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Summary

Between the 14th and 18th November 2005, Cambridgeshire County Council
Archaeological Field Unit (CCC AFU) conducted an archaeological evaluation
at Norton Low Wood quarry, Norton Disney, Lincoinshire (SK 8880 6040).
The work was commissioned by Cotswold Archaeology on behalf of Cemex
with Cotswold Archaeology acting as the consultants.

Eighteen trenches were excavated (a total of 1856m, ¢.2% of the total site)
using a 360° mechanical excavator with a 2.2m wide ditching bucket. In the
south-eastern corner of the site, the evaluation identified two ditches possibly
forming part of a short-lived Roman settlement dating from the later 1st
century AD to early 2nd century. The ditches were a continuation of
enclosure ditches encountered immediately to the east of the site during an
excavation in 2003 (McDaid et al 2004). One ditch was butt ended, mirroring
a ditch recorded in the 2003 excavation and probably representing a ¢.3m
wide entranceway into the northern part of the enclosure. An interesting
collection of pottery was recovered from the end of the ditch, consisting of
fragments of fourteen vessels, many of which were conjoining sherds
representing a single deposit of domestic pottery.

Within the remainder of the site post-medieval field boundaries were
represented by a few scattered ditches. Most of the ditches were dated
through map evidence as well as by 18th- or 19th-century pottery.
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3.1

Introduction

An archaeological evaluation was undertaken between 14th and 18th
November 2005 (SK 8880 6040; Fig. 1) at Norton Low Wood, Norton
Disney, Lincolnshire. The work was carried out in accordance with a
specification written by Cotswold Archaeology (Alexander 2005) and
approved by Jim Bonner, former Senior Built Environment Officer for
Lincolnshire County Council. The proposed trench locations for the
site were agreed by Dr Beryl Lott, the present Senior Built Environment
Officer for Lincolnshire County Council before the start of the
evaluation.

The work was designed to assist in defining the character and extent of
any archaeological remains within the proposed redevelopment area,
in accordance with the guidelines set out in Planning and Policy
Guidance 16 - Archaeology and Planning (Department of the
Environment 1990). The results will enable decisions to be made on
behalf of the Local Planning Authority, with regard to the treatment of
any archaeological remains found.

The site archive is currently held by Cambridgeshire County Council
Archaeological Field Unit (CCC AFU) and will be deposited with
Lincoln Museum with the museum accession no. 2005.237; site code
NOD 05.

Geology and Topography

The site overlies Older River Sand and Gravel of the Pleistocene and
Recent periods (British Geological Survey 1973). Within the area of
the evaluation the land was flat and lay between 11m and 12m OD.

Archaeological and Historical Background

Introduction to previous archaeological work in the adjacent area

A geophysical survey was carried out approximately 1km to the south-
west of subject site and revealed no archaeological features (OAT
1994). An assessment of the site was carried out in 1999 which
identified post-medieval ridge and furrow earthworks (OAA 1999).
Several programmes of archaeological works have been undertaken
adjacent to the site at Tonge’s Farm before aggregate extraction
(McDaid et al 2004, Tann 2005 and Jordan et al 2005; Fig. 2). This
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3.2

3.3

comprised three watching briefs and an excavation carried out directly
to the east and south of the subject site. In 2003 and archaeological
watching brief and an excavation was carried out to the east and three
sites to the south (McDaid et al 2004). Two separate watching briefs
were conducted to the south (Tann 2005; Jordan et a/ 2005). In 2005
the Cotswold Archaeological unit produced a cultural heritage
assessment of the Norton Low Wood (Stoten 2005).

Overview of Roman remains in the area

The site is 1.5km to the south-east of the Fosse Way which runs on a
south-west/north-east alignment towards Lincoln (Margary 1973; Fig
2). Butt Lane, on the western boundary of the site, is conceivably part
of a putative Roman route that joined the Fosse Way to the north (OAA
1999, 19).

Immediately to the east of the site was part of a Romano-British
enclosure that may have been associated with, or very close to, a
Roman army encampment (McDaid et al 2004; Figs. 2 and 3). This
enclosure was defined by three east/west ditches and a north/ south
ditch which runs into the current subject site. These ditches survived
up to 0.95m wide and 0.35m deep and contained pottery from the late
1st to early 2nd centuries. Within the northern end of the enclosure
were two truncated possible inhumations surviving on average just
0.05m deep. No articulated human remains were found in either grave
although a fragment of possibly human bone was present.

A quantity of pottery was recovered (146 sherds, weighing 2.982kg)
from the excavations. This was largely deposited in distinct areas of
the ditches, with many joining sherds implying primary disposal. The
assemblage was of a homogenous date and appears to have been
deposited in a single event (Precious 2004). Several vessels, rarely
used for cooking purposes, had soot adhering to them and this may
indicate ritual use or destruction. Some of the pottery is of the type
frequently found in military assemblages, for example, military groups
in Lincoln and York (Precious 2004).

A Roman villa dating from the 1st century AD to the end of the 4th
century AD was found approximately 2.5km to the west of the site
(Oswald 1937), 0.5km to the south of the Fosse Way. Intensive
occupation was evident from the late 1st century in the form of timber
huts (Todd 1991).

Overview of medieval and undated remains in the area

Ridge and furrow earthworks of medieval date were present in the
vicinity of the site, as well as some undated earthworks. Those
recorded 700m to the south-east of the site (Fig. 2) are presumably
associated with the medieval village of Norton Disney. Undated ridge
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and furrow was discovered in Norton Big Wood to the west (Fig. 2;
OAT 1994).

Further undated features were found in excavations to the south and
east of the site. These were thought to be field boundaries and
drainage ditches and contained ceramics from the 17th to 20th
centuries (McDaid et al 2004). Those immediately to the east of the
site appear to continue into the present development site (Fig. 2).

Historic map evidence

The earliest cartographic record of the site is the 1839 Norton Disney
Tithe Map (Stoten 2005, fig. 4), which shows the boundaries of the site
to be the same as those in use today. The First Edition Ordnance
Survey Map from 1891 shows further 19th-century subdivision of the
site which are probable pre-plantation field boundaries. Three of these
boundaries are still defined by ditches. Ditches have been observed
running along three boundaries within the site, which were depicted on
a 1924 map (Stoten 2005, fig. 4).

Methodology

The objective of this evaluation was to determine as far as reasonably
possible the presence/absence, location, nature, extent, date, quality,
condition and significance of any surviving archaeological deposits
within the development area (Alexander 2005). Of particular interest
was the extent of a Roman settlement found to the east of the site.

In recent years the plantation has been the subject of a Tree
Preservation Order. Trenches were located to avoid damage to
protected trees and were therefore restricted to the rides within the
plantation as well as open areas. The locations of the trenches were
determined during a site visit in consultation with David Kolebuk, Tree
Officer, North Kesteven District Council. The proposed trench plan was
approved by the Senior Built Environment Officer, Dr Beryl Lott.

Machine excavation was carried out under constant archaeological
supervision with a 360° mechanical excavator using a 2.2m wide
toothless ditching bucket. The lack of access for and manoeuvrability
of the mechanical excavator within the plantation was a hindrance and
as a result a few of the proposed trench locations were not evaluated
as trees would have been adversely affected. To increase the amount
of trenching some trenches were lengthened in the larger rides (Fig. 3).

~All archaeological features and deposits were recorded using CCC

AFU’s pro-forma sheets. Trench locations, plans and sections were
recorded at appropriate scales and colour, monochrome and digital
photographs were taken of all relevant features and deposits.




5.1

Due to the lack of artefacts found in the evaluation 100% of most of the
ditches were sampled in the evaluation and a representative sample of
all natural features were dug. One environmental sample was taken
from context 2, which contained the only Roman material recovered.

The evaluation was conducted in excellent dry conditions. An EDM
survey was carried out with the trenches located in relation to the
Ordnance Survey grid.

Results

Introduction

Eighteen evaluation trenches were excavated. Eight contained
archaeological remains, although only feature 3 in Trench 2 contained
pottery pre-dating the post-medieval period (Figs. 3 and 4). All
trenches were machined to underlying natural deposits, between 0.4m
and 0.6m beneath present ground level. Table 1 below lists the trench
measurements.

Trenches | Length Archaeological Features
(m)
Trench 1 67 Undated ditch but corresponds to boundary on 1839 and
1891 maps
Trench 2 39 Two Roman ditches-part of Roman settlement
Trench 3 142 Undated ditch
Trench 4 126 Undated ditch but corresponds to boundary on 1839 map
Trench 5 32 No archaeology
Trench 6 134 A single possible pit but probably a tree throw
Trench 7 138 No archaeology
Trench 8 80 No archaeology
Trench 9 77 Undated ditch but corresponds to boundary on 1891 map
Trench 10 188 Undated ditch but corresponds to boundary on 1891 map
Trench 11 261 Post-medieval ditch and recut
Trench 12 107 No archaeology
Trench 13 38 Post-medieval ditch
Trench 14 99 No archaeology
Trench 15 122 No archaeology
Trench 16 53 No archaeology
Trench 17 51 No archaeology
Trench 18 102 No archaeology
Total 1856

Table 1: Lengths of archaeological trenches

5.1.1 Trench1

This trench contained an undated recut ditch on a north to south
alignment which corresponds with the boundary shown on the 1839
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5.1.2

5.1.3

5.14

5.1.5

5.1.6

and 1891 maps (Stoten, fig. 4). Ditches 21 and 23 lay at the south end
of the trench and were 0.62m+ and 1.4m wide and 0.44m and 0.59m
deep respectively (Fig. 4, S1). Approximately 16m to the north were
ditches 13 and 17. These had a combined width of 1.3m and were
0.25m and 0.4m deep respectively. All the ditches were filled with
mixed sandy silts.

Trench 2

This trench contained two ditches on an east to west alignment. Ditch
3 was 0.556m wide and 0.15m deep (Fig. 4, S2). Ditch 7 was over 0.8m
wide and 0.25m deep (Fig. 4, S3). Ditch 3 contained a large quantity
of Roman pottery (Appendix 1). The ditch butt ended on its eastern
side which appears to represent a c.3m wide entrance way at this point
(mirrored by another butt ended ditch in the 2003 excavation). It was
filled with a orange brown sandy silt. Ditch 7 was undated but is of
probable Roman date since it formed a continuation of the northern
boundary of the enclosure found in the 2003 excavation. It was filled
with a dark brown silty sand.

Trench 3

This trench contained one undated ditch on a north to south alignment
and is not shown on any post-medieval maps. Ditch 9 was 0.4m wide
and 0.3m deep. It was filled with a dark brown silty sand.

Trench 4

This contained a single undated east to west oriented ditch (11) which
seems to correspond with the 1839 boundary. It was 0.62m wide and
0.32m deep and filled with a mid yellow brown sandy silt (Fig. 4, S4).

Trench 6

A possible feature (15) diameter 0.40m survived to a depth of 0.20m. It
was undated and was probably a small tree-throw.

Trench 9

This trench contained one undated ditch on an east to west alignment
which corresponds with a boundary on the 1891 map. Ditch 27 was
0.75m wide and 0.14m deep (Fig. 4, S5) and was filled with a brown
silty sand.
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5.1.7

5.1.8

5.1.9

Trench 10

This trench contained one undated ditch on a north to south alignment
which corresponds to boundary on 1891 map. Ditch 29 was 1.37m
wide and 0.25m deep (Fig. 4, S6). It ended in front of the north facing
baulk of the trench and therefore respects or is respected by the main
east to west ride through the plantation. It was filled with a grey brown
sandy silt.

Trench 11

This trench contained a post-medieval boundary ditch and recut on an
east to west alignment which joins up with the ditch found in Trench
13. Ditch 31 was 0.6m wide and 0.1m deep and contained a sherd of
18th or 19th century pottery. It was filled with a mixed sandy silt. Ditch
33 was 0.65m wide and 0.2m deep. It was filled with a grey sand.

Trench 13

This trench contained one undated ditch on south-west north-east
alignment, forming a continuation of the post-medieval boundary ditch
in Trench 11. Ditch 35 was 1m wide and 0.14m deep and was filled
with a dark brown sandy gravel.

Discussion

The present evaluation work, together with adjacent excavations to the
east (McDaid et al 2004), has increased the dataset relating to this
short-lived settlement, making a valuable contribution to the
archaeological knowledge of this poorly understood area. The
evaluation found the continuation of the Roman enclosure excavated in
the 2003 less than 2m to the east (McDaid et al 2004; Fig. 3). The
features recovered in both archaeological investigations were relatively
sparsely distributed. None of the ditches were recut and there was an
absence of pits or discrete features. This, together with the narrow
ceramic date ranges from both sites, suggests the settlement was very
short-lived and occurred during the late 1st century to the early 2nd
century. This date would make the settlement contemporary with the
earliest phases of the Roman villa excavated 2.5km to the west of the
site (Oswald 1937).

The absence of any pre-Roman archaeological remains suggests that
the site did not have an Iron Age predecessor and that the reason for
its establishment lies in its proximity to the Fosse Way to the north.
The importance of the excavated site is enhanced by its proximity to
this route which was in use from the 1st century (Margary 1973, 219-
221). Butt Lane, which bounds the western edge of the site (Fig. 2),
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may be an original Roman route leading to the Fosse Way (McDaid et
al 2004, 8).

The two east to west ditches found in Trench 2 align with ditches found
in the excavation. The butt end of ditch 3 corresponds with the butt
end from the 2003 excavated ditch ¢.3m to the east and may represent
an entrance way. The precise western limit of this enclosure is
unidentified; evidence for which might exist between Trenches 2, 3 and
4, as might further evidence pertaining to the original function of the
site. It is possible that undated ditch 9 formed part of this settiement.

Parts of at least fourteen vessels were recovered from the butt end of
ditch 3 — many of these vessels contained joining sherds. This
corresponds with the pottery found during the 2003 excavations. Both
ceramic assemblages were of a homogenous date and give further
credence to Precious’s theory that the 2003 pottery deposition was a
single event (Precious 2004). Unlike the pottery from the 2003
excavation there was no soot adhering to any sherds in the evaluation
so any possible ritual deposition cannot be confirmed by the present
evaluation.

There has been relatively little securely datable ceramic material
recovered from sites on the Fosse Way (Margaret Darling, pers.
comm.) and the material recovered from the enclosure is therefore
important and will add to the understanding of pottery in this area. The
narrow time period of use/disposal of the vessels sometime within the
late 1st to early 2nd century period is particularly significant since it
provides a good primary deposit of pottery showing the range and
character of vessels used. The vast majority of settlements excavated
are multi-period and so the pottery recovered from contexts is often
contaminated by residuality and intrusiveness. The 2003 excavation
material has been drawn (Margaret Darling, pers. comm.) and
Margaret Darling has recommend a further three vessels should be
drawn from this evaluation. Thin-sectioning was recommended in the
2003 excavation material and further thin sectioning would be useful
from the present collection.

The type of settlement is still uncertain, whether it was associated with
military or civilian use. Some of the pottery from the 2003 excavation
is of the type frequently found in military assemblages (Precious 2004)
but the discovery of possible inhumation burials east of the site within
the enclosure is perhaps more indicative of a civilian farmstead (Stoten
2005). The present evaluation did not recover any evidence of any
further burials.

The 2003 excavation found six fragments of possible Roman brick and
tile pieces but only one brick fragment (from one of the possible
burials) came from a context with Roman pottery. The brick and tile
may be medieval or post-medieval in date (Precious 2004). No brick




12

or tile pieces were recovered from the 2005 evaluation and it remains
uncertain if a Roman structure stood nearby.

The enclosure continues into the plantation to the west of Trench 2. In
the rides and the open areas features have survived relatively well
beneath ¢.0.40m of topsoil. It is uncertain how well the features
survive under the present plantation. The highly acidic natural subsoil
has unfortunately meant that bone does not survive or does so in very
poor condition (as seen in ‘burials’ in the 2003 excavation). The
sample taken from the evaluation also failed to produce environmental
remains.

The Roman and post-medieval ditches appear to be on roughly the
same east/ west and north/ south alignment which might be a
coincidence but could also be indicative of long-term continuity or
hitherto unidentified land divisions in the intervening period.

The lack of post-Roman pottery and features shows that the vast
majority of the site was not occupied. Ridge and furrow uncovered
directly to the south implies that the site lay within the medieval and
post-medieval fields of Norton Disney. Several undated ditches were
discovered and seem to align with some of the boundaries shown on
1839 Tithe and later maps (Stoten 2005, fig. 4).

Conclusions

This evaluation found part of a short-lived early Roman settlement in
the extreme south-eastern corner of the subject site. The value of the
settlement is further enhanced by the need to understand settlements
along the Fosse Way. Numerous questions remain to be answered. Is
the site, for example, linked to the military activity or was this a civilian
settlement? '

The evaluation has shown that for the vast majority of the site no
important archaeological remains were encountered.
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Appendix 1: Pottery Report
by Margaret J. Darling
1 Quantity and condition

The Roman pottery consists of fifty two sherds, weighing 0.900kg, from
a single context. The condition is generally poor and abraded, but the
group contains many joining sherds. No problems are anticipated for
long term storage. The pottery has been archived using count and
weight as measures according to the guidelines laid down for the
minimum archive by The Study Group for Roman Pottery, using the
computer archive codes and format set up for the City of Lincoln and
Lincolnshire Roman pottery. The database is below in Table 2 and will
be curated for future study.

N

Discussion

This is a curious group from a single context 002, a shallow ditch,
comprising probably fourteen separate vessels, nine of which are
composed of joining sherds, in a range of coarse fabrics. There are no
fine wares. Three vessels have been recommended for illustration

Vessel 1 is a complete profile of a small beaker in a coarse fabric
(IASA), burnt externally, the type, reminiscent of later Iron Age forms,
and fabric suggesting an early Roman date, possibly 1st century but a
type likely to continue into the 2nd century. Vessel 2 is the rim of a
large jar or bowl in a coarse fabric (COAR), with a simple everted rim,
again likely to date to the late 1st or earlier part of the 2nd century
(similar type to Oswald 1937, fig 1, §). Vessel 3 is the rim of a grey
bowl, possibly carinated, with a groove on the interior, similar to one
from Norton Disney villa (Oswald 1937, fig 1, 7), dated by Oswald to
the Flavian period, but again a type which continues later. There is
also a fragment of a base of a grey open form, almost certainly a
platter or dish, with grooves on the interior at the junction of the base
and wall, and in the centre. Without the rim this is impossible to date
closely, but is reminiscent of platters occurring widely in Lincolnshire,
broadly based on Gallo-Belgic types, the dating of which straddles the
1st and 2nd centuries, some dependent on type, occurring relatively
late in the 2nd century.

A group of eight grey body sherds come from a probable jar with a
bulging shoulder between grooves, and a cordoned zones, either
towards the neck or basal zone. A cordon also occurs on a sandy grey
group of sherds. A further larger group of grey sherds (14 sherds)
comes from a probable jar with a footring base, decorated with a
burnished wavy line. Other probable jars are represented in gritty Iron
Age tradition fabrics (IAGR), comprising a plain base and body sherds
with classic pimply surfaces common in the Trent Valley and north
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Lincolnshire. A plain jar base in a sandy fabric (IASA) has a furrowed
wall, a common feature of the pottery from the villa site (Oswald 1937,
fig 1, nos 1-3, 5).

On such sparse evidence, dating has to be tentative, but while the
possible range covers the later 1st and into the 2nd century, a
deposition date in the early part of the 2nd century seems most likely.
The dating and fabrics appear to be very similar to those from
excavations in the same area by Lindsey Archaeological Services
(Precious 2004). Such a group with numerous joining sherds is likely
to be a single deposit of rubbish, as appears to be the case with similar
deposits in ditches from the Lindsey Archaeological Services
excavations in the area. The possibility of further excavation,
combined with these earlier excavations, makes -the pottery more
valuable to build up a representative assemblage from this area,
particularly for the interface between the Late Iron Age and Early
Roman periods. The similarity to early pottery from the villa site is also
of interest, particularly as there are possible parallels to a large late
Iron Age site adjacent to the Fosse (Darling 2004), and these groups
will add to the understanding of early settlement adjacent to the Fosse
Way.

Fabric definition

All these are fabric groups rather than discrete fabrics. It is unfortunate
that the pottery from Oswald’s excavations (1937), which produced a
range of fabrics and types relevant for this area, is currently
unavailable for reference.

COAR Coarse tempered fabrics, usually in a Iron Age pottery tradition, often poorly
mixed clay with quartz, limestone, grog and other inclusions.

GREY Grey, undifferentiated quartz-gritted grey fabrics, hard wares with sparse to
common sub-rounded quartz inclusions.

GRSA Grey, with common to abundant quartz sand inclusions.

IAGR Coarse tempered, often pimply with grog and other inclusions, IA tradition
fabric, which continues in use into the Roman period, cf. Trent Valley ware.

IASA  Sand-tempered IA tradition. Quartz-gritted fabrics used for forms of late Iron
Age type, usually continuing into the Roman period.
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Appendix 2: Environmental Appraisal
by Rachel Fosberry
1 Introduction and Methods

A single ten-litre sample was processed by bucket flotation for the
recovery of charred plant remains, dating evidence and any other
artefactual evidence that might be present. The flot was collected in a
0.5mm nylon mesh and the residue was washed through a 1mm sieve.
The flot was examined under a binocular microscope at x16
magnification.

2 Results

No plant macrofossils were recovered other than modern contaminants
in the form of rootlets.

3 Conclusions and Recommendations
The absence of charred plant macrofossils in this sample precludes

the identification of any specific activity that may be associated with the
feature.
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Appendix 3: Context Summary

Context No. | Trench | Category Type Finds
1 1 Topsoil Layer

2 2 Fill of (3) Ditch Pottery
3 2 Cut Ditch

4 1 Fill of (5) Ditch

5 1 Cut Ditch

6 2 Fill of (7) Ditch

7 2 Cut Ditch

8 3 Fill of [9] Ditch

9 3 Cut Ditch

10 4 Fill of (11) Ditch

11 4 Cut Ditch

12 1 Fill of (13) Ditch

13 1 Cut Ditch

14 6 Fill of (15) Pit or tree throw
15 6 Cut Pit or tree throw
16 1 Fill of (17) Ditch

17 1 Cut Ditch

18 5 Fill of (19) Modern field drain
19 5 Cut Modern field drain
20 1 Fill of (21) Ditch

21 1 Cut Ditch

22 1 Fill of (23) Ditch

23 1 Cut Ditch

24 5 Fill of (25) Modern field drain
25 5 Cut Modern field drain
26 9 Fill of (27) Ditch

27 9 Cut Ditch

28 10 Fill of (29) Ditch

29 10 Cut Ditch

30 11 Fill of (31) Ditch

31 11 Cut Ditch

32 11 Fill of (33) Ditch Pottery
33 11 Cut Ditch

34 13 Fill of (35) Ditch

35 13 Cut Ditch

36 10 Fill of (29) Ditch

37 10 Fill Modern field drain
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