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Oxford Archaeolapy

SUMMARY

In June 2003 Oxford Archaeology (OA4) carried out an archaeological

Sield evaluation of the proposed development site near Litile Bowrion,

north east of Banbury, Oxfordshire for Black and Veatch Consulting Lid
on behalf of the Environment Agency. Seventy-three trenches were
excavated across the development area. Archaeological evidence was
concentrated in the central part of the site and dated principally to the
Neolithic and Roman periods. A middle to late Neolithic pit was exposed
in one trench. In others, a number of ditches were tentatively dated fo the
Neolithic period on the basis of the finds, including a rare sherd of
Peterborough Ware. An extensive system of Roman-period ditches and
eullics was uncovered, representing a farmstead or other small settlement
spanning the Ist to 3rd centuries AD. The evaluation also revealed a
cremation burial and possible placed deposit. More linear features were
uncovered in the eastern and northern parts of the site. These were
generally wndated or isolated, but may have been associated with the
concentration  of  dated  archaeology. The archaeological  remains,
especially those of Neolithic date, are potentially very significant, given
the paucing of comparable sites in the region.
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1

1.1

1.2

1.2.1

1.3

1.3.1

132

2

2.1

22

2.3

Location and scope of work

In June 2003 OA carried out a [ield evaluation on land near to Liitle Bourton,
Banbury, Oxfordshire for Black and Veatch Consulting Ltd on behalf of the
Environment Agency (Fig. 1). The investigation was undertaken in respect of the
Environment Agency’s code of best practice prior to determination for a Flood
Alleviation Scheme. The works conform to the Written Scheme of Investigation
(WSI; OA 2003), which was agreed by Environment Agency’s Archaeologist for the
Thames Region, Phil Catherall, and Paul Smith representing Oxfordshire County
Archaeology Services (OCAS). The development site is situated at NGR SP 465 430,
covering an area of 8.8 hectares.

Geology and topography

The development site is currently a set aside fietd and is bordered by the M40 to the
south-west, the mainline Birmingham to Banbury railway to the west and the Oxford
Canal to the cast. The site occupies a Jow platcau on its W side at 100 m OD. The
field siopes down to the north, east and south towards the River Cherwell at heights
of 94. 60 m, 95. 20 m and 95. 00 m above OD respectively. The under lying geology
is Lower Lias clay with a small arca of Middle Lias silts and clays in the north-
western corner of the site (BGS Soil Survey of England and Wales sheet 201).

Archaeological and historical background

Although the development arca has not been investigated previously for
archaeological remains, its proximity to the River Cherwell and the fertile soil of this
region would have attracted settlers during the prehistoric period. Prior to sedentary
societies, mobile hunting communitics would also have been drawn to this landscape
that could support both freshwater and land-based animals. An Archacological
Contraints Area, designated by the Oxfordshirc Sites and Monuments Record (SMR),
covers the SE part of the site due to the discovery of prehistoric flints and Iron Age
pottery. There are also indications of two concentric cropmarks to the north.

The site is set within a medieval landscape. Hardwicke Farm lies SW of the site,
where extensive investigations have revealed evidence of a moat, pond and enclosure
and the remains of a medieval hamlet. Multi-phase field systems of national
importance have also been found in this arca.

EVALUATION AIMS

To establish the presence or absence of archaeological remains within the
development area.

To determine the extent, condition, nature, character, date and depth of any
archaeological remains.

To establish the ecofactual and environmental potential of archaeological deposits
and features,

© Dxfora Archacological Unit Ltd. August 2003 3
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To make available the results of the investigation.
3 EVALUATION METHODOLOGY
31 Scope of fieldwork

300 The evaluation consisted of 73 trenches measuring 30 m x 1.8 m (Fig. 2),
representing a 5% sample of the proposed development site. The trenches were
distributed evenly across the site. The overburden was removed under close
archacological supervision by a 360° mechanical excavator fitted with a toothless
huckel. Excavation proceeded to the natural geology or the fop of the first
archaeological horizon, whichever was encountered first.

3.2 Fieldwork methods and recording

3.2.1  The trenches were cleaned using hand tools. Archaeological features were sampled to
determine their extent and nature, and to retrieve finds. Recording methods followed
procedures laid down in the QAU Fieldwork Manual (Wilkinson 1962). All features
and deposits were issued with unique context numbers. Trench plans were drawn at a
scale of 1:100. Sections of excavated deposits were drawn at a scale of 1:20. A
photographic record comprising colour slide and black and white print film was

maintained.

3.2.2  The work was undertaken during June 2003 by a team comprising a Project
Supervisor and five technicians under the direction of Project Manager Andrew
Holmes. The project was under the overall direction of Nick Shepherd (Head of
Fieldwork).

3.3 Finds

3321 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.

3.4 Palaco-environmental evidence

341  Where suitable, deposits were sampled for ecofacts, including carbonised plant
remains.

3.5 Presentation of results

351 In the following sections the results of the evaluation are described in chronological
sequence. There are additional comments on the material evidence and refiability of
results. Overall interpretation and conclusions then follows. Detailed finds reports are
presented as appendices. Throughout the report, individual features are referred to by
their context numbers, Significant contexts are iflustrated in plan and/or section with all
contexts tabulated in Appendix 1.
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4  RESULTS: GENERAL

4.1

4.1.1

42

421

Soils and ground conditions

A mid brown to orange grey silty clay topsoil was encountered across the site. It
extended to an average depth of 0.31 m from ground level. Removal of the topsoil
exposed a silty clay ploughsoil (subsoil). Averaging 0.24 m thick, the subsoil varied in
colour across the site, but was generally orange or yellow brown. The subsoil
occasionally vielded prehistoric worked flint flakes, although these were likely to be
residual, incorporated through ploughing, since the deposit sealed all cut features,
including those of Roman date. The subsoii tended to be thicker towards the base of the
slope through colluviai accumulation. Features were cut into the natural Lias clay.
Alluvial deposits were recorded in Trenches 1 and 2.

Distribution of archaeological deposits

Twenty-three trenches yielded features or material of archacological interest. The
densest concentration of evidence was uncovered in the central part of the site, and
largely comprised sections of NW-SE or NE-SW orientated ditches and gullies.
Features excavated on the castern side of the site tended to be devoid of artefacts.
Those located towards the south-west were, In contrasi, materially richer.
Archaeological features were also seen in the northern part of the site.

© Oxford Archaeologicai Unit Ltd. August 2003 5
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5 RESULTFS: DESCRIPTION OF DEPOSITS
5.1 Prehistorie

5.1.1 A single prehistoric feature was recorded in Trench 46. However, possible
prehistoric features (that 1s, those yielding prehistoric, but potentially residual,
maierial alone, were uncovered in Trenches 12, 25, 42 and 55,

5.1.2  Pit 4604 in Trench 46 (Fig. 5) was 1.26 m in diameter and 0.22 m deep. It contained
a single clay silt fill from which a comparatively large pottery and flint assemblage
was retrieved. This material may be dated provisionally to the middle to late
Neolithic period. Posthole 4610 was found to the south of the pit, but was isolated
and contained no dating evidence. Other features within the trench yielded
prehistoric flintwork, although this may have been redeposited. Ditch 4607 was
orientated NE-SW and extended from the north-western corner of the trench. It
contained a 0.5 m thick silty clay soil. Ditch 4612, was located in the centre of the
french and orientated NNW-SSE, from which a single Mesolithic microlith was
recovered. This ditch cut an earlier E-W orientated ditch 4619. Another ditch (4621)
vielded no finds, but shared alignment with 4619, and may be related to it. One of
these may have extended as far as Trench 48, in which another E-W ditch (4820) was
uncovered (sce below).

513 A complex sequence of linear features was revealed in Trench 42 (Fig. 5). Towards
the north end were E-W ditches 4212 and 4214, In terms of size, both were
significant features at over 1.5 m wide and 0.6 m deep. Each contained silty clay fills
that yielded pottery (including one sherd of Peterborough ware from 4212) and
worked flint, providing a middle Neolithic date for deposition. Ditch 4212 also
contained a burnt deposit of bone, stone and charcoal. Gully 4210 ran parallel with
4212 15 yielded a smal} sherd of somewhat undiagnostic prehisioric pottery. Ditch
4204, near the south end of the trench, was aligned E-W. It contained indeterminate
flint and pottery. This linear feature was truncated by ditch 4208, whose projected
course om a NW-SE alignment argues for a Roman date (see below),

5.1.4  Overall, the material evidence from Trench 42 is prehistoric in character, but only
small amounts were recovered from each feature. The assemblage may be residual,
with {he features remaining largely undated within a period spanning the later
Neolithic and Roman periods.

More prehistoric material was recovered from Trenches 12, 25 and 55, but the

problem of residuality undermines its reliability, preventing proper understanding of
the cul features (rom these trenches.

5.1.6  Removal of the subsoil in Trench 12 (Fig. 6) revealed two NW-SE aligned ditches.
Ditch 1206 was located towards the southern end of the trench. It was 0.7 m wide
and .32 m deep and contained a single, silty clay fill, which yieided five flint flakes.
More flintwork, possibly deriving from the difch and including a scraper, was found
in the subsoil. Ditch 12035, located at the northern end of the trench, may date to the
Roman period, although no finds were recovered.

€ Oxford Archacclogical Unit Ltd. August 2003 b
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5.1.7

52

5.2.1

522

523

524

Archuealogioal Evalnation

Trench 25 (Fig. 6) exposed an isolated feature, NW-SE ditch 2504, It yiclded a flint
flake, providing a possible early prehistoric date for infilling. The feature may
connect with 1206, although no evidence of a ditch was seen in intermediate trench
18. A flint flake, not closely datable within the early prehistoric period, was
recovered from pit 5511 in Trench 55 (Fig. 4). Another pit (5505) and ditch (5507}
were also observed, but no finds were recovered.

Worked flint was collected from Trenches 11, 24, 28, 33, 42, 47 and 48, but was
residual either within the subsoil or in Roman-period features.

Roman-period

The Roman-period archacology was concentrated in the central and south-west par
of the site in Trenches 41, 47, 48, 49, 54 and 59. A ditch (4105) was uncovered in
Trench 41 (Fig. 4), which was aligned NE-SW and measured 0.8 m wide by (.12 m
deep, and yielding a single sherd of undiagnostic Roman grey ware. Pit 4107,
situated immediately east of the ditch, yielded no finds. If projected along their
alignments, 4105 may have met at right angles with 4208 (see above).

A series of NW-SE orientated ditches or gullies were observed in Trench 47 (Fig 7).
Ditch 4721, slightly curving and jocated near the western end of the trench, was 1.8
m wide and 0.4 m deep. A handmade bead-rimmed jar of late Iron Age date was
recovered from its silty clay fill (4720), dating deposition to the first half of the Isl
century AD or later. Cut 4719, 1.3 m wide and 0.1 m deep and east of 4721, was
interpreted as a ditch terminus. Its Jowest filI (4723) was devoid of obvious
archaeological material, but the upper {ill (4718), or perhaps the fill of a separate cut,
contained a deposit of burnt human bone, representing the cremated remains of a
single adult individual. Gully 4717 was located immediately east of 4719, The
shallow feature (0.1 m deep) probably filled before or during the second half of the
1st century AD. It was cul by pit 4715, which was much deeper at 0.45 m and
remarkably did not extend beyond the sides of the gully. The pit yielded a near-
complete red ware beaker and ‘Belgic’-type sheli-tempered ware, suggesting a mid
1st century AD or later date for deposition. Given its completeness, and the careful
positioning of the pit, the potlery may have been deliberately placed.

Ditch 4713 was located east of 4717. Only the northern edge of the feature was
exposed, but it was truncated by ditch 4711 and may have connected with NE-SW
ditch 4707, although their alipnments do not exactly match. Ditch 4711 was
orientated NW-SE. It was 0.1 m deep and at least I m wide. It yielded four sherds of
poorly-dated Roman pottery. The ditch was itself cut by ditch 4709. This feature lay
on the same alignment as 4711, probably forming a recut, but was much decper at
0.25 m. Ditch 4707, possibly a continuation of 4713, was, in contrast, very shallow at
0.08 m. It was cut by later ditch 4705 that ran parallel with 4709. No finds were
recovered from 4709, 4707 or 4705, but both 4709 and 4705 are likely to be of
Roman or later date on the basis of stratigraphic association or shared alignment with
ditch 4711.

Trench 48 contained a number of ditches and gullies (Fig. 7). A ditch (4809) that had
undergone two phases of re-cutting (4807 and 4804) over a period of some 100 years

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. August 2003 7
HAPROJECTS\Oxfordshire OX\Cherwell CH\Banbury BAES02 Banbury Flood Schemel\Eval Report.doc

#
1




Oxford Archacology Banbury Flood Alleviation Scheme, Banbury,Oxfordshire
Archacological Evaluation

was found at the northern end of the trench. All three cuts had V-shaped profiles;
4809 and 4804 appeared to fill in two stages. Black-burnished ware from the
sceondary 11 of 4809 dated this phase of use to the second half of the 2nd century.
This diteh wasg cut by 4807, This was 0.8 m deep and contained broadly dated Roman
pottery. Ditch 4807 was in turn cut by 4804, The sequence of re-cutfing ended with
the deposition of the secondary fill of 4604 during the mid to late 3rd century. The
original difeh [4809} fruncated earlier gully 4812, which was aligned differently and
had filled by the later 2nd century. Ditch 4816, a short, N-S orientated, feature, may
have continued as cut 4818, The segments shared dimensions of 1 m wide by 0.3 m
deep, and viclded potlery consistent with a 2nd century date. A later ditch 4818
truncated E-W aligned ditch {4820]. This feature may relate to either ditch 4619 or
4021 in Trench 46, with which it shares alignment. Shallow feature 4822, located in
the south-western corner of the trench, was interpreted as a drip gully for a structure.
It was 0.5 m wide and 0.2 m deep and contained black-burnished and white wares
dated 10 the second half of the 2nd century.

5.2.5  Two lincar features were seen in Trench 49 (Fig. 4). Ditch 4907 was orientated NE-
SWoand contained a single silty clay deposit from which late 2nd or early 3rd century
pottery was vecovered. Gully 4905, uncovered in the central part of the trench,

yielded ne finds.

526 Trench 34 (IFig. 4) revealed a single ditch (5406), which was orientated N-S and
measured 1w wide by ¢ 0.5 m deep. The lower of its two fills (5405) yielded
pndiggnostic Roman pottery. Another ditch (5905), this time NE-SW aligned, was
seen i Trench 59 (Fig. 4), and measured 1.7 m wide by 0.36 m deep. A large, well-
preserved bowl rim was recovered from its silty clay fill (5904). The form, itself not
closely dalible, was nevertheless consistent with a 2nd or 3rd century date.

5277 Much of the Roman-period evidence was concentrated in the central part of the site.
Features periphera to the main activity were located at the northern end of the site.
Trench 6 (Fig, 3 exposed a NW-SE aligned linear feature of probable Roman date.
High 609 was up to 0.2 m deep and contained two fills; Roman pottery was
revovered [rom the upper fill. The diteh had been re-cut (607) during or after the
Jonay perod and, sharing alignment with it, may have been associated with ditch
J 205 i Trench 12, Two gullies were seen in Trench 24 (Fig. 3). Both cuts (2404 and
2406) were orientatled NW-SE; up to 0.4 m wide and 0.2 m deep, and contained
Rontan grey wares, A sherd from 2405 was characteristic of a 2nd century a drinking

vesnel

5.3 Post-Roman

A
g

530 Medieval poltery was recovered from E-W linear feature 5509 (Fig. 4), probably
representing a fwrrow cut during ploughing, the plough having scraped the natural
clay below the subsoil. Crucially, a layer of subsoil sealed the furrow, suggesting that
the subsoil seen across the site accumulated during or after the medieval period. The

P
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occasional presence of redeposited worked flint in the subsoil attests to continued
ploughing from this date onwards. Plough marks were observed across the western

side of the site where the ploughsoil was thinnest.

532 Trenches 6 and 10 revealed a deposit of made ground. Brick fragments from 1045
date this deposit anytime from the 18th century onwards.

5.4 Undated

5.4.1 Linear features, generally NE-SW or SW-SE aligned, were seen in a number ol
trenches towards the east (Figs 2-4). These contained no finds and are therefore
undated, but may be associated with the Roman-period features.

5.4.2 Pits and postholes were seen in trenches in the south-eastern corner of the site. These
features were also undated, but may represent an area of occupation enclosed by the
ditches further north and again may be dated to the Roman period.

5.5 Finds

Pottery

551 A total of 277 sherds, weighing 1608 g, was recovered from the site. The majority of
the pottery dated to the Roman period, although the Neolithic, late Iron Age and
medieval periods were also represented.

552 A total of 25 sherds (110 g) of prehistoric pottery were recovered from the site,
including one (20 g) possible Peterborough Ware (4213) and 19 (68 g) prehistoric
(4605) sherds. These were in an abraded condition and may be residual. The
Peterborough ware sherd, dating to the middle 1o late Neolithic period, is a rare and
very important find for this area.

5.53 The remaining pottery, with the exception of two medieval sherds from Trench 55,
dated to the Roman period, aithough a few sherds in grog- and shell-tempered fabrics
recovered from ditches 4715 and 4721 may have belonged to the Late Iron Age.
Pottery dating to the second half of the Tst century and the 2nd century AD was
strongly represented; 3rd century pottery was also present. The assemblage was
generally in poor condition and probably redeposited, although farge, fresh, pieces
were occasionally coltlected.

Worked flint

554 A total of 49 struck flints and four picces (17 g) of bumt unworked flint was
recovered from the site (Table 2). The presence of a broad blade microlith indicates a
limited early Mesolithic component, although the majority of the flints probably date
broadly to the Neolithic period. Datable types include a polished axe and a flake
from another polished implement, although neither was found in situ. Several of the
rejuvenation flakes, serrated flakes and scrapers are also technologically consistent
with a Neolithic industry.

© Oxford Archacological Unit Ltd. August 2003 g
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Cerantic building muarerial

555 Tive pieees of ceramic building material were recovered from two contexts. Context

1005 yielded four recent brick fragments, while 4704 contained a single Roman-

period tHe agrsent

Stone

? 55.06  Atotal of 37 fragments of stone were recovered from the site (Table 3). These were

very small, weathered and largely burnt. Most were too small to retain any evidence
i of having been worked, though Tava fragments such as those found from Trench 42
{located on the cdge of the Roman-period concentration), are usually taken as
'! evidence for Java rotary querns.

Animal bone

557 Adotal of 38 fragments of unidentifiable fragments of burnt animal bone and horse
teeth woere recovered from Trench 42,

Himan boae

558 Cremaled human remains (4178} were recovered from the terminal of a shallow ditch
(4719, The guantity of bone present within the sample was estimated to be between
300 and 400 p. Ndentifiable fragments were from the cranial vault, uina, tibia, fibula,
fessur aind o metatarsal. The cremated bone is likely to be from a single adult
mdividuiat of unknown sex.

.00 Palaeo-enviconmental remains

5.0 A total of B osamples from a selection of features were made available for the
gainent of the preservation of palaeo-environmental indicators (Table 4). They
devive from pits and ditches tentatively dated to the Neolithic period. One ditch was
winditedd but thoupht (o date to the early Roman period and contained a cremation

b

IEYRELED

S0 Chared plang remains were very poorly preserved and dominated by wood charcoal,

the nugority of which was too comminated 1o be identified. Non-wood remains were
parse consishng of occassional (1-5 items) cereal grain. Molluscs were present
iy sinne o1 the f1ots, though in very low numbers considering the volume of sediment
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6 DISCUSSION AND INTERPRETATION

6.1

6.1.1

6.2

6.2.1

6.2.2

6.2.3

6.2.4

Reliability of field investigation

The 5% sample of the study area by trial trenching has demonstraied to be of
sufficient size to locate Roman-period linear features and fo provide strong
indications of their extent. The location of prehistoric features is reasonably effective
at the 5% level, and the features discovered here, coupled with the retrieval of a well-
preserved and diagnostic artefactual assemblage, should be regarded as indicators of
significant prehistoric activity. The evaluation revealed potential for the recovery of
further ecofactual evidence. The preservation of archaeological remains was
generally good, although some agricultural and modern disturbance was apparent.
Overall, the reliability of the evaluation was good.

Overall interpretation

Summary of results

Seventy-three trenches were excivated across the development area. A little over
30% vielded evidence of archacological interest. This evidence was concentrated in
the central part of the site and dated principally to the Neolithic and Roman periods.
The Mesolithic, late Iron Age and medicval periods were also represented through
artefactual evidence.

A middle to late Neolithic pit was uncovered in Trench 46. Contemporancous
material was recovered from dilches within the trench, but this might be residual.
More linear features exclusively containing probable Neolithic flintwork or pottery
were exposed in a further three trenches. Perhaps most significantly, Peterborough
Ware, a rare find in the region, was retrieved from Trench 42. However, ditches are
atypical of archaeology of this period within the region, and material recovered from
them may be eatirely residual. Redeposited worked flint, including an axe and
arrowhead, was also found in Roman-period or later features in an additional 7
trenches.

The evaluation revealed extensive systems of Roman-period ditches and guliies.
These tended to follow NW-SE or NE-SW alignments, appearing to follow the
natural slope. The features were accompanied by occasional pits and possible
structural gullies. A Late Iron Age or carly Roman ditch was seen in Trench 47. In
the same trench, the cremated remains of an adult individual were uncovered in a
ditch terminal, while a pottery vessel may have been deliberately placed inside a
defunct gully. Both were of probable early Roman date. Later evidence was revealed
in trenches 48 and 49. In the former, a ditch with multiple recuts spanned a period of
more than 100 years from the later 2nd to later 3rd centuries. Another 2nd or 3rd
century ditch was seen in the latter.

More linear features were uncovered in the castern and northern parts of the site.
These were generally undated or isolated, bul may have been associated with the
concentration of dated archacology in the west. The site was given to over
agricuitural activities, such as ploughing, from the medieval period onwards.

@ Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. August 2003 1]
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Significance

6.2.5 The Neolithic remains, although limited, are nevertheless very significant. The
features assigned fo this period are likely to represent a settlement and possible land
boundaries (although some of the finds may be residual in otherwise undated
features). In any case, the artefactual evidence sets the prehistoric activity
provisionally within the middle to late Neolithic period.

6.2.6  Very little 13 known about this period of the region’s past. Pottery and cut features,
such as pits and ditches, of this date are commonly found on gravel terraces in the
Upper Thames Valley (Barelay 2002} but are rarely found in this region. This rarity
1s due to a as in the archaeological record, rather than to an absence of prehistoric
activity around Banbury. Additional evidence of Neolithic activity, although rare, has
been found at, for exampie, Old Grimsbury (Barclay 2000) and Briar Hill (Barclay
2004; Bamford 1985) in the Nene Valley (30 km NE from Banbury), and Heineff
Way in Banbury (John Moore pers. comm.). The more evidence that can be

recovered from the region, the greater chance there is of building local chronologies
and relating these (o archaeologically well researched areas such as the Oxford
reLIon,

6.2.7  The Roman-period evidence is likely to represent an enclosed farmstead or other

small rural settlement spanning the 1st to 3rd centuries. The area of activity was
extensive; the focus of the evidence was in the central part of the site, but outfield
enclosures were located further north. As with the prehistoric site, this type of
evidence has been well investigated in the Upper Thames Valley, but sites in the
Banbury region are less well-known, A middle to late Iron Age settlement, with very
limited Roman-period activity, was recently uncovered by John Moore IHeritage
Services at Manor Park, Banbury. A high-status site at nearby Croughton,
Northamptonshire, 15 attested by a late Roman mosaic (Henig and Booth 2000, 147),
while a major settiement is known at King’s Sutton, also in Northamptonshire (ibid,
fig 2.1).

6.2.8 Preservation of the artefactual evidence was generally good, while that of the
I environmental evidence, including animal bone, was poor. Charred plant remains are

usually better preserved in the Roman and later periods. Given the rarity of good
plant remains from the Neolithic period in the Banbury region, future ecofactual
evidence from the site is potentially very significant.

6.2.9  The medieval or post-medieval agricultural activity is of low significance, being well

documented throughout the region,

€ Oxford Archacological Unit Ltd. August 2003 12
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APPENDICES

APPENDIX 1 ARCHATOLOGICAL CONTEXT INVENTORY

Trench (;erat Type Hz:f)th 12:)]{ Comment Finds | No. D

1
101 Layer 030 | Topsoil -
102 Layer 0.30 | Subsoit -
103 Layer Natural silt clay -
104 Layer 15m 0.15 Aluvium -

2
201 Layer 0.29 Topsail -
202 Layer 0.35 Subsoil -
203 Layer Natural silt clay -
204 Layer 0.50 | Alluvium -
205 Layer 6.5m 0.23 | Orpanic falluvium -

3
301 Layer (.26 'I'l‘npsoii -
302 | Layer 030 | Suhsoil - )
303 Layer 0.55 | Natural silt clay -
304 Layer Natural silt clay sand -

4
401 Layer 0.27 1 Topsoi -
402 Layer 0.27 | Subsoll -
403 1 Layer | Natugal silt clay -

5
501 Tayer 032§ Topsoi -
502 Layer 0.65 | Subsoil -
503 Layer 1 Natural silt clay -

6
601 Layer 0 opsoil -
602 Layer 0.2 Sibsoil -
603 1 Layer | Matural silt clay -
604 Layer 0,30 | Made ground -
603 Fill 0.3 | Il of disch 607 - S
606 Fill 0.20 | Fill ol ditch 609 Pot ] Roma
607 Cut 0.65 0.30 | Ditch -
608 Eill 0,05 1 Fil of diteh 609 -
609 Cut im Dhiteh -
701 Layer 1 Topsoil -
702 Layer Subuoil -
703 Layer Maural sill clay -

8
801 | Layer 035 | Topsoil - E
802 | Layer | | 0.22 | Subsoil_ - ] ;-
803 Layer wal sitt clay -

9 .
901 | Layer 045 | Topsoil - g
902 . | Layer 0.33 | Subsoil - ;
903 Layer Matural silt clay -
1001 | Layer 033 | Topsoll -
1002 | Layer Subsoil ;
1003 | Laver Natural
1004 | Layer Natural [T IR SIS WUV DA
1005 | Layer im Made ground CBM |4 M

© Oxfor¢ Archacological Unit Ltd. August 2003 13
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Trench (Ar:}’ Tvpe H;:::’)Fk Tg;;k Comment Finds No. Date
11

0.32 Topsoil -

040 | Subsoail Flint 1 Meso/Neo
Natural sil¢ clay -
N 0.28 | Fifl of ditch 1105 -
. Tl w1035 | 0.8 | Diteh :
‘g oo | Fil 0.24 | Fill of pit 1107 -
1107 | Cut 0.76 024 | Pit -
_ 1108 | Layer 4m 0.11 | Made ground -
i |ty 0.42 | Topsoil -

20T 1 ayer 0.14 | Subsoil Flint 4 Prehistoric
1200 1 Layer Natural silt clay -
I 1 204 Pl 0.32 | Fill of ditch 12035 -
e e 080 0.32 | Ditch -
Cil 0.70 0.32 | Ditch -

i il 0.32 | Fill of ditch 1206 Flint 6 Prehistoric

il

o Layer | 030 | Topsoil -
iy 0.29 | Subsoil -
i Lavery Natural silt clay -
070|020 | Ditch :

0.20 | Fill of ditch 1304 -

1 0.65 | Topsoil -

1402 1 Laver | 0.46 | Subsoil -

JAaod | Laver Natural siltt clay -
lS Ao cro It e

1500 | Laver 0.28 Topseil -

1502 11 ‘ 0.23 | Subsoil -

01|
£S04
1505

WNatural siit clay -
0.52 | Natural silt clay -
Natural silt clay -

16

001 ] Layer |-
102§ Fayer 0.20 | Subsoil -
Loy & Eaver 0.08 | Natural silt clay -
TO0d 1 Layer Natural silt clay -

(.28 | Topsoil -

17

1701 | Layer | 023 | Topsoil -
1702 | Layer 0.25 | Subsoil -
1703 | Laver | Natural silt clay -

18

1
1
l
] 1801 | Tayer | 0.28 | Topsoll -
i
i
]
1
]

1502 | Layer | 036 | Subsoil -

1803 | Layer | Natural silt clay -

19

1901 | Layer 0.30 | Topsoil -
1902 | Layver | 0.40 | Subsoil -
1903 | Layer Natural silt clay -

20

2001 Layer 0.40 [ Topsoil -
2002 1 Layoer 0.30 | Subsoil -
2003 [ Laver Natural sift clay -

21

2100 | Layer | 0.28 | Topseil -
2802 | Layer | 0.20 | Subsoil -

£ Oxford Archacological Unit Lid. August 2003 14
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Oxford Archaeology Banbury Flood Alleviation Scheme, Banbury, Oxfordshire
Arehacological Evaluation

Trench %’;r Type H;::f)th ]2:)]{ Comment Finds No. Dare
2103 | Layer Natural silt clay -
2104 | Layer (.30 Natural -
22
2201 | Layer 0.27 i Topsoil -
2202 | Layer (.20 | Natural -
2203 | Layer Natural silt clay -
23
2301 | Layer 0.28 | Topseil -
2302 | Layer 0.30 Subsoil -
2303 | Layer Natural silt clay -
2304 Fill 0.19 | Fill of posthole 2305 -
2303 Cut 0.40 0.19 | Posthole -
24
2401 i Layer 0.40 | Topsod -
2402 | Layer 020 | Subsoil -
2403 | Layer Natural silt clay -
2404 Cut 040 0.17 | Gully -
2405 Fill 0.17 | Filj of gully 2404 Pot 1 AD120-200
Flint 1 Neolithic
2406 Cut 0.38 0.10 1 Gully -
2407 Fill 0.10 | Fill of gully 2406 Pot 1 Roman
Stone 1
25
2501 | Layer 0.50 | Topsoil -
2502 | Laver 0.15 Subsoil -
2503 | Layer Natural silt clay -
2504 Cut 0.93 (.20 | Ditch -
2508 Fill 0.20 1 Tl of ditch 2504 Flint 1 Prehistoric
26
2601 | Layer 042 | Topsoil -
2602 1 Layer 0.20 | Subsoil -
2603 | Layer Natural silt clay -
2604 Cut 0.76 0.25 | Ditch -
2605 Fil} 0.25 | Yill of ditch 2604 - 5
27 E
2701 | Layer 0,28 & Topsoil - :
2702 | Layer (.38 Natural -
3703 | Layer 030 | Natural sill clay ; g
2704 | Layer Natural silt clay - ;
28
2801 Layer 0.30 Fopsoil - ;
2802 | Layer (.22 | Subsoil Flint 2 Prehistoric g
2803 | Layer Natural silt clay -
2804 | Layer 0,60 | Natural -
% E
2601 layer 0.27 | Topsoil -
2902 | Layer 0.30 | Subsoil -
2003 | Layer Natural silt clay - A
5 E
3001 | Layer 0.27 | Topsoil -
3002 : Layer 0.28 Subsoi] -
3003 | Laver Natural silt clay -
31
3101 | Laver 0.32 | Topsoil -
3102 | Layer 0.24 | Subsoil -
3103 | Layer Natural silt clay -
© Oxford Archacoiogical Unit Ltd. August 2003 15
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Oxierd Archacelogy Banbury Flood Alleviation Scheme, Banbury,Oxfordshice
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g Trench | Cixt Type Width Thick. | Comment Finds No. Date
o No (m) (m)
32

g 3201 | Layer 030 | Topsoil -

3202 ¢ Laver 0.25 Subsoil -

3202 { Laver Natural silt clay -

33

g 3301 | Layer 0.33 | Topsoil -

3302 | Layer 23 m 0.20 Subsoil Flint 3 Neolithic
. 3303 | Layer 0.37 | Natural -
E 3304 | Layer 0.28 | Natral -

3305 | Laver Natural -

3306 | Laver Natural -

3307 | Layer Natural -
1 34

3401 | Layer 0.28 | Topsoil -

3402 | lLaver 0.22 1 Subsoil -
] 3403 | layer 046 | Natural silt clay -
3404 | lLayer 0.10 | Natural -

3405 | Laver Natural -
g 35

3501 1 Layer 0.27 | Topsoil -

3502 1 Layer 033 | Subsoil -

3503 5 lLaver Natural silt clay -

36

3601 1 Laver 040 | Topsoil -

3602 layer 0.30 Subsoil -

3603 Laver Natural sift clay -

3604 J=ll 0.08 | Fill of ditch 3605 -

3605 Cut 0.16 0.08 Ditch -

3606 Fill 020 | Fili of ditch 3607 -

3607 Cut 0.90 020 | Bitch -

37

3701 Layer 0.30 Topsoil -

3702 | Laye 0.20 | Subsoii -

3703 | layer Natural silt clay -

3704 )il 020 | Fill of ditch 3705 -

3705 Cul (.44 0.20 Ditch -

38

3801 { Layer 0.30 | Topsoil -

3802 | Layer 0.20 | Subsoil -

3803 | Layer Natural silt clay -

3804 Fill 0.26 | Fill of ditch 3805 -

3805 Cut Tm 0.26 Ditch -

33807 Cut (.50 0.20 | Ditch -

39

3901 | Layer 0.30 1 Topsoeil -

3902 | Layer 0.22 | Subsoll -

3903 | Layer Natural silt clay -

3904 Fil} 0.16 | TFill of 3905 -

3905 Cut (.60 0.16 Natural feature -

40

4001 | Layer 0.30 | Topsoil

4002 | Layer 0.18 Subsoil

4003 | Layer Natural silt clay

41

| 4101 | Layer | | 028 | Topsoil [ -] i

© Oxford Archacological Unit Lid, August 2003 16
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Oxford Archacelogy

Banbury Flood Alleviation Scheme, Banbury Oxlordshise

Arehaeatogival Evaludrion

Trench f\f,;t Type Hg:f)ﬂr I:Zi:)h Comnrent Finds No. I.)r;f::-—” |
4102 | Layer 0.33 | Subsoil -
4103 | Layer Natural silt clay -
4104 Fill 012 | Fill of ditch 4105 Pot 1
4105 Cut 0.80 0.12 | Diteh -
4106 Fill 0.20 | Fill of pit 4107 -
4107 Cut 0.6x0.45 0.20 | Pit -
42
4201 | Layer 045 | Topsoil
4202 | Layer 0,18 Subsoil
4203 | Layer Natural sill clay
4204 Cut 12m 0.70 | Diich
4205 Fili (.30 | Fill of 4204 Pot 15 Prehistoric
Flint 1 Prehistoric
Bone 2
Stone 6
4206 Fill 014 & Fill of 4204 Bone 11
4207 Fill 0.14 1 Fill of 4204
4208 Cut 0.90 0.35 1 Ditch
4200 Fill 0.35 1 15l of 4209
4210 Cut 041 040 | Gully
4211 Fill 040 | Fill of 4210 Pot 1 MNeolithic
Flint 2 INeolithic
Bone 15
4212 Cut 1.32 0.02 | Dih
4213 Fill 0.62 | Fillof4212 Pot 1 Neolithic
Flint 2 Prehistoric
Bone 10
Stone 9
4214 Cut 1.5m 0.76 | Ditch
4215 Fill 076 | Fillof 4214 Pot 2 INeolithic
Flint 3 TNeolithic
43
4301 | Layer (0,36 | Topsoii -
4302 | Layer (.12 Subsoil -
4303 | Layer Natural silt clay -
4304 Fili 0.16 { il of gully 4305 -
4305 Cut 0.40 006 1 Gully -
4306 Fill 0.30 | Il of ditch 4307 -
4307 Cut 0.76 0.30 | Ditch -
44
4401 | Layer (.22 | Topsoil -
4402 | Layer 0.26 | Subsoil -
4403 | Layer Natural silt clay -
4404 Cut 0.70 0.22 1 Diltch -
4405 Fiil 0.22 | Fill of ditch 4404 -
4406 Cut 0.56 0.14 | Ditch -
4407 Fill 0.14 | Fill of ditch 4406 -
45
4501 | Layer 0.38 | Topsoil -
4502 | Layer 0.55 Subsoil -
4503 | Layer Natural silt clay -
4504 Fili 0.14 | Fill of ditch 4506 -
4505 Fill 0.6 | Fill of ditch 4507 -
4506 Cut 0.56 0.14 | Ditch -
4507 Cut 0.45 0.16 | Ditch -
46
[ 4601 | Layer 0.35 | Topsoil -
& Oxford Archacological Unit Ltd. August 2003 17
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vt Type

Width

Thick.

Trench (m) () Comment Finds | Ne. Date
) _Laver 0.45 | Subsoil Flint 8 Prehistoric
3 [ayer Natural silt clay -
4604 Cut 1.26x0.4 022 | Pit -
5
4605 Fili 0.22 | Fill of pit 4604 Pot 19 Neolithic
Flint 6 Prehistoric
Stone 25
4606 Fifl 0.50 | Fill of ditch 4607 Flint 3 Prehistoric
4607 Cut .89 0.50 1 Ditch -
4608 Cht 047 0.18 | Gully -
4609 131l 0.18 | Fill of gully 4608 -
4610 Cut 0.22 0.17 | Posthole -
4611 Fill 0.17 | Fill of posthole 4610 -
4612 Cut 0.64 0.28 | Ditch -
46173 Fill 0.24 | Fill of ditch 4612 Flint 1 Mesolithic
4614 il 0.28 | Fill of ditch 4612 -
4615 Cul (162 0.30 Ditch -
4616 Filt 0.08 | Fill of ditch 4615 -
4617 Fill 0.26 | Fill of ditch 4615 -
40618 Fill 0.14 | Fill of ditch 4615 -
46149 (ui 0.78 0.18 | Ditch -
4620 I] 0.18 | Fill of ditch 4619 -
462 ] Cug (.40 0.30 Ditch -
4622 151 0.30 | Fill of 4624 -
4623 Iil} 0.30 | Fill of ditch 4621 -
4624 Cul 0.32x0.4 0.30 | Tree-throw hole -
4625 | Cul | 046 0.26 | Ditch -
47 .
4701 Layer 030 | Topsoil -
4702 ¢ Layer 0.20 | Subsoil -
4703 1 Luver Natural silt clay -
4704 I'il} 0.37 | Fill of ditch 4705 CBM i Roman
4705 1 Cut 1.1m 0.37 | Ditch -
4706 INTE G.08 | Fill of ditch 4707 .
4707 €l .70 (.08 Ditch -
4708 g 0.25 | Till of ditch 4709 Flint 1 Prehistoric
4709 | Ol (0.90 0.25 | Ditch -
4710 Filf ¢ 0.10 | Fill of ditch 4711 Pot 4 Roman
4711 G im 0.10 | Ditch -
4712 b 0.10 | Fill of ditch 4713 -
4713 Cun 0.50 0.10 | Ditch -
4714 Fiil 0.27 | Fill of pit 4715 Pot 25 AD40-80
Flint 1 Prehistoric
4715 S TH 0.7x 027 | Pit -
045
4716 . 0.10 | Fill of ditch 4717 -
4717 Cul 0.60 0.10 | Ditch -
4718 Fill 0.08 | Fill of ditch 4719 Cremat
ed
bone
4719 1 Cwt ] 1.3m 0.10 | Ditch terminus -
4720 | ril 040 | Till of ditch 4721 Pot 27 LIA
4721 Cul 15 040 | Ditch -
4722 il Potin pit 4714 Pot 86 AD40-120
4723 | Fill 0.10 | Fill of ditch 4719 -
48
4801 | Layer | 0.25 | Topsoil -
€ Oxford Archacological Unit Lid. August 2003 18
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Trench Cj;?;r Type H(::’)fk ! ?’::)f‘ Comment Finds No. Date
4802 | Layer 0.20 | Subsoil -
4803 | Layer Natural silt clay -
4804 Cut 0.80 (.55 | Ditch -
4805 Fill 038 | Fill of disch 4804 Pot 1 ADA0-300
4806 Tilk 0.18 1 Fill of ditch 4804 Pot 13 AD240-400
4807 Cut (.50 0.56 1 Diteh -
4808 Fill 0.56 | TFill of ditch 4807 Pot 11 Rospan
Flint 2 Prehistoric
Stone 3
4809 Cut 0.80 0.80 | Ditch - _
4810 Fill 0.50 | Fill of ditch 4809 Pot 22 AD140-300
Flint 2 Neo/BA
4811 Fill 0.35 | ¥ill of ditch 4809 -
4812 Cut 0.50 (.20 Guily -
4813 Fill .20 | Fill of gully 4812 Pot 4 Roman
Flint 1 Prehiistoric
4814 Cut 1m 0.20 1 Ditch -
4815 Fill 0.20 i Fill of ditch 4814 -
4816 Cut lm (.30 1 Diich -
4817 Fill 0.30 1 Fill of ditch 4816 Pot 4 AD40-120
4818 Cut Im 0.30 | Ditch -
4819 Fitl 0.30 | Fill of ditch 4818 Pot 28 AD120-200
Flint 1 Neo/BA
4820 Cut 14m 0.15 | Ditch -
4821 Fili 0.15 | Fill of ditch 4820 -
4822 Cut 0.530 (.20 | Guily -
4823 Fill 0.20 | Fill of gully 4822 pot 6 ADI140-200
49
4901 | Layer 0,26 1 Topsoil -
4902 | Layer 0.20 | Subsoil -
4903 | Laver Natural siit clay -
4904 Fill 0,08 | Fill of gully 4905 -
4905 Cut 0.20 0.08 | Gully - ‘
4906 Fill 0.42 | Filf of diteh 4907 Pot 7 AD170-240
Flint 1
4907 Cut 1.2m 042 1 Dich -
50
5001 | Layer 0.23 | Topsoil -
5002 [ Layer (.54 | Subsoil -
5003 | Layer Natural sift clay -
51
5101 : Layer 0.30 | Topsoil -
5102 | Layer 0.50 | Subsoil -
5103 | Layer Natural silt clay -
52
5201 | Layer 0,30 | Topsoil -
5202 | Laver 0.12 | Subsoil -
5203 | Layer MNatural silt clay -
5204 Cut 0.50 0,24 | Ditch -
5205 Fill 0.24 | Fill of ditch 5204 -
53
5301 : Layer 0.20 | Topsoi
5302 | Layer 0,20 | Subsoll
5303 | Laver Natural silt clay
54
5401 | Laver (.26 | Topsoil -
5402 | Layer i5m 0.20 | Subsoil -
© Oxford Archaeological Unit Lid. August 2003 19
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Trench (j::)f | 11’1’( | Hg::’)th Tg;f)k Comment Finds | No. Date
J 2403 1 Layer | Natura) silt clay -
5404 Fifl 0.22 i Fill of ditch 5406 -
53405 1l 0.27 | Fill of ditch 5406 Pot 1 Roman
5406 i Im 0.55 | Ditch -
55
5501 Laver 0.26 Topsail -
5502 | Layer 020 | Subsocil -
5503 | Layer Natural silt clay -
5504 Il 0.18 | Fill of pit 5505 -
5508 Cag 0.9x 018 | pit -
{1.85
5500 Fill 0.10 | Fill of ditch 5507 -
507 Cul 1.l m 0.1¢0 | Ditch -
5508 il 0.14 | Fili of ditch/furrow Pot 2 Medieval
5509
3509 Cul 14 m 0.14 | Ditch/furrow -
S0 Fill 0.12 | Fill of pit 5511 Flint 2 Prehistoric
S51 Cul 0.40 0.12 pit -
56 _
Sotl 4 Laver | 0.26 | Topsoil -
5602 1 Layer 0.20 | Subsoil -
3603 | Layer Natura] silt clay -
57
S705 | Layer 0.14 | Topsoi} -
5702 | Laver 0.24 | Subsoil -
3703 | Loyer Natural silt clay -
5704 Cul 0.47 0.14 | Posthole -
5705 )| 0.14 | Fill of posthole 5704 -
58 ‘
5801 | Layer 034 | Topsoil -
5802 | Layer 0.14 | Subsoil -
5803 | Layer Natural silt clay -
39
5901 Layer 0.30 Topsoil -
5902 Layer 0.20 Subsoil -
5903 | Laver Natural silt clay -
5904 [t 0.36 | Fili of ditch 3905 Pot 17 100-400
5905 Cut 1.7m 0.36 | Ditch -
60
6001 | Layer 0.28 | Topsoil -
6002 | Layer 0.24 Subsoil -
6003 | laver Natural silt clay -
6004 Fill 035 | Fill of posthole 6005 -
6005 Cut 0,22 dia 0.35 | Posthole -
61
6101 | Layer (.25 1 Topsoil -
6102 | Layer 0.15 | Subsoil -
6103 | Laver Natural silt clay -
62
6201 | Layer 0.32 | Topseil -
6202 | layer 0.30 | Subsoil -
6203 | Layer Natural silt clay -
63
6301 | Laver 0.37 ¢ Topsoil -
6302 | iayer 0.46 Subsoil -
6303 ¢ Layer Natural silt clay -
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Oxford Archaeology Banbury Flood Alleviation Scheme, Banbury Ox fordshire
Archaeological Evalwation

Trench gz;;f Type ”Z;gh 15;;:)]‘ | Conmment Finds No, I)fhf
=
6401 | Layer 0.26 1 Topsoil -
6402 | Layer 040 1 Subsoil -
6403 | Layer Natural silt clay -
6404 Fiil 0.30 | Fill of ditch 6405 -
6405 cut 1.25m 0.30 | Ditch -
6406 Fill 0.17 | Fiil of pit 6407 -
6407 cut 0.6x 0.4 0.17 | Pit -
65
6501 | Layer 028 | Topsoll -
6502 | Layer 0.24 | Subsoi] -
6503 | Laver Natural silt clay -
06
6601 | Laver 027 | Topsoil -
6602 | Laver 0.22 | Subsoil -
6603 | Laver Natural silt clay -
6604 Fill (.22 & Fill of pit 6605 -
6605 Cut 12x05 0.22 | Pu -
67
6701 | Laver (.34 | Topsoi -
6702 | Laver 018 1 Subsoil -
6703 | Layer Natural silt clay -
08
6801 | Laver 0.28 1 Topsoit -
6802 | Layer (.35 Subsoil -
6803 | Laver Natural silt clay -
69
6901 | Laver 0.27 | Topsoil -
6902 | Layer (.38 | Subsoi -
6903 | Laver Natural silt clay -
7001 | Layer 0.3 | Topsoil -
7002 | Laver 0,24 Subson -
7003 | Layer 1 Natural silt clay -
71
7101 | Layer 0.26 | Topsoil -
7102 | Laver 031 1 Subsail -
7103 | Layer Natural silt clay -
72
7201 | Layer (.33 | Topsoil -
7202 { Layer 022 | Subsoil -
7203 | Layer Natural silt clay -
73
7301 | Laver 0.25 | Topsoil -
7302 | Layer 0.22 | Subsoi -
7303 | Layer Natural silt clay -
Table 1. Context inventory E
€ Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd, August 2003 21

HAPROJECTS\Oxfordshire OX\Cherwell CH\Banbury BAGS0Y Banbury Flood Scheme\Eval Report.doc




Oxlord Archacolopy Banbury Flood Alleviation Scheme, Banbury, Oxfordshire
Archacological Evaluation

APPENDIN 2 POTTERY ASSESSMENT

Introduction

A total of 277 sherds, weighing 1008 g, was recovered from the site. The majority of the
pottery dated 1o the Roman period, although the Neolithic, late Iron Age and medieval
periods were also yepresented. The assembliage was rapidly scanned and assessed to
determine the range of forms and fabrics present using the standard Oxford Archaeology
recording system.

Prehistoric pottery by Alistair Barclay and Emily Edwards

Atotal of 25 sherds (110 ) of prehistoric pottery were recovered from the site, including one
(20 g) possible Peterborouph Ware (4213) and 19 (68 g) prehistoric (4605). These were in an
abraded condition and may be residual but are a rare and very important find for this area.

Methodology

The assemblage is quantified by weight and sherd number. The pottery is characterised by
fabric, form, surface tremtment, decoration and colour. No burnt residues were present. The
sherds were analysed using a binocular microscope (x 20) and were divided into fabric groups
by principal inclusion type, OA standard codes are used to denote inclusion types: G = grog, R=
rock {limesione, sandstane and pranite). Size range for inclusions: 1= <1 mm fine; 2= 1-3 mm
fine-medium and 3 = 3 mm - medium-coarse.

Fabrics

The Banbury arca sits on Liattic ¢lays. The pottery was manufactured from a clay containing
naturally occurring sund, iron pellets and mica, which are likely to be naturally occurring in
the clay around Banbury as similar {abrics have been noted at Old Grimsbury (Barclay 2000).

e Grog temperad
G1 - Soft poorly sosted fabric with sparse grog, coarse sand, mica and iron peilets.

e Lecched Shell
DSI - Soft lecched [abric containing sparse sand and mica.

e Fabric containiny no apening material
NAT - A relatively clean clay containing only sparse, small leeched shell voids and no
opening material,

Manufacture and decoration

These sherds were all typically handmade and open fired. Diagnostic decoration on the
sherds from context 4213, consisting of haphazardly applied whipped cord maggots, suggests
a maddle Neolithic date (the impressions were very abraded). One sherd from context 4605
was thought to bear the remnants of a plasticated cordon and fingernail decoration but is far
too abraded for this (o be clear.

Discussion

The grog (empered (GI) sherd from context 4213 was tentatively dated as Peterborough
Ware due (o the whipped cord decoration and fabric, Grog has been noted in middle
Neolithic fabrics at Yarnton (Barclay and Edwards, forthcoming) and the sparse distribution
of grog within this sherd 15 congistent with pottery of such a date. The decoration could, if
more densely or evenly applied, indicate an early Bronze Age date but grog fabrics of this
date are usually more densely tempered. This is a very rare find for the Banbury region; no
Peterborough Ware has yvel been recovered from Banbury.
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The 19 (68 g) prehistoric sherds (DS1) recovered from context 4605 were very broken and
abraded body sherds, with the possible exception of fragments of a base. The apparent
decoration had led to an initial late Neolithic spot date but further analysis proved a specific
date to be impossible as the sherd is far too abraded for this to be clear. One sherd differed
from this description and may be lron Age. This potfery was found in conjunction with
middle to late Neolithic flint, which would be a credible date for this material.

Pottery of such date is common in pits and ditches on gravel terraces in the Upper Thames
Valley (Barclay 2002) but is rarely found in this region. This rarity is due to a bias in the
archaeological record, rather than to an absence of prehistoric activity around Banbury, as
these few sherds demonstrate. Sites rich in carly prehistoric pottery in the Upper Thames
region tend to be large projects carried out, for example, on gravel extraction quarries where
archaeology has been preserved under flood plain alluvium.

Additional evidence of Neolithic activily, although rare, does exist. Sites from which
Neolithic pottery has been recovered include the Grooved Ware from Old Grimsbury
(Barclay 2000) and from Briar Hill (Barclay 2000; Bamford 1985) in the Nene Valley (30 km
NE. from Banbury). A mid to late Bronze Apge potiery assemblage has been recovered from a
ditch feature at Heineff Way in Banbury (John Moore pers. comm.)

Very little is known about this period of the region’s past and the more we can recover from
such projects, the more chance we have of building local chronologies and relating these to
archaeologically well researched arcas such as the Oxford region. This pottery is very
tentatively dated, so any chance to recover more evidence in the future should be encouraged.
Previous finds of this date have been isolafed features containing abraded material. This
project may present the opportunity to significantly add to the record and opportunities to
recover more information should not be missed. This pottery is, therefore, of regional
significance.

Roman-period pottery by Edward Biddulph

Pottery dating to the first half of the st century Al was recovered from Trench 47. Shell-
tempered (E40) with occasional grog inciusions made a significant contribution to the group
from this trench. Forms in this fabric included a bucket-shaped jar and an everted-rim jar.
These typically date to the late Iron Ape, but associated with post-conquest, sandy tempered
fabrics and forms, their use appears (o have continued into the Roman period. A butt-beaker
in a fine sandy red ware (Q10) was also recovered from Trench 47, apparently confirming a
later 1st century date for deposition. Overall, mid Roman pottery (mid 2nd fo mid 3rd
century) dominated. Trenches 48 and 49 viclded pottery particularly characteristic of this
period, including bag-shaped and poppy-headed beakers, a black burnished ware (B11) dish
from Dorset, an Oxfordshire white ware yar (Young 1977, type W33), and sand and grog-
tempered grey ware R37. The pottery from French 24 was less diagnostic, but a body sherd
decorated with barbotine dots was consistent with a 2nd century date. The end of Roman
activity on the site is uncertain, but the absence of typically late Roman wares (eg
Oxfordshire red colour-coated ware) suggests that occupation had ceased by the mid/late 3rd
century, although a grey ware flagon or handled jar from Trench 48 is consistent with a late
Roman date.

The condition of the pottery was variable. Overall, sherds were smalt and worn, suggesting a
level of disturbance and relocation prior to final burial. Much larger, fresher, pieces (for
example from trenches 48 and 59) were occasionally recovered, however, indicating that the
focus of occupation was nevertheless close-by.

© Oxford Archacological Unit Ltd. August 2003 23
HAPROJECTS\Oxfordshire OX\Cherwell CH\Banbury BA\302 Banbury Flood Schemel\Eval Report.doc

iR




! Oxford Archacology Banbury Flood Alleviation Scheme, Banbury,Oxfordshive
| Archaeological Evaluation

g APPENDIX 3 CERAMIC BUILDING MATERIAL
i By Edward Biddulph

Five picces of ceramic building material were recovered from two contexts., Context 1005
yielded four fragments (2674 p), representing a minimum of two bricks of post-medieval
date, while 4704 contained a single tile fragment (80 g) dating possibly 1o the early Roman
period.

APPENDIX 4 WORKED FLINT
By Kate Cramp

Introduciion

] A tolal of 49 struck flints were recovered from 21 contexts in the course of the evaluation
{table 1), Contexts 1207, 4205, 4211 and 4215 each produced a single fragment of burnt
unworked (1int, weighing s total of 17 g.

Catepory: ccocedoognnaleccresnnas
R o B o IS IFoN BN A TR ol 2 A A T - A A S L] (e
Flake 25 1 2 1 54 2 1 2 1 112
et LR 11 S A R A 7
Blade-like i oo 1 2
Irrepudar was(e o 1 1
Core face / edy i'tﬁn:l_ :{;i!-_"m;l_ [ake 1 1
Rejuvenation flake whlei 1 1
Flake from polishied injilement 1 ]
Unclassifiable blade core l 1
Microlith i 1
Unclassifinble / fragmeniary 1 1
arrowhead
Endscraper ! ! ! 3
LEnd and si 1 l
Serrated 1 i 1 3
[Retouel 11 2 1 5
Axe i 1
Total: o lt46 1112312238631 122111}5
3
Table 2. Flint by Gypes pised by camest
Methodology
All the struck i within the assemblage were individually examined and catalogued
according to broad debitage or tool type. Further details, including information about the
condition, degres of cortication and type of raw material, were recorded consistently
throughou! the analysis. Techiological attributes were also commented on where appropriate,
particularly where such data contributed to the dating and characterisation of the assemblage.

Cores/core fraphicnts were elassificd according to the organisation and types of removals
exhibited, and were individually weighed. Burnt unworked flint was quantified by piece and
by weight.

]

Condition

In general, the sivuek ngsemblape is in a fresh, uncorticated condition and as such is likely to
derive mainly fyom in sing contexts, A total of 43 flints (87.8%) were recorded either as fresh
or as minimally damaped, The remaining six pieces (contexts 1102, 2802, 3302, 4606 and

P ek
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4808) exhibit moderate degrees of post-depositional damage suggesting that some
redeposition has occurred.

Raw material

For the most part, the raw material used in the manufacture of the debitage and implements
consists of a gravel-derived flint, which contains few thermal fractures and is probably of &
good flaking quality. The cortex is generalty thin and abraded, and varies in colour from light
cream to a dark, iron-stained buff. The interior of the {lint is relatively fine-grained, usually
brown or grey-brown in colour, and contains the occasional lighter-coloured cherty inclusion.

Chalk flint nodules also appear to have made a significant contribution to raw material
supplies. These pieces are distinguished by their fine-grained, homogenous composition and
tend to be light grey or dark brown in colour. Where present, the cortex is thick, fresh and
minimally abraded. The side-trimming flakc from context 1202 and the serrated flake from
context 4602 are almost certainly of chalk flint manufacture, while the polished axe (context
3302) and the flake from a polished implement (context 2405) probably represent the usc of
mined chalk flint sources.

An end scraper manufactured on a secondary flake of bullhead flint was recorded from
context 1202. Bulthead flint, which is characterised by a green-black cortex and an
underlying orange band, occurs in the Bullhead bed at the base of the Reading beds (Dewey
and Bromehead, 1915; Shepherd 1972, 114).

Technology and dating

The assemblage is composed mainly of unretouched flakes, of which a total of 27 were
recovered. The low proportion of blades and blade-like flakes in the assemblage implies that
the material is }argely post-Mesolithic in date (Pitts and Jacobi 1979; Ford 1987).

The presence of a broad blade microlith, comparable to Jacobi’s type lac (Jacobi 1978, 16),
nonetheless indicates a limited earty Mesolithic component. The microlith has been obliquely
biunted with inverse retouch to the left-hand adpe,

A small, partially polished axe of probable mid or later Neolithic date was recovered from
context 3302, The implement, which is manufactured from a light grey-brown chalk flint, is
finely ground at the blade end with a much more cursory polish over the rest of its surface.
The flake from a polished implement (contexi 2405) can also be dated to the Neolithic.

Context 4810 produced the tip of an arrowhead, of either early Neolithic leaf shaped form or
early Bronze Age barbed and tanged [onm (Green 1984, 19). The fragment has been very
finely and invasively retouched on hoth faces and exhibits possible impact damage to the tip
(Odell and Odell-Vereecken 1981, 100).

The assemblage contains three serrated flakes. The example from context 4211 consists of a
slender, curving, distal-trimming blade with serrations and ventral gloss on the left-hand
edge. The serrated tool from context 4602 hus also been manufactured on a blade, and
exhibits serrations along the length of both lateral margins and ventral gloss on the right-
hand edge. The tool terminates in a retouched point. Context 3302 produced the proximal end
of a broken serrated flake, made on a tertiary blank with a faceted platform. The relatively
high proportion of serrated edges within the sssemblage may indicate the performance of
specialised activities, perhaps concerned with working silica-rich plant materials implied by
the presence of edge gloss on two of the {lakes (Unges-Iamilton 1988, 60-1).

Discussion and polential

The assemblage probably dates mainly to the Neolithic period, although the presence of 4
broad blade microlith attests to limited Mesolithic activity. In addition to closely datable
types such as the axe, several of the rejuvenation flukes, scrrated flakes and scrapers are also
technologically consistent with a Neolithic industry. With the possible exception of the

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. August 2003 ’3
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arrowhead fragment, the Bronze Age seems under-represented in terms of chronologicaliy
dingnostic pleces. Whilst H 1w possibie that some of the undiagnostic flake matenial derives
from this perod, the apparent paucity of Bronze Age flintwork would seem 1o suggest a
dechine m activity i this period when compared to the Neolithic.

S

APFERDIN S WORKED STONE
By Rl Shaffrey

AfL the fragiments of stone recovered were very small, weathered and largely burnt. Most
i : ';ain any evidence of having been worked, though lava fragments, such as
izizilly taken as evidence for lava rotary querns on or near the site.

W Hiad s
s (il lu

visathered and mmll im}:rnen{%
£ immluuu;lni( ;whl}]u ilagmcnt unworked.

on, m near, the site.
Jml huml haunentq of limestone, Unworked. Possibly resuiting from some

11T D

sl of bt firecracked pebbles. Unworked but resulting from human use
used 1y cooking)
; i of ironstone, unworked, Locally available within the Lias

gl wored slons

sl Bon

fis Bapein

A dodal o B0 ; u! sane and teeth, all from Trench 42, were analysed, 30 fragments

ol lzislihable fragments of burnt bone. The remaining 8 fragments
av iave mlgmated from the maxilia of one animal. The small
gl o the site is likely to be due to differential preservation: teeth
e thiin other bones,

: fhebg

Vowein recovered from the terminal of a shallow ditch [4719] of
A1 date

m iy confexts were subject to 50% recovery as whole-earth samples
b The cremated remains (4178) were retained as unsorted
it #ubdivided into 10-4 mm and 2-4 mm categories. The residues
fi e quiantity of bone present and their suitability for sorting of
zand full wnalysis.

within the sample was estimated to be between 300 and 400 g.
 goud condition with some abrasion present. The largest fragment
s, Maost ol the fragments were however between 10 and 20 mm.
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Identifiable fragments were from the cranial vaull, ulng, tibia, fibula, femur and & metatarsal,
The cremated bone is likely to be from a single adult individual of unknown sex.

An average adult cremation can weigh between 1000-2400 g if complete (McKinley 1997,
68). Considering that only 50% of the deposit were recovered, it is likely that the whole
cremation may have weighed between 800 and 1000 g. This would therefore indicate that the
deposit is likely to have represented a more or less complete individual.

APPENDIX 8 PALAEOQ-ENVIRONM ENTAL ASSESSMENT
By E C Stafford

Introduction

A total of 8 samples from a selection of features were made available for the assessment of
the preservation of palaco-environmental indicators. They derive from pits and ditches dated
tentatively to the Neolithic period. One ditch was undated but thought to date to the early
Roman period and contained a cremation deposit.

Methodology

The soil samples, ranging in size from 6 to 40 litres, were processed by mechanical flotation
in a modified Siraf-type machine, with the sample held on & 500pm and the flot collected on
a 250um mesh, The flots were then air-dricd and a brief assessment was carried out. The flots
were scanned under a binocular microscape al x10 and x20 magnification. Any seeds, chaff
or molluscs were noted and an estimate of abundance made. Charcoal caught on the 2mm
sieve was considered identifiable and quantificd. The heavy residue fractions from the
samples were also air-dried and scanned for abundance of charred material and artefacts.

Results

Table 4 is a summary of the results of the assessment. Modern contamination, in the form of
roots, weed seeds and pupa cases, were present in all the flots. In addition the majority of the
flots contained moderate amounts of madem unburnt straw and cereal chaff, intrusive from
probable recent ploughing. Charred plant remains were very poorly preserved and dominated
by wood charcoal, the majority of which was too comminuted to be identified. Only sample
<3>, the cremation deposit, contained large quantities of >2mm charcoal. Non-wood remains
were very sparse consisting of occassional (1-5 ifems) cereal grain including Triticum sp.,
and weed seeds including Galium sp, and Polygonaceae. Molluses were present in some of
the flots, though in very low numbers considering the volume of sediment processed. The
assemblages consisted entirely of open countyy grassland species inciuding Vallonia sp. and
Pupilla muscorum.

Discussion

Of the Neolithic feature fills examined, charred plant remains were poorly preserved and no
further work is recommended for these samples. However, ditches in particular do not
usually produce rich assemblages The only sample to produce large quantities of identifiable
charcoal was the possible early Roman cremation deposit within ditch [4719]. Moliuscs are
poorly preserved on site within the Neolithic features. The numbers were smail, considering
the relatively large volume of sediment processed and the assemblages very low in species
diversity. It is possible given high occurrence of rools etc. that a considerable intrusive
element is present.

The samples from tentative Neolithic featurcs supgest potential for further charred remains,
which would be significant given the rarity of pood plant remains assemblages {rom this
period in the Banbury region, Charred plant remains assemblages are usually better preserved
in the later periods.

& Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. August 2003 27
HAPROJECTS\Oxfordshire OX\Cherwell CI\Banbury BAWSO2 Bunbury Flood Scheme\Eval Report.doc




poprleoday ppagiawayas pool Linquug FOCH\ e SnQURGVHD [JAUBYINX 0 MISPLOIXOS IITION H
8 £O0T dny Pi nup [eoiS0[0TRYDIY PIOIXO 3

suoneosse onjdelsiens pug fenjoelaLe Jo SIseq 1)) uo Ajjeuorsiaoid pojep usaq aaey sojdueg

0C<C 44+
05-9T+++
gT-9 ++
-1+
SLTINSTY INFINSSHSSY [HH1av ],
- + - - + - [4 ° 8
} - - - - - z WA 0¢ i
s priong s - z - - e o1 i 5
- - - H - - - M.« “.u m.:
" . . Z " R S o FUSS ! OHENL ud 1 S¢St
o . o = = E {qu) (s3.131°7) L
ST O = = - = = - "ou d: .
SRR Z = = = 2 ] poa InPISaL passasoad | -ou x30) a)B( 20A) ou
= - = = = WG < . ardureg 3INJBI | INILI
= & ~ = 1614 104
£ @
wonpmpAY JudiSe10anyd4y
AYSPLOT RO AINQUEE BUAYDS HONRIAS|[Y POO]] Alnqueg ABoovwIPaY PEOIXG




Oxford Archacology Banbury Flood Alleviation Scheme, Banbury Oxfordshire
Archaeological Evaluation

APPENDIX 9 BIBLIOGRAPHY AND REFERENCES
Bamford, H M, 1985 The Neolithic pottery, in Briar Hill Excavation 1974 - 1978,
Northampton Development Corporation Archacological Monograph.

Barclay, A, 2000 Late Neolithic Grooved Ware and Fired Clay, in The excavation of
medieval cottage and associated agricultural Jeatwres at Manor Farm, Old Grimsbury,
Banbury (A Hardy), Oxoniensia 63

Barclay, A, 2002 Ceramic fives, in Prehistoric Britain: the ceramic basis (A Woodward and
J D Hill eds), Prehistoric Ceramics Rescarch Group 3, Oxbow, Oxford

Barclay, A, Bradley, R, Hey, G and Lambrick, G, 1997 The earlier prehistory of the Oxford
region in the light of recent research (the Tom Hassall lecture for 1995}, Oxoniensia 61, 1-20

Barclay, A and Edwards, E, Forthcoming The prehistoric potiery, in Yarnton - Cassington
project: A Neolithic to medievallLandscape (Mey, ), Oxford Archaeology

Dewey, H, and Bromehead, C E N, 1915 The geology of the country around Windsor and
Chertsey, London, Mem. Geol. Survey, HMS0

Ford, S, 1987 Chronological and functional aspecis of flint assemblages in Lithic analysis
and later British Prehistory (A Brown and M Ldmonds eds) BAR British Series 162, 67-81
(p.79 - table of chronology with % flakes & blades)

Green, S H, 1984 Flint arrowheads: typology and interpretation. Lithics 5, 19-39
Henig, M and Booth, P, 2000 Roman Oxfordshire, Sutton Publishing, Stroud

Jacobi, R, 1978 The Mesolithic of Sussex, in Archacology in Sussex to AD 15 00 (P L Drewett
ed) CBA Res Rep 29, 15-22

McKinley, J, 1997 The cremated human bone from burial and cremation related contexts, in
Archaeological excavations on the route of the A27 Westhampnett bypass, West Sussex,
1992. Volume 2: the cemeteries (ed A P Fizpatrick), 55-73.

Odeli, G, and Odell-Vereecken, F, 1981 Verifying the reliability of lithic use-wear
assessment by 'blind tests": the low power approach. Jowrnal of field archaeology 7, 87-120

QA, 2003 Banbury Flood Alleviation Scheme, Oxfordshire: written scheme of investigationm
Oxford Archaeology

Pitts, M W, and Jacobi, R M, 1979 Some aspeets of change in flaked stone industries of the
Mesolithic and Neolithic in southern Britain, /. Arehaeol. Sei. 6 (2), 163-177

Shepherd, W, 1972 Flint. lis origin, propertics and uses, London, Faber and Faber

Unger-Hamilton, R, 1988 Method in microwear analysis: prehistoric sickles and other stone
tools from Arjoune, Syria. BAR International Scrics 5435

Wilkinson, D (ed), 1992 QAU Fieldwork Manual, Oxford Archaeological Unit




Oxlord Archinesiogy Baunbury Flood Alleviation Scheme, Banbury, Oxfordshire
Archagological Evaluation

APPENDEY 10 SUMMARY OF SITE DETAILS

Site name: Banbury lood Afleviation Scheme, Oxfordshire

Site code: BAFLA O3

Corid reference: NOR SP 465 430

Typie of evalunfion: Seventy-three 30 x 1.8 m trial trenches

Date apd ducation of projeet: 2nd-19th June 2003

Area of siie: 5.8 b

Swmmary of results Archoseological evidence was concentrated in the central part of the
sile and dated piingipally (o the Neolithic and Roman periods. A middie to late Neolithic pit
wag exposed inoone Uench. In others, a number of ditches were tentatively dated to the
Meolitlne pericd o the bagis of the (inds, including a rare sherd of Peterborough Ware. An
exlensive systeni of Ronias-period ditches and gullies was uncovered, representing a
formistead of ofher dinall settlement spanning the st to 3rd centuries AD. The evaluation also
sevended s cianmticns barial and possible placed deposit. More linear features were uncovered
in the eastemn and sethem parts of the site. These were generaily undated or isolated, but
may have been psencialed with the concentration of dated archaeology. The archaeclogical
remaing, especially those of Neolithic date, are potentially very significant, given the paucity
of comparable antes 1 ig rsgion,

Location ol arelifves The archive is currently held at OA, Janus House, Osney Mead,
Ocford, QX2 015, and will be deposited with Oxfordshire County Museums Service in due

course under the [ollowing necession number: BAFLA 03,
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Frgure 7 Trenches 47 and 48, plans and scetions




