305 stepped out
¢ 0.50 m from the face of wall 313. The thickness of wall 305 at the base of the
removed section (e.g. 1.40 m below ground level) was ¢ 0.70 m, reflecting the batter
on the interior faces of structure 306 (Plate VI).
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6  FINDS

6.1  Assessment of the pottery
by John Corter (Table A4, Appendix 3)

Introduction and Methodology

6.1.1 A total of 181 sherds of pottery weighing 4913g were recovered. Most of this is of
medieval and post-medieval date. All the pottery was examined and spot-dated
during the present assessment stage. For each context the total pottery sherd count
and weight were recorded on an Excel spreadsheet, followed by the context spot-date
which is the date-bracket during which the latest pottery types in the context are
estimated to have been produced or were in general circulation. Comments on the
presence of datable types were also recorded, usually with mention of vessel form
(jugs, bowls etc.) and any other attributes worthy of note {eg. decoration etc.). Fabric
codes referred to are those of the Oxfordshire type series (Mellor 1994).

Date and Nature of the Assemblage

6.1.2  Although the pottery assemblage is in a fragmentary condition, many sherds -
particularly the post-medieval and Victorian ones - are fairly large and quite fresh.
One or two post-medieval vessel profiles exist. In general, ordinary domestic pottery
types are represented but there is one example of a possible industrial vessel,
possibly a crucible, from a 16th-century context.

6.1.3  The composition of the assemblage is typical of this part of Oxford (St Aldates) with
a range of wares from the late Saxon through to the 19th century. All the late Saxon
sherds (10th-11th century) are residual in their contexts. These include a couple of
cooking pot rims in St Neots-type ware (OXR) and a cooking pot rim in Oxford late
Saxon shelly ware (OXB). Local and regional coarsewares and glazed pitcher sherds
of the 11th to earlier 13th century are present in greater quantities (OXAC, OXY) but
these appear to be residual too. A single possible sherd of Developed Stamford ware
(c 1150-1250), probably from a jug, is a fairly rare type from Oxford (context 406).

6.1.4 The quaatities of high medieval (13th-14th century) wares on the site suggest
occupation by this time. Pottery types represented are typical of sites in Oxford. Jugs
in Brill/Boarstall ware (OXAM), from central Buckinghamshire, are well
represented, though mostly very fragmentary. There is also a sherd from a highly
decorated Kingston-type whiteware jug of ¢ 1250-1350. These wares are associated
with coarseware cooking vessels in East Wiltshire ware (OXAQ) of the period ¢
1175-1400. The largest context assemblage (38 sherds, context 405) comprises a mix
of these high medieval wares but mostly as fairly small sherds. These include the
Kingston jug sherd and, amongst the Brill/Boarstall ware, a sherd from a small bottle
of a type possibly used to contain sauces or culinary oil.

6.1.5 There is a fairly high presence of 16th- and early 17th-century wares from the site.
These include German stoneware drinking jugs from Frechen or Cologne and one or
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6.1.6

6.2

6.2.1

6.2.2

6.2.3

6.2.4

two from Raeren. A concentration of large fresh sherds from at least six Frechen
stoneware jugs in context (220) is suggestive of a drinking area such as a tavern or
similar social area. Context (212), which probably dates to the later 16th century,
also produced the rim of grey near-stoneware vessel which could well be a crucible -
at this date quite possibly a Hessian crucible imported from Germany. These were
used for a variety of purposes including chemical preparations or for metallurgy. This
example, however, shows no obvious metallurgical residues although it does appear
to have been subjected to extreme heat. Late Brill/Boarstall ware vessels of 16th- and
early 17th-century date are also common.

A range of common post-medieval types is present but little of particular note.
Contexts (303) and (307) produced 16 sherds (1481g) from the same Victorian water
closet with blue transfer-printed decoration showing classical temples and
colonnades. This would have been a fairly costly water closet for its day.

Assessment of the clay tobacco pipes
by John Cotter (Table Al, Appendix 3)

Introduction

The excavation produced a total of 35 fragments of clay pipe weighing 234g. These
have been catalogued and recorded on an Excel spreadsheet. The catalogue records,
per context, the spot-date, the quantity of stem, bowl and mouth fragments, the
overall sherd count, weight, and comments on condition and any makers’ marks or
decoration present.

Date and nature of the assemblage

The assemblage is generally in a fresh condition with only slight wear visible on a
few pieces. Nine pipe bowls are present, all of them complete. Of these a very high
proportion (8 bowls) date to the 17th century and of these the majority date to the
early and middle part of the century (3 pipe bowls each of ¢ 1600-1640 and ¢ 1630-
1660). There are two bowls of ¢ 1643-1670 but only one bowl dating to the 18th
century (¢ 1700-1750). No later pipe bowls are present but a decorated 19th-century
stem fragment from context (307) was recovered and other plain stems of this date
are indicated by stems with a very narrow bore. The decorated stem bears part of a
maker’s mark NORWQ(OD?). Apart from milling around the rim, all the 17th-
century bowls are plain and unmarked. A small piece of 17th-century pipe stem
shows traces of Dutch-style milled bands around the stem. :

The pipe assemblage can, for the most part, be paralleled from other sites in Oxford,
particularly St. Ebbe’s (Oswald 1984) and more generally elsewhere in southern
England (Oswald 1975).

Summary

Apart from the very marked predominance of 17th-century pipes from the site - some
of which are residual in their contexts - and their generally fresh condition, the pipe
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assemblage is not particularly remarkable. Furthermore, the assemblage is quite small
and provides information on only one ?local Victorian pipemaker.

6.3 Ceramic building material
by John Cotter (Table A5, Appendix 3)

Introduction and Methodology

6.3.1 A total of 158 pieces of ceramic building materials (CBM) weighing 12.712kg were
~ recovered. A further 6 pieces of stone roofing slate weighing 1.990kg is also
considered here. Most of this material is apparently of medieval date with a few post-
medieval pieces also present. The CBM was recorded on an Excel spreadsheet in a
 similar way to the pottery (see elsewhere) but divided into functional types (e.g. floor

tile, flat roof tile etc.). Measurable dimensions were recorded for some of the more
complete pieces and an approximate spot-date was assigned to the latest material in
each context. A separate spreadsheet was constructed for the stone roofing slates.

Date and Nature of the Assemblage

6.3.2 The CBM assemblage is in a fragmentary condition but consists of a mixture of fairly
fresh and abraded pieces. The bulk of the assemblage comprises fragments of flat
roofing tile with smaller quantities of other CBM as detailed below.

Flat roof tile: 103 pieces (5194g)

6.3.3 Also known as peg tile. These are of typical rectangular shape and fairly crude
manufacture with a pair of circular nail holes at one end. None preserves its complete
dimensions. These appear to be of medieval date (13th to 16th century) but are not
closely datable. Most occur in an orange-red sandy fabric (Fabric IIIB) typical of
medieval sites in Oxford. However this site also produced significant numbers of
thicker tile picces in a rarer pink-buff fabric (Fabric VIIB) and an even rarer cream or
off-white fabric (Fabric VIIA), some of which have a partial clear glaze. Both these
types are thought to have a more restricted 13th-14th century dating. Their
association in quantity with pottery of this date in context (405) supports this dating
suggestion. Some of the orange-red tiles also show evidence of glaze which is
suggestive of a medieval date. There are no obvious post-medieval roof tiles present.

Ridge tile: 6 pieces (432g)

6.34 These are very fragmentary and not always easy to distinguish from some of the
thicker flat roof tiles. They occur in similar fabrics to the roof tiles but show evidence
of curvature and usually fairly extensive glaze coverage. Only comer, edge and body
fragments were recovered. No crested fragments were noted. A medieval date is
likely in all cases.
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Floor tiles: 36 pieces (4022g)

The majority of these are very fragmentary and extremely worn from lifetime usage.
The highest proportion of these are ‘Flemish-type’ with a consistently fine sandy
orange-red fabric and a thickness of around 22-23mm. Nearly all of these have been
pre-scored before firing so that they can be broken into smaller square or triangular
tiles although it is clear from these examples that some, at least, were left unbroken.
The square design tiles are glazed black or dark brown and have been cut
(?quartered) to produce small squares measuring 58-62mm square. The triangular
design tiles are covered in a white slip showing yellow under a clear glaze and have
been cut to produce triangles with a base of around 80mm with sides of 58mm. These
smaller tiles could have been used, in combination, either as in-filling in larger
designs employing larger tiles or to produce a variety of ‘black and white’ designs
including chequerboard and repeating geometric designs. These were very popular in
the late medieval period and well into the 16th century. A 15th- to 16th-century date
is suggested here. Other types of tile include at least two tile fragments with ‘printed’
designs in white slip on an orange-red background. One of these with a ‘gyronny’
design (context 208) is recognisable as a Penn/Chiltern product and dates to ¢ 1330-
1380. Another fragment has a more complex design containing an arc and probably
comes from a four-tile decorative scheme making a circle with complex in-filling
{context 109). One or two very worn apparently plain fragments may be products of
the ‘stabbed Wessex’ tradition dating to ¢ 1280-1330, although this identification is
largely based on fabric. All these types of floor tiles have been found previously on
the site of the Dominican Priory (Blackfriars) (Lambrick and Mellor 1985) which lies
close to St Aldates and may have been the source of the tiles found on the present
evaluation.

Brick: 11 pieces (3022g)

These occur as fragments, mostly quite womn. Thicknesses suggest bricks dating from
the Tudor period through to the 18th century.

Wall tile: | piece (15g)

A single piece of plain white tin-glazed (‘delftware’) wall tile was recovered from
context (112). This probably dates from the late 17th to the 18th century.

Unidentified: 1 piece (27g)

A small shapeless lump of fired clay was recovered from context (405). This is either
from a brick or more likely (given its medieval context) a piece of fired daub.

The stone slates

A total of 6 pieces of stone siate weighing 1.990kg were recovered from five contexts
(see Excel table). These are in pale grey limestone although there is some variation in
texture suggesting differences in source. They are generally fairly rough products and
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6.4.1

6.4.2

6.4.3

644

64.5

6.4.6

6.5

6.5.1

not, by themselves, very datable. Stone roofing tiles or stone slates were utilized in
Oxford from the later 12th century through to the 19th century. Traditionally much of
this stone is ascribed to the Stonesfield quarries in north-west Oxfordshire although
other sources in the Cotswolds were also exploited. Some examples from this site
have bored circular nail holes. Most examples are fragmentary but one from context
(402} appears to be complete. This is quite small and of sub-circular shape with a
length of 180mm and width of 170mm with a single circular nail hole near the top
edge.

Animal bones
by Lena Strid (Tables A2 and A3, Appendix 3)

A total of 256 animal bones were recovered from this site. Most bones were in a
good condition (see Lyman 1994:355 for definitions). One bone was burnt, and eight
bones displayed gnaw marks.

The predominance of sheep/goat, cattle and pig in the assemblage (see table 2) is to
be considered normal, regardless of time period. Of the eleven sheep/goat bones, only
one horn core could be determined to be sheep. The majority of the birds were
domestic fowl. However, two bones derived from unidentified wild bird species.

Judging by the epiphyseal fusion, the cattle bones derived mainly from sub-adult
animals, whereas the sheep bones derived mainly from adult animals. It’s not
possible to discern a pattern from the pig bones. The fowl bones contained both adult
and juvenile birds.

Butchering marks were found on 28 bones. A cattle metacarpal had been split
longitudinally, as if to extract marrow. Longitudinal splitting of vertebrae and sacrum
of medium and large mammals indicate suspension of the carcasses during butchery.
Cut marks mid-bene on a pig calcaneus points to disarticulation of the hock joint.
Evidence of portioning of carcasses were found on the mid-parts of ribs, pelves and
long bones of sheep/goat, pig and unidentified medium and large mammals. Cut
marks suggesting filleting occurred on the shaft of two sheep/goat humeri. Use of a
saw to portion two tibiae and a pelvis, all from context 307, dates these bones to the
post-medieval period.

Pathologies were found on two bones. A rib from a large mammal displayed woven
bone growth medially, which suggests an infection. A dog ulna had a spot of
eburnation at the humerus joint and some extra bone growth around the joint. The
aetiology for this is uncertain, but may derive from a degenerative joint discase.

No further information can be gained from such a small sample of bones.

Human bone

A single human vertebra was recovered from context 105.
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6.6 Worked bone
by Rose Grant

6.6.1 A fragment of a worked bone ice skate was recovered from context 112 weighing 52
grams. It is made from a horse metatarsal. The underside has been flattened and
polished. Not closely datable but common in the Late Saxon and Medieval period
(MacGregor, p.143, Fig. 76).

6.7  Selected glass
by lan Scott

6.7.1 Context 109: Window glass, two sherds, very pale green, weathered with flaking
opaque iridescent deposits. The larger sherd has two grozed edges, one curved and
one straight. Not closely datable.

6.7.2 Context 208: Window glass, one sherd, weathered, with badly preserved surfaces.
Colour uncertain. Not datable.

6.7.3 Context 301: Pharmaceutical bottles, three complete, Pale olive green glass. Hand
blown cylindrical bottles with broad flat rims, short cylindrical necks, flat shoulders
and indented bases. 18th century. Heights 113 mm, 112 mm, 88 mm.

6.7.4 Context 303: Possible pharmaceutical bottle fragment, comprising long neck slightly
flared with fire-finished lip. Slightly constricted at junction with shoulders. The
shoulders are rounded, but insufficient of the body survives to be certain of its form.
Hand blown bottle. Dating uncertain.

6.7.5 Context 402: Wine bottle base, olive green glass. Broad globular bodied bottle with
indented base. Characteristically of late 17th- or early 18th-century date.

6.8  Selected metal
personal comments by lan Scott

6.8.1 Context 224 (finds reference) - Nuremburg jetton. Probably 16th century.

6.8.2 Context 211 - Book clasp or buckle. Not closely datable but likely to be post-
medieval. )

7  PALAEO-ENVIRONMENTAL REMAINS

7.1 Environmental assessment

7.1.1  Environmental samples were taken from cess rich deposits within cess pits 306 and
104. These have not been processed as sufficient artefactual and stratigraphic
evidence was recovered to fully characterise these features.
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8  DISCUSSION AND INTERPRETATION

8.1 Reliability of field investigation

8.1.1 Generally the finds recovered during the evaluation were from well-defined contexts.
The dating they provided is considered secure. There was very little residual material
recovered from the earlier (medieval) deposits. Residual material within the later
(post-medieval) deposits could generally be eliminated on the grounds of securely
dated stratigraphic relationships.

8.1.2 The considerable depth of the trenches occasionally made interpretation problematic,
particularly where deposits were obscured behind shoring. However, this was
primarily confined to post-medieval deposits associated with various phases of
landscaping within the college garden.

8.2 Overall interpretation

8.2.1 The following interpretative discussion is broadly divided into 3 phases of activity:

e Phase A: 7th-11th century - the foundation of St Frideswides Priory to the
conquest

e Phase B: 11th-16th century - the medieval town to the foundation of the college

e Phase C: 16th century onwards - the college garden

8.2.2  There are numerous sub-divisions within each of these phases as indicated on the
stratigraphic matrix (Fig. 6).

Phase A: 7th-11th century
Trench IA

8.2.3  Although no dating evidence was recovered from the burial within Trench 1A (101,
116, 102), the fact that it pre-dates the boundary wall between Christ Church and
Corpus Christi (103) implies that at the very least it pre-dates the foundation of the
college. If, as is supposed, the boundary wall lies on the course of the former
Shidyerd Street, this would also imply that the burial pre-dates the medieval street
grid and is therefore likely to be associated with an early phase of the cemetery of St
Frideswides Minster. This would also suggest that the early cemetery extends further
eastwards than its later counterpart, as the boundary wall is also thought to
correspond to the eastern boundary of the cemetery (see 7.2.14).

8.2.4 However, if the wall does follow the line of the western edge of the street, no
evidence for the street surfaces had survived truncation by the wall’s construction
(115) and the subsequent excavation of the 16th-17th century cess pit (104).
Consequently, any relationship between the burial and the street, and the street and
the wall is purely conjectural.
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8.2.7

8.2.8
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Trench 2

It is feasible that the mortared stone structure (213) in the base of the sondage in
Trench 2 represents the footing of the 13th century wall, which has been
subsequently re-built in the early 17th century (see below). However, the fact that the
overlying deposits (221, 222, 214, 215) produced 11th-13th century pottery and were
in turn cut by an 11th-13th century feature (216), would imply that this structure pre-
dates the postulated 13th century re-construction of the city wall. Additionally, if 213
was the 13th century wall, its southern face could be expected to correspond to that
of the later re-build (223). This would make it considerably wider (at 2‘.4 m+) than
any other observed section of the 13th century structure.

It is possible therefore that this structure represents a late Saxon stone revetment,
similar to that observed during the recent excavations at Oxford Castle (OA,
2006(2)), and known to have fortified the burh in the 11th century. However, the
augured borehole to the north of the structure was inconclusive in providing any
definitive evidence for an associated rampart (the origin of deposit 225 being
unclear).

Phase B: 11th-16th century
Trench 2

As the dating evidence from the deposits overlying the mortared stone structure (213)
suggests that they date to the I 1th-13th century, it is possible that they represent an
earthen rampart associated with the post-conquest defensive circuit. Although these
deposits clearly post-date structure 213, the condition and stature of the earlier
structure at the time of deposition is unclear. Consequently it is difficult to say
whether the potential | 1th-13th century rampart was intended to enhance or replace
the pre-existing defensive structure (assuming that these rather tentative
interpretations are correct).

The nature of the 11th-13th century feature (216) truncating these deposits was
unclear. Given that it appeared to be an east-west aligned cut corresponding with the
alignment of the existing city wall, it is not unreasonable to suppose that it represents
the construction trench or robber cut associated with a 13th century wall which has
subsequently been re-built in the 17th century (see below). However, the fills (217
and 224) did not appear to be particularly characteristic of either construction trench
or robber cut backfill and, given the confines of the sondage in which this feature
was observed, this interpretation is necessarily circumspect.

Trench IB

The 13th-14th century feature in Trench 1B was initially thought to be associated
with a property fronting on to Shidyerd Street. However, if the boundary wall
between Corpus Christi and Christ Church corresponds to the line of the medieval
street, this would place the trench very close to the street frontage, which may
suggest that the feature is unlikely to be a pit to the rear of these properties.
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8.2.10 The tenement plots which existed between Merton College and Shidyerd Street
before the foundation of the Corpus Christi, show the area between Beke’s Inn and
the City Wall as ‘Fellows (Bachelors’) Garden’ (OA, 2006, Fig. 3 - Plot 91 is Beke's
Inn). This had previously been occupied by two tenements which were granted to
Merten by John de Grenville in 1321 (Salter, 1967, p.212), although it would seem
that the properties which stood on these plots had already been demolished as “Two
houses between Beke’s Inn and the Town Wall were acquired by Merton in 1318,
pulled down, and the site thrown into the garden” (Salter, ibid.).

8.2.11 Tt is possible that the potential refuse pit in Trench 1B reflects the use of these former
tenements between the demolition of the properties in 1318 and the foundation of the
Bachelors’ Garden, or that it is associated with the use of the Bachelors’ Garden.

8.2.12 The origin of the possible surface (406) in the top of this feature is unclear. It is not
inconceivable that this relates to Shidyerd Street, although its relationship with the
pit fills would seem to make this unlikely. Alternatively it is possible that it
represents the remnants of a courtyard surface or path associated with the use of the
Bachelor’s Garden or the early phase of the Corpus Christi garden.

Trench IC

8.2.13 The origin of the possible medieval deposit in Trench 1C is also unclear and the
dating of this deposit is based on the recovery of a single sherd of 11th-13th century
pottery. It is possible that this deposit relates to the occupation of the tenement plots
prior to their acquisition by Merton in 1318/1321. The lack of gravel at a similar
depth to that observed within Trench 1B possibly suggesting that deposit 500
represents pit fill.

Phase C: 16th century onwards
Trenches 1A and 3: ? 16th century Christ Church wall

8.2.14 The boundary wall between Corpus Christi and Christ Church was thought to have
been built as the eastern wall of St Frideswides cemetery, possibly in the 16th
century but potentially as early as the 12th century (OA, 2006). Whilst it is still
feasible that it marks the limit of the 16th century cemetery, the burial in Trench 1A
would suggest that an earlier phase of the cemetery extended further eastwards.
Whilst the date of the wall is uncertain, the structure revealed within Trench 3 (313)
and the stepped footing overlying the grave backfill in Trench 1A (103) almost
certainly represent the earliest construction phase associated with this wall. In both
cases, later cess pits have removed any stratified deposits which may have given an
indication of the construction date of the wall. The date of the probable re-build
(114) of this wall in Trench 1A is also uncertain, although the fact that the base of
the re-build roughly corresponds with the upper fill of cess pit 104 may indicate a
16th-17th century date for the re-build.

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. March 2007 23
XAOXCRISEV_Corpus_Christi_Oxford\Reports\Eval. Reporf\Report IV.doc



Oxford Archaeology Corpus Christi College, Oxford
Archaeological Evaluation Report

Trench 2: early 16th century College garden

8.2.15 The deposits associated with the probable surface (208) in Trench 2 are possibly
associated with the earliest phase of the college garden, given that they pre-date the
late 16th century bank/mound (see below). It is possible that these deposits represent
a path along the inside of the city wall to the south of the line of trees shown on
Agas’ map of 1578 (OA, 2006, Fig.4), perhaps a version of the intramural road
suggested in Oxford Before the University (Dodd, 2003, p.191). However, the fact
that they overlie the fills of the possible 13th century construction cut (216), and that
the dating evidence suggests an 11th-13th century origin for the lowest of these
deposits (218), may indicate that this surface originated considerably earlier. The
relationship between the possible surfaces (218, 208) and the fills of the construction
cut (216) a wide construction cut for the 13th century wall which has then been
backfilled prior to the deposition of the possible primary surface 218 and subsequent
re-surfacing 208.

8.2.16 The clay pipe stem retrieved from surface 208 is slightly anomalous, although it is
possibly intrusive as this deposit is cut by the 17th century construction trench (210).
Alternatively, its unusual form may imply that it is not a pipe stem, or that it is an
early form of pipe (John Cotter, pers. comm.).

Trench 2: late 16th century

8.2.17 JC Bramble's research into the College archives has suggested that the mound
against the city wall was largely constructed in the mid 17th (Bramble, 1980).
However, the results of the evaluation, together with further documentary evidence
researched by Julian Reid suggests an alternative date for the origin of the mound.

8.2.18 The references to the raising of the mound in 1596-7 with spoil from the creation of a
new cellar (Appendix 2, C/1/1/6) have already been recognised (Dodd, 2003, p.191),
as has the concern of the City in 1596 regarding the “mound made in the College
adjoining the Town wall, which will be an injury to the wall and an annoyance to
Christ Church” (Dodd, ibid.). The inference has been that this related to a build up of
soil against the wall which was subsequently incorporated into the formal garden in
the mid 17th century.

8.2.19 However, the reference in 1601-2 (Appendix 2, C/1/1/7) to “Mr President’s garden
house” would imply that the summer house has already been constructed by this date,
suggesting that some formalisation of the garden has already occurred.

8.2.20 Perhaps more significantly, the City’s concerns were obviously well founded as the
wall has certainly been re-built following the construction of the mound. The
construction trench (210) in Trench 2 had truncated all other deposits in the trench,
with the exception of the modern garden soil. This implies that no further raising of
the mound occurred following the re-build of the wall.

8.2.21 The quantity of materials and manpower involved in the building of the new wall in
1603 (Appendix 2, C/1/1/7) implies a fairly major construction. This is unlikely to
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8.2.23

8.2.24

8.2.25

relate to either the boundary wall with Christ Church or Merton as the maintenance
of these walls was the responsibility of the respective Colleges (Julian Reid, pers.
comm.). It seems likely that this account refers to the re-build of the City wall seen in
Trench 2. The lack of clay pipe within both the mound deposits and the construction
trench for the re-build would also suggest a pre-1620 origin for both. Consequently,
the landscaping of the mound must have occurred before 1603 as the re-build clearly
post-dates it.

Further evidence for the location of the “Novi Muri” can be inferred from the
reference to the “carriage away of the rubbish out of the Vice-chancellor’s garden”.
Originally, the Vice-Chancellor was the temporary cemmissary or deputy of the
Chancellor, exercising the Chancellor's powers in his absence. From the early 16th
century, the Vice-Chancellor became the chief officer of the University. He was
usually a Fellow of one of the colleges or a Canon of Christ Church, and was elected
by Convocation, although from 1569 onwards he was nominated by the Chancellor.
The Laudian Code of 1636 decreed that the Vice-Chancellor must be a head of a
college and by convention Heads of House were nominated in order of seniority.

The Vice-Chancellor in 1603 was George Abbott (1562-1633), who was a Master at
University Cbllegc and later became Archbishop of Canterbury (1611-71633), (Prest,
1993, p.49). However, his immediate predecessor in 1602 was John Howson (?1557-
1632), described as “formerly a student at Christ Church” (Oxford Diocesan website)
upon his accession to the Bishopric of Oxford (1619-1628), and who subsequently
became Bishop of Durham (1628-1632). Given that the expenses listed in the Corpus
Christi accounts are from March and April 1603, it is possible that this pre-dates
George Abbott’s second term as Vice-Chancellor (he also held the position in 1600
and 1604), and that the garden from which the rubbish was removed is that
immediately to the south of the City wall (now the Master’s garden) and that its title
reflects Howson’s tenure as Vice-Chancellor.

Trenches 1A, IB, IC and 3: 17th-20th century landscaping and cess pits

Whilst the results of the evaluation establish a late 16th century origin for the mound
and an early 17th century date for the re-build, the artefactual evidence from the
garden soils and made ground in Trenches 1A, 1B and 1C suggests numerous later
phases of landscaping. However, correlation between these deposits is difficult to
establish with any degree of certainty and the following interpretation is necessarily
tentative.

It is feasible that the garden soil (501) in Trench 1C represents an early-mid 17th
century northward extension of the mound, and is possibly the destination of the
‘rubbage’ for which Leake was paid in 16234 (see 1.3.14). However, no securely
stratified dating evidence was recovered from this deposit. One sherd of 16th-early
17th century pottery was recovered from deposit 503 (the lower fill of the 19th
century pit 502), although this was initially thought to be part of the same deposit as
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8.2.29

501 and it is possible that this sherd originated from the garden soil rather than the
pit.

The top of deposit 501 may also be the horizon from which cess pit 104 has been cut.
Although no indication of the stratigraphy through which the cess pit was cut was
revealed within the trench, there was a similarity in height between the top of the pit
(60.05 m OD) and the top of deposit 501 (60.25 m OD). However, if deposit 501

does represent the northward extension of the mound, the cartographic sources (e.g.
Loggan, OA, 2006, Fig. 5) indicate that this did not extend west of the boundary wall
between the gardens and is therefore unlikely to be present in the location of Trench
1A.

Additionally, this similarity also exists between the top of the pit (104) and the top of
the mid-late 18th century deposit 402 in Trench 1B. It is possible that the similarity
in the height of these deposits represents the mid 17th century deposition of garden
so0il both at the base of the late 16th century mound (501) and within the Presidents
Garden (the stratigraphy through which the cess pit was cut and deposit 404), with
the latter being truncated by the late 18th century southward development of the
President’s Lodging shown on the 1855 model and the Lst edition OS map (OA,
2006, Figs 8 and 9 respectively). At some point after Williams’ plan of 1733, the
north-south wall marking the possible eastern extent of the former Shidyerd Street
has been robbed (407), prior to the deposition of made ground deposits (402) and this
may reflect the alterations to the lodgings and garden which have occurred between
Williams’ plan and the 19th century.

It is possible that the stone-lined cess pit in Trench 3 was a direct replacement for
cess pit 104. Although no dating evidence was recovered from the primary fills, the
fragment of brick recovered from the fabric of wall 305 suggests an 18th-19th
century date for its construction. This structure is likely to be part of the
northernmost of two sub-square structures shown on the 1876 OS Map (OA, 2006,
Fig. 9). This would suggest that the ‘battered foundation’ to the Christ Church wall
observed during the 1986 watching brief is likely to be the southern continuation of
wall 305, and that the N-S wall in the watching brief trench may represent the eastern
limit of structure 306, ¢ 2 m to the east of the vertical face of the Christ Church wall
(ref. Dodd, 2003, p.193 and 198).

A series of square structures within the bastion are also shown on Williams’ 1733
plan which may also suggest an early 18th century origin for the construction of
structure 306. Although these structures are aligned east to west, and the curve of the
bastion wall is omitted, it is feasible that cess pit 306 represents the westernmost of
these structures. The segmented wall removed in 1986 is shown on both Williams’
plan and the 1st edition OS map. It is possible that this represented an internal
division within the bastion, which has been converted into a garderobe block in the
early 18th century and retained that function until the introduction of mains sewerage
to the city in the later part of the 19th century, when the final phase of backfilling has
occurred within structure 306.

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. March 2007 26

XNOXCRISEV_Corpus_Christi_Oxford\Reporis\Eval. Report\Report IV.doc



Oxford Archaeology Corpus Christi College, Oxford
Archaeological Evaluation Report

8.2.30 It is possible that the garden soil (112) in Trench 1A is contemporary with the 18th-
19th century phase of landscaping described above (7.2.26). However, it may
represent more than one phase of deposition, despite no discernable variation being
observed during machine excavation, or following the removal of the shoring during
backfilling.

8.2.31 A phase of 19th century landscaping is reflected by a series of demolition deposits
(509) overlying the possible early 17th century deposit (501) in Trench 1C, which
may represent the demolition of the summer house. The insubstantial wall (415) in
Trench 1B may also relate to this phase and is possibly that shown on the 1st edition
OS map running southward from the south-west comer of the greenhouse south of
the President’s Lodgings, before turning to the east to meet the wall between the
Fellow’s and President’s Gardens (OA, 2006, Fig. 9).

8.2.32 The function of the pit (502) in Trench 1C is unclear, although the later wall footing
(508) is likely to be the wall dividing the Fellow’s and President’s Gardens shown on
the early 20th century photograph of the President’s Lodgings (OA, 2006, Fig.10).
This, together with the remaining made ground deposits in Trench 1B, are likely to
originate from the 1904 re-modeling of the Lodgings. The variation in the nature and
date of the later made ground deposits in Trenches 1B and 1C are likely to reflect the
location of the Trenches in relation to the dividing wall (i.e. prior to the
redevelopment in 1958, Trench 1B would lie within the President’s Garden and
Trench 1C within the Fellow’s Garden).

Summary of results

8.2.33 The following summarises how the results of the evaluation have addressed the
specific aims outlined in 3.2 (above):

8.2.34 Natural geology was encountered at 58.02 m OD (Trench 1B) and 59.01 m OD
(Trench 1A) although in both cases appeared to have been subject to a degree of
truncation. No indication of the overlying loessic soils (the ‘supernatural’) was
present, except the possible re-depositicn of same within pit 408 (409). The
conjectured model for the top of the gravel shown on Figure 5 (Profile A-AA) is
based on the results of the evaluation, together with sightings of the gravel to the
south (57.52 m OD: Dodd, 2006, p.1999), to the north east (57.96 m OD - 58.50 m
OD: Ground Explorations Ltd, 1966) and to the west (Boyle, 2001). The latter
identified gravel at between 57.88 m OD and 58.40 m OD, although noted that gravel
had previously been located under the cloister at 59.40 m OD and under the Latin
Chapel and eastern end of the north choir aisle at 58.90 m OD.

8.2.35 Allowing for truncation, the overall trend appears to imply a level of around 59.00 m
OD for the southern edge of the Summertown-Radley terrace before it drops away to
the floodplain. The gravel in Trench 3 has been completely truncated by cess pit 306.
In Trench 1C, it is possible that the lack of gravel at the base of the trench (58.65 m
OD) reflects a medieval pit underlying the later landscaping. In Trench 2 the lack of
gravel at the base of the trench (58.51 m OD) is potentially more significant,
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particularly as the augured borehole suggested a further 0.50 m + of stratigraphy
below this level, to the north of structure 213. This implies that either the gravel
drops away to the east, or that some truncation has occurred prior to the construction
of structure 213. Although highly conjectural, given that it is based on a single
inconclusive borehole, one possibility is that this section of the east-west wall footing
(213) is constructed over the fills of the primary burh ditch.

8236 In Trenches | A and 3, any extant surfaces that may have been associated with
Shidyerd Street had been truncated by the boundary wall between Christ Church and
Corpus Christi and the later cess pits dug up against it.

8.2.37 It is reasonably certain that the garden bank originated in the 1590s rather than the
1620s. The base of the bank appeared to overlie a series of earlier surfaces which
may represent the intramural road and in turn overlay deposits potentially associated
with the 11th-13th century defensive circuit. The origin of structure 213, whilst
uncertain, may be associated with the postulated eastward expansion of the burh in
the 11th century.

8.2.38 The city wall, where investigated, proved to have been completely rebuilt, probably
in 1603.

8.2.39 No evidence for the continuation of the ditch exposed in Corpus Christi quad in 1972
was revealed. However, if the ditch continued on the same NE-SW alignment as
noted during the 1972 evaluation (Hassall, 1973, p.275, Fig.3), it would pass to the
south of the President’s lodgings and not extend into the garden.
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APPENDICES

APPENDIX1 ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONTEXT INVENTORY

1
100 layer sand and gravel terrace gravel
m aut gavealt
m 00+ 052+ peedominandy | daysit 40% gravel; occasional charoodl grave backfll
mid-dark grey,
some greenish
grey stmning
18 strucere 150+ 120m stepped footing of stancing well
14 at cutof ess pit
105 il 070+ 00 midblueygrey | sltycay 5% grawd peimary cess pit fill
106 030 008 mid greenish | shydhay secondary cess pit fill
grey
17 at deaning at in cess pit 104
108 fill LI0+ 15+ md geysh | daysilt 15% limesione fragmenss, 5% | cesspitfill
briown gavel
19 il 135 090 md geyish | daysh 5% gravel; cocasional fiestone | cesspit fill 17heentury
brown fragments
110 fill 220+ 035 mid grey caysilt 5-10% gravel cesspit fil Lae 16h- 17t contury
m fil 195 020 mixed mixed day and degiaded | concentrations of rocftlle and day | possible shurmped surface / buikding 1600-1630
oamngy lime moxtar pipethroughout debrisbackfill of cess pit
bown and
aeamy white
112 deposit 300+ 090 middakgrey | daysik 510% gravel postmed garden soil(s) Late 17th- 18th century
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13 deposit 150+ 00 mid yellowish | sandysh 10-15% tmestone fragments ‘sll’ overtying stepped footing 103
brown andovertain by standing wal 114
114 suciure 500+ 500+ upstanding elerrent of Crmsichurch
wall (090 mbelow ground level)
115 at 060+ conectmed. construction: ait for
structure 103
skullin gravecut 101
040mex dak grey chayloam topsal
030 brickand concrete rubble: made ground and paving slabs of
existing path
p.17) deposit 050+ | 030 mid bownish | daysh 10% graved hummic “gaden sail - pat of 16hC
‘ grey benkfmound
am deposi 050+ 0 md omngey | shygavd possible trample lens within 16hC
brown bank/mound material
am deposit 110+ 02 mid brownish | daysh 10% gravel humic ‘garden soil - part of 16hC 16th -eatty 17t century
gy bankinound
25 depostt 230+ 006avg md oangey | day possble trampie kens within 16hC
206 VoD VOID
207 deposit 050+ 0o dak grey daysilt 3% charoodl oocupaion  deposit  overlying
surface 208
28 surface 050+ Qa4 mixed day and degraded nudimentary surface ke 16h - 18h certury (1
gy mortar sherd fiom top of deposit &
bown  and iterfie with ovedying 16th
ceamy whie century deposiss)
14th cenury decorated tle
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e
"ﬁ%‘&‘s&“\\‘\“ \\{‘
TR
29 deposit 050+ 018 mid omngey | daysh 35% gravel 15th-eary 16 century
brown
20 ait 150+ 3i0 construction ot for 17hC re-build
of city wall
2n £l 150+ L0 midgrey daysilt concentranon of imesione nibble | sotly lower fill of consnxctionait 16-17th century
against wall 223
212 fil 150+ 165 mixed lmestore ubble, morar rubble rich upper fill of consthction ¢1550-1600 - some residual
elc. ar e med grey sady ware
213 stucnre 060+ 110+ Amesone in ime mostar magix -
214 deposit LIO+ 020 mud yellowish | sandand gravel re-deposited gravel - pat of 11t
brown 13t C rarmpat7??
215 depesit 030+ 045 micdakgrey | claysh 2% gravel patof 11-13hC ranpat?? 13th- 14thcerry
216 ot 060+ 065 possible aonstruction aut for 13%hC
A7 fil 060+ 058 mid brownish | daysit A% roumded grave pebbles fill of possble consuction ait for 11th- 13theertury
gy 13thC wall???
218 deposit 050+ 018 mid omngey | daysit possible pimery surface replaced by 11th- 13thoentury
219 depost 030+ o mid geenich | snadysit possible bedding layer for surface cl475-1550
ey A8?
pa.] depost 20+ 080 mid brownsh | daysilt 10% gravd hurric ‘garden sail - part of 16hC lae 16th - eaty 1 th centfiry
gry bank/mound
111 deposit 060+ o mi yellowish | sandand grawet redeposited graved - part of i
brown 13t C rmpen???
22 deposit 060+ Ql0max niddakgrey | daysilt 2% gravdl partof 11-13thC rampart??? 11th-13honory
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R H‘(;il;"}' : :W\\gg,\,\\.,@w%\% : \ gv\\.x@%%lw \Nﬁi %ﬁ\\% R
5 e e
P24 suche 150+ 360 below ground, 17C rebuild of
city wall
24 findsref, com retrieved fiom Trench 2 spail
heap
25 deposit mid brownish | daysilt A% graved deposit © noth of wall 213
grey enooumiered inasgur
301 fil 080+ L0 mid geersh | sihysand cesspit fil
brown
302 at 080+ 140 deaning aut within cess pit 306- nct
onmaAx
303 fil 080+ a0 dark grey sittyloam buiding debeis and domestic | middae 19hC backfil of cess pit 19th- 20th century
refisse throughout 306
3 Sucture 240+ east-west aligned north wall of axs
p306
305 sucire 240+ noth-south aligned west wall of 18th - ety 19 century
cesspt 306
306 Srucre 240+ sione tning of postmad cess pit
constructed against boundary wall
between Capus and Chiistdhurch
307 fi 0N dak brown | shyloam building debis axd domestic | midHae 19%hC badkfill of cess pit ke 19th cenury
gey refisse throughout 306
308 il 060 dakbrown sty cay modar flecks cess it fill encountered in augred
borehole
309 il 040 vaydakgey | shyday oAk meaterial oess nch dower il of cess pit
encounttered i augured borehole
310 ot 380 abitary an number allocsed ©
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3u depositfill 150 048 dakbrown sityday Ao charooat depostt overdying and adhering o
upper courses of noxth wall of cess
pt 306 304) - final phase of
backilling?

2 on 080+ 065+ modemn aut through upper filk of

cess pt 306, temnaes ¢ 040 m
south of north wall 304. filled with
conaeehuikding debris ec -
pobably asodaed wih 1986
ITRISIC FOCTL CONSITUCEIOnN

bounday wall bawesn dust
durchand corpus

40 lyer endand gavel terrace graved
401 deposit 020 topscAurf
an deposit 065 dak  gey | stydayloan Wk soreandhuldngnibble | garden soil/ rdscaping 1 sherd 19t cernury
oo predominandy 18t certury
403 fi 140+ | 0% aeamyyeliow | degraded morer 40% brmestone rubble fill of eobber rench 407
4 deposit dak gy | shyday 10% gravel possible 17hC garden soil
brown
fil Lo+ | 040+ dakbrown | sityclay fill of mecbeval piz 408 13th- 14thcennury
Nufoefll | 130+ | 018 amgebrown | day % compected gravel possible surfece shimped irto top of 16t - ealy 17h certumy?
pitd08 possibly 12th - 14th oenury
407 at 140+ | 0%0 robbertrench
408 at 110 cl20 medieval ubbish pit
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mid edds | daysit Al of medbeval pi 408 -
brown redeposied boes?

410 fll 060+ dak brown shtyclay il of madieval pir - posshly he
same a5 405 with 409 representing a
localised vartation in the fill

411 srface c008 qemywhite | qushed lime morear rudimentary aface

17 deposit 010 dak grey sy day soil horizon between rudirmentary
surface and bese of wall 415

413 deposit 030 mixed mixed bandscaping  depost  comprising
concentrations of buikding nibble,
mmortar and redeposited garden sol

414 deposit 065 mixed mixed Indscaping deposi - simikr 0 413

415 structure 150+ Q35 Yrden wall focting, on same

aignment & underying rbber
tench

500 deposit Q10+ dak grey sityday possble  medievll depost of 11th- 13t century
501 deposit 020 dak brown sittycay Ao store possible postamedieval garden sail /
Ianchcaping deposi
02 an 190+ 205 19%hC pit ot from just below the
itingtopeol

L] il Q80 dack brown shychay 20% stone and gravel lower fill of postmed (7196C) pit 16th -eatly 17th centumry
54 030 light brownish | gravellysit 0% gravel il of posmed (19C) pit -

ey shimped 5057- noton merix
05 surface? 150+ 025 mid cangey | daywith 80% gravel possible aurface 11th- 13thcemury

brown
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R

samre a5 509- noton matrix

§
B

150+ 090 construction cut for nontrsouth wall

surnmer house
510 VO VOID

s il 090 dark brown silydlay A% stone top fill of bate post-med. (19HC?) pit 18th - eardy 19 certury
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APPENDIX2  CORPUS CHRISTI COLLEGE ACCOUNTS

References to building work transcribed by Julian Reid

C/1/1/6

1595-6 21 weeks work on building a new cellar under the buttery - £97 12s 7d
1596-7 To eight labourers three days apicce raising the mount - 16s

/7

1601-2 To 2 carpenters 8 days apiece about Mr. President’s garden house - 16s
1603 Impensae Novi Muri

March 19 To Mathewes the mason for 6 days - 6s
to 2 labourers 6 days apiece - 8s
to one labourer - 3'7 days - 2s 4d
for 24 loads of stone at 20d - 40s

Summa - 56s 4d
25 To 3 labourers 5 days and 1 labourer for 2" days - 11s 8d
Tweo loads and 7 bushels of lime - 35s 6d
Summa - 47s 2d
April 2 To 3 masons for 6 days - 18s

To 6 labourers 6 days - 24s
To ene mason for 3 days - 3s
To 2 labourers 6 days - 8s
For a load of stone - 20d
Summa - 54s 8d

For 2 load of lime - 32s
Summa - 32s

9 For 2 loads of lime bought of the hucksters' - 37s 4d
Fourteen loads of stone and carriage - 23s 4d
To 4 masons 6 days - 24s
To 1 mason 5% days - 5s 6d
To 7 labourers 6 days - 28s
To 1 labourer 5 days - 3s 4d
To | labourer 3 days - 2s
Summa - £6 3s 6d

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. March 2007
XANOXCRISEV_Corpus_Christi_Oxford\Reports\Eval ReporfReport IV.doc



Oxford Archaeology

April 16 For 8 bushels of lime - 4s
One load of lime - 165
Three load of lime - 48s
Two and twenty load of stone at 20d the load - 36s 8d
One load of Pendle’ stone - 3s 4d
Sixteen load of gravel at 10s the load - 13s 4d
To the 2 Mahewes, Netheshall, & Gibson for 6 days - 24s
To other mason for § days - 5s
To 8 labourers for 6 days - 325
To 1 labourer for 2 days - 16d
Summa - £9 3s 8d

24 To Mahewe & 3 others for 4 days - 24s
To 5 labourers for 6 days - 20s
To another mason for 3 days - 3s
Six loads of gravel - 5s
For 15 load of stone with carriage - 25s
For 2 load of free stone - 7s 8d
For 2 bushels of hair - 12s
For 1 load of stone - 20d
Summa - £4 7s 4d

To Matthews for carriage away of the rubbish out of the Vice-chancellor’s garden - 13s 4d
To Floyde for 1'”days work 12d
Summa 14s 4d

Summa totalis - £29 19s

" hucksters probably refers to peddlars or hawkers
* Pendle is generally a quarrying term for any fissile rock

Total manpower and materials:

Masons - 114'7 days
Labourers - 212 days
Stone - 80 loads

Lime - 10 loads 15 bushels
Gravel - 22 loads
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APPENDIX3  TABLES

Table Al: Clay pipe by context

Context Spot-date Stem | Bowl |Mouth| Tot Tot Wt Comments
sherds
108[c1630-1660 3 1 1 5 25|Complete bowl with wide oval heel. Stem bores (SB) ¢c3mm. Fairly
fresh
109{c1630-1660 1 2 0 3 2912x complete bowls. 1 of 1630-60 with wide circularl heel. The other

poss ¢1600-1640 as smaller, and with long portion of stem still
attached. Stem bores (SB) ¢3mm. Fairly fresh but the latter bowl]
coated in limey deposit

111{c1600-1640 0 1 0 1 5|Complete small bowl with broad oval heel _

112|c1640-1670 10 3 1 14 101{2x complete bowls c1640-70 with incipient spurs. 1x complete bow!
c1600-1640. SBs c3mm. 1 of the stems shows trace of milled band.
Fairly fresh

208|?717C 1 0 0 1 4|Slightly odd stem, very tapered over short distance (length 35mm)
and highly burnished. Poss from an unusual pipe form? SB ¢2.8mm

307|19C 2 0 0 2 9j1x 19C stem with oakleaf seams & partial maker's name

NORWO(OD)? Stamped on side, crescent filler motifs along side. 1x
17-18C stem frag

402]c1630-1660 1 1 0 2 18jComplete bowl with wide oval heel. Stem bores (SB) c3mm. Fresh
511|L18-19C 6 1 0 7 43|Stems incl narrow prob L18-19C SBs 1.5mm. Also 1x complete bowl
¢1700-1750 with broad circular heel (SB ¢c2mm).
TOTAL 24 9 2 35 234
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Table A2. Bone Cattle | Sheep/goat | Sheep | Pig | Horse | Dog Cat | Rabbit | Domestic | Bird { Fish | Medium Large Indet.
assemblage fowl mammal | mammal

Horncore 1
Skull 2 1
Mandible 2 1 1
Loose teeth 3 2 2 1
Atlas 1
Vertebra 10 16
Sacrum 1
Rib 33 19
Scapula 2
Humerus 3
Radius
Ulna 1
Metacarpal
Pelvis
Femur 1
Tibia
Tibiotarsus 1 1
Fibula 1
Calcaneus 2 2
Astragalus
Tarsal bones 1
Metatarsal
Phalanx 1
Phalanx 2

Indet. metapodial
Longbone 8 14
Indeterminate 1 36
TOTAL 28 4] 1 21 4 2 5 2 3 4 1 54 53 37
Weight (g) 1242 599 47 259 142 33 18 5 5 6 2 202 977 181
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Table A3: Animal bone by context

Context | Species No. of bones Sum of weight (g)
(refitted)

105 Pig

Bird

Medium mammal
Indeterminate

41

109 Sheep/goat
Medium mammal
Large mammal
Indeterminate

241

110 Sheep/goat
Medium mammal
Large mammal
Indeterminate

111 Medium mammal

112 Cattle
Sheep/goat
Horse

Dog

Large mammal

269

209 Cattle
Sheep/goat
Horse

Rabbit

Large mammal

144

211 Cattle
Sheep/goat

31

212 Cattle

Domestic fowl
Medium mammal
Large mammal
Indeterminate

125

215 Pig
Large mammal
Indeterminate

41

217 Sheep/goat
Medium mammal
Large mammal

28

220 Cattle

Sheep/goat

Pig

Medium mammal
Large mammal

327

e el E SN A 2 el 10 N N I T B O R P RSN P PR S B Pl P N P PR R I N S o R NS R RO Y o S P e LR O NS R P

222 Sheep/goat 13
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Context

Species

No. of bones
(refitted)

Sum of weight (g)

303

Cat

Rabbit

Domestic fowl

Bird

Medium mammal

Indeterminate

48

307

Sheep/goat

Pig

Fowl

Medium mammal

Large mammal

134

402

Large mammal

60

403

Sheep/goat

Large mammal

Indeterminate

35

404

Cattle

Sheep/goat

Large mammal

Indeterminate

273

405

Cattle

Sheep/goat

Pig

Medium mammal

Large mammal

Indeterminate

559

406

Dog

Large mammal

21

500

Large mammal

40

503

Cattle

Sheep/goat

Sheep

Pig

Medium mammal

Large mammal

Indeterminate

252

511

Cattle

b |

Sheep/goat
Pig

Horse

Fish

il LA B ] Y P R Ll B D Eell I B Bl Bl Bl LS 1 IV ) B Y F-)8 U E-LY B N B EERT R B ORI fadl RN DT PR NG FCY T 1S PO

Medium mammal

Large mammal

Indeterminate

996
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Table A4: Pottery by context

Context| Spot-date Sherds [ Weight Comments

105]11-13C 1 71Bs OXAC

109|17C 7 237|Profile yellow Borderware porringer bowl.Bs early REW
chaf dish.(Nice residual 13/14C dec floor tiles)

110|L16-17C 5 68|Borderware green chaf dish frag?. Early REW. OXY

111}c1600-1630 I 4|Date from clay pipe bowl. Also 1x 12-15C OXAQ

112]L.17-18C? 4 159|Incl 2x prob early flowerpot rims. Brill pipkin rim

204116-E17C 2 32|late brill

208(17-18C 1 51JREW. Also lots nice but worn 14C dec floor tile

209115-E16C 3 36{Tudor green. OXY

211|L16-17C 2 25|pmed Brill, OXY?

212|c1550-1600? 12 620[Mostly 16C incl Frechen bart-type jug. Early REW
?chafing dish base or Surrey redware jug? Odd ?late med
grey sandy near-stoneware vess rim w pour lip - poss
crucible or other industrial? Poss Hessian but not
triangular - round crucible-type profile w grooved
constriction 26mm below rim (diam c120mm, 15%.
Extracted for fabric ref collection). 1x large bs Raeren
mug. Few late Brill. 1x LM whiteware pedestal ?cup base
(?Surrey) w frilled base. 1x OXAQ. 1x 70XB late Saxon
Oxford shetly ware cpot rim

215]13-14C? 4 37|Brill. OXAC. OXAQ

217]11-13C 1 9|OXAC

218]11-13C? 1 10JOXY? Or poss late Sax N french WT import?

219]|c1475-1550 2 5|V scrappy/small but incl Raeren stoneware bs & poss Brill

220|L16-E17C 13 408|8x bs Frechen stoneware jugs - min 6 jugs represented
G&C form, 2 w tall narrow necks (1= 100% rim), 1 w
moulded base. Late Brill. ?Minety. (see also worn 14C dec
floortiles)

222|11-13C 2 11JOXAC. OXY

303[19C 13 435|5x mod flowerpot. 3x blue transfer-printed water closet
(200g) (JOINS 307). 1x WHEW mid 19C. 2x Pearlware.
1x Staffs brown glazed.1x Surrey Coarse Border ware
?cpot bs w int green glaze towards base , heavily sooted
ext {15C)

307{c1873+ 27]  1715|Incl 8x marmalade jar sherds from jar dated '1873, prob

an Oxford Mammnalade jar with usual black transfer printed
inscrip & stamped mark '"MALLING 2 NEWCASTLE'
underside on complete base. 13x transfer-printed water
closet (1281¢g) in yellow earthenware with int white slip
and blue printed classical temples & colonnades, heavily
mortar encrusted (JOINS 303). 1x brown stoneware ink
bottle base. 1x WHEW. 1x fine ?English porcelain teacup
rim with quality gilding. 3x mod flowerpot

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. March 2007
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Context| Spot-date | Sherds|Weight Comments
402(19C 7 207]1x 19C WHEW. Mainly 18C wares. incl post-med Brill
flowerpot rim. Chinese porc. Staffs white salt. Notts brown
salt.
405|c1250-1350 38 337|Mix of fresh and worn sherds. Mostly quite small. 15 x
Brill (OXAM)} incl bottle & jug bss bs. 13x OXAQ incl
cpot rims. 5x OXY (mostly 1 cpot rim). 1x bs highly dec
Surrey Kingston-type jug. 2x worn OXAC. 1x 70XBF
flinty. 1x worn unident or 7CBM
406(12-13C? 3 23|Uncertain ident but 1x bs prob Developed Stamford ware
jug. 1x OXY cpot rim. Ix 270XAQ or OXBF flinty?
500]|L.12-E15C 1 12{0XAQ
503|16-E17C 1 7|late Brill unglz
505{11-13C 1 5{0XY
511}18-E19C 29 453|V mixed, 11-E19C wares incl Brill slip-dec flowerpot rim.
Frechen stoneware. Large bs/neck sherd OXY jug/pitcher
with strip dec. Borderware. Late Brill. OXAC incl rims. 2x
cpot rims St Neots ware (10-11C) from 2 vess
TOTAL 181 4913

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. March 2007
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Oxford Archaeology Corpus Christi Coltege, Oxford
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Table A5: Building material by context

Ciern

¢

1'(\)5 l 54 foof flat Eérfy pink;bﬁff rdof t.iule ecige frag..V Qom & 13;14C?

108] 2| 152|ridge Prob 1 ridge tile. Fine silty orange-brown fab |13-16C
with light grey core. Curved bit w glossy
greenish-br glz & unglz side frag

109 4] 1123|brick Red unfrogged brick frags incl end Width L16-17C?
105mm, Thickness 56mm. Other side frag
48mm thick

109 2| 419|floor Printed tile prob 14C Penn/Chiltern, corner n/a
29mm thick, slightly chamfered edges. Prob a
quadrant of circle (from 4 tile scheme) with int
dec incl daisy in square. ILLUS? Other frag
27mm thick plain pre-cut ?square w worn dk
brown glz - Flemish-type prob 15-16C?

109] 4] 276jroof flat |roof tile frags, prob early incl pink-buff. 1 w |n/a
decayed glz specks/splashes

110| 4| 615brick 4 separate bricks. Worn scraps incl 2 w v marl-|16-17C?
streaked & lumpy (red & white), 1 w extensive
clear ?lead glz on upper surface, thicknesses
suggest mostly Tudor, 1 later? Thicknesses 45
& 50mm & 55mm+

110 1 35|floor Worn edge frag c37mm thick, 7quarry n/a

110 2] 157|roof flat |Prob med incl corner 17mm thick w glz n/a
splashes ,

2 1 15|wall Frag plain white tin-glazed wall tile w light  [L.17-18C
yellow fabric

112 1 89|brick scrap 16C+ n/a

112 1 13]roof flat |[scrap poss med? n/a

204 1 88|floor Pre—cut quartered tile frag 62mm square, 15-16C?

23mm thick. Upper surface completely worn
but traces black glaze on sides. Fine silty red
Flemish-type fabric 15/16C?

204 2| 230|roof flat |Edge frags 13 & 14mm thick. Prob med n/a

208 14| 1300(floor Mostly frags fine silty red Flemish-type fabric |15-16C?
as in 204, mostly v worn with surfaces
completely worn off in most cases but incl 1
fresh frag 22mm thick covered in white slip
under clear glaze & pre-cut or scored for
breaking into small triangular tiles 80mm
along triang base x 58mm sides. Others w
traces black glaze. 1 other of this type 23mm
thick. 2x frags prob earlier prob 14C printed
Penn/Chiltern tiles incl corner frag 32mm
thick w gyronny design (cf Merton College 02)
& ano corner 28mm thick w traces black glz;
these P/C tiles in coarser orange fabric

208] 4| 134|roof ftat |Scraps. Prob med. 1 w circ nailhole n/a

" © Oxford Archacological Unit Ltd. March 2007 46
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Cntxt. ‘|Nos'|Wt'(g)[Form. - |Description’ " /%, "~ - .|Spot-date i T <l
209 2 74|roof flat |scraps. Prob med. Worn. 1 w specks glz 13-16C?
211 3| 246|roof flat |[Prob med incl edge frags 13-16C?
211 1| 302{floor V worn comer frag. Poss a Stabbed Wessex- |nfa
type tile ¢1280-13307 Traces decayed glaze.
25mm thick
2121 6| 737|floor V worn frags Flemish-type mostly 23mm thick |15-16C?
& pre-cut into small squares 58-60mm square,
traces worn black glaze on some, trace white
slip on side of one. 1x thicker coarser tile
corner frag 25mm w traces brown glz
212 2 87|roof flat |Scraps. Prob med. 1 w glz splashes n/a
214 1 S|roof flat |scrap 13-16C?
215 1 133|ridge Prob ridge tile lower corner av 16mm thick, 13-14C?
dense fine sandy w brown-buff
surfaces/margins & broad grey core. Extensive
greenish-br cover glaze. Poss 13-14C?
Otherwise 13-16C?
215] 9| 513jroof flat |Might include ridge frags? Thick early-looking|13-14C?
tile frags - poss 13-14C? Incl pink-buff & 1
cream , mostly quite thick incl 20 & 16mm
down to 13mm
218 1 5iroof flat _|scrap, prob med 13-16C?
219] 1 6|roof flat |scrap, prob med 13-16C?
2201 5 651|floor V worn floor tiles Flemish-style as in 212 etc  {15-16C?
incl 2 pre-cut black-glazed squares 60mm
square 24mm thick. 1 white slipped triangle
22mm thick. 1 max 26mm thick v worn
2200 2 40|roof flat _ [scraps, prob med n/a
305 1| 1167|brick Red unfrogged brick end Width 110mm, L17-18C?
Thickness 55mm. Quite regular w fairly sharp
arrises
403 [ 16jridge Poss ridge edge. Poss Brill fabric - pale 14C-16C?
orange-buff w trace of reduc greenish glaze.
1 Lmm thick
403 1 19|roof flat |Edge scrap. Reduc w dk greenish glz n/a
404 10} 492|roof flat |Might include ridge frags? Thick early-looking|13-14C?
tile frags - poss 13-14C? Incl pink-buff & t
cream , mostly quite thick incl 19mm+ &
15mm down to 13mm. 2 with patches of
decayed greenish glz incl pink-buff edge frag
w chalky voids. Otherwise 13-16C

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. March 2007
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Cntxt -

Nes

Wt

Form -

{Deseription, ;7

2T ey Ct
P .

T ISpot-date .

405|

40

1997

roof flat

Mix of worn and fairly fresh frags incl edges,
comners and tiles w circular nailholes. High
proportion of early-type tile fabrics incl 3x
cream edge frags 14-17mm thick (2 w patchy
clear glaze - prob in lower part). Many pink-
buff frags incl edge frag 20-22m thick.Mostly
dense or-br fine sandy incl frags w clear or
reduced greenish cover glaze in lower half.
Nailhole diams 13-15mm typically. May
include ridge frags?

13-14C?

405

99

ridge

Flat frag but curvature at end suggests ridge
tile, o-br fine sandy w decayed glz in upper
part. Medieval

13-14C?

405

27

unident

shapeless lump soft coarse oxidised clay.
Might be brick but might be fired daub etc

n/a

406

32

ridge

frag or-br w reduc greenish cover glaze

13-14C?

503

28

brick

Almost shapeless lump. Coarse fumpy dense
fabric

16-18C?

503

—

roof flat

scrap, prob med

n/a

511

486

floor

V worn. Flemish-type as above w black-glazed
squares. 1 larger coarser black-glazed 22m
thick

15-16C?

511

16

840

roof flat

Early-type fabrics and glazes incl some pink-
buff up to 17mm thick. Prob 13-14C?

n/a

TOTAL

158

12712
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Archaeological Evaluation Report

APPENDIX4  SUMMARY OF SITE DETAILS

Site name: Corpus Christi College, Oxford
Site code: OXCRIS’ 07
Grid reference: NGR: SP 516 060
Type of evaluation: Trenched
Date and duration of project: The fieldwork was carried out over 3 weeks in February 2007
Personnel: Project Manager:  Dan Poore
Site Supervisor: Robin Bashford
Archaeologists: Illya Sparkes-Santos

Alan Marshall

Anna Hodgkinson

Anya Rardin (student placement)
Area of site: Four 1.5m x 3m and One 1.5 m x 2 m Trench
Summary of results: The evaluation revealed a west-east aligned inhumation, potentially associated
with an early phase of St Frideswide’s priory.
A mortared stone structure, possibly representing the eastward extension of the late-Saxon burh was
also revealed, along with evidence for later development of the defenstve circuit, including a
wholesale re-build of the City wall in the early 17th century.
Evidence for the partial re-construction of the boundary wall between Christchurch and Corpus Christi
was also revealed.
Some evidence for 13th-14th century occupation was recovered from a possible refuse pit which may
have been associated with properties fronting onto the former Shidyerd Street. No evidence for the
street itself was encountered within the trenches, although this may have been as a result of later
truncation, particularly by two post-medieval cess pits which had been excavated up against the
boundary wall between Christ Church and Corpus Christi. At least one of these was stone-lined and
may date to the 18th century, although the final phase of backfilling occurred in the mid-late 19th
century. The second cess pit showed no evidence of stone lining and the artefactual evidence
suggested that it pre-dated the stone lined feature and originated in the 16th-17th century.
The remainder of the archaeological data recovered appeared to relate to the various incarnations of
the college gardens from the 16th century onwards. This included a substantial robber trench which
corresponds with a wall shown on a number of cartographic sources, and a number of landscaping
deposits which probably originate from later phases of construction of college buildings.
Location of archive: The archive is currently held at OA, Janus House, Osney Mead, Oxford, OX2
QOES, and will be deposited with Oxfordshire County Museums Service in due course, under the
following accession number: 2007.2
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Plate 1: Trench 1A

Plate 2: Trench 1A, Burial 116
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Plate 3: Trench 2




Plate 5: Trench 3 Structure 306

Trench 3 Footing 313 following partial dismantling of wall 305

Plate 6
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7.bdnd 8. dimensions as found
9. cther comments

Description (See check lists):

(.~ M\b Q@E‘[(S’l %&_ﬂ@

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

= o  —

) )
this context is @

C ey et & \_St% li,/&‘lZlME—’

I'Jhéﬂl'll’l

W&S%W

S. 018 ¥ Ll Pad obu 1. — R, Mﬂ'rro(%m}gz_,

SPe -

Interpretation/Discussion ﬁ // '?/ J— ress ”ﬁu% m O - o 7L. @.ﬂ )

Finds (tick): None[] Pot[1 Bone[] Flint[] Stonel[]

Burntstone[ ] Glass[ ] Metal[ ]

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

A Small Finds

Recorder %_

<> Samples

Date

Q Building Materials

tnitials




Context No,

., ‘ O CONTEXT RECORD -

Oxford Archaeotogy \ o’
STESK cYASD 7 | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE T L
Trench | PY Context Tyge@ Cut / Structure Check Lists:

Site sub-div Overlain by: \ \6 DEPOSIT:

1.compaction 2, colour

Structure No. Abutted by: o ; .
3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cutby: 5.thickness 6. extent
o 7.comments 8. method &
\ O Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
\ ] 1.shape in
O \ Part of: 2.ba es/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: imension and depth
4._sketch 5.truncation 6.filt
Overlies: \ D% nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY: -
- 1. materigls-27Size of bricks etc
Slide No. Cuts: uam)’/
3. fipesetS of stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces
\O—-’ 7.bond 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

9.other comments

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

{- ~ & M\B Gt S

l

| o] [

]

L
this context is E:ﬂ__l
) |

i~ ST > S{% LeAEL <

L

1 o] [ 1 [

occ . l(/g&«-fa" ERAC AN
S Ocqvv\ Q ‘1%5\\/\ > O .éM_‘——

1. — 5. '\AP\*TIZ‘_T;L?/(‘;G?@@E’T— tb?—*{'

Interpretation/Discussion ///t.// % £255 199; tL /@) @ - e 71— ﬁé—7—] '

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

A Small Finds Recorder @%
<> Samples Date ]
Q Building Materials Initials I




A y Context No.
CONTEXT RECORD nWeo
Oxford Archaeology \
- |
STEQKC 2\SO | | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE T,
Trench [ A Context Typeffpos'@/ Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: l L \ DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compaction 2.colour
) ; 3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
@O 7.comments 8. method &
\ Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT: i
. t.shapeinp

\ O ( Part of: 2.base/sides/top profile

Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dinfénsion and depth
4.sketch 5. truncation 6. fill
Overlies: \ DOL nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: ) MASONRY: -
Slide No. Cuts: 1.mz-§terials 2. 5#€ of bricks etc
3.finish ofsfones 4.

Neg No. Fill of: ‘ 0—7 coygsiet§/bond 5. form 6.faces

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

7.bond 8.dimensicns as found
9.other comments

Description {(See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

| [ ]

) w—

Ll MO (et Ca?Sier
¢ S*\OL% Ceae

this context is

S, 6835u L. 225 « 5.3

1 [

1 1

- 4

< . N\A—Trbc\z,//%m, e

Interpretation/Discussion ' %— // ‘ﬁ/ /e - Cd-% (‘ (07[ ) 7/,Z [ZSS—#@

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

CBM[}

Flint[ ] Stone[]

Burntstone[ ] Glass[] Metal | ]

Q Building Materials

Recorder %
Date
Initials




. Context No.
’,- O CONTEXT RECORD Wy
Oxford Archaeclogy
SITEOC A0 | | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPETT 7
Tench A Context TypexDEposit 7§ut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: ( L 2' DEPOSIT:

1.compaction 2. colour

Structure No. Abutted by: 3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8.method &
\D’O Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT: .
) 1.shape in pl
\OO+ ( D ( Part of: 2. basglerdes/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
L 4._sketch 5.truncation 6. fill
Overlies: | \ &) nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: ‘I3 ?naterialst(;n:z: :f bricks etc
Neg No. Filef: \Q ? codrsing/bond 5.form 6.faces

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

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

Description (See check lists):

- — - Muzcéb @Q&H&B,ngauﬂ

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

[ ] [w2]

I | | |

. ) |

Cart & Cecpny WHITE

this context is

] el CJ 7

Derormes Morimag OTH

(orse ENTRATIONS o Reoé MiLe & Ciay e\?e THoUKHATT.

S. 0 2m

e .

1. — %. Mfmcd/a/mma‘,

Interpretation/Discussion /SS R [ % &é A ﬂéfbf Vi fﬂ,’[ éﬂ[ é/ /4

Finds (tick): None[ ] Pot[ 1 Bone{] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[ ]
Leather [ ]

CBM[] Wood[ ]

Glass[ ] Metal[ ]

A Small Finds

Recorder éé

O Samples

Date

a Building Materials

Initials




P O

Oxford Archaeology

CONTEXT RECORD

Cpntext No.

W2

ISITE excﬁts'o"? ADDITIONAL SHEETS:

TYPE TR .

ContextTpr@/ Cut/ Structure

Trench lA Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: Mo% . DEPOSIT:

] 1.compaction 2. colour
structure No. Abutted by: 3.composition 4,inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent

7.comments 8. method &
\ OO Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
w ] 1.shape in plan
‘ Part of: 2.base/sides/efs profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: :31 dlmeh e t“ and geptls'u Al
. ch 5.truncation 6. fil
Overlies: \ \ \ nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: ; zwnai;irffls 2. sjae of bricks etc
NegNo. - Fill of: coursi ond 5.form 6.faces

7.Bond 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

9.other comments

Description (See check lists):

=4 Me-Drewe Guer Gay

Swa + $-©% %=

S 6 6 2wt < |-SuT

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

L ] LT L]

this context is

]

1 |

) 1 T

1. — & Maen. <.

Interpretation/Discussion //QS% W VW 0{@/‘ < ; / é ) |

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

Bone [ ]

Flint[ ] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metall[ ]

A Small Finds

Recorder %

<> Samples

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials I




& _ Context No.
CONTEXT RECORD n3
Oxford Archaegology
¢

SITE 1)) a\ '7 ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE N -

LA !
Trench | A Context Ty,ge(@t / Cut/ Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: Ll [ ‘ DEPOSIT:

. | 1.compaction 2. colour
Structure No. Abutted by: 3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8. method &
\Ob Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
- ] 1.shapein pl
\d) 2 Part of. 2.base/sid®s/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.difiension and depth
4, sketch 5. truncation 6.fill
Overlies: ‘ O% nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Stide No Cuts: 1. materials27Size of bricks etc
) ) 3. fing«Hof stones 4.

Neg No, Fill of: cotirsing/bond 5.form 6. faces

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

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

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

L D]

I | |

L ]

L=k My Teuoowt eean
Sor & \o flg(% H/smt’

ShemY

this context is

EAAEMENSTSS -

1 3]

1 [

e

L Ga % 7

7-

L. Ner Bxc

Interpretation/Discussion

M U7

"Gl ovedyde el Aa/?'v/ﬂ O o4

widee  Sheaddv
/

Finds (tick):

None[] Pot[] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[]

CBM[] Wood{ ] Leather[]

Burntstone[ ] Glass[] Metal[]

/\ Small Finds

Recorder I@

<> Samples

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials




A Context No.
CONTEXT RECORD [ I
Oxford Archaeotogy
SITEORCZAY'D] | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE QTeesT .
Trench ] A Context Type: Deposit / Cut7 W Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:
. 1.compaction 2. coloup”
Structure No. Abutted by: ”2_| N (‘wd[ %% \%‘ .
Plan No. Cut by:
| OO Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
— ] 1.shape in plan
| OO l‘ Part of. 2. base/sides/t
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimensj
4, sketch 5. truncation 6.fill
Overlies: B 5 : nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
R i 1. materials 2. size of bricks etc
Stide No. Cuts: 3.finish of stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: * coursing/bond 5. form 6.faces

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

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

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

L

L2

this context is

]

(2]

1 ]

Interpretation/Discussion &M M n {/ Mw CA /l:SGL dbeZk

a/W( @v’,ﬂbé L

Lo bt over eallor [feol/ao
7

_103\

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

CBM[ ] Wood[ ] teather[ ]

Burntstone[ ] Glass[] Metal[ ]

/\ Small Finds

Recorder %

O Samples

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials




a Context No.
CONTEXT RECORD “
Oxford Archaeology
SITE @M'Cﬂ ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE Cov—
At .
Trench l P‘ Context Type: Deposit C(ut Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div QOverlain by: DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: ; zgnm'\gzz:lon 24 inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickmEss 6. extent
7. ments 8. method &
Filledby: { O% conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
¢ 2 ] 1.shape in plan
\ ) l ’(P Part of: 2.base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4.sketch 5.truncation 6. fill
Overlies: nes 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: lCDQ » ;.gﬁ!ten size of bricks etc
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces

Matrix location

Relaticnships uncertain

7.bond 8.dimensions as found
9.cther comments

Descripticn (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

=

BN

this context is

1 1

L1 1

Interpretation/Discussion /A

D M borel; desomdble constypclion

OaﬂL ,43’ sl Lochin

a /05 A@M@/@Lb/‘/

4@;_#)? =12

Finds (tick): None[] Pot[] Bone[] Flint[]
CBMI[ 1 Wood[ ] Leather[]

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

/\ small Finds

Recorder %‘

<> Samples

Date

C) Building Materials

.

Initials




& Context No,
| CONTEXT RECORD G
Oxford Archaeology
SITEe ¢ 7 ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE Qv gToN
T ASD L
Trench ) p( Context Type: Deposit / Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: \,0 2____ DEPOSIT:
. 1.compaction 2.colour

Structure No. Abutted by: 3. composition 4.inclusion

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

‘ 86 Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
\: Z ) 1.shapein plan
\O Part of: 2.base/sides/top profile

Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth

4. sketch 5.truncation 6. fill
Overlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
) . 1.materials 2. size of bricks etc

Slide No. cuts: 3.finish of stones 4.

Neg No. Fill of: ‘ O \ coursing/bond 5.form 6. faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other comments

Description (See check lists):

DS @bea

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
L M2l [ | | |
1 M |

this context is L'—_\_‘_'E

] o] [ 1 1

Interpretation/Discussion 5‘/[&{ // a2 / LU@SZZ @2 7[%/@0{, Cé&/é/ i /_r_ :

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

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

/\ small Finds

Recorder g

<> Samples

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials




09 |

Oxlord Archaeoiogy .

CONTEXT CHECKLIST

SITE CODEOXc\s0] |SITENAME cogoos,  CHOSTI TeenCH 2 |
Context | Type Excavated Relationships Drawn Matrix Comments Recorder.
number ) within initials
segments Section | Plan

200 | DRR, V4622 200|200 [ Teeail

20\ | Ded: OfuiES 220 | 1 | w Mads Clposts Can

102 | DR YceSecq (200 | - @/ @M eave Seernce

2035 | DA O/€S 352 | 200 | - TRAALE /CefiSreacrion Heizn

oy | Dek. V€ mz | 200 | - @A ganigAreennce

205 | ped. /€S 2084 | 200 | - TermP/ Consreacrin Vorzaa

20l O \ D NovD
» 207 Req. VAES 28 |20 | - excofamen VST

28 (SoulaE] /e q 700 | - ovimeavae? SoréncE”

209 - Yuss 27 | 200 (10 fre - Banw Sow 2

20 |CoT F/6 A\l i’?."’ug 70 700 C.Cos ez Le-Boiwd

VAT o 2.0 Je0 | 2e0 Lowser €u_of C-Cor

AYA AU_, t Loo | — OPPee & C.Co

22 [SiecT. ??1[,\"7_571 21 o0 20 Lare Stxen CEvEMBST ?2

2% Pk “’:‘?&L 200| — e Vet Copssert oiing

uS [ - e iy |L0D | — Wome Sow oty 23

26 |cov 18 27,004 |260 | — C.Core foe 0B 0 7] \
27 |[fac o2l |7®]|— Fur of ¢ Cor [BC)

28 | 0f. YeieR < |20 | - M.Garo for ‘Svesace 257

29 |[o /€S 3 900 | Berow, Wiee o 222 7]

220 | Dk %1€ 55 | 900 | - (AR Sanieresmes

22 | . 7eSpe |0 | — Re-Det Qv ofqwn 25

122 D /S 997 | 90O | — Homie Sove ofiqne A%

222 (Gyper. Y% 210|200 | 10D Pe-Borcd of Corf whu_

224 |58 VS ger | - | - foos et o Cood

25 |0ed- 1 10| = | |Vl Enconsegen i froeg




P O

Oxtord Archaeology

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

A O

IT ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPEM
SITE OXC @\S’D-z DDITIO S S .
Trench Q_ Context Typﬁ%é;posi;; Cut / Structure Check Lists:

Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:

. 1.compaction 2.colour
structure No. Abutted by: 3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent

7.comments 8. method &
Zw Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
f‘Zé C > ] 1.shapeinpla
Part of: 2.base/sige<ftop profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dj sion and depth
4. sketch 5. truncation 6.fifl
ies: nos 7.other comments
Overlies: 2\ z Zw
Level Butts: MASONRY:

i K 1. materials 2. size"of bricks etc
Slide No. Cuts: 3 finish 4
Neg No. Fill of: copatfig/bond 5. form 6. faces

7.bond 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

9. other comments

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

]

—1 1

this context i
i

| @z 1 [

Interpretation/Discussion f@,&; / J\A ‘//M ‘@( 7@ S. g{ ﬁ%
7 v [

Finds (tick): None[ ]

Pot[] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]
CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

Recorder [(6

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials




Py O

Oxford Archaeoiogy

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

20 |

SITE o (ST |

ADDITIONAL SHEETS:

TYPE DL

Trench Z, Context Typ%eposit}ut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: ~— DEPOSIT:
Structure No, Abutted by: 1.compac"u'on 2.c_olour.
3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
2@0 7.comments 8 method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as; CUT:
2 ) 1.shape in pla
6 O Part of. 2 base/si
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dignsicn and depth
etch 5.truncation 6. fill
Overlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASGNRY:
Slide No Cuts: 1. Tials 2. size of bricks etc
) ) 3.finish of stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of coursing/bond 5.form 6. faces

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

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

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

I

1 |

1

this context is ‘?JDI

1 == C 1 CJ

Interpretation/Discussion

/0OM .

arourd - pavind ol PG b S
U SV

Finds (tick): None[ ] Pot[] Bonel]

CBM[] Wood[ ]

Leather [ ]

Flint[ ] Stone[ ] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metall ]

A Small Finds

Recorder %

<> Samples

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials




Oxford Archaeology

Context No.
"- O \ CONTEXT RECORD 97

SITE OM Bb“{ ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE DC‘_,Q

Trench Q9 Context Typez/agaxsit Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: 2\-—‘9’3 DEPOSIT:
Structure No, Abutted by: 1.compac.tl'on 2 c'olour_
3. composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:

. . 1.shapein plan
200 Part of: 2.base/sides/

Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimeps

4.5
Overlies: zcﬂ nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASCNRY:
Slide No. Cuts: ;.;lnnaizenals 2 of bricks etc

Neg No. ‘ Fill of: cougng
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other comments
i "
Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

|,._Lt‘ MDD BopeiinaH aﬂl-‘:‘{ -

this context is *
Cavd SuT + IO/ GRAYEL —

S. 03 6. oS x o | — 2=

7. — B- MA‘TTO&(/FQ@@EL : :DG’—7

Interpretation/Discussion O‘w’ d A /M{MAQ_/ d% &éﬂZS//é M Mhﬂ 7é:

fe rar&zmaém 74 Lo mm( an) _agdon S’W

/KcL

/5»15@1”@/»%1 12 bl lE) c:// sl zziZ_)m

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

] Metal[ ]

A Small Finds

Recorder ﬁ%

O Samples

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials




F Context No.
CONTEXT RECORD 205
Oxford Archaealogy
SITE O XS0 ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE De .
Trench z ' Context Type(f‘ geposit >Cut/ Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overfain by: 2t DEPQSIT:
i N 1.compaction 2. colour
Structure No. Abutted by: 3.composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
9 oo ] 1.shapein
Part of. es/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: Hffnension and depth
.sketch 5.truncation 6.fill
Overlies: 2 72 nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
) 1. materials e of bricks etc
lide No. Cuts:
Slide No uts 3.finish pfStones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: co g/bond 5. form 6.faces
7%bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9. cother comments

Description (See check lists):

I =4 My oCa el BEouond

Su=xt Cupnaes

<. o.0aum 6. ©-Suthx 1541

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

C 1

this context is

| z=2zd

LI | |

T-— B- Tleous=r , Der.

Interpretation/Discussion /g'[ 2
. AoZ_
Fd

Finds (tick): None[] Pot[] Bone[] Flint[] Stonel[]

CBM[] Wood[ ] Leather[ ]

Burntstone[ ] Glass|[ ]

Metal [ ]

/\ Small Finds

Recorder )gé

<> Samples

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials




Py O

Oxford Archaeology

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

Z o

SITE O}Q‘,@(S‘O‘] ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE Dé‘Q .
Trench L Context Type: @eposil / Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: 2. ’3—‘ DEPOSIT:
Structure No Abutted by: 1.compaction 2. colour
) y: 3.composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cutby: 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
200 - 1.shape in plan
Part of: 2.base/sides/t ofile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dime !
4 sk€tch 5.truncation 6. fill
Overlies: 7 ¢~ 7) nos 7. other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No Cuts: 1.materials 2_sire€of bricks etc
_ . 3.finis stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form é.faces

7.bond 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

9.other comments

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

\- ~le. same AS (IS

|

| ==l [ [

L
this context is @

6. &5 tlubx 1Sl

1 =3 1 1

¥. oz, Meen. B

PACT MA’UDG[C(/W)R . De7.

Interpretation/Discussicn !'\6/ ( : j
/ - \_—/

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

A Small Finds Recorder @
<> Samples Date

() Building Materials Initials




e Context No.
CONTEXT RECORD
Oxford Archaeology 205
SITE pRCL(ST 7 | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE TR
Trench i Context Typ’@ Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: -z_w DEPOSIT:

] t.compaction 2.colour
structure No. Abutted by: 3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent

7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
m - 1.shape in
Part of. 2 sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4.sketch 5.truncation 6. fill
Overlies: Z_d{_’ nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: " M[:::‘:ﬁ/
; . 1. : . size of bricks etc
slide No. Cuts: 3.finish of stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces

7.bond 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

9.other commenis

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

L= . Md  oeacee? Bgowd

L

Cay

| |2z | L__|

L
s contest s @
_

S . k. ® b

| @ 1 [

L. 8 LB X ST

7. — %. Maben Ex.

Interpretation/Discussion

/. 2oz

Finds (tick): None[] Pot[]

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

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

Recorder %

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials




P O

Oxford Archaeology

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

2cko

SlTEfﬂ(C‘Z(SO7 ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE \J@ 1 i)
_
Trench 7/ Context Type: Deposit / Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div QOverlain by: DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compactc|_on 2 C.OIOL”.
3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6.extent
7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
. 1.shape in plan
Part of: 2.base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4.sketch 5. truncation 6.fill
Overlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No Cuts: 1. materials 2. size of bricks etc
) ) 3.finish of stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5. form 6.faces

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

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

Description (See check lists):

AN

L
STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

|

I e

1 |

1 . |

) §
this context is I:::l

\f@‘\y T 1 O
Interpretation/Discussion
., \
NI
/
Finds (tick): None[] Pot[] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[ ] Burntstone[] Glass[ ] Metal[ ]

CBM[] Wood[]

Leather [ ]

A Small Finds

Recorder g

<> Samples

Date

Q Building Materials
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Oxford Archaeology

| CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

27/

S e OO

ADDITIONAL SHEETS:

TYPE DL -

Trench ¢ 2

Context Type:E;eposi / Cut / Structure

Check Lists:

Site sub-div

Overlain by: 2_00'

DEPOSIT:
1. compaction 2. colour

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

N M : o » -
Structure No Abutted by 3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent

7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
. 2@0 Partof 1.shape in plan e
Co-Ordinates Consists of: fand c!epth
- ch 5.truncation 6. fill
Overlies: 2 o g s 7.ather comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
stide No. Cuts: ; ?ne:tenals e of bricks etc
Neg No. Fill of: cgufsing/bond 5. form 6. faces

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

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

\ —U - Dagw Coey Cng

L] l2=]

I J | |

1 ——

this context is

SILT &+ 257 Crhecont—

1 228 [ 1 [
S, 0 -l

6 OSHT x O T ——

B . Tlearoe ;| ey

Interpretation/Discussion )
< Wes .

occupn dion g(a/a.g:# e zg,éee,

Ger/ .

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

A Small Finds

<> Samples Date

(' Building Materials Initials




o Context No.
., O CONTEXT RECORD ang

Oxford Archaeology

SITE Oy iy 7 | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE S seac i

.
Trench L, Context Type:<[fe\posit ZEut / Structure Check Lists:

Site sub-div Overlain by: 20'7 DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compaction 2. colour
3.composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8. method &
Filied by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
2&3 ] 1.shape in plan ’
Part of: 2.base/si op profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: i di hss‘ot" and d-eptg il
“ketch 5.truncation 6.fi
Overlies: .\ ﬁ nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:

Slide No Cuts: 1. materials 2_size 0f bricks etc
' ‘ ) 3.finis Stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: courSing/bond 5.form 6. faces

7.bond 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other comments
A

Description (See check lists): I STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

Ll Mo peacer Bead =L == =

Cnt 3 fomm] \Iae — , |

e Ly LUWB‘MG@%—@I[ ] 2] | | | |

S. Ol g pButx 15F 7. ——

& . Mﬁﬂcck—(/q%@ma_( o7

Interpretation/Discussion S’A/’ é Z _ /%5 ) /MYé’WQ/ /mq’ ?? O

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

/\ Small Finds , Recorder @

<> Samples Date

Q Building Materials Initials




; Context No.
" O CONTEXT RECORD
Oxford Archaeology qu
SITEQ(‘CﬁLSO‘7 ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE De(f' .
Trench o Context Tyut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: &o 2 DEPOSIT:
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8. method &
Zw Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as:
ZEID Part of:
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 4 &otch 5. trancation 6. il
Overlies: 2@7 nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: ;?m
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form é.faces

Matrix focation

Relationships uncertain

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

Description (See check lists):

_—
STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

. M evaxE®? Geown

c Al sicr & 5% CRART

L lz22d

I | |

s contextis @

S0 3w 6. 0'(5M’}/X

] [2=7

1 1

5w 1l — B M4m‘;/mt :D@L-(

Interpretation/Discussion %Wf W&{ﬂﬂ{ asl‘{ (d 2325 @K

fofest " Sabrmceral - ;b.gﬂéwé //8/20’5’\/

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

A Small Finds Recorder 26

O Samples Date

(\ Building Materials Initials




Context No.
) .
, O CONTEXT RECORD O,

Oxford Archaeology

{ . _
|S|TEO><C£6 0‘7 ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE CO—\-——-
Trench Z Context Type: Deposi (C?Jt Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:

Structure No. Abutted by: 1. compactlon 2. co

Plan No. Cut by: 5.thi
mments 8, method &

7
2@0 Filled by: (L\(J ZLZ ZZE conditions

Section No. Same as: CcuT:

?’w Part of; 1.shape in plan

2.base/sides/top profile

Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4. sketch 5. truncation 6. fill
Overlies: nos 7.ather comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
: ] . E - - S 72 1. materials 2.size of b
Slide No Cuts: l|7‘ '7/’1—‘(’ , 7.\84 L(q ! 207 ch( ZO‘Z— m Y24 3 finish of s
Neg No. Eill of: coursj ond 5. form 6.faces
7.1%nd 8. dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other comments
e
Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
] o] 1 [
Liverne. 2. Nere veeTicac
O this context is m
N. € o Conee &ase e
Z . D-¥m < Pm CMW\

4. —— S, TRuwaes [z8]l . As AGcE—

1

|nterpretation/D:scussion m(lfm r\&a# ﬂéf /&g Yo é&éc 0((

/D-Z» J/WL/ M/
4 [

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

/N small Finds Recorder 272

<> Samples Date

Q Building Materials Initials




.’ . . Context No.
CONTEXT RECORD 01
Oxford Archaeology
SITEOZ(C@S‘D'Y ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE g( {
Trench z_ Context Type'zposit)Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: Z—'?_/. DEPOSIT:

1.compaction 2. colour

Structure No. Abutted by: L R .
3.composition 4.inclusion
Pian No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8. method &
2@0 Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
tZ . O } 1.shape in pl
Part of: 2. basefstdles/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3dfmension and depth
4.sketch 5.truncation 6. fill
Overlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: 2 2 T MASONRY:
Slide No Cuts: 1.materials 2.size of bricks-etc
- - 3.finish of sto ;
Neg No. Fill of: 2 i coyrsj ond 5.form 6.faces
c-) 7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other comments
_
Description {See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

). . M Ceet Cat Sicr

[212]

1 [

 oncENTRENoRS of /SONE|

ColR e feonsT Al 7225 .

L
this context is

1 2x =el ]

5« £ - "7M

6. . o-Bom X l’gm_f/

7. — &. Mﬂ—lmbcc/muﬁ'f’c,( Der .

Interpretation/Discussion A e y ”Z:/// ?Z @MW@EK CC-J/ (2&

Finds (tick): None[] Pot[] Bonel ]

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

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

Recorder | _6

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials




& . Context No.
CONTEXT RECORD 27
Oxford Archaeology !
SITE yX 1S/ | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE =L
| = s —

Trench 2z — Context Typem/ Cut / Structure Check Lists:

Site sub-div Overlainby: DEPOSIT:

Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compaction 2. colour
3. composition 4.inclusion

Plan No. Cuthy: 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8. method &

Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: Ut
@ ] 1.shapein plan
2‘ Part of: 2.base/sides/1 ile
Co-Ordinates ' Consists of: 2,d|m t 5 nand qeptg a
. SHRLC truncation 6.1
Overlies: nos 7.other comments

Level Butts: MASONRY:

Slide No. Cuts: 1. materials 2. size of byj
3.finish of stol g

Neg No. Fill of: coursiry nd 5.form 6.faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other comments

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

IIIIIIIII

\-—4 M\7CE’§ L’/&WE’ 'th' tt'IE::ll '
poese  Moowe Cede | o
UAEE S Sone. ehe |

S V45w L. VSWT R o 8BS

T — . Macn. &= |

%ﬂéf /4/// @Z Q@@A&zﬁ

Interpretation/Discussion / q% vir é
C&L% /_Zd .

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

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

Recorder éﬁ

Date

Initials

Q Building Materials




P O

Oxford Archaeology

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

Z\<

SITEOCAST 7

ADDITIONAL SHEETS:

TYPESTPCT

Trench Z_ Context Type: Deposit / Cut E tructure) Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: j_?_ ( 2 1 DEPOSIT:
L 4"‘
Structure No. Abutted by: \ 1.compac.t|9n 2.colo .
3. compositiop4-dhclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thicknesS'6_extent
mments 8. method &
I o) Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
- 1.shape in plan
Part of: 2.base/side profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of; 3.di fon and depth
“sketch 5. truncation 6. filt
Overlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
slide No. Cuts: 1. materials 2. size of bricks etc
3.finish of stones 4,
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain 2&5

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

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

7

L mesTone -~ Lo Moemé-

]

- —

7. \/M.st =. &\JG’HL‘/ HEJJA

1
tis context s @:g]
L

—r

Y-, TSC e EFaED VCNIMIQ

]

TercH .

6 . wesr SEED B muUld SoanmOeE

S . TE w5 AonED oA FeoTindy

1. L Meehe— B LlwT X - Sml

Q. ———

Interpretation/Discussion /qu 749{\ eﬂ/ 6947‘6 w /( ,éb)% AN k(@._
wtfoert

@LWZ- 5,@ = s Gorrt—,

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

CBM{[] Woodl[ ]

Leather|[ ]

A Small Finds

Recorder ‘Q&

<> Samples

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials
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Cxford Archaeclogy

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

21

ADDITIONAL SHEETS:

TYPE ’EQ

STEOKC2 SO 7
B

Trench Context Typg( Deposiy// Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlainby: Dy S’ DEPOSIT:

Structure No.

Abutted by:

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

Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
z l 6 7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
: 2 if ) 1.shapeinpla
P 2 .
art of 2.base, s/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3 gifnension and depth
4.sketch S.truncation 6. fill
Overlies: ZZZ , 2\ ‘5 nos 7. other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: 1.materials 2. size of bricks etc
3.finish of sto .
Neg No. Fill of: coursin nd 5.form 6.faces
7. d 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

9.other comments

Description {See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

4. MD> Jeriansy

L _ | [25]

VBrowd Sa0n + Qeavst_

this context is

5. 2. 2m L. VWi x o Sa

1 [E=g

1. — & "Wowet , e~ .

Interpretation/Discussion &_— { l-sé% a/a(/e/ _ &l 2 ._Q’/r l

ol 0@405#3 a/%fm woall ,49/4/@/ ﬂ/%—"

V

W -3 ¢

ol 770

Finds (tick):

None [ ]

Pot[] Bone[] Fiint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]
CBM{] Wood[] Leather[ ]

A Small Finds

Recorder @

O Samples

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials




Context No.
) CONTEXT RECORD
O?ord Archag Z ( 5

SITE O 1S/ 7 | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE T

Trench Context Type£ éeposit / I&ut / Structure Check Lists:

Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:
) 1.compaction 2. colour
Structure No. Abutted by: 3. composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cutby: 2 ( 6 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8, method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:

] 1.shape in pi
2.0 Part of: 2. base/sid€5/top profile
po— Consiets of. 3.djmiension and depth

4.sketch 5. truncation 6. fill

Overlies: 'Z—-(Qt/ nos 7. other comments
T

Level Butts: MASONRY:

. 1. materials 2.sj
Slide No. Cuts:

' Y 3.finish ofatones 4.
Neg No. Fili of: coursi

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

Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

Vb Mo - Daeie Gees = lae) L) L]

. this context is
it Saer 2% GeaowT . :

=. 0SS, 6. O~§M+}co.5’,:*"l |z | | | |

9. — 5. Memx}«z_/ve@m, Dey

Interpretation/Discussion n “ & - _ ™
Homic' sol - sl €10-)
‘_" \J._/

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

/\ small Finds Recorder peé

<> Samples Date

Q Building Materials Initials




a Context No.
| CONTEXT RECORD 2) JA
Oxford Archaeology
SITE XA T | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE Cov—
Trench <7 Context Type: DepositrTutY Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: ;zgmﬁzgt'on 24 inclsgion
Plan No. Cut by: 5. thicka#ss 6. extent
7.«dmments 8. method &
Filled by: 2 (T 2 - conditions
Section No. Same as: A CUT:
2_@0 X 1.shape in plan
Part of: 2. base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4. sketch 5. truncation 6. fill
Qverties: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
f . 1. materi *Size of bricks etc
slide No. cus 2048, ibe, 222 3.ﬁrﬁsfo(
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

7.bond 8.dimensions as found

Description (See check lists):

Ak -

/4

[ 2unene. 2. N. epce—

SpleS g o TS0 7 ThaT

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

1 BTl

1 |

this context is E:EI

9.other comments
L

s

1 [

ERE 2. ©-Em C"\\Zoncv e O DeeR .

Ce -

— S.

Ev o] & . aAS Afos

7 -

Interpretation/Discussion /0655, ) @m C'%qé ﬂé‘(“ﬁg}? m/;-(p‘)

( Av/sv %fuc{/m( Monpins, bt ads Q7 Q87

=
7

Finds (tick): None[ ]
Leather[ ]

CBM{] Wood][]

Pot[] Bone[ ]l Flint[]

Stone [ ]

Burntstone[ ] Glass|[ ]

Metal [ ]

A Small Finds

Recorder %

<> Samples

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials




s Context No.
CONTEXT RECORD 9.
Oxford Archaeotogy l

SITEORCAS 7 | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE £ ¢,

Trench s Context Type{@ut / Structure Check Lists:

Site sub-div Overlain by: W DEPOSIT:

Structure No. Abutted by: N 1.compaction 2.colour

. ’ 3. composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8. method &

Filled by: conditions

Section No. Same as: CUT:

“2 O O ] 1.shapein plan

Part of: 2.base/sid profile

Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dirgeffsion and depth

4.sketch 5.truncation 6.fill

Overlies: nos 7.other comments

Level Butts: MASONRY:

Stide No. Cuts: ;.F'\a.terials 2. size: ks etc

L es 4.
Neg No. Fill of: % coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces
— 7.bond 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

9. other comments

Description {See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

V. —G4-. MUD %KGWNx&M Qﬁi?f

Ot Sier + 9, Coude

| i [ |

this context is
L ) |

CEASTER . CECRLES |

el [ 1 [

S.g b, DTS |

1, — 8 Wbom.%%wﬂ, Ve,

Interpretation/Discussion ﬁ. // (/2’4 ) S0 SS CM%A Co{f '@

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

CBM[] Wood][ ]

Leather [ ]

/\ smallFinds

Recorder %

<> Samples

Date

(Y Building Materials

Initials




',' O CONTEXT RECORD e
Oxford Archaeology Z\g
ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE g |

SiTep K 2807

Trench

7

Context Ty Cut / Structure

Check Lists:

Site sub-div

Overlain by: Z‘ q
A)

DEPOSIT:
1. compaction 2. colour

Structure No. Abutted by: - . .
3. composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cutby: 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
Z_@ - 1.shapein plan
Part of: 2. hase/sides, rofile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.di on and depth
4.5ketch 5. truncation 6. fill

Overlies: 'Z__Z,QE‘ 2[ '7 ! 2[ (

nos 7.other comments

Level Butts:
Slide No. Cuts:
Neg No. Fill of:

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

MASONRY:

1. materials 2. size tks etc
3.finish o es 4.
coursifig/bond 5.form 6. faces

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

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

1. —l- - MDD o7 Geoun

C_Af’ Sier

1 (29 ]

L] [ ]

this context is

i | 1 |

S. & 18m

6. 6-5.0 Xo,5u

1 kzd 1 [

7. — & Mammek mose Deg .

Interpretation/Discussicn /
0SS .

rad T

o Wo?/ m(/%a:& ?,é Mhamered

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

Pot[] Bonel[] Flint[] Stonel[ ]

Leather[ ]

Burnt stone [ ]

Glass[ ] Metal[ ]

Recorder .éé

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials




P O

Oxford Archaeology

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

29

STEIRCRSOT

ADDITIONAL SHEETS:

Trench

Z

TYPE D@

Context TypgtI Deposit /Eut / Structure

Check Lists:

Site sub-div

Overlain by: 2@%

DEPOSIT:

Structure No.

Abutted by:

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

5.thickness 6.extent

Plan No. Cut by:
Y 7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
2@ § i.shape in plan
Part of: 2. base/sides rofile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.di fon and depth
- sketch 5.truncation 6. fill
Overlies: Z L% nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: ;.?neztenals Za;rs"e5 p; ricks etc
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces

7.bond 8. dimensions as found

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

9.other comments

Description (See check lists):

|-~ Mo Sleernalv &&7

Sonsy ST

S, 0. 0lwm b o-Swmt xS

I —

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

1 ']

1 ]

this context is

1 ==2]

I

7. — R. WRes. >0, (D@'/

Interpretation/Discussion /
255 .

f’é@é/
4

R e %
v /7

4

fw;;éea @OZD

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

A Small Finds Recorder @g—
<> Samples Date

(" Building Materials Initials




Oxford Arci\aeology

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

220

ADDITIONAL SHEETS:

SITE OXC QST TYPETTXR .
Trench 2 Context Typei- eposit fCut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: gfg(" 2860 DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compacfign 2. ;olour‘
3. composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: S.thickness 6.extent
7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. S Same as:
2'1::0 Part of:
Co-Ordinates Consists of: .
4.4ketch 5.truncation 6.fill
Overlies: 2_05 . nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
slide No. Cuts: 1.ma_terials e of bricks etc
. 3. stones 4,
Neg No. Filt of: ursing/bond 5.form 6.faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
rix location Relationships uncertain ' 9.other comments

Description (See check lists):

-~ same as (o)

S . 0-Bw

& 220 < I‘SM+

7. — 7

Mach . B

E—
STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

] Eed 1 [

this context is

E_ =l 1 [

Interpretation/Discussicn

mfﬁ.(%z_,) o

Finds (tick): None[] Pot[] Bone[] Flint[] Stone{] Burnt stone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]
CBMI[ ] Wood[ ] Leather[ ]

%

A Small Finds

Recorder @_[/') _

Samples

Date

Building Materials

Initials

P




a ] ’ Context No.
| : CONTEXT RECORD 27\
Oxford Archaeology
SITEHKC LA [ | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE DHeQ -
. —
Trench Context Typ / Cut / Structure CheckLLists:
Site sub-div Ovetlainby: 22 ?,' Z DEPOSIT:
Structure No Abutted by: 1.compaction 2. colour
) | 3. composition 4. inclusion

Plan No. Cutby: 5.thickness 6. extent

7.comments 8. method &

W Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
2 1.shape in plan
z’oo Part of: 2. base/sides/tg ife
Co-Ordinates Consists of: i‘dlmteh p and ‘:ePtg il
ch 5.truncation 6.fi
Overlies: 2_\ ‘b nos 7.other comments

Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: g Wks etc
Neg No. Fill of: coufsing/bond 5. form 6.faces

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

.

Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

Ll . M ‘/auowsSw T

| Ezz] 1 [

Sass s> Geas

L
this context is ,

S . OO b 06T x

1 [&&] [

1 |

O 2unl

7. —

¥ TRa=usE=C ,"\bo—‘/

Interpretation/Discussion IY; j ] &!‘*—@ ’ 2 - % %0( W ( ‘

Finds (tick): None[ }

Pot[] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]
CBM[] Wood[] Leather|[ ]

Mmall Finds

Recorder zé

<> Samplgs

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials

R




SITE Oy QiST7

.’ O Context No.

S ' CONTEXT RECORD

Oxford Archaeology 222
ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE D@@

Context Type: Eeposi)/ Cut / Structure

Trench ‘L Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: ZL (P DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compaction 2. colour
' Y: 3.composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: S.thickness 6. extent
. 7.comments 8. method &
M Filled by: conditions
.

Section No. Same as: CuUT:

W 20 Part of: 1.shape in plan
Co-Ordinates Consists of:

Overlies: 2_2_4 . Zl%

2. base/sides/. Chile

3. dimepsttn and depth

4, ch 5.truncation 6.fill
0s 7.0ther comments

MASONRY:

Level Butts:
Slide No. Cuts:
Neg No. Fill of:

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

I 9. other comments
I

Description {See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

ond 8.dimensions as found

1 ]

1 g

=& - Mo — Voow ey
Contf ST .

this context is

5. O \wr

MAYK

=]

]

1 [

6. O-butr olwd

7. —

L. THoTL, e

Interpretation/Discussion . . ~
Homic™ ol _— ] (21%)
v SNe———

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

/D¢Small Finds

Recorder % l

<> Samplgs

Date I

Q Building Materials

Initials I




s S Context No.
o CONTEXT RECORD 27:5
Oxtord Archaeclogy
SITE (57 | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPES
OCCLS T
Trench L Context Type: Deposit/ Cu@ Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:
R 1.compaction 2. colour
Structure No. Abutted by: 2"\ l t 2—\ ?— 3.composition 4.inclusicn
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6.extent
éﬁ 7.comme “fethod &
2‘ Filled by: conglistns
Section No. Same as: CUT:
2 @( ) ] 1.shape in plan
Part of: 2. base/sides/top pro
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 2 ‘:':mens'°t ncatigztz il
. tru )
Overlies: nds 7. other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY;
. . 1.materials 2. size of bricks etc
Slide No. Cuts: 3.finish of stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: Z o coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces
’ \ 7.bond 8. dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other comments
_
Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

LAToE O Lone  MoeraR.

]

o —

L
this context is
1

[0 |

I | | |

Interpretation/Discussion g
i 7/@{!0‘ bha

CI?Z/ -UJ-?// ~ ye ’éu[/ﬁ th

J60Z, /n;/;f/ rz/af/(/)

Finds (tick): None{ ]

Pot[ ]

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

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

/\ small Finds

Recorder ﬁé

O Samples

Date

O Building Materials

Initials




~ Y Context No.
‘ CONTEXT RECORD -
Oxford Archaeology
~
SITEpie 437 | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: Type EURS
Trench 7z Context Type: Deposit / Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:
Structure No Abutted by: }.compaction 2. colour
) ) 3. composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
y 1.shape in plan
Part of: 2.base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4.sketch 5.truncation 6. fill
Overlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No Cuts: 1. materials 2. size of bricks etc
: : 3.finish of stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5. form 6. faces

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

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

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

TS Lere.

I | [ 1]

L

this context is E'I:I

L 1

I .

I | |

Interpretation/Discussion 4! 5/ 2

Loy Merembg  seton

/pw(

‘L( iﬁb{/ /40/‘4

%0[ 4 *dafﬂ&jéayé%@( .

Finds (tick): None[]1 Pot[] .Bone[] Flint[]
CBM[] Wood[] Leather[ ]

Stone [ ]

Burntstone[ ] Glass[ ] Metal[ ]

/\ Small Finds

Recorder %

<> Samples

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials




e SN Context No.
S CONTEXT RECORD :
Oxford Archaeology 225
SITE 57 | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPEDCL
I DECLSD L.
Trench 7 Context Type: @)sit bCut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compaction 2. colour
: 3. composition 4.inclusion
Plan No, Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8. method &

Filled by: conditions

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

Part of: 2.base/sides/t fle

Co-Ordinates Consists of: z dlrneh i and geptg il
. geeffch 5. truncation 6. fi

Overlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: ; fr:::::::rials 2':::5 1 2ks etc
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6. faces

7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Refationships uncertain 2—‘%[ 222 724 C_‘,, 9. other comments
— h

Description (See check lists):

b M Beownsn Oley

Ca1 Swua o 266% a@L
S c.0-Sul 6. Lo U O A &

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

L1 =1 L1 [ 1

L 1 I 1

this context is @

1. — K. Hocoeed -

\ 4

N Amo/ gl -

Interpretation/Discussion E’ %{«_F é ﬂof% c/;),[ cﬁ}é’c/ -2 &CDMM

(/

CBM[]} Wood[] Leather|]

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

A_Small Finds Recorder
O Samples Date
Q Building Materials Initials

_



P

PO

Oxford Archaeology Oxford Archaeology

e 3
OXCrR1S OA

Trench orientation = - |J Grid reference ~ Field No.

EVALUATION TRENCH RECORD SHEET

Length 2 . Width | & my | Average depth to top of natural l{ Zg w | Was archaeology present? —"

PlanNos? 2o SectionNos 7. R 0.30’),6&”

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

2l

Were finds recovered ? [

Conthf check list / Descriptions

TR A
o

Context No.

Description

Present topsoil/ploughsoil

304 PErosIT, LINING OF PROBABLE CESS PIT,REMNRING OF PRIMARY £et
202 CAT OF PRORABLE c&SS PIT
303 FiLL oc PRogABLE (£SS PiT

0L WALL oN ERNSIDE oF TRENCH , RUNNING E-t), CRUDE LIMESTONE RLECKS

208 WALL ON W SipE pe TRENCH RUNNING SN . CRUDE LIMEIrpnE Elocks

306 Gmw’-@ and {@ WALLS P8l ATI10/Ns4 1P > ST 00t Finlle

30% |FILLOF TRENCH Afove (301, £302] (3032238 2% _ase "serveen
203  |frmomg Ell ol Cess pir

50'5 Primens Eill of (Ess PIT

210 |Original Gk of Cats AT

3)) %,s.i Top B (13 cnkin) o] Cess Pit 313~ LT
310 |Gk ol wmodum malucall (30%)

. Natural (describe) N /A4 -2 DxAra( :La:, Blue dkg in Place

Brief description of archaeology/comments

130 woalla Zol:+_’s’o$‘( o 206) Lol sline, v A4 ook hen .

N ond U. Exacdly, E-W amd N-Salgneol. The V-8 wall fin boery bolhie 2 a
!k“ﬁub{g Amdq#‘hgqm'nof-"&wg 16t con wall gnol Herectly ad
/uLE-ULM.u. Er ralls a2 conliv porary Anol dale aypnox 1 Lo g

oy 13H0 by, Thyy fom, fetne Jor 4 cess pib Ha ovgsaal co L of plrck L2101
ol d only be pmasls ool L, deg g Tivo primiocy, Llls (301)"[30‘1’)*%&»/,.:. Y, 4

(300 Lid oi oo Max, diotl for (304) 1 o . Y. 204 Lo provmel Moning .k L3021

| D L %Le‘n Lma » |
(305) Bl ﬂLarL (303)IJ (o> all o_rl vl 1B ton Date 9.5~ /9 2 / 2067




i

Py O

Oxford Archaeology

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

d01

EITE OXc RIS o | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: / TYPE DEPOSTIT l
Trench Context Type: qJ€posi/ Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: 30;. DEPOSIT:

Structure No.

Abutted by: 306

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

Plan No. Cutby: 5.thickness 6. extent
: Y 302" 7.comments 8.method &
Bm Filled by: 303 conditions
—
Section No. Same as: CUT.
. 1.shapedfi plan
%OO Part of: 2. basé/sides/top ile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: “dimension arfd depth
4.sketch 57fruncation 6. fill
Overlies: 303 305 nos 7_gther comments
Level K& 555 60 Sutts: MASONRY,
. R 1. mpe€rials 2. size of hricKs etc
. Slide No. ’/5‘- Is Cuts: yﬁ:ﬁtone .
Neg No. - Filt of: coursing/bope’s.form 6.faces
gNo. | /& 1< E,‘;/OJ 7.bond 8 dfmensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9. othegy€omments
I
Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
RS I%?‘ | |3°I’~ | | 3?3] L i |
Compact 1t Bpown Sty SAND ot SPRNLE
! w 7 ! this context is "5
PEOBLE Drclbrops , APPEARD 0 BE 3ocm Daef ; Hhe Exipt] | = | I l IA l g | 1 .

- 15 Lukvouh). REMALWS o it LINEDNG . RaD Doﬁ/.

I P d )

Ovtrliea o pmert cessyFills 43032@(205) '—777!"'&')#5@5% F:'/(.rﬁ,t Qn';-iw(,

(Fsserr cud CRi101

Interpretation/Discussion

ool boad plglos thele +nes. /36,51

TossillE REMATING of RA™ cEss Py (imeawg OF PTC 302 7]

23 small g[a..u Bottlea wwlﬁf-—eﬂ éa_,, portef Za'ni\,(, 55‘4’-0143 agained Lo piatd

:25‘4 CN'S"'G'(L): & ﬂ!!a:;! G!ﬂ #’\é .

Dake : fute 18t — gacddy 18U contin, {7

Un{ 0/4( M%L,J?nmlvg é‘//fO‘ Qn'gt"\l (s "ol'[ [.?/0_'], F[/J:(‘SOI),(ZDJ’L

(308).

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

/\ small Finds Recorder
. <> Samples \/1/l Date oL /p2{o#

Q Buildiné Materials

. |nltla|5¢0s3 ]




A Context No. ]
CONTEXT RECORD 207
Oxford Archaeoiogy
SITE OXC RIS OF ADDITIONAL SHEETS: / TYPE ["U-'-
Trench 3 Context Type: Bepesity Cut / Stiucture- Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlainby: 3¢5 3 2o 3
Structure No. Abutted by:
Plan No. E o Cut by: / corp
Filled by: 3 0_3 : cowflitions
Section No. Same as: / CUT:
1.sh inpl
300 Part of: / Z.Eaislesilzei/atzp profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4.sketch 5.truncation 6. fill
Overlies: [308> ( 30~$) . nos 7.other comments
Level Butts:
Slide No. I/S-r 15 Cuts: ™4
Neg No. //5_—'/5- Fill of: /
Matrix location Relationships uncertain
Description {See check lists): _ | STRATIGRAPch MATRIX
| | [303 ] [3o% |
|. Cannot be huced, 45 3o0to beyond hindk uoll
2 A -r/s this contextis | 3O
FL TRAIGHY /STEEP, .
I | Boz |—>|3gx|”|303 |
3 DEPTH: APPLOX- 2,40 .

u.j s/, 4 (303)
wall 1.

-
]_C_;'.ol_) -

add Fonak lolen clole + o, I/ S0-31

Interpretation/Discussion

Qi o‘ pnt(—ﬂ.tcvt' (ess Pik . Fill (Pn‘r\r\_m:}) ,g_ro!m)a(i. ~rgveo] in ,Ptuﬁ G A

_L'Mni,_(.:iOl) Lbf{: Boccles alr(.ote &g,au)ul' N em.ﬂt 1) = dalls.
FulL R ¥ ttn—t Wr\_lomown_ as Cut 'prot:«}a% Q—xteru»é L—Lyo:\ll ér-e-'u.k Wa\,a.r.

NO{. C,'—f‘tq-'r\- we‘.aé %ktbﬁ‘d 'élv‘v C(,\.l ’d 0{(}:‘6 l'r’t{'o

To !an'mw& :f[(.l‘ Mna‘,(;!j.’t{ (308), {308) "'70”.'3"1!11( C«.l 0[ P"'[.

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

/\ Small Finds Recorder 4y

<> Samples Dateor/a.Z/ 2o0¥

Q .Building Materials : Initials




~ : Context No.
: _ CONTEXT RECORD 303
. Oxford Archaeology
| .
SITEOXCRTS @7 | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: / TYPE DEPOST T
Trench 3 Context Typec[JEposiV Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-dliv Overlain by: m?. DEPOSIT:
. 1. compaction 2.colour
Structure No. Abutted by: 306 3. composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6.extent
BOO 7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
- |
Section No. Same as: CUT:
300 Part of: 1.shapeh plan
i 2. bas€/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: j i ll"':e:ssion a geptg il
_sketch 5.t#dncation 6. fi
Overlies: ’30 i nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
i . 1. materiaf$ 2. size of bricks etc
. Slide No. ’/S -1& Cuts: 3;%;20“&5 .
Neg No. - Fill of: 2 '®) cgdrsing/bond 5<form 6. faces
l /S 1 — Q} 7.bond 8.diensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other c
A

Description (See check lists):

Loose to MEDIEM ComPRetTons  BLACK STUK Loy . BRSce

CoRAMI PIPE. GEMERAL RARD G, Zoomm HHECK, £ -

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

1 Bexl [ [

this contextis

[ 1 [@ed] [Poz] [

pAN L

g Unenowsy , KU 0F vt 302 HAND pug

|t Ad-Fonad pholos sloge + mes. /30,21

Interpretation/Discussion

—

l‘ . O\rL—

i, Probobly, Sec on oo
ﬂu&»&tlxk&{aﬁ&#‘ri Avat Q/u.‘s Ou-l' &i&— 44@«9/9:1-"\5«\1{.

[ an &u, f

Dafi : 208 [ -Meol:eval

Finds {tick): None[] Pot[<4 Bone[A Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass{+ Metal [T
CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

A Small Fi"ds/ Recorder 4y j/
(' Building Materials Initials




P O

Context No.
sz, | CONTEXT RECORD 304 \
SITE Okcri1S © 3 | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: / | TYPE STE“CTWEAI
Trench 3 Context Type: epesit#-Eut/ Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: 30 7. ‘ DEPOSIT:

Structure No. 3 fo) 6

Plan No.

200

7. compaénts 8. method &

. 1.compagtién 2. colour
Abutted by: 3052,_30 24 80 32 3. corpposition 4«riclusion
Cut by: 5. pHickness6. extent

Filled by: ) condftions
Section No. sameas: 3 §( W‘O&:L' ) CuT:
3 (o led] 1.shape in plan
Part of: SO‘ 2. base/sjd€s/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.djmeénsion epth
4. 5ketch & truncation 6.fill
Overlies: nos J7other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
X . 1. materials 2.size of bricks etc
Slide No. - Cuts:
1/5- K 3.finish of stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix focation Relationships uncertain 9. other comments
__
Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

L | (302 ] _
Dbmzsi’on& 2)30 Yo Lu 10-20cue T A l—T——l L,_I

this context is

S)KOin\Lh L!anLol l/)me. ﬂwﬁ, | 1 [

_5)£M% &thuﬁr—. occ. ful - roumolesd
§) Faceo intindeal fint Srobicnl, allbonsgl rousty 7) Loose bond

| 1 [

Interpretatlon/Dlscussmn

S)Ua.a Lraced HAownioadls ,1_‘2,3: Z2.40m. a/#,ouqé oL pfpé([&, con Presees g' o cral
pid 4(1 it found tin bl the olopth of ca. 4 25 9 Misned F-W

Lole tpeq R0 -3 (Filems wo.1)

| Ua(L/s’?h\ 48 Conlemporary fp Wall Q‘ as they abutl pae prolher olnectly,
MML_—“.QLOIJ{B% At ey n'm.’&/l, M&é‘i@_&_

CMA ’p:'l [302 J.

Dits: post- Heoliewl | foe 1EH - 138 contan, (P

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

A SmallFinds ~~

Recorder A KA’/

<> Samples

Date ps/02/2 0%

(Y Building Materials S fone (Limestone) Moo Initials




Py O

Oxford Archaeclogy

I CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.
308

ADDITIONAL SHEETS: /

TYPE QTR UCTURE

Trench Q2 Context Type: Deposit / Cut/ Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: 3 O ? DEPOSIT:
. 1.compéction 2. colo
Structure No. 306 Abutted by: 30 a , 302 , 30 3 B%g?osign 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cutby: 7 ’ ;.thickness 6.8 tenrt‘ ‘e
.comme .metho
30 O Filled by: . conditions
-
Section No. sameas: 2m{ {in redation) CUT:
3 ] 1.shapeirfplan
O O Part of: 306 2.bast/sides/top pro
Co-Ordinates Consists of: “dimension and-depth
4, sketch 5.grdncation 6.fill
Overlies: nos 7.ger comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
0 . 1. materials 2. size of bricks etc
Slide No- ) /‘S_- IS cuts: 3.finish of stones 4.
NegNc. |/€ =} : Fill of: coursing/bond 5. form 6.faces

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

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

Description (See check lists): - STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
L [Bo#] | | |
DLimcstoru__,- 2)30-40by 10-20cm ; ) : * ' :
! this context is o)
DRoushly yorked; U lime Mortar , = -1 e —
S)Kewgkh.. I'Lc,{—ﬂ-méu-lﬂ', pcc. sulb - r'surwﬂuvl_,'

6) Faces fr‘\rbmd,tol 'Ll(lu'é /Vert'caé, a(ﬂagk ML_ /' z. Lao&e Lono{
(thoush probalbly cont:

I'L

Interpretation/Discussion

_i‘a.t (208), (303) Ag.np{émffz ﬂG/M a[ ca . Q,ZYM;ﬁ)/J-L\gnzo/ N'~s, /s AM
ﬁ Le by tl U A4 @'nrl /64h cm@ Jﬁuﬂ'ﬂ 4,;4([ ; gﬂ. ggf@s ,;l‘a(mm //f0-3]

/UAL( 4?5\,,-, COn_'é&m_joora::, t wa(( QQ\, afl fLu—. aiu_ﬁL ong moyw-

diecllo. Bonol ol chape of slnss are vens gimilar ,amel boll fye

Als fonme Jor Hlu cens prd [302],

-

De b : ’po,:!- /‘fch‘Lra(', Aﬁ /f/é—,eqfé, /348 CtmTlnms (?)

..ck‘:e .
b L

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

A Small Finds /

Recorder 4 KH l

O Samples /

Da‘eos/oz/zmd

(' Building Materials Lime one, Morfar

Initials J




A

Context No.
., Q CONTEXT RECORD

Oxford Archaeology 30‘
SITE OXC 1S ©F | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: - TYPE BROUP
Trench 3 Context Type: -Bepesit-eut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: 30 } DEPOSIT:
1. tion 2.col
Structure No. 30“1 20& Abutted by: 0 ?‘t 20% » B.Eompositli(;nn c'ocohl:srion
Plan No. Cut by: thickness6. extent
3 oD 7.comménts 8. method &
Filled by: congitions

Section No. Same as: CUT:

wrplan

4. sketch 5.grtincation 6. fill

. 1.shap P
S 0O Part of: 2.bast7sides/top prgfile
p— Consists of: 30 l-ll oS imension angfepth

Overlies: i ’ nos 7.oyer comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
swero 1fs-1s o ety
ot | /57~ 1S — -bond .dmensions a found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9. other comments
Description (See check lists): | STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

1 o] 1 [

L

DLMJ&% z -Z) 0-40 L\1 w‘wcpu.
this context is
S)Zogé Q!e L orked .z 4) Liwr Hert\r!- I . . :

L1 L1 | | |
.5)&44@ ptcdanacler ,0cc. 1l - rouncled

‘é)lfam intenoled 26l vedieat, adtlowdh mugk oo se bont

g) @o”\ uaU.c émr_z_o( down. éa AmpagL 5&,@ 01( Z 110 a(l‘auqk ,-M_

(anbane, a5 pil fls (308),(308) = = founl prn ol p{ppd of ca. U 20

5 Uall 30U aLa,.uz £V, WAl 305 S- €. s pglol:bonal hotss sbole +oty: //30-31

Interpretation/Discussion

Wells Qn—;jfb:wemsf ‘géuﬁlmg ot angbbar gll!.c_ié'L Bonol oA ‘r/m,.a& ol

5&5&&5 Y‘g@ Q-ma(tr, Lo/'lv. &;g"é&f' lormn-r LM—Q- [pn N Mo‘( U,hp[g) gé
| posl=Nedseal (Lole 198~ gurty 1OLh tonbiury) Cona pih L2021,

Unfl 30B builh sp assinat clpmoliy J6H tambory asall (of Heoie oo}

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

/\ smallFinds ~ | Recorder 4 e

> samples Date 5 e/p2 7 206

Q Bui!ding.;‘Materials L,'Mto,u_ ﬂ“[u, Initials




P O

Oxford Archaeology

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

30%

SITE OXc@ts oF | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: - TYPE pg pos T
|
Trench 3 Context Type: Deposit ~ett-AStrictura. Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:
r@dhn. COﬂ.t.Nl:
Structure No. / Abutted by: 1.compaction 2. colour
3. composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: S.thickness 6.extent
3 0 7.comments 8. method &
9] Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: I CUT:
3 o0 Part of: I .shape i
) sudes/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: J A F'(";ezsém‘ an t?pt:;' i
sketd| ncation 6.fi

Overlies: 303 RO

nos 7.gHier comments

Level

Buts: 304y 30S (306 = Broup)

MASONRY:

SlideNo. | / 61 &

Cuts:

NegNo. | / &~ IS

Fill of: _E 2021

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

1. materials.2-%1ze of bricks etc
3.finishof stones
cpdrsing/b .form 6.faces
7.bond 87dimensions as found
I 9. othér comments

Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

DLOOSLL_», mpwﬁd,'.Z)gAhrLbrﬂwaw,m,, | ; I r¥| I 3 | y |
hadiae this context is

) cithy loaen ; te rubble, occ. lineslnd = ==

botcls _beohin- s olrmis pinec; 50808160,

§)> 1200 . 1)/ : M Shor trd incdoges .

ﬂﬂ(ﬂ{llﬂe-rub( _pfu‘-m;be SL'&(J_'I,AL(

_1/20-31

Interpretation/Discussion

Finds (tick): None[ ] Pot [’f Bone [4f Flint[] Stone[] Burntstonel ] Glass[']/MetaI [+
CBM[] Wood[] Leather[ ] cloy pme £v§ shells [v1

A Small Finds Recorder gpy
<>$amples / Dateﬂé‘/ﬂZ/ég'l
N Building‘ Materials 5#'«:[4 Concmete rdble  occ. ém e Initials




) ~
oy -
. Oxford Arcﬁaeology

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

308

SITE 9Xce1s o+ || ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE DeposT
Trench K Context Type: Deposit Actr-Strocture Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: 3 o I DEPOSIT:
. 1.compaction 2.colour
Structure No. / Abutted by: 3.composition 4.inclusion
PlanNo. (NOT (N PLADY iy 5.thickness 6. extent
3 Oo 7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. A,u_ 4 e Same as: CUT:
300 ] 1.shageh plan
: Part of: 2. pefse/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: .dimension apd-depth
4. sketch 5, 4rlncation 6. fill
Overlies: 3 ] 5 nos 7.g#ler comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
w304 308 (306> Leowr) f
- . 1. materialg 2. size of bricks etc
Slide No. : Cuts:
\cde o / s SMnes 4.
. Neg No. / Fill of: coafsing/bond 5.1, .faces
53 101 7.bond 8.di sions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other cefiments
- _
I Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
oTF [ e [ 1 [
D plomg, sl compacteal; 2D Porle brocon
i i this context is m
I I b i 1
I | [30s | | | |

5)Ca 6OCuL é)u‘\Lmo-JrL 2)0@[14

M&Mwa Qg ur, NO ‘ao(.r M eoreedd,

&) Augur , faoloons

. Interpretation/Discussion

0’_!5 Q‘ & g & 'L/)'ff.l_ 'pnmni.; #Z{JD;[ Olr;‘g_lg{( Lm')’/‘l [3/0.7_

Flls: (308), (203), (301)

CBM[1 Wood[] Leather[]

Finds (tick): None [“]/Pot[] Bone[] Fflint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]

A Small Finds _~ Recorder 4 ¢4/
‘ O Samp[es Date 0S /02 2002
O Building Materials ~~ Initials
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CONTEXT RECORD

-
Context No,

308

Oxford Archaeology
@

SITE OXCRIS DY

ADDITIONAL SHEETS: /

TYPE Depos, T

.
Trench Context Type: Deposit /Ettr-Shructiuse Check Lists:
Site sub-di Overlain by: :
v verlain by 30 g’ Rel IIDEPOSIT. .
. .compaction 2.colour
Structure No. /- Abutted by: 3.composition 4.inclusion
Pian No. PLAN | cutby: 5.thickness 6. extent
NoT /N Y 7.comments 8. method &
A0 0O Filled by: conditions
.
Section No. A—ULG R Same as: CUT:
. 1.spapein plan
’SD © Part of: mes/to ofile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimensiopahd depth
4.sketch 8- truncation 6.fill
Overlies: [3 10 3 nos Jrother comments
Level Butss: Rply 30& (306 - Growp) MASONRY:
. # : : 1.materials 2,size of bricks etc
Slide No. Cuts:
. gero / " / 3.finish ofStones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: 10 cowsthg/bond 5, f6tm' 6. faces
/ E 3 3 7?bond 8.dipensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other cofiments
_ . I -
Description {See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

_lldw" aned -yl wm,ac.l-f.d, 50 L‘L/

Dven dord besisn - Unck Dcilly cons

LI) w ;‘LH_S, ‘\Mr;‘ 5_) Ca. llauu._.'

1 [@Eer] [ 1 [

this contextis
1

1 zeol 1 [

Qﬂﬂ Lﬂégm . 7’)On,L& ararlable Mmuék G gur ho Lenols recovered.

8-) Auéw- Sin clo o b,

Interpretation/Discussion

V)

s

e .M

Fdl: (201), (30¢) (305)

s gimad

',,;! Lzr0].

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

/\ Small Finds s

Recorder 4K K

<> Samples \/‘3,/ Date pe/02/ o3
(" Building Materials Initials I




Overlain by: 305 . 2 () x

.,, o Context No.

o CONTEXT RECORD 210
Oxford Archaeology

SITE OX(RIS ©F ADDITIONAL SHEETS: / TYPE CWUT

Trench K8 Context Type: Bapasit / Cut / Stretusg Check Lists:

Site sub-div

Structure No. /

Abutted by:

Plan No. NOT I N Pw

Cutby: [3027]

7.comprfents 8. method &

200 Filedby: 20 5, 308/ 20 copditions
SectionNo. A LLGUR Same as: T
) 1.shape in plan
300 Part of: 2. base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4.sketch 5. truncation 6. fill
Overlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Buts: 30U, 308 (306 > broup J MASONRY:
. 1. materi .size of brigks etc
Slide No. Cuts:
\ge™o / s 3. finjstf of stones 4.
Neg No. / Fill of: rsing/bond §A0rm é.faces

7.bond 8.di

Matrix location

Relaticnships uncertain

Description (See check lists):

R I

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

DNA ;2D NA: DK MA De lh : FUl 303

]

[205 |

C 1

Ca.4.28 ‘!«omJ[oar {D'c[

this context is

‘[!gg,g @LLQ:Q 05érd.!£~'ff. LLu.L _C_{% d_é" [ i ]

1 [ 1 [

LI) N/A —2pte awgur prawiag

S/ €)608) (303) (301); Bonly avoslelle i pugir

Interpretation/Discussion

Originad @ ord rut. Primay LU (B01) (36£)(305) ahlln plyce,

4(Housh oéamg tuk L2021 fias ée{rz maﬁém/-/qeo/., el

(U~ taly I3 tpra iy ) o LU (0f) s e Ll 015 Lo,

:ér £ 0&1’4&“& édcl_'fz/.

I

IFinds (tick): None [']/Pot[] Bone[] Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metall[ ]
CBM[] Wood[ ] Leather[]

.
A Small Finds / RecorderM#
< samples Date acvp2/67
() Building Materials / Initials




.—;
[sme

e = Context No.
: CONTEXT RECORD /]
Oxford Archaeology 3
OX CRIS 03| ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE DEPOSI T/FIUL
. .
Trench 3 Context Type: Deposit /&ut-Stecetures Check Lists:
Site sub-div / Overlainby: 3§, (on b+ leoL_’ +30% DEPOSIT:

Abutted by:

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

5. thickness 6. extent

Plan No Cut by:
; o) } E 3 12 1 7.comments 8. method &
3 o Filled by: Vs conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
30 + ! 1.sfiape in plan
Owr?n—lq Part of: 3. base/sides7fop profile
~ N N .
Co-Ordinates Consists of: " 3.dipaension and >
etch 5. trynatation 6. fiil
ies: nos 7.o0tker comments
Overlies: 4;_‘\ ’(303)
L
Level Butts: MASONRY:
. 1. mater ks etc
Slide No. Cuts:
. e / = B}r\'gf\n:f]:on g
Neg No, - Fill of: coursing/borid 5.form 6_faces
2’ /H' 24 [302'! 7. bond-& dimensignsas found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain I 9, other com
__ e

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

D Loospﬂ,. sl NIH M&OII ZJAWLLWUIL -2

L1 1

ElﬁcL Jg) Si'(z‘y C!QJM /éoam'; 4)”2094 c[w—wgﬂ, [ I |

-S{-O'PUA; S)m—mx b€ms ; g)(’.a. I‘OLMJ;

this context is

[3e3 | | I

Frened,
Fng remprecd; &

‘ m:”k#oc[(. Shorel, T

. Interpretation/Discussion

epi (Qed over

Top ﬂeﬂ. D.'L Conr P’:‘L '(PmLaLLL.). Overleo nvorﬂv. Uaﬂ— E;&f 304 44 QQLgLéq

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

/\ small Finds

1Recorde%€ p

. <> Samples

Date , , /o2/200%

Q Building Material

S

Initials
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Oxford Archaeclogy

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

312

SITE )X (215 0% | ADDITIONAL SHEETS:

TYPE (b

Neg No. 2_/,-’__ -,1[_‘ Fill of: S

Matrix location Relationships uncertain

Description (See check lists):

3) OL'mMa'o-»o + ﬂ(b&":&. o Cerloin

12 A CE&! n 2.2 Eamm&ﬁ:«; mﬁgﬁz
S&pl. Aﬁ .9;9(10 in uotm!w&ﬂm_

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

Trench 4 Context Type:-Beposity Cut / Struetare- Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlainby: (230572) DEPOSIT:
Structure No. / Abutted by: 5 pac'gi.on 2.colour
y . compositiond-fclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thick 6. extent
5 7. ments 8, od &
00 Filedby: (R j.) conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
390" Part of: 1.shape in plan
overlow ’ 2.base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates = Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4. sketch 5. truncation 6. fill
Overlies:( 21 1) nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
. 1. rials 2.size of bricks etc
Shide No. Cuts:
ide o / U (3“) %‘lai;]o(es&
coursing/bond 5. fi .faces

7.60nd 8.djmensions as found
9. othescoOmments

1 [Eoz]

L

this context is

1 B ]

1 ]

Ll) ~CTTREN.

5) frumcatse (31D top £l of probable (oss prh;

BX(;‘)S (3 o)

6) (30%) pmol above > Lomcrett+mlble ;

3V com i

l)flm@;, 05gible g lls I[oen‘nl wan removesd,

Interpretation/Discussion C
AA LN \%‘6

LA

~F

Gl of L3hCordomy pratimad into dop LUls of pmbable gus pil

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[] (S»QLGO?))

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

A Small Finds RecorderA’U‘
<> Samples Datemy 02/07
(' Building Materials Initials

-




39

Oxford Archaeoi'ogy ‘ Oxford Archaeology

SITE EVALUATION TRENCH RECORD SHEET
OXxClRiSoTF

Trench orientation ¢ ) . Grid reference ~

Trench No
| B

Field No.

Length 6"4 Width (. 8(\4 Average depth to top of natural Was archaeology present ? Y'ES'

Plan Nos ? L( 00 4 L@\ Section Nos ? L\ 00 A % \ Were finds recovered?  »z g

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

Context check list / Descriptions

Context No. | Description

40 | | Present topsoil/ploughsoil 4 prtaend 3o el ¢ nid )
Lo? Depasit ¥ /po.j/- e, ?) ﬂl’\r'an s0if

4oz D4mn_('/' =7 lortar Sprtdl/

4 oY De,'m_n - ﬁh«/(&ﬂ _rp.

L 0S| Depesid 224 BU_ lposs. Hedbesal)

Lot |Dpid Javel [H |

LOF |Gt fillely (403, soeiposetrraitiess
1108 C,J- f\({u(w U“OS) ﬂ'ru'/{zﬂof.f (4 3.) (uio)
bod ﬁDp,Fm.s ik poccible DL UL A

Lig Qi’qmﬂi- Dupncts ik Rl ' e iy
W\ | soepacE -
2 | Taon oo | TS

| Mo M3 Gond At
Natural (describe) (p:':) Qadol&) 015000 & G

[%5;%9 Calben 604'—6 inselgetse0 Bv  Monral DeR NS overs .
A-S CARDEN AL .

%sneua R8> ot o curs ¢ MéD!évJAL_ FGRWILE i THE  Suy CoNazeQ

s VLR 2~ 345 %&h&e oD METTLING (0D ord ’)GP CF Mebieval- Yice
By Does rior Ex'r’EHD RcflasSs s TRENCH .

[Tt , M./ by o {Ln (aners (408), (419 A doro i1 Au,{a

Recorder Ar
Date | f2/oF




Oxcels a7 -
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d ) : P
Y I \E> nw‘vo Loo + FLE e
; - A | TRE NCY
; Hans ﬁ 'Y
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.r./ MoTRI X —_— e —— . i B .éll.?
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J// N \ .
4 A ~-lo2
o ' Meo Paride
6 b 3 LB o 4
C' qou
- E? YOS (b bor € 40E |
R 4
- Yo b g —_— e .
Q ’ \‘—‘:8- E )

R)S"MGD (.AYcﬂ-S '&an!‘ro IQ xoc,'nfwtf-ssou..
R OEfLaYs, -
B wHEH s A - avoRisen SPnead TH s oUER LAYS

C uﬁra-l 15 & g,an.az..ssou.— ACRoSS (HOLE one- Tris oueftLies
E TS ;Séens -'\’o Be. L Dm(“é)unt_. Co'\"-fFILL O(: Mé—D‘DM'E l'“'" Cury

@ ~A. f"ETﬂ-CD Oﬁnmz,e CRA-JEL w F

— ﬂ ! i
F. Liauen cooinsp i 7 i
—— te R

*i:’z 07" S/f&%CGO\SERL'E"E ‘_ N
S o )

W

— ﬁ } o 7 o[22 3
= M o .
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&P—AJz" IVAL F\U-' : 2 5 > 2
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| 6 bbbt STIE sy |-
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H l s~ evee 285 0.8 e
M| b5 T e )
Az Gtk Ld E
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TR SS806 T gy v gy o | 2. .19 é,»grz Nk, 2 >4
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& ) Context No.
CONTEXT RECORD Lo2
Oxford Archaeclogy : O
SITE (WcRisgF | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE  LoyeR
Trench gge p' r '6 Context Typ@i LCut [ Structure Check Lists: -
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1'C°mpac.ti.°n 2'c.°|°ur,
3. composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 2 5.thickness 6. extent
4‘00 4 (q 03) : 7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions :
Section No. 4 Sarne as: CUT:
170 . 1.shape in plan
Part of 2.base/sides/topprofile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension ahd depth
4. sketch 5 truncation 6.fill

Overlies: (L' 0 6 )

nos 7 Sther comments

Level Butts: @' 03) * MASONRY:

. 1.materials 2. s#Ze of bricks etc
Slide No. - Cuts:

: 2'/ 5 "6 s 3.finish of .
Neg No.z/ﬂ - ,6 Fill of: coursingsbond 5.form 6. faces

7.bgpd 8. dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.other comments
_
Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
I | [hor | ] | | |
L ] ] | ) |

I MoSERave

2 Dok CRev Rraw

Y. S ciqy (Oom

& Cormrord STONE avD Ry iDime RUBBLE UP“{

this context is

s

L

10C o~ ~ 20%

5  0:3m

£ 36 m % (-&m

B Mecrin® BLo® {iTon, SHovet, TRowEL,

Dunmv,

Interpretation/Discussion

THiIoL GALDEA Soit prd  Buitbineg OeduS  Lavelk .

AR sns 16 Be

A ﬁﬂﬂDS(QP« ~e aéef» T

%sr ~MEDIEual—

Finds (tick): None [

1 Pot{f

Bone [/ Flint[ ] Stone[/f Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]

CBM A Wood[ ] Leather] ]
A Small Finds Recorder M
Q Samples VDate I/Z_/o?'
' Building Materials ~{initials
-




: M | Context No.
., O CONTEXT RECORD q 3
Oxford Archaeology O
SITE Oxcfug oF | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE 6@47/9(&(.—— I

—_ -
Trench  qcaen 1B Context Type{ Eepos@ / Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlainby: Y oo DEPOSIT:

1.compaction 2. colour

Structure No. Abutted by: " . .
3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
Ll e 7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: I CUT:
L‘ o0 Part of: 1.shape in plan
: 2.base/sides/s6p profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimensign and depth
Overlies:
Level Butts:
SideNo. 2 / §- /1§ s 4ol T
NegNo. 2/ 8 - 1§ Fill of:

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

b (oose

2 CREanY vYEUOW

3 Mof=ah. &-

Cormrors SToE  PuBBic

| lyec] [ _ 1 [ |

this context is

of T© e - 40‘% '. bane crnfeCont up’ﬁa

1 2 C1 1

’CM- 2%

5. Co. Lo-50cims +

£ 7 [drmn X O-L£Lm

B Marroe 4+ TROSEL, Supanv.

Interpretation/Discussion

MoRxoR. Qu, cC %ss 1B CoBBED OUT Luwih “TRENCA .

Regotiy —Tae

Rér-mms og 4 Ganges &_m-we

Finds (tick): None[ ] Potj/r BoneVr Flint[ 1 Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal{]

CBM[ ] Wood [ ] Leather[ ]

A Small Finds Recorder o
<> Samples Date ,/2/07_
Q Building Materials Initials




R

7N

& : ) : Context No.
CONTEXT RECORD Lo 4
Oxford Archaeology
SITE OXC2isoF | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: / TYPE ZorerR_
.
Trench  “TREGH (B Context Typésl' Depo§ / Cut/ Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overainby: Heo % DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compacFif)n 2 c.olour‘
3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
Lf 0 '®) 7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No, L' I Same as; CUT:
00 . 1.shape in plan

I Part of: 2.base/sides/top grofile

Co-Ordinates I Consists of: i d'i(melr’:s;on d d_eptg i
.sketch 52funcation 6. fi
Overlies: L‘ oS nos 7. offler comments

Level Butts:
Slide No. 2 /5 - i€ Cuts:
Neg No. 2 /5 -1 Fill of:

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

1 ]

Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
) MolEgare 7 DX Cfev Brord I I | | Lw.j |
this context is
X Sitr Lo | r T = I
Lf“ Corrod STorE  prp BuiDo~, OESNIS Q5

P 16 ocem - 200

S O-3m

E |1 Xlilm

<&' Mot ol 4 TRl

BurnyY.

| .
Interpretation/Discussion

CRRYEAN Soit @EPO‘H’ Gu,mn, Tue caf Resite  vma e,

Cov BY Tue rLulL CuT

| BSvNED-

CBM [AWood [ ] Leather [ ]

Finds (tick): None[] Pot{f Boneyf Flint[ 1 Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]

A Small Finds

Recorder Ar

<> Samples /2,\

N,

Date / /1 /o 7

j v
Q Building Materials

Initials




9 O
. Oxford Archaeology
L

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

Log

SITE (We(2iSof | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE Pt Lo
. .
Trench  —pe G B Context Type: Deposit / Cotr-Stracture- Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlainby: [y ¢ ¢, DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compac?i9n 2 c-olour'
3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
L‘ 7.comments 8. method &
i 00 Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: cutT:
] 1.shapeinplan
L‘ bo Part of 2. base/sides/§ép profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of:
Overlies:
Level Butts:
SlideNo. 32 /% -\ Cuts:
. Neg No. - Fill of; (F 0
q'/ s l L % d 8. dimensions as found

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

7.
9. other comments

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

I+ loose 2

O Bllowr

3 Sitx Corrn

G- Cormmon! Brone LPAS

L

| | | |

[boel [ .

this context is

Gem -~ 20%

S e

S catOmS*® ¢

i X 1w

R Morrocak 4+ Tlowe i

. Interpretation/Discussion

F;LL O(: r~EDIEVRL S"em-un.& .

ReQuse rvit Bebos .

[ Bra ~ (Gvnt C

Finds (tick): None[ ] Potj/I/ Bone,I/( Flint[ ] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metall ]
CBM[] Wood[ ] Leather[]

. A Small Finds Recorder P
|<> Samples Date /-,_ /07.
I Q Building Materials Initials




& ) : Context No.
: CONTEXT RECORD Lot
Oxtord Archasclogy O
SITE OKCQ(SCH- ADDITIONAL SHEETS: ys TYPE /feveri_
. "
Trench  “TREwCH | 8 Context Type: Deposit /4setinbltalcitia, Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlainby: L pa_ DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compaqi?n Z'SOIOUI.
3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
L 03 /L‘ 0¥ 7.comments 8. method &
0O Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: cutT:
L| 10X @, - 1.shape in plan
Part of: 2.base/sides/t
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimensio
| ! 4.sketch 5#truncation 6.fill
Overlies: ]_L"o S Yo £ 3 nos 7
Level Butts:
StideNo. 3 /8- 16 Cuts:
NegNo. 2. /% -\ Fill of:
Matrix location . Relationships uncertain 9.other comments
| . _

Description (See check lists):

i EQH 2: ORorvae Blowirl

b Clav 4 RBUNDAAT aset- 4~D

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

vy [ —

this context is LGO(,

] [Res] [Ge3z] [ ]

Srore P 16 Scan Bur ALY {Crn - 70’4

6 PTo 018m 8- 113 x 0-9m

@ Thowmt, Surv.

Interpretation/Discussion

PQTTF_NTIN\.' 50@‘;66. ,” Seenrs “To HASE BEems QemoseD ONTRE

Aaora &k vz —10e e Sronbm ¢ —11E Laver Beto) . Trus rav B Bue 16 T

&OP:HA“ “TO T Nofuxil A ArD ﬁﬁﬁ Opll' .~ Tuncaten By Rﬁ'rme‘) C\Mz‘éhl

LANDSCAQN;, .

Mepewat - ~ \pz;a‘l' 7.

Finds (tick): None[] Pot}/f Bone[/4 Flint[] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]

CBMV] Wood[ ] Leather[ ]

ASmaII Finds Recorder OrA
<> Samples . Date f/,_/o';l.

7 - - "
Q Building Materlals Initials |




A

. ' ’ . ‘»;,;; g U ' ot for §
A Lo Context No.
¢ CONTEX
. Oxford Archaeology B ,w;, ol L" D 7
. P 3 . ;ri 4 .
SITE OXCR4S ot - ADDITIONAL SHEET: ‘ TYPE  cur
‘ :f.r?gfh ’meNo-& ‘ (3 Context Type: D'epoilt /Cuty Structgre ‘ ‘ Lo Check Lists: e
Site sub-div Overlainby: Ly - DEPOSIT:

il stucture No. - . Abutted by: ] 1.compaction/2. colour
i) o 3.composipon 4. inclusion
PlanNo. ~, “Cutby: i 5. thickngss 6. extent
. L! o0 i n 7.corpfments 8. method &
" Filedby: Ugp, ' - conditions
Section No. L_‘ Same as: CUT:

' O D ~ X 1.shapein plan
Part of: 2, base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates - Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4.sketch 5. truncation 6. fill
Overlies: Lﬁ@%‘m nos 7.other comments
Level - - Butts: ' MASONRY:

; ' . 1. materials 2_siZe of bricks etc
SlideNo. 2/5-18 cus: Lo S, Lob Lol [“011 3.finish of tOnes 4.
NegNo. 2 - Fill of: ’ coursi ond 5.form 6.faces

( 3 '6 7.bafd 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain e 9. other comments
- —

Description {See check lists):

| ovdmstenk. Linsor
2" Sveel SiaioHT SiyEs

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX *

—

| O “bof =7 Wit 43 Depiptl = “O0m -
¢ Yweo 8y bos, —

.

\ -

\-

A S04 op

Interpretation/Discussion

Cor ot Bssigre Roliad s Lol

(s frabiad

PJ},MD,W

CBM[] Wood[ ] Leather[]

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

A Small Finds Recorder 4.4
<> Samples Date 1/2/0"1'"
Q Building Materials fnitials




CuT r(:«('ki é’

.’ . Context No.
CONTEXT RECORD o8
Oxford Archaeology o
SITE OX < SOq— ADDITIONAL SHEETS: / TYPE o
Trench  TREAS M (R Context Type: Deposit@Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlainby: Ly 0 § DEPOSIT:

Structure No. A :
fucture No butted by 3.composition 44nclusion
Plan No. Cut by: S.thickness ge€xtent
L' 00 7.commenrts 8. method &
Filled by: L| DS , Mo( (JDSJ . tfb, £¢D§ conditidns
Section No. Same as: CuT:
L. 00 Partof: 1.shape in plan
: 2. base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4.sketch 5. truncation 6.fill
Overlies: 4 O nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
SlideNo. 9 [ §_{f Cuts:
Neg No. - Fill of:
2./ b It of:

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

Description {See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX .
| " [ | [bos] [ue | [uad |
t_rounded oub - Geoular Gf’ou.) i N m.' I ’
IS contextis
2 Sia(&-' g colern ,‘yﬂMAMMZ‘A,; | I T I T . T 1 |
Y [:Xe]
3 //‘IM\( { -IM)"’W% 22 ot yeade of

5 by 4o¥

6 Cices @y L05, pnd gus. 409, bio

Interpretation/Discussion

Caov— g MEDIESAL- rém-un-é . Gyn_fu..‘m MM% 0fu_ (‘l) .{é{ (QOS—),

ond 208, oo (2D pmore : (1405)1 ([-lla)_

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

/\ Small Finds

Recorder A

<> Samples

Date ,/;_/07,

Q Building Materials

Initials




A Context No.
CONTEXT RECORD Lo

Oxford Archaeology
SITE OXCRYS (OF | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE Fp L.
Trench (| {2 Context TypeCDeposit)Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: a 06 . t! gas’ DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: l.compac?i.on 2 t{olour_

3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cutby: 5.thickness 6. extent
an o L'»@ ut by [L' 4 l] 7.comments 8. method &
. Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
L[-Q 0 Part of: 1.shape in plan
Co-Ordinates Consists of:
Overlies: [L( 0¥l

Level Butts:
Slide No. 2/5" /J Cuts: bricks etc
Neono. 779 -14 ot Juogd o o,

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

~Ogther comments

Description (See check lists):

w Wad’td,- ZJNMJL-AM .

QA»‘Z@ r/&g i Z‘)/‘ SjAmWﬁ» {)ﬂvw&m/
S 18eus lao trcavalio) o D) pmcrlain wtobio

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

L1 lhos | l4es | [ |
this context is

I | [uog | | | | |

FU o g1 L4021 ; §) Hibhed, flarel Toussl; sy, ol

Interpretation/Discussion

Poroidle tit '/{C .

ZWZ Am ar/;.‘n

:

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

A Small Finds Recorder A(#
<> Samples Date 0/92 12003
(' 8uilding Materials Initials

I




')mx,e(-—uou_’: 2—) dac Lreum,: 3)4.&1(,&3
[“)/ ; 5—)/1""1“’{”/\ é.) CaA. 3c,¢~«_;

e Context No.
CONTEXT RECORD 4
. Oxtord Archaeotogy ,ﬂ
FTE OKCRIS oD% ADDITIONAL SHEETS:/ TYPE DepoyiT
Trench 12 Centext Type: Deposit / Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: L' 06 . pthﬁ 4 0 < DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compaction 2. colour
3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cutby: 5.thickness 6. extent
L‘ 0 9] [ Lot ] 7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. L‘ Same as; CUT:
O O ] 1.shapeh plan
Part of: Z{D&:es/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: -dimension depth
4._sketch57truncation 6.fill
Overliess  [4p8 ] nog 7 other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
slide No. - Cuts: 1.mater| . size of bricks etc
2/8-1¢ o Was 4.
NegNo. 9 / b-16 Filoff: CHOX] Bursing/bond 5.467m 6.faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9.othef comments
N
Description {See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX
] [es] [Mes] [ ]
J

this context is

T a

| 1) im cedpin pshibbor fllof ol Lleos
2 Hiblahe, hosl, Taowel: Lurmy; 46[9

L

| [wor | | | | |

/] L 3;

Interpretation/Discussion

o bl 4 U 9! .'5’"1-'-4%‘%’(‘ PN, O

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

A Small Finds Recorder Akﬂ
<> Samples DateO:/ﬂZ/Zw?
Q Building Materials Initials
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LAY :
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Oxford Archaeology

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

G\l

SITEa XS 'DT

ADDITIONAL SHEETS:

TYPESoetace™

Trench \ (E'j Context Typ(. seposit Cut/ Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlainby: £ 5 DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compaction 2.colour
3.composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as:
Part of:
Co-Ordinates Consists of: :
4.sketch 5.truncation 6.fill
Overlies: L&O' 2 nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: 1.materials 2,57€ of bricks etc
3. finishefStones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: caufsing/bond 5.form 6.faces

7.bond 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

9.other comments

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

- —Y  comamt  comae Ceusied

UmE  Mo&GAE—

. R

I R B

this context is

S. 003n 6. prnMd KNA\D

] [med 1 1

7-

"

R Maer -BEx .

Interpretation/Discussion

/‘\\I

AL97

/Zd”iuem(m;/ an/#?aro{ // Wt SMA@Q —

LFinds (tick): None[] Pot[] Bonel[] Flint[ 1 Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ ]
CBM[] Wood[] Leather|[ ]

A Small Finds Recorder % I
<> Samples Date

() Building Materials Initials




Py O

Oxford Archaeology

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

U2

SITES RS ST

ADDITIONAL SHEETS:

TYPE ¥ -

Trench \% Context Typ@cm / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlainby: &4 s DEPOSIT:

1.compaction 2. colour

Structure No. :
ructure Mo Abutted by 3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6.extent
7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
L \—OO . 1.shapein
Part of 2. ides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: .dimension and depth
4.sketch 5. truncation 6. fifl
Qverlies: L\“\ l nos 7.cother comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: ;.fr;e;;f\rzfls 2-“::4 feks etc
Neg No. Fill of: coussifig/bond 5. form 6.faces

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

7.bond 8. dimensions as found
9.cther comments

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

ir "‘L(‘- &W‘CC{I&V{ SZLT7 Gvﬂ-’(

S 9w L. ol x 0 -

L st L L]

this context is

7. — % .oy ExC.

—

[\ ]

1 1

Interpretation/Discussion _fo'., / 4 ot 2 Mmﬂ J‘:u{” AC& CF// F &()C

o/

gq@(aﬂ wall S

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

Recorder 1@

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials




.’ SN Context No.

o CONTEXT RECORD NECN

Oxford Archaeology ! éﬁ‘l
ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE \~ .

Trench | Context Type:/ Cut / Structure Check Lists:

Site sub-div Overlainby: {4~ ( [_{, DEPOSIT:

1.compaction 2. colour

Structure No. Abutted by:
y 3.composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: S.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as:
Part of:
Co-Ordinates Consists of:
4.sketch 5. truncation 6.fill
Overlies: &4 nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: 1. matewsdls 2.size of bricks etc
3.finish of stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

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

Description {See check lists):

- ~4%: Mxep MWD Geev

Swir? Ceat & Borupy, Lose”

ede -

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

] e 1
this context is

1 1

-

[l ]

I ]

-

S o 3Sm 6. Auc e~

py BE—

B . MacH . Ex.

Interpretation/Discussion M w 0/}7’5 M / MS ca?/ﬂ/j B / 70("[/ 7

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

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

Metal [ ]

/\ Small Finds

Recorder ﬂ@ I

<> Samples

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials
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Oxford Archaeclogy

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

GLp

SITE ORC@Q( 57

ADDITIONAL SHEETS:

TYPE L.

Trench L Context Type:(Beposity Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: 0—{:@ ‘ DEPOSIT: l
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compac_ti_on 2.c.0Iour>
3.composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6.extent
7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
ﬂ('!DO ] 1.shapein plan
Part of: 2. base/sides/]
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3. dimgnrsfbn and depth
- “etch 5. truncation 6. fill
Overlies: QH% nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY: -
Slide No. Cuts: 1. m.:-fterials 8 of bricks etc
3.fini stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: codfsing/bond 5.form 6.faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9. other comments

Description {See check lists):

e Some_asZUR) bt

ol _shmiliconfl, mere

soil (% So-¢0% )

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

J G0 C 1

this context is

1 &3 C 1 ]

<. O 4 e eSS 7. —

Z. Mot ex .

interpretation/Discussion M.(j}@ { ] / / MO{SC&Iﬂc@ _ /?OIF ?

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

Finds (tick): None[] Pot[] Bone[] Fiint[] Stonel ]

Burntstone{ ] Glass[ ] Metal[ ]

A Small Finds

Recorder (%

<> Samples

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials
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Oxford Archaeology

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

CH S

SITEOXe L1557

ADDITIONAL SHEETS:

Trench \6

TYPESygZe o~ I

Context Type: Deposit / Cut étr:@

Check Lists:

Site sub-div

Overlain by: Qﬁ%

DEPOSIT:
1.compaction 2.colour

Structure No. Abutted by: 3 it relaso
.compositioné- ion
Plan No. Cut by: 5-‘“:‘)99%3:\
7.corfments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
Zko [‘ﬁ )l 1.shapein plan
Part of:
OF— arto 2.base/sides/to| -
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimensierand depth
4. sketch 5. truncation 6. fili
Overlies: ¢ F \ "Z nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Stide No. Cuts: 1. materials 2. size of bricks etc
3.finish of stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

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

Description (See check fists):

N LimeE moenn€.

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

ﬁ%@&ew&c?wﬁmgl—'—l el L1 L |

this context is

1 =z 1 [

Interpretation/Discussion M W/ - ea/Zf (lq;/) 7? O}/l Sa/‘/'—e/

alimmwent_as _anoledatno, rdber frepch [ Leo7/

E Wl Shon_on " &S

(o} el 36177

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

Burntstone[ ] Glass{] Metal[ ]

A Small Finds

Recorder ,%-

I<> Samples

Date

Initials

I Q Building Materials
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Oxford Archasology

» CONTEXT STE oS TR

CODE: &>RC (ST [ CHECKLIST NAME: ¢4yt \

Context Type Excavated | Relationships | Dug Drawn Matrix Comments

No with
Segments Section | Plan

SO |py. ¥ Bl B MeD -S|

sol [Oef - S ES G0 7™ Sol?

2 s /6 53, ah P

SO |G /o Soz FlIL 0F SO0

SOL(( \Cu,L, “ “

Sos Sveice o Bt A 187 woelcs )7
| Si Ded- S-A Soq SAME AS @
P<sT [cor 8 sop c'cwwaﬁls T

SOR | Svect. o o7 Gol  suAL

SHA_Dek. | ZtESsy Eomons omne? )

sol N\ © ] = |

s A /o S02— | fe (1 o




9 O

Oxtord Archaeology

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

S0

SITE ‘ —~ | ADDITIONAL SHEETS:
OXCTSDH 0 S TYPE Vepssiy
Trench K . Context Type(lzeposi,t HCut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overainby: & \ DEPOSIT:
Structure No. | Abutted by: 1.compaction 2. colour
3.composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. ') Cut by: 5.thickness 6.extent
s \ o 7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
\ DD 1. shape in plan/ /
Part of:
ano 2. basefstdes/top proﬁle
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3. dimensmn and depth
| | 4.sketch 5. truncation 6. fill
Overlies: nos#.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
slide No. Cuts: 1. materlals ZJSIQS;Dncks ete
3. finish- f‘ 10!
Neg No. Fill of: , || coursipg/bond 5. form 6.faces
=l 7.bond 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

9. other comments

Rescription (See check lists):
‘ CEMPACTED

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

this context is

I I N | | |

Interpretation/Discussion

Yo

E‘D"\\’?

Aag g0l As ok :

- Oder ltnp’_:_«.u_d.g@ﬂ\

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

Recorder ﬂq

Date (sjoz /o7

Q Building Materials

Initials
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Context No.

CONTEXT RECORD
Oxford Archaeology %DL
SITE O’\c_{ISQEﬁ ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE Drpoak
Trench \C Context Type:ut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div DEPOSIT:

Overlain by: m

1.compaction 2. colour

structure No. Abutted by: 3.composition 4. inclusion
=T s

\ oo Fitled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:

\eo  bgsctaney
Co-Ordinates Consists of: i fli(:lch 5
Overlies: %CD nos 7.

Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: ; i;f‘ bricks etc
Neg No. Fill of- courging/bond 5.form 6.faces

Matrix location Relationships uncertain

7.bbnd 8. dimensions as found
9.other comments

l‘iﬁscription {See check lists): I STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

L &l

) AW

this context is

D oW, Bl

[ l
) 200 s\one. L LGS, I

"53 O0.20 mm

Interpretation/Discussion )

Finds (tick): None[] Poti/ Bone[ﬂ Flint[ ] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[]1 Metal[ ]

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

A Small Finds Recorder s
< samples Date \o |00 o7
¢\ Building Materials Initials




Context No.
’, O CONTEXT RECORD

Oxlord Archaeology %DQ
SITE O\Q?\E-'\:S-(:j ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE
Trench \( . Context Type: Deposit @) Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Qverlain by: DEPOSIT:
Structure No, Abutted by: i.compac.tif)n 2.c.olour
Isgmposition n
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thic
: 7.comprents 8.method &
160 Filed by: &0 conditions
-
Section No. Same as: CUT:

l OQ Part of: 1.shape in plan

2.base/sides/top profile

Co-Ordinates Consists of; 3.dimension and depth
4.sketch 5.truncation 6.fill
Overlies: @ nos 7. other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: m\
Neg No. Fill of: F
7.6ond 8. dlmensmns as found
Matrix location | Relationships uncertain 9.other comments
%scription (See check lists): I STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

L =oa L1 L ]

this context is
L )

IIIIISé\II | ]

LOWNOLe m Y Qs ooe) -ywodienad  dolasds

Finds (tick): None[ ] Pot/bq Bonew Flint[ ] Stone[] Burntstone[] Glass[] Metal[ }
CBM[] Wood[ ] Leather[

A Small Finds Recorder Pt

<> Samples Date \5‘09}0?
Q Building Materials Initials




& . Context No.
' CONTEXT RECORD =
Oxford Archaeology D5
'SITE DXCX'E—S oy L ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE-\':-‘ W
Trench \C/ Context Type: P@ Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: o~ DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.c0mpac_tif3n 2. golour_
3. composition 4. inclusion
Plan No. Cutby: ! 5.thickness 6.extent
, OD C—g ’ D 7.comments 8. method &
1 Filled by: , conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
. 1.shape in plan
lDD Part of: 2. base/!
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3 dimeh 5 nand d_EF’tg il
ch 5.truncation 6.fi
Overlies: os 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: ;.f ‘Shri;':ls 2.size of bricks etc
. TINE

Neg No. Fill of: SO coursingond 5.form 6.faces

9- 7.bopd 8.dimensions as found
Matrix location Relationships uncertain 9. 6ther comments

Description {See check lists):

-
STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

DVCED
D dou baoon

1 Bel 1 [

this context is

B sairw,
~

N D Aotk L ptasRen

1 Bl [

interpretation/Discussion

* Qe e A 2000 o G . Louses oLt of hOO post ynodtRuad %ﬂ'&

"Q.u&-‘o.\\wom

- m meie s e ey

pik (S0,
1

/

N
—

N ~
P

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

Bone‘pd} Flint[ ] Stone[] Burntstonel ] Glasiy}f Metal [ ]

A Small Finds

Recorder M

<> Samples

Date \s7oo /0;_

Q Building Materials

Initials




4 ’ Context No.
CONTEXT RECORD g
Oxtord Archaeology S-D
SITE ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE .
)@ S-Tep" NoPosi

Trench (C/ Context Type: D€posi}i/ Cut/ Structure Check Lists:

Site sub-div Overlain by: SOT DEPOSIT:

Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compac?ifm 2 c'olour.
3.composition 4.inclusion

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

‘ DD Filled by: conditions
-
Section No. Same as: CuT:
] 1.shapein ptan
'DO Part of: 2.base/sides/to

Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.di ang.c

4.5k 5.truncation 6.fill
Overlies: S 05 nos‘7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
: 1. mateng|s 2. size’of bricks etc
lide No. Cuts:

Slide No uts 3qﬁnish”:is;w%2

Neg No. Fiil of: coursing/bénd 5.form 6.faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found

Matrix location I Relationships uncertain 9.other comments

> i
Description (See check lists): STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

S

this context is

9\ \\ng\,\— X oN l C\{\.ﬂ 13
2) S

] B&z1 ]

IISRfILJLJ|
]

“D S XTI TN 2TECvSal

S 0.20m

Interpretation/Discussion

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[]

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

A Small Finds

Recorder v

O Samples

Date ”@ ID‘;—’D?

(\ Building Materials

Initials




Oxford Archaeology

> N Q I | CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

505

IS Oxcars o7 | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE B8 ey
Trench® 4 ¢ Context TypegDeposit) Cut/ Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div - o ) Overlain by: DEPOSIT:
Structure No. - ' Abutted by: 1.compaction 2. colour
3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. _ Cutby: 5.thickness 6. extent
% m 507’ 7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: ‘ conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
MC X 1.shape in plan
Part of: 2.base/sides/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
4._sketch 5.truncation 6. fill
Qverlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts; MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: 1. materials 2. size of bricks etc
: 3.finish of stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces
7.bond 8.dimensions as found
Matrix tocation Relationships uncertain 9.other comments

Description {See check lists):

MMMM.,M&M
Sty wll  79-got Grovl wiekesson

20-2Scw o

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

]

[e6] [ 1 [

this context is

1 ) | i |

I |

L | 1 [ ]

ZMW

MMZ/M% Roi.

Interpretation/Discussion

CBM[] Wood[ ] Leather{ ]

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

/\ small Finds

Record%%

<> Samples

Date }5/02’/0_7_

Q Building Materials

I_nitials s . F

.
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Oxtford Archaeology

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

=a A

; 1 .
STEQSYKC@\S'D7 | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE Q.
.
Trench \ C Context Type: Deposit / Cut / Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compaction 2. colour
3.composition 4.inclusion
Plan No. Cut by: 5.thickness 6. extent
7.comments 8. method &
Filled by: conditions
Section No. Same as: CUT:
. 1.shapein plan .
Part of: 2. base/sid®s/top profile
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimnsion and depth
4.sketch 5. truncation 6. fili
Overlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: 1.ma.tf::‘l’%ize-of‘b’rfcks ete
3.finis Stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

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

Description (See check lists):

e AS S

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

L1 |

-

1 ]

this context is
—
|

L1 | |

Interpretation/Discussion W ‘ﬁ% ﬂ

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

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[ ]

/\ small Finds

Recorder ﬂ& I

<> Samples

Date

Q Building Materials

Initials I




Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

e ' Context No.
: CONTEXT RECORD SoF
Oxford Archaeology
SITE OXCRIZ O | ADDITIONAL SHEETS: TYPE Cut
%
Trench A_C Context Type: Deposit / @ Structure Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:
Structure No Abutted by: 1.compaction 2. colour
) ) 3.composition 4, inclusion
Plan No. = ' Cut by: 5.thickness 6.extent
b im 7.comments 8. method &
- Filled by: conditions
03
SectionNo, =~ ‘ Same as: CUT:
4_00 . 1.shape in plan

Part of: 2. base/sides/top profile

Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimension and depth
Y, 7 4.sketch 5. truncation 6. il

Overlies: nos 7.other comments

Level Butts: MASONRY:
i . . 1. materials 2.size of bricks etc

Slide No. Cuts: 50> 3.finish of stones 4.
Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond 5.form 6.faces

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

Description (See check lists):

STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

. See Sec LOO  Ghumne DnXneem

LI

I P |

L. Se e Lo

1 J

this context is

—

)

':3 B 2_0 "LIC' <M Dw

I i

. )

; Y~ - o)
. \ L
)

S./

6. S0%

Interpretation/Discussion

Al"’f"ﬁ to _be [\ costrudin ik jorr 'Pos-hmal W

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

A Small Finds Rec()rderfw‘&3
<> Samples Date l(.[o
Q Building Materials Initials

Gy -
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Oxford Archaeology

CONTEXT RECORD

Context No.

08

ISITE OX C2TS 07| ADDITIONAL SHEETS:

TYPE S4ntcoies

Trench i c 1 Context Type: Deposit / Cut Check Lists:
Site sub-div Overlain by: DEPOSIT:
Structure No. Abutted by: 1.compaction 2.colour
i::&tiiti(oparﬁ:lusion
Plan No. i Cut by: 5.thic 6.extent
4 w ~6mments 8. method &
/ . 18
Fifled by: conditions
'
Section No. j_ Same as: CUT:
Cb' ] 1.shape in plan
Part of. 2. base/sides/t
Co-Ordinates Consists of: 3.dimengl
4, ch 5.truncation 6.fill
Overlies: nos 7.other comments
Level Butts: MASONRY:
Slide No. Cuts: 1. materials 2.size of bricks etc
3.finish of stones 4.
. Neg No. Fill of: coursing/bond S.form 6.faces

Matrix location

Relationships uncertain

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

Description (See check lists): o - STRATIGRAPHIC MATRIX

L — L] lswel [ 1 [
4 Limesteng Z. his context s
22 10 300 8.~ C G o O
3. Cuk A, Pt Med

U, Loose motar

5. Aviian

6. Roos

Interpretation/Discussion

A swall  tminke o He ol bilb i ok 507, Pest Pled

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

CBM[] Wood[] Leather[ ]

A Small Finds Recorder 1
<> Samples Date

() Building Materials Initials




e o Context No.
CONTEXT RECORD 5o
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OXFORD ARCHAEOLOGY, JANUS HOUSE, OSNEY MEAD, OXFORD, OX2 OES

FILMING INSTRUCTIONS

Submitter OASouth _
No. of scan disk copies: 23

Headings

Site information .

Line 1: [OASouth] County[Oxon] Parish:[Oxford]

Site[Corpus Christi College New Music Room] Site code[OXCRIS 07]
Line 2: Excavators name[D. Poore]

Line 3:

Classification of material

Tick if
present

_
Index to archive

Introduction

‘A:Final Report

A:Publication Report

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

Site Data — Text: General Summaries

: Site Data — Text: Primary Context Records

: Site Data — Text: Synthesised Context Records

: Site Data — Text: Survey Reports

: Site Data — Text: Catalogue of Drawings

: Site Data — Text: Primary Drawings

: Site Data — Text: Synthesised Drawings

: Finds Data — Text: Primary Finds Data

: Finds Data — Text: Synthesised Finds Data

: Finds Data — Text: Specialist Reports

: Finds Data — Text: Box/Bag List

: Catalogue of Photos/Slides/Videos/X--rays

: Environmental/Ecofact Data: Primary Records

: Environmental/Ecofact Data: Synthesised Records

: Environmental/Ecofact Data: Specialist Reports

: Documentafy

: Press and Publicity

Qmmioimolgloollolw|mlo]e(w =

: Correspondence

H:

Miscellaneous
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OXFORD ARCHAEOLOGY, JANUS HOUSE, OSNEY MEAD, OXFORD, OX2 OES

FILMING INSTRUCTIONS
Submitter OASouth ,
No. of scan disk copies: 4 >

Headings

Site information

Line 1: [OASouth] County[Oxon] Parish:[Oxford] ‘
Site[Corpus Christi College New Music Room] Site code[OXCRIS 07]
Line 2: Excavators name[D. Poore]

Line 3:

Classification of material

Tick if
present

Index to archive -

Introduction

‘A:Final Report

A:Publication Report

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

B: Site Data — Text: General Summaries

: Site Data — Text: Primary Context Records

: Site Data — Text: Synthesised Context Records

: Site Data — Text: Survey Reports

: Site Data — Text: Catalogue of Drawings

: Site Data — Text: Primary Drawings

: Site Data — Text: Synthesised Drawings

: Finds Data — Text: Primary Finds Data

: Finds Data - Text: Synthesised Finds Data

: Finds Data — Text: Specialist Reports

: Finds Data — Text: Box/Bag List

: Catalogue of Photos/Slides/Videos/X--rays

: Environmental/Ecofact Data: Primary Records

: Environmental/Ecofact Data: Synthesised Records

: Environmental/Ecofact Data: Specialist Reports

: Documentary

: Press and Publicity

O imomoimig olaolalaolwlw|w|e ol

: Correspondence

H: Miscellaneous




Finds Compendium

Site Code Invoice Code

Site Name

Accession No OAU No

OXCRIS 07 OXCRISEV

Corpus Christi Music Room Extension

Finds materials summarised for Site Code: OXCRIS 07 and invoice code: OXCRISEY

P

No of

Material No Of No Of Total Box Sizes Box Numbers
Boxes Contexts Sherds Weight {g)
+ Animal Bone l 23 274 3609 1 x Size 1 B.01
- CBM 3 23 167 14118 3xSize 2 BM.01, BM.02, BM.03
cuypipe P " MISC.O1 - mixed box
,-Copper :\Iloy-' B 2 2 0 FE.O1 -
« Flint | o 1 | 2 A MISC.01 -m;x;:l—b;
- Glass o * 1 ' I ; 818 1xSize 3 GL.OL, M-I_S‘C.Ol - m-i‘\.ced box
- 1ron " 7 17" 0 FE.O1 o
- Lead S Iw 1 0 FE.Ol -
Mortar 1 1 45 MISC.01 - mixed box H
. Plaster ) 1 | 12 MISC,OI——-_m‘ixed box
':(:ttery R - 1 a 25 o l;l 4913 1xSize1 P.01
. Shell 7‘ - a sh 15 214_. MISC.01 - mixe;boxA
. s;;_ N - 3_ 8 305 - * MISCOI - mi_x;box
Totals: 735 24,265 g
Total No of 7 boxes + Miscellaneous Box Sizes:
Boxes: 1 miscellaneous boxes MISC.01 Size 3
03 July 2008 Page 1 of |




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

OXCRISEV O/ L2587

Box Contents Sheets

Site Code OXCRIS 07

Material: Animal Bone

Box Size Size 1

Box No B.01 Accession No

Context SFNo Noof Noof Material: Weight Context SF Noof Noof Material: Weight
Bags Objects ® Number Bags Objects @
103 1 6 Animal Bone 56
109 1 9 Animal Bone 232
110 _ 1 8  Animal Bone 64
111 1 | Animal Bone 8 '
112 1 6 Animal Bone 256
209 7 1 8 Animal Bone 139
211 1 4 Animal Bone 31
212 1 8 Animal Bone 121
215 I 3 Animal Bone 41 . !
7 I 4 Animal Bone 27
219 1 1 Amimal Bone 2
220 1 19 Anmimal Bone _3 12
222 1 1 Animal Bone 13
303 2 20  Animal Bone 59
307 1 16 Animal Bone 129
402 1 8 Animal Bone 262
403 B 4 Animal Bone 35
404 1 22 Amimal Bone 265 -
405 4 22 Animal Bone 336
406 1 2 Animal Bone 22
590 1 1 Animal Bone I
503 ) 1 18 Anmimal Bone 241
511 ! 83  Animal Bone 947
No of Contexts: 23 Total Bags: 27
Total Objects: 274 Total Weight: 3609

Date Printed: 07/03/2007



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

OXCRISEV

Box Contents Sheets

Site Code OXCRIS 07

Material: CBM

Box Size Size2 Box No BM.01 Accession No
Context SFNo Noof Noof Material: Weight  Context SF  Noof Noof Material: Weight
Bags Objects @ Number Bags Objects (2)

105 1 1 CBM 54
108 1 2 CBM 152
109 1 10 CBM 1726
110 : 1 7 CBM 770
112 2 4 CBM 329
204 1 3 CBM 304
208 ) 1 18 CBM 1434
209 1 2 CBM 74

No of Contexts: 8 Total Bags: 9

Total Objects: 47  Total Weight: 4843

Date Printed: 07/03/2007



Oxford Archacological Unit. Janus House, Osney Mead, Oxford OX2 OES

OXCRISEV

Box Contents Sheets

Site Code OXCRIS 07

Material: CBM

Box Size Size2 Box No BM.02 Accession No
Context SFNe Noof Noof Material: Weight  Context 'SF Noof Noof Material: Weight
Bags Objects ® Number Bags Objects @

211 2 5 CBM 568
212 ) 2 i2 CBM 841
214 1 1 CBM 5
218 1~ 10 CBM 618
218 1 1 CBM 5
219 1 1 CBM 6
226 1 7 CBM 657
305 1 1 cBM 1167
402 1 2 . CBM 962
403 1 2 CBM 36
404 2 10 CBM 492

No of Contexts: - 11 Total Bags: 14

Total Objects: 52 Total Weight: 5357

Date Printed: 07/03/2007



Oxford Archaeological Unit, Janus House, Osney Mead, Oxford OX2 OES OXCRISEV

Box Contents Sheets

Site Code OXCRIS 07 Material: CBM
Box Size Size 2 Box No BM.03 Accession No
r - ;
| Context SFNo Noof Noof Material: Weight  Context SF Noof Noof Material: Weight
Bags Objects (®) Number Bags Objects @)
405 3 42 CBM 2123
406 1 1 CBM 32
503 1 2 CBM 32
511 : 2 23 CBM 1731
No of Contexts: 4 Total Bags: 7
Total Objects: 68  Total Weight: 3918

 Date Printed: 07/03/2007



Oxford Archacological Unit, Janus House, Osney Mead. Oxford OX2 0ES

Box Contents Sheets

OXCRISEV

Site Code OXCRIS 07 Material:  Copper alloy, iron & lead
-_Bt;x Size -I;I—astic size 8 Box No—“ FE.O0t Accession No N
’ Context SFNo  Noof Nf; of  Material: Weight  Context SF Noof Noof Material: Weigh; o
i Bags  Objects (2) Number Bags Objects (2
211 t 1 Copper Alloy. 0
1224 I 1 Copper Alloy 0
Coip
109 l 1 Iron Nail 0
208 ’ 1 1 Iron Nail ' 0
212 1 | Iron Nail 0
217 L1 lronNail 0
303 l 1 Iron Nail 0
303 I 1 Iron Nail 0
307 1 3 Iron Nail 0
307 1 1 Iron Nail 0
307 1 4 lron 0

Unidentified

307 1 | Iron Nail 0 ’
511 | 1 Iron Nail 0
511 | 1 Iron Nail 0

307 1 1 Lead : 0
’ Unidentified

No of Contexts: 15 Total Bags: 15
Total Objects: 20 Total Weight: 0

Date Printed: 08/03/2007



Oxford Archaeological Unit, Janus House, Osney Mead. Oxford OX2 0ES OXCRISEV

Box Contents Sheets

Site Code OXCRIS 07

Material: Glass

Box Size Size 3

Box No GL.01 Accession No

Context SFNo Noof

Noof Material:

Weight Context SF Noof Noof Material: Weight

Bags Objects ® Number Bags Objects ®
% 109 12 Glss 12
112 1 1 Glass 55.
X 208 ) I 1 Glass 4
219 _ i 1 Glass 2
220 - 1 2 Glass 16
301 2 3 Glass 141
303 1 13 Glass 240
307 1 5 Glass 28
X 402 1 1 Glass 292
511 ‘ 1 I . Glass 10
Noof Contexts: 10 Total Bags: 11
Total Objects: 30 Total Weight: 800

Date Printed: 07/03/2007



Oxford Archaeclogical Unit, Janus House, Osney Mead, Oxford OX2 OES

OXCRISEV

ﬁox Contents Sheets

’ Site Code OXCRIS 07 Material: - Miscellaneous
t—lio;( Size Siie 3 ~ Box No MISC.01 Accession No o
.
E;l"lé“ SFNo Noof Noof Materiai: Weight  Context SF Neof No ofr Material: )
’ Bags  Objects (2 . Number Bags Objects
'—1'08 s Clgm_pe 25
109 13 ClayPipe 29
11 1 i Ctlay Pipe 6
112 _ 1 14 ClayPipe 97
208 1 I Clay Pipe 4
307 1 2 Clay Pipe 9
402 ] 2 Clav Pipe 17
sH 1 7 Clay Pipe 42
511 1 1 Flint 2
110 1 1 - Glass 3 ,
303 1 1 Glass 15
212 I 1 Mortar 45
212 1 ! Plaster 12
109 1 2 Shell 32
212 1 1 Sheli 24
217 1 I Shell 22
218 1 1 Shell. 14
220 1 1 Shell 10
307 1 2 Shell 17
405 | 3 Shell 41
51t | 4 Shell 54
212 1 2 Stone 69
405 1 1 Stone 23
511 2 5 Stone 213 \
No of Contexts: 23 Total Bags: 25
Total Objects: 63 Total Weight: 823

Date Printed: 08/03/2007




Oxford Archaeological Unit, Janus House, Osney Mead. Oxford 0X2 0ES OXCRISEV

Box Contents Sheets
Site Code OXCRIS 07 Material: Pottery
Box Size  Size 1 Box No P.01 Accession No
Context SFNo Noof Noof Materiak Weight Context SF Noof Noof Material: Weight
Bags Objects (2) Number Bags Objects @)
105 ] 1 1 Pottery 7
109 I 7 Pottery 237
110 1 5 Pottery 68
I11 1 1 Pottery 4
112 -1 4 -Pottery 159
204 1 2 Pottery 32
208 I 1 Poutery 51
209 - 1 3 Pottery 36
211 1 2 Pottery 25
212 1 12 Ponery 620
215 1 4 Pottery i 37
2i7 11 Pottery 9
218 1 1 - Pottery 10
219 1 2 Pottery 5
220 1 13  Pottery - 408
222 1 2 Pottery il
303 2 13 - Pottery 435
307 | 2 27  Pottery 1715
402 1 7 Pottery 207
4!]5 4 38  Pottery 337
406 1 3 Pottery 23
500 1 1 Pottery 12
503 ) | 1 1 Pottery 7
505 o 1 Potiery 5
511 2 29  Pouery 453
No of Contexts: 25 Total Bags: ) | 3
Total Objects: 181 Total Weight: 4913 -

Date Printed: 07/03/2007
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OXFORD ARCHAEOLOGY, JANUS HOUSE, OSNEY MEAD, OXFORD, 0X2 OES

FILMING INSTRUCTIONS
Submitter OASouth _
No. of scan disk copies: 25

Headings

Site information

Line 1: [OASouth] County{Oxon] Parish:[Oxford] ,
Site[Corpus Christi College New Music Room] Site code[OXCRIS 07]
Line 2: Excavators name[D. Poore]

Line 3:

Classification of material Tick if
present

Index to archive

Introduction

|A:Final Report

A:Publication Report

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

B: Site Data - Text: General Summaries .

: Site Data — Text: Primary Context Records

: Site Data — Text: Synthesised Context Records

: Site Data — Text: Survey Reports

: Site Data — Text: Catalogue of Drawings

: Site Data — Text: Primary Drawings

: Site Data — Text: Synthesised Drawings

: Finds Data — Text: Primary Finds Data

: Finds Data — Text: Synthesised Finds Data

: Finds Data — Text: Specialist Reports

: Finds Data — Text: Box/Bag List

: Catalogue of Photos/Slides/Videos/X--rays ' ' _ \_/ |

: Environmental/Ecofact Data: Primary Records

: Environmental/Ecofact Data: Synthesised Records

: Environmental/Ecofact Data: Specialist Reports

: Documentary

: Press and Publicity

Qmimmoioigolalololvr|w|wwx|w

: Correspondence

H: Miscellaneous
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PHOTOGRAPHIC RECORD SHEET

SITE CODE O xC (S0

SITENAME confis cHsTt codece - FLMNO. [

Camera number 26 Lens number @colour
Date Negative | View Context(s) Initials
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OXCRIS07.6

Animal bones

Lena Strid

A total of 236 animal bones were recovered from this site. Most bones were in a good condition {see Lyman 1994:355 for definitions) (see table 1). One bone was burnt, and

¢ight bones displayed gnaw marks.

The predominance of sheep/goat, cattle and pig in the assemblage (see table 2) is to be considered normal, regardless of time period. Of the eleven sheep/goat bones, only one
hom core could be determined to be sheep. The majority of the birds were domestic fowl. However, two bones derived from unidentified wild bird species.

Judging by the epiphyseal fusion, the cattle bones derived mainly from sub-adult animals, whereas the sheep bones derived mainly from adult animals. It’s not possible to
discern a pattern from the pig bones. The fowl bones contained both adult and juvenile birds.

Butchering marks were found on 28 bones. A cattle metacarpal had been split longitudinatly, as if to extract marrow. Longitudinal splitting of vertebrae and sacrum of
medium and large mammals indicate suspension of the carcasses during butchery. Cut marks mid-bone on a pig calcaneus points to disarticulation of the hock joint.
Evidence of portioning of carcasses were found on the mid-parts of ribs, pelves and long bones of sheep/goat, pig and unidentified medium and large mammals. Cut marks
suggesting filleting occurred on the shaft of two sheep/goat humeri. Use of a saw to portion two tibiae and a pelvis, all from context 307, dates these bones to the post-
medieval period.

Pathologies were found on two bones. A rib from a large mammal displayed woven bone growth medially, which suggests an infection. A dog ulna had a spot of eburnation
at the humerus joint and some extra bone growth around the joint. The aetiology for this is uncertain, but may derive from a degenerative joint disease.

No further information can be gained from such a small sample of bones.
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Table 1. Preservation level for bones from the OXCRISO7.6 assemblage.



Cattle

Sheep/goat

Sheep

Pig

Horse

Dog

Cat

Rabhit

Domestic
fowl

Bird

Fish

Medium
mammal

Large
mammal

indet.

Horncore

Skull

Mandible

Loose teeth

LIl

b —

o

Atlas

Vertebra

16

Sacrum

Rib

19

Scapula

Humerus

(VSR RIS ]

882

Radius

Ulna

— L L[ —

— N

Metacarpal

o

Pelvis

Femur

Tibia

1)

(=N NSRS RY (S | ) RN =) BN | PR ]

Tibiotarsus

Fibula

Calcaneus

I~

Astragalus

Tarsal bones

Metatarsal

Phalanx 1

Phalanx 2

[a—

Indet. metapodial

— | G

| Longbone

14

Indeterminate

TOTAL

28

41

|

21

93]

54

53

37

Weight (g)

1242

599

47

259

142

202

917

181

Table 2. Bone assemblage from OXCRIS07.6.




APPENDIX - Number of bones and weight per context.

Context

Species

Sum of weight (g)

105

Pig

No. of bones (refitted)
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Large mammal
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