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1.

Introduction

The excavations at Piercebridge were funded by the Heritage Lottery through the
River Tees Rediscovered Project. Tees Archaeology worked with local people and
volunteers to investigate the location, size and history of the area to the west of
Piercebridge Roman Fort.
The settlement of Piercebridge, North Yorkshire grew up on the north side of the
River Tees in the 1st century AD around the point where the main Roman Road, later
to be known as Dere Street, crossed the river (Cool & Mason 2008). This strategic
crossing point on the River Tees enabled the distribution and flow of Roman military
supplies and men from York to the Hadrian’s Wall via the Roman Bridge.
The civilian settlement or vicus expanded during the 2nd and 3rd centuries on both
sides of the river. By the late 2nd century or early 3rd century a new bridge was
constructed down river from the original crossing (Mason 2007; Cool & Mason 2008).
It was possibly during this time that the fort we see today was established and the
surrounding landscape was laid out. Excavations in the fort have revealed buildings,
route ways, latrines, and the fort defences.
It is thought the Romans left the fort around 410 AD. However it is possible the
occupation of Piercebridge continued into the medieval period. The place name of
Piercebridge is first recorded in about 1050 AD, possibly translated to mean Percy’s
Bridge. A small chapel is recorded at Piercebridge in 1546. The village was also the
location of a battle during the English Civil Wars. Much of the area is protected as a
Scheduled Ancient Monument and has been the subject of numerous archaeological
investigations.
The area to the west of the fort has not been archaeologically examined except for
work by Time Team in 2009 (Wessex Archaeology 2010). This area was immediately
east of the current exposed excavation area. Time Team’s excavations found
features related to both the fort and the civilian settlement.
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Site location, Topography and Geology (Figure 1)

The site is centered on NGR (NZ 20715 15832) north-west and west of the current
village of Piercebridge, just beyond the earthworks of the Roman Fort. Adjacent to
the site is the Scheduled Monument of the Roman fort and vicus: numbers 23638
and 23771. The scheduled area measures a total of 0.12km2 and includes the
village green, the visible ruins, Tofts Field to the east and the remaining earthwork
fortifications and a bordering area beyond these. Other areas of scheduling cover the
remains of the later stone Roman Bridge to the south of the river and the current
post-medieval bridge.
Piercebridge is approximately 8km to the west of Darlington and 4km to the east of
Gainford. The B2675 runs north-south through the village, mostly along the
alignment of Dere Street. The present village is situated on the northern bank of the
River Tees.
The site occupied an area of level ground currently under pasture.
The underlying solid geology consists of Raisby Formation - Dolostone. Sedimentary
Bedrock formed approximately 252 to 272 million years ago in the Permian Period,
when the local environment was dominated by shallow carbonate seas. This is
7

overlain by river terrace and clay deposits (British Geological Survey.
http://www.bgs.ac.uk).

3.

Purpose and Methodology of the Project

The aim of the project was to increase our knowledge and understanding of the area
to the west of the Roman fort. The initial part of the project comprised a Geophysical
Survey of the site. The geophysics results indicated a route way parallel to the 3 rd
century fort defences. This route way appears to link to the fort’s patrol road which
encompasses the fort, possibly suggesting the route way is 3 rd century in date. The
geophysical survey also found a number of route ways and boundaries arranged on
a different alignment, which may have preceded the latter.
Five evaluation trenches were targeted on the geophysical survey results to
investigate these route ways and examine the areas to the east and west of them
(Figure 2).
All finds recovered from the excavation have been catalogued on a spreadsheet and
this has been placed in the archive for the project. The archive for the excavation will
be held at Tees Archaeology at Sir William Gray House, Clarence Road, Hartlepool.
The site code is DPR17; Darlington Piercebridge Roman Fort 2017. The Oasis
number for this report teesarch1-325271.

4.

Excavation Descriptions

The excavations took place from 12th- 24th June 2017. Five trenches were excavated
across the site using a mechanical excavator fitted with a toothless ditching bucket
after de-turfing by hand. The trenches were cleaned and excavated by hand. The
fieldwork was directed by Robin Daniels, supervised by Janice Adams and David
Errikson with 71 volunteers providing 245 days of work.
Trench A (Figure 3 & 4)
Trench A was located on the north part of site and measured 5.4m by 5.1m.
A thick layer of assorted river cobbles in a light-grey sandy silt matrix (103: 1.65m
thick) was encountered in this trench. It is thought this layer may relate to spoil from
the former adjacent gravel quarry to the west. The quarry was restored to agriculture
in 1978 (Figure 3). Overlying this was a layer of light-grey sandy silt (102: 0.15m
thick) which contained frequent rounded river cobbles and gravel. The topsoil layer
(101: 0.2m thick) was directly above this. No significant archaeological features or
deposits were identified in this trench; three medieval pottery sherds were recorded
unstratified.
Trench B (Figures 5 to 7)
Trench B was located to the south of trench A and measured 15.8m by 2.5m. This
trench was positioned over two soil filled linear anomalies identified during the
geophysical survey.
The natural subsoil (207) was reached at a depth of 0.24m to 0.3m. In the east part
of the trench a linear ditch [204: 0.5m deep] cut the natural subsoil on a north-east
south-west alignment. This ditch had a v-shaped profile and a primary fill of brown
friable silty-sand (208: 0.1m thick) that contained a sherd of late 2nd- century Roman
pottery. Above this was a light grey-brown compacted silty-sand (203: 0.4m thick)
containing pea-gravel and rare medium sized river cobbles; 2 fragments of 2nd
8

century Roman pottery and a flint were recovered from this fill. This ditch fill was cut
by another linear ditch [206: 1.32m wide by 0.28m deep] on the same alignment.
This ditch profile was a flat based u-shape and was filled with brown friable sandy-silt
(205: 0.28m thick) containing pea-gravel, small stones (less than 50mm in size) and
large river cobbles. In plan there was no differentiation between the ditches and the
relationship was only visible in section; the combined ditch width measuring 2m.
Cutting the natural subsoil [207] around 4m to the west of the above was a further
north-east south-west aligned ditch [210: 1.52m wide by 0.4m deep]. This ditch was
filled with compact grey-brown sandy silt (202: 0.4m thick) containing occasional
cobbles and small fragments of yellow sandstone; nine sherds of Roman pottery
dating to the 2nd century, five fragments of glass possibly from a cylindrical cup of
possible 1st century date, and four fragments of ceramic building material (CBM)
were recovered from this fill. Above this was the upper fill of the ditch (209; 2m wide
by 0.15m thick).
Overlying both the ditch upper fills was a layer of grey-brown fine sandy silt (201:
0.25m thick) medieval and modern pottery sherds, a flint scraper and four further flint
objects, post-medieval glass, CBM and metal objects of relatively modern date were
recovered from this layer. Directly above this was the turf and topsoil layer (200:
80mm thick), two flint fragments, six sherds of modern pottery and a weathered
fragment of Roman glass were collected from this layer. Four fragments of pottery
were recorded unstratified.
Both ditches [210 & 204] appear to be contemporary and had similar profiles. The
dating evidence from the Roman pottery sherds underpins this interpretation. These
ditches ran parallel flanking either side of the route way that traversed the site on a
north-east south-west alignment. The reason for re-cutting the original ditch with
ditch (206) is not known however it is likely that this would have reduced the width of
the route way at this point.
Trench C (Figures 8 to 10)
Trench C was located to the south-east of trench B and measured 10.6m by 10.4m.
This trench was positioned in the south-east part of the site targeted on a broadly
east-west aligned route way identified on the geophysical survey. This route way is
potentially contemporary with the route way found in trench B.
On the western side of the trench the natural stony orange-brown sandy silt subsoil
(304 = 308) was cut by an irregular flat bottomed gully [316: up to 0.45m wide]. This
gully was filled by light brown sandy silt (315: up to 0.4m thick). Two sherds of 2nd
century Roman pot were recovered from this fill.
In the north part of the trench the natural subsoil (304=308) was cut by a linear
northeast-southwest aligned ditch [320: 0.7m wide by 0.2m deep], filled by a darkbrown black silt (319: 0.2m thick) containing animal bone. This fill was cut by a linear
u-shaped ditch [311=314=318: up to 1.75m wide by 0.34m deep] on a broadly eastwest alignment .The ditch was filled by dark-brown silt (309=313=317) and contained
river pebble inclusions; nine sherds of 3rd century Roman pottery, animal bone, iron
nails, flint and a lead object. This ditch fill was cut by an east-west aligned linear
gully [310=312: up to 0.45m wide] with a v-shaped profile. Brown friable silt (305 =
306: up to 0.55m deep) filled the gully this contained small pea gravel inclusions.
Finds recovered from the fill included animal bone, pottery, flint and iron nails.
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Directly overlying the fill of these gullies was a layer of light orangey-brown sandy silt
(303 = 307: 0.3m thick). A Roman coin dated AD 335-47 was found in this layer
together with sherds of pottery from the Roman period through to the post medieval
period. Animal bone,?Roman/post-medieval glass, flint, CBM iron studs and iron
nails were also collected from this layer. It is likely this layer represents a plough soil
deposit possibly deriving from the former medieval ridge and furrow agricultural
system that crosses the site on a broadly north-south alignment. This is visible on
the geophysical survey; Figure 5.
A layer of brown silt clay topsoil (302: up to 0.1m thick overlay the latter, two Roman
coins dating to the 3rd and 4th centuries was recovered from this layer together with
3rd century Roman and modern pottery sherds, animal bone, iron nails, flint, CBM
fragments, a complete oval buckle loop of 13th – 14th-century date and a very
damaged medieval buckle possibly of 14th-15th century date. The topsoil deposit was
directly below the turf line (301). Unstratified finds from this trench included pottery,
animal bone, Roman coins dating from the 2nd century to the 4th century AD and a
short cross halfpenny dating to the reign of Henry III (1217-1242) , Fe objects, two
medieval and one Roman Cu alloy objects (2 further objects were undatable), nails,
flint fragments, fragments of glass and pieces of CBM.
Trench D (Figures 11 & 12)
Trench D was located in the south-west part of site, south of trench C and measured
10.8m by 3.3m. This trench was targeted over two linear geophysical anomalies
possible forming part of an enclosure.
The natural subsoil (403) comprised of light-grey brown sandy silt with densely
occurring gravel and river cobbles. This was cut by a linear gully [404] filled by a light
reddish-grey sandy silt (405: 0.2m thick). The gully was aligned north-east southwest and had a broad u-shaped profile. The width of this feature varied along its
length from 0.2m to 0.52m wide. Due to the variability of this gully it is possible that it
may have functioned as a fenced boundary of hedge line for a small enclosure. The
fill of the gully was overlain by a layer of probable plough soil (402: 0.28m thick); flint
objects were found in this layer. Above this was the turf and topsoil layer (401:
60mm thick). 2nd and 3rd century Roman pottery was recovered from contexts (401)
& (402).
Trench E (Figures 13 to 15)
Trench E was located to the north of trench D and measured 11.8m by 3.5m. This
trench was positioned to examine two soil filled linear ditches identified during the
geophysical survey.
In the south end of this trench the natural deposit (503) was cut by a 1m wide linear
ditch [506: 0.2m deep]. This ditch had a primary fill of reddish-brown sandy silt (507:
0.2m thick) containing small stones less than 20mm in size. Overlying this was a fill
of grey-brown sandy silt (511: 0.4m thick) with river rounded pebble inclusions
(approx. 60mm in size). Above this was the upper fill of the ditch; a light-grey sandy
silt (510: 0.6m thick) containing pea-gravel inclusions. The up cast from the ditch had
formed a small bank on its northern edge (522: 0.1m thick).
In the central part of the trench ditch [504] cut the natural subsoil (503). This ditch
was filled by light grey-brown sandy silt (505: 0.1m thick). To the north of this was a
broad v-shaped ditch [508] that contained a primary fill of brown silt (509: 0.3m thick)
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three sherds of Roman pottery and three flint fragments were found in this fill. The up
cast from the original excavation of this ditch formed a bank to its south edge that
comprised three layers, a light brown silty sand (514: 0.14m thick) overlain by a thin
layer of fine sandy silt (518: 0.12m thick) and light grey sandy silt (515: 0.1m thick)
with pebble inclusions. These bank deposits overlay the upper fill of ditch [504]. The
secondary fill of ditch [508], comprised light-grey sandy silt with pebble inclusions
(517: 0.15m thick) above this was the upper fill of the ditch, a light grey fine sandy silt
(521:0.3m thick). This fill overlay the upper bank deposit. This was overlain by the
topsoil deposit.
The banks detailed above formed the north and south edges of a hollow-way [520:
3m wide]. The hollow way contained a sandy silt primary fill (518: 0.12m thick). This
deposit is likely to represent an initial silting up of the hollow way once it had gone
out of use. Above this was the secondary fill of the hollow way, a grey sandy silt
(519: 0.3m thick). The subsoil/plough soil (502: 0.35m thick) overlay this deposit.
Post-medieval glass and a flint fragment were present in this layer. The turf and
topsoil layer (501: 60mm thick) was directly overlying this deposit.
At the north end of the trench an oval pit [512: 1.3m long by 1.2m wide by 0.1m in
deep] cut ditch fill [509]. The pit was filled by dark grey silt (513) containing
occasional pebbles and small stones, eight sherds of 2nd century Roman pottery
sherd, animal bone and a flint were present in the fill.
It was not possible to distinguish the fill of the hollow-way (519) and fill (521) from the
overlying plough soil deposit during machining and it was only identified in section.

4.

Finds

The finds assemblage collected from the excavation was relatively small and
comprised pottery, glass, flint, animal bone, copper alloy coins and objects, Iron (Fe)
and lead (Pb) objects, clay tobacco pipe fragments and stone artefacts. The material
dated from the Roman period through to present day. The finds assessment can be
seen below.
Roman Pottery by Alex Croom
Introduction (Tables 1-3)
The assemblage consists of 369 sherds weighing 2.188kg, plus another seven sherd
removed for isotope analysis. The sherds are generally very small (average weight
5g).
Summary
The assemblage is made up of pottery dating to the second and third centuries,
although most, if not all, of the second-century material was residual in third-century
contexts. Occupation lasted until c.270, but not much later; there was no certain
fourth-century material.
The pottery
Amphorae
There were ten sherds of amphora, consisting of one sherd of wine-carrying Gaulish
amphora and nine of olive-oil carrying Dressel 20s. These sources, and the
predominance of Dressel 20s, is typical for the area.
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Samian
There were 34 sherds of samian, 11 of which were small scraps without two surfaces
surviving. There were seven decorated sherds, but all were very small.
Mortaria
There were five sherds, including two of Mancetter-Hartshill and a possible
Crambeck white ware vessel.
Fine and Coarse wares
Coarse wares were dominated by Black Burnished ware fabric 1 (BB1) and local
grey wares, with only a small quantity of Crambeck reduced wares. There were a
couple of sherds of Mosellekeramik but the great majority of the fine wares were
Lower Nene Valley colour-coated ware.

Figure 16: Roman Pottery illustrations (see Table 2 for catalogue)
Lipids analysis
A number of Roman pottery sherds were collected from site for Lipids analysis. The
sherds picked are shown in Table 3. These sherds were identified from digital
images only and therefore the information provided should be taken with caution.
The Lipids analysis results was not available prior to the report been printed.
Discussion
Many of the contexts contained post-Roman material (7 out of 21 contexts with
pottery: see Table 4). Second-century material included the samian and some locally
produced grey wares, but this was usually found residual alongside third-century
pottery. Third-century pottery included Lower Nene Valley colour-coated ware and
BB1, some dated to after c.250. A BB1 flanged bowl and Crambeck reduced ware
dishes show that occupation continued until after c.270, but probably not for very
long. There is no calcite-gritted ware and no vessel types that can certainly be dated
to the fourth century. The sources of pottery supplied to the site and the lack of
intensive occupation after c.270 is very similar to that previously seen in the southern
and northern vici at Piercebridge (Croom et al 2008, 220, 225, 229). The catalogue
for the pottery illustrations (Figure 16) can be found in Table 2.
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The assemblage includes most of the expected vessel types. However, for the size
of the group there is an unusually large proportion of fine ware drinking vessels,
which may reflect on the nature of the site, although there was no corresponding
elevation in the quantity of flagons.
The size of the sherds was generally very small, due to fragmentation from
disturbance after deposition, but this is to be expected when so much of the
assemblage comes from plough soil.
Post-Roman Pottery (Tables 4 & 5) by Robin Daniels, Tees Archaeology
Virtually all of the Post-Roman Pottery comprised small well abraded sherds. This is
consistent with being broken up in the plough soil over a period of time and with the
probability that they all found their way onto the site as discarded rubbish probably
placed on manuring heaps.
The collection comprised c.107 sherds and there is little that can be inferred from
them other than the date range they represent.
There is no material that spans the period from the end of Roman activity to the 12 th
century. The earliest material dates from the period after the Norman Conquest of
the area; in fact there is surprisingly little of 12th to mid - 13th century date when
compared to assemblages elsewhere in the area.
There is steady activity throughout the medieval period and this continues into the
16th and 17th centuries, a time when activity elsewhere tends to decline. The low
numbers of 19th and 20th century pottery are notable but may be a result of fields
being used for pasture at this time.
Roman and Post-Roman Building Material by Alex Croom
Introduction
The assemblage consists of 60 fragments of ceramic building material and daub.
However, this total includes 41 scraps, while the other pieces are generally small
and not easy to identify (Tables 6 & 7).
Discussion
Roman ceramic building material
There were only five fragments of Roman tile, consisting of two fragments of
imbrices, a scrap of box tile with combed keying and three pieces too small for
certain identification.
Post-Roman roof tiles
There were fragments of plain tiles dating from the late eleventh century to the postmedieval period, and pantiles dating from the seventeenth to the twentieth century.
Copper alloy objects by Jennifer Jones
Summary
Five copper alloy objects were examined. Only one (SF3) was found to be Roman.
Two are medieval and the others could not be dated.
D u/s SF3 XR7171 : Almost complete decorative rivet/stud with flat, damaged
circular head 9.5mm diam, joined to a cylindrical shank 6mm long x 5mm diam,
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which is in turn joined to a 12mm long bar set at right angles, with baluster
decoration. Roman, possibly of military origin.
C [302] SF4 XR7171 Complete sub-rectangular to oval buckle loop, 22mm long x
20mm wide, with integral bar and decorative knops on its outside edge. The metal is
circular to ‘D’- shaped in section, 2.5 – 3mm thick. Cast. Pin lost. 13/14th century.
E u/s SF5 XR7171 : Strip of thin (1mm) sheet, 13.5mm wide max, rolled into a loose
coil c50+mm long. The long edges are damaged, but were probably originally
straight. The inside terminal tapers, the outside terminal is damaged. No decoration.
Unknown date and function.
C u/s SF8 XR7171 : Irregular semi-circular piece of CuA, c26.5mm diam x 1.5mm
thick. Very slightly dished/bent. Highly corroded with uneven surface. No detail or
decoration apparent. Unknown date and function.
C [302]: Very damaged medieval buckle with integral spacer which was probably
originally forked. Comprises short section of probably circular/oval loop joined to a
short, solid sub-rectangular spacer plate, 15mm long x 10mm wide x 2.5mm thick,
with one (bent) fork surviving. The object is 31.5mm long overall. The rectangular
plate has surface keying and white metal plating on both sides and at least two small
rivet holes. This example is very damaged, but buckles with similar integral forked
plates excavated in London have been dated to the 14-15th century (Egan &
Pritchard 2013, 79).
Lead objects by Jennifer Jones, University of Durham
Summary
Nine lead objects were examined. Two are post-medieval to modern bullets, the
remainder are undateable pieces of waste and offcut lead.
Results
C u/s : x 2 ?unfired small, hollow point bullets, lightly to moderately corroded, 13mm
long x 7mm diam. Modern.
C u/s: sub-rectangular, highly corroded sheet fragment 22 x 16 x 2.5mm. No
evidence of cutting.
C u/s: x2 irregularly shaped, moderately corroded waste fragments. One has a part
bevelled edge, suggesting it has been cut.
B [201]: moderately corroded, irregular cylinder-shaped off cut 22mm long x c16mm
diam.
C [302]: irregularly shaped, moderately corroded fragment with uneven surfaces, c28
x 20 x10mm.
C [303]: highly corroded small roll of very thin (<1mm) lead sheet 22mm long x 9mm
diam.
C [317]: highly corroded, irregularly shaped sheet strip, one end thinned and cut, 57
x 21 x 3mm thick max.
E [502]: lightly corroded bent solid cylinder shaped piece, 55mm long c 7mm diam.
One end tapering, the other cut.
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Discussion
Fragments of waste/off cut lead cannot be dated alone. Lead was extensively used
both in the past and until relatively recently to adhere and repair various materials,
and waste pieces and off cuts – sometimes with evidence of cutting, as seen here are common finds on historic sites of many periods.
Glass by Jennifer Jones, University of Durham
Summary
Nineteen small fragments of window, bottle and vessel glass were examined. Nine
can be identified as Roman, two are uncertain and the remainder are post-medieval
to modern in date.
Results
The 19 glass fragments came from 6 contexts and u/s. All are small and few have
original edges. Roman vessel sherds were found u/s in trenches C and D and in
context B [200]. These are too small to ascertain form.
The five colourless sherds from B [202] are apparently non-joining but are probably
from the same vessel, possibly a cylindrical cup (cf Price & Cottam 1998, 99-101) of
?1st century date. They include three fire-rounded rim sherds, but no decoration has
survived.
u/s : x1 small flat green/clear, slightly weathered window glass fragment, no original
edges, 1.5mm thick, ?Roman/post-medieval .
u/s : x1 unweathered, green translucent bottle glass body sherd. Post-medieval.
C u/s : x2 thin (1.25mm), blue/green clear, slightly curved unweathered vessel glass
fragments, no original edges, heavily scratched. Roman.
D u/s: x1 blue/green clear, slightly curved, blown, slightly weathered vessel glass
base fragment, 2.5mm thick, scratched. Roman.
D u/s: x1 green/blue, clear slightly curved, blown vessel glass body sherd, 2.5mm
thick. Post-medieval.
E u/s: x1 mid-green, translucent, slightly weathered bottle glass body sherd. Postmedieval.
B [200]: x1 blue/green clear, slightly weathered, thin (1mm), curved vessel body
sherd. Roman.
B [201]: x1 mid green, translucent, unweathered bottle glass body sherd. Postmedieval.
B [202]: x5 small colourless, lightly scratched vessel frag’s, no weathering, all likely
from the same object, including 3 fire-rounded rim frag’s. Some evidence of grinding
on the outside. Roman, possibly from a cylindrical cup (cf Price & Cottam 1998, 99101). ?1st century.
C [303]: x1 small flat green/clear, slightly weathered window glass fragment, no
original edges, 1.25mm thick. ?Roman/post-medieval.
D [402]: x1 mid-green, translucent, unweathered bottle glass body sherd. Postmedieval.
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E [502]: x1 small flat green/clear window glass, 3mm thick, slightly weathered, no
original edges. Post-medieval.
E [502]: x1 cobalt blue, translucent, vessel/bottle fragment, unweathered, 4.5mm
thick, no original edges. Post-medieval.
E [502]: x1 mid green, translucent bottle body sherd, slightly weathered. Postmedieval.
Discussion
The 9 Roman glass sherds attest occupation in the vicinity, but their small size and
general poor condition provide little information. The five associated pieces from B
[202] are the only pieces to provide possible dating evidence.
Stone objects by Jennifer Jones, University of Durham
Summary
Ten pieces of stone/geology were examined, 9 of which are natural, unworked
pieces. The other is a fragment of whetstone.
Results
u/s ‘Sieving after machining’
Part of a probable whetstone, trapezoidal in shape, both short ends now broken.
Made from fine-grained, yellow/buff sandstone, its surviving dimensions are 95mm
long x 56mm wide x 30mm thick. One face and both long edges are very smooth,
suggesting wear/use, the other face is damaged. No tool or wear marks evident.
Undateable alone, but possibly of Roman date, though its intact dimensions are
slightly outside the range of examples excavated from Roman contexts at Carlisle
(Howard-Davis 2009, 881).
Context B [201] produced part of a ‘bar’ of iron-rich material, 115mm long x 55mm
wide x 35mm thick. Both short ends are broken, the ‘top’ and sides are flat, the
edges rounded and the ‘underside’ partly flat but damaged. The intact surfaces are
smooth and the material fairly hard and dense but porous. At the breaks, under X10
magnification, it can be seen to be made up of many small, iron-rich layers and
lenses, agglomerated with siliceous material. This is probably pan-like material,
formed by the slow percolation of mineral-rich ground water through a pipe or other
structure of a more resistant material – likely man-made from the bar’s smooth and
even contours. The minerals in the water have gradually been deposited and built up
to form this seemingly intentional shape. Natural.
Contexts B [201], C [203], E [505] and u/s produced the pieces of unworked stone.
Coins by Craig Barclay, University of Durham
Nine coins were examined for identification. All the coins were recovered from
Trench C, two from stratified contexts and six unstratified (see Table 9). Seven coins
were Roman in date, 2nd to 4th centuries AD. One coin dated to the 1217 AD. A
small Cu alloy disc was examined its identification was undetermined; possibly not a
coin.
Results
All coins were subject to conservation (see below). No further work is recommended.
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Conservation assessment
Thirteen Cu alloy objects were assessed, x-rayed and conserved. Nine coins, a
small disc, a buckle, a rivet/stud and a small sheet fragment. Identification and
analysis is stated above.
The objects were overall in good condition. The objects were surface cleaned and
consolidated (Table 10).
Fe objects and nails by Janice Adams
A small assemblage of Fe objects and nails were collected from site. These objects
are detailed in Table 11. The majority of objects were Fe nails and hobnails largely in
moderate condition. Many of the nails were incomplete. The upper layers in Trench
B context (200 & 201) produced post-medieval to modern finds including wire, a
horse shoe fragment and four nails. The majority of the Fe objects were from Trench
C. Thirty hobnails were collected from context (303) the close proximity of these
items suggests that they were possibly part of a shoe. The remainder of the nails
were hand-made and square in section across the shaft, the width of the nails varied
from 4mm-18mm wide. Six of the nails/studs had square flat heads.
Animal Bone by David Errickson, University of Teesside
Introduction
The bone preservation for the archaeological site at Piercebridge is very poor with
many of the bone fragments being either very badly degraded or too small to allow
species identification. All bone recovered was animal in origin, with the largest
majority being sheep (Table 12).
Trench C
Unstratified
There is one left tarsometatarsus from a pullum (chicken).
From the unstratified layer there is also a fragmented mandible from Ovis aries
(sheep). There are 13 fragmented bones from this mandible that can be
reconstructed to fit back together. In addition, two molars are from sheep.
There are a further two teeth which are equus (horse) in origin.
Context 302
There are 21 small fragments:
Six fragments can be reconstructed and form the body of a mandible. Two fragments
can be reconstructed to form the medial anterior long bone of a mammal, and a
further two fragments can also be reconstructed (however bone location cannot be
determined). Due to the condition of the bone the species cannot be identified. The
further 11 fragments are that of a sheep’s molar.
There were two larger tooth fragments recovered. These can be reconstructed and
form a complete molar of a sheep.
One 4cm long bone fragment was also recovered, however as it is the medial shaft
there are no identifiable characteristics that can help determine the species.
Context 303
Two molars from this context belong to a horse.
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There is one complete molar from a sheep, and a further ten molar fragments that
can be reconstruct to form one sheep tooth. In addition, there are 69 varying sheep
bone fragments, however the particular bone can not be identified. Nine larger
fragments were recovered and they can be reconstructed to form the distal end of a
bos (cow) femur. The cow’s femur has been butchered anteriorly to posteriorly down
the midline shaft.
Context 305
17 fragments of bone are too small to identify any characteristics pertaining location,
however it is most likely that all the animal bones from this context are sheep. Three
larger fragments can be reconstructed to form the metatarsus of a sheep.
Context 306
≤50 bone fragments of less than 1cm in length were recovered. Due to the condition
and size, species identification is not possible.
Out of the bone that could be identified, one tibia mid-shaft, and five long bone
epiphysis were recovered, all from sheep. Two cranial fragments were also
recovered from this context. The species for the cranial fragments based on size
most likely belong to a sheep.
Context 307
A total of four sheep molars were recovered from this context.
Context 317
There are 13 unidentifiable animal bone fragments which are too small and cannot
be reconstructed to identify the species.
There are five fragments that can be reconstructed to form the long bone of a large
mammal, most likely a sheep due to size. There are a further two bone fragments
which can be reconstruct to form the mid-shaft of a second sheep long bone. On
these bones there are three knife butchery cut marks that are visible.
From this context, five teeth were recovered. There are four sheep incisors and one
horse molar.
Trench D
One fragment of bone was recovered from Trench D, however this was without
context.
Unstratified
In trench D, one fragment of unstratified burnt bone was recovered. The fragment is
from an irregular bone of an animal, however due to the warping of the bone (caused
by burning), the species is unidentifiable.
Trench E
A total of four bones (one complete and three fragments) were recovered from
Trench E.
Unstratified
There is one unstratified complete rib bone. This is a right rib from a bird, most likely
a chicken.
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Context 509
One bone fragment from Trench E (509) was recovered. This is from a rib, however
the species is unidentifiable due to the fragment being burnt.
Context 513
Two fragments of bone were also recovered from context (513). These are two
extremely degraded bone fragments 1cm and 2.5cm respectively, with only the
trabecular bone being present. The species is unidentifiable.
Conclusion
One animal bone was recovered from Trench D, four animal bones from trench E
and 248 from trench C. Therefore, a total of 251 animal bone fragments were
recovered . The majority of the fragments that were identifiable were sheep (Figure
17) with a few cow, horse, and chicken bones also recovered.

Species distribution of animal bones recovered
Sheep

Chicken

Cow

Horse

Unidentifable

27%
2%
3%

67%

1%

Figure 17: The distribution of animal bones with regards to species type
Flint and stone by Rob Young
Introduction
68 pieces of lithic material were recovered from the excavations at Piercebridge. As
Table 14 shows, these came from a variety of contexts with the majority being
unstratfied finds. Available context information suggests that this material is mainly
residual in origin, coming from prehistoric activity that predates the Roman presence
on the site. In terms of broad chronology there seems to be a significant (?) Later
Mesolithic element within the recovered finds.
Raw Materials
The raw materials present are classified in Table 15. 11 pieces retain cortex to a
greater or lesser degree. This is broken down in Table 16. All of the raw material
appears to be pebble flint, probably derived from local river gravels or possibly from
beach deposits from the east of the county.
Typology
The artefact types recorded from the excavations are classified in Table 17 (broken
pieces in brackets).
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Technology
The lack of primary flakes among the recovered material, would suggest that primary
knapping, and actual core preparation, was not represented in the material
recovered at Piercebridge. This is further borne out by the predominance of
secondary and inner flakes (22 = 32% of total finds) inner bladelets (8 = 12% of total
finds) chips (10= 14% of total finds) and chunks (8 = 12% of total finds).
Both soft and hard hammer percussion techniques were utilised within the
assemblage. An examination of extant bulbs of percussion, platform types and distal
terminations on flakes can be used to gain an insight into these various technological
processes. As Table 18 indicates, all extant butts are plain and the presence of
almost equal numbers of both pronounced and diffuse bulbs would indicate the use
of both hard and soft hammers.
The lack of butt faceting on flakes is also of interest here. As Whittaker has outlined,
faceting is a method for removing platform irregularities (1995, 101) and it can also
be used to change exterior striking platform angles, helping to lengthen flake
removals. The lack of this technique at Piercebridge is likely to be a product of the
nature of the small, pebble, raw material that was being exploited. The
predominance of plain butts and the total lack of cortical butts in the assemblage
would, again, imply that the cores from which the material was being removed were
well worked.
While microliths are not present in the collection, the presence of one definite and
one probable micro-burin (Cat. Nos. 32 and 59) along with 5 bladelets and 3 utilised
bladelets, 4 blade segments and the detached bulbar ends from 6 blades/flakes,
would suggest that this activity had taken place in the general area.
Artefacts
Scrapers
The two scrapers present in the collection (Cat Nos. 4 and 52) (Figure 18) are both
from contexts (201) and (402) directly below the topsoil. Neither would be out of
place in any Later Mesolithic lithic assemblage in the north-east region and they can
be paralleled from sites both in Teesdale and the lower Tees Valley (see below).
Borers/Awls
The single borer Cat. No. 10 (Figure18) was found in an unstratified context in
Trench C. It has been made on the bulbar end of a mottled, dark brown/fawn
secondary flake. Both edges exhibit retouch and the tip has been broken. Again this
is of a classic Late Mesolithic/Early Neolithic form.
General discussion
None of the recorded lithic material comes from primary prehistoric contexts. The
majority of the material was either recovered from the fills of the various ditches and
pits excavated on the site, or from the cleaning of surfaces immediately below the
plough soil. Lithic material was also recovered from similar contexts during the major
campaigns of excavation at Piercebridge during the 1970s, but these finds have
never been fully reported on. A similar situation also prevails at another site in this
area, namely that at Newsham, lower down the Tees valley. Here lithic material was
recovered from a series of contexts related to possible enclosure ditches of later
prehistoric/Romano-British date (Young, forthcoming). As at Newsham, none of the
Piercebridge material would be out of place in a Mesolithic chronological context and
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the finds can be paralleled at sites further up the Tees Valley in Teesdale, (see for
example Coggins, 1986; Coggins et al. 1989 for an overview of Mesolithic material in
Teesdale and the North Pennines generally; Young,1987 for material from Middle
Hurth Edge; Young, 2007, for material from Barnard Castle and Laurie, 1984 and
2003, for further reviews of Mesolithic finds in Teesdale and Swaledale). Similar
material has also been recorded at sites in the lower Tees Valley e.g. at Ingleby
Barwick (Tees Archaeology HER Nos. 588 and 5298) and at Quarry Farm, Ingleby
Barwick (Tees Archaeology HER Nos. 3662 and 3663).
While no microliths are present in the collection it does appear that the process of
microlith manufacture was taking place at Piercebridge. The occurrence of microburins in published lithic collections from the Tees Valley seems to be a rarity. The
large assemblages collected in upper Teesdale and Swaledale e.g. Frankinshaw
How, Barningham High Moor, Arndale Springs, Frankinshaw Well, Spring Heads,
Sleigill –Windeg, (The Hut), and Calvert Houses (Coggins, Laurie and Young, 1989,
172) bear this point out. Micro-burins were, however, recorded from the assemblage
excavated at Middle Hurth Edge in Teesdale (Young, 1997, 13, Fig. 10 Nos. 31-34).,
and they were also recovered during field walking carried out at NZ 183162 (Field
25) around Gainford as part of the Durham University based ‘Durham Archaeological
Survey ‘ ( Haselgrove et al. 1988; see also Haselgrove and Healey, 1992, 14, Table
7; 17, Fig. 7 Nos. 619-621).
Apart from the work carried out in the course of the ‘Durham Archaeological Survey’
noted above, it would appear that the section of the Tees Valley around Piercebridge
has not been subject to any detailed field walking or excavation programme. As a
result, the material from the recent excavations at Piercebridge, even though it is
residual and recovered from later archaeological contexts, is like the material
recently recovered from Newsham, of regional importance and must be an indication
that further Mesolithic material awaits discovery in this section of the Tees Valley.
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1. Cat. 4

2. Cat. 31

3. Cat. 43

4. Cat. 52

5. Cat. 49

6. Cat. 63

Figure 18: Flint illustrations
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Other finds by Janice Adams, Tees Archaeology
A small assemblage of other finds were collected from site. These included charcoal,
fuel waste, clay tobacco pipe stem fragments, plastic, and a slag nodule. These
items were found in the upper deposits and plough soil layers (see Table 13).

5.

Paleoenvironmental analysis by Lorne Elliott, University of Durham
Six bulk samples were taken from the fills of a pit [513], two gullies [205], [319] and
three ditches [202], [208], [317], all thought to be of Romano-British origin were
subject to palaeoenvironmental assessment.
Method
The bulk samples were manually floated and sieved through a 500μm mesh. The
residues were examined for shells, fruitstones, nutshells, charcoal, small bones,
pottery, flint, glass and industrial residues, and were scanned using a magnet for
ferrous fragments. The flots were examined at up to x60 magnification for charred
and waterlogged botanical remains using a Leica MZ7.5 stereomicroscope.
Identification of these was undertaken by comparison with modern reference
material held in the Palaeoenvironmental Laboratory at Archaeological Services
Durham University. Plant nomenclature follows Stace (2010). Habitat classifications
follow Preston et al. (2002).
Selected charcoal fragments were identified, in order to provide material suitable for
radiocarbon dating. The transverse, radial and tangential sections were examined at
up to x600 magnification using a Leica DMLM microscope. Identifications were
assisted by the descriptions of Schweingruber (1990) and Hather (2000), and
modern reference material held in the Palaeoenvironmental Laboratory at
Archaeological Services Durham University.
The works were undertaken in accordance with the palaeoenvironmental research
aims and objectives outlined in the regional archaeological research framework and
resource agendas (Petts & Gerrard 2006; Hall & Huntley 2007; Huntley 2010).
Results
Bulk soil samples from Trench B and Trench C produced small to moderate-sized
flots. The ditch [202], [208], [317] and gully [205], [319] deposits have similar flot
matrices comprising small quantities of fragmented (mostly <4mm) coal and cinder,
with traces of charcoal, charred heather twigs, charred grass-type rhizomes/tubers
and uncharred modern roots. Identifiable charcoal remains from Trench B deposits
include oak, ash, hazel and Maloideae (hawthorn or apple), whereas Trench C
samples contain only oak and hazel branchwood. Charred plant macrofossils only
occur in Trench B samples. These sparse plant remains comprise a poorly
preserved (pitted) barley grain [202], seeds of the ruderal weed ribwort plantain [208]
and a false oat-grass tuber [205]. Diagnostic plant remains and finds are absent.
Pit fill [513] recovered from Trench E produced a moderate-sized flot containing
fragmented (mostly <4mm) charcoal, with traces of cinder, charred heather twigs, a
charred grass-type tuber, tiny fragments of calcined bone, modern roots and a few
fly puparia. Much of the charcoal is poorly preserved and friable, hindering
identification. Identifiable charcoal remains include hazel branchwood, birch and oak
branchwood/sapwood. Diagnostic charred plant remains and finds are absent.
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The deposits comprised uncharred fruitstones/seeds of elder, dandelion, knotgrass
and clover. The well-drained nature of the site and the frequent presence of modern
roots suggest that these are modern introductions.
Discussion
The samples contain limited evidence for domestic activity and indicate the use of
barley at the site. Charred plant debris reflecting grassy heathland is present in all of
the contexts. The absence of diagnostic remains offers little information about the
origin of the deposits.

6

General Discussion

This project has explored a part of the Piercebridge locality that had not seen
previous work but which was the westernmost area available adjacent to the fort, the
next field over being the site of gravel quarries. A project by Time Team had
identified activity to the immediate west of the fort but did not extend as far as the
current project. The geophysical survey therefore provided the first opportunity to
assess the broader landscape to the west of the fort and provided the basis for the
subsequent excavations.
Prehistoric Activity
The present project was focussed on understanding more about the Romano-British
landscape of Piercebridge, nevertheless it quickly became clear that this was an
early prehistoric landscape of some interest. Work by others has demonstrated the
attractiveness of river side locations in early prehistory and the gravel ridge that
forms the southern bank to the river was clearly attractive to Mesolithic people (see
Young above). As Rob Young notes the material is wholly derived from secondary
contexts but clearly attests to extensive Late Mesolithic – Early Neolithic activity in
the area and further work at Piercebridge should bear in mind more fully the
prehistoric aspects of the site, particularly given the survival of round barrows in the
immediate vicinity on both sides of the river.
Romano-British Activity
The geophysical survey (Figure 2) identified a routeway c.4m wide, defined by
ditches apparently oriented on the visible fort defences with a linking routeway to the
north west corner of the fort. This routeway (shown in red on the geophysical survey)
seemed to finish a little distance to the south west where ditches diverged to the
west and east. It has been suggested that this ties in with the location of the western
gate of the fort (D Mason pers comm). This routeway was examined in Trench B and
comprised two ditches which defined the two sides of the routeway.
The construction of this routeway, c.4m wide but without any surfacing material,
almost an outer perimeter track for the fort was apparently part of the landscape
alterations which accompanied the establishment of the fort at the site.
There is however a problem with this interpretation. The finds from these ditches
mainly comprised pottery of 2nd century date with a fragment of 1st century glass.
There was no 3rd century material in the sections excavated. In contrast the fort is
generally dated to the period 260-280 (Cool and Mason 2008, 306). That is at least a
century later than the apparent date of the routeway which follows its alignment.
Moreover there is not thought to have been any military presence at all at
Piercebridge until the late 2nd century (Cool and Mason 2008, 298).
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The civilian settlement at Piercebridge is generally dated to the late 1st to mid-2nd
century, the period of the finds from Trench B, however the layout of the routeway
does not seem to fit with the way in which the civilian settlement is organised (Cool
and Mason 2008, Fig 5.1).
These factors lead to the suggestion that the routeway may provide circumstantial
evidence that the early fort lies beneath the later and on the same alignment. This
along with the possibility that the fort lay in the area investigated in this project are
two suggestions put forward for the location of the putative early fort (Cool and
Mason 2008, 298 and 300 respectively).
Trenches A, D and E were sited on linear features defined by the geophysical survey
and as well as being intended to characterise the features and obtain dating it was
hoped to be able to identify any significant differences in activity between those
areas to the west of the routeway and that to the east (Trench C).
Trenches A and D were sited over apparent field boundaries and only D provided
any dating evidence in the form of five sherds of second century pottery and a single
sherd of 3rd century Lower Nene Valley colour coated ware. This is too little to draw
any significant conclusions, but it is worth noting that the alignment of this feature
does not seem to pay any attention to the major routeway and there is the possibility
that it represent a slightly later phase of activity in the landscape. There were no
finds from Trench A.
Trench E proved more interesting. The trench was sited over a feature that appeared
on the geophysical survey to be similar to the main routeway; an apparent trackway
with flanking ditches. This trackway ran along the contour of the ridge and
excavation demonstrated that it had been defined by flanking banks with ditches
outside them. The lower, northern side of the trackway had had the boundary bank
re-established with a larger version on top of the original bank and ditch and with the
second, more substantial, borrow ditch a little distance to the north. The southern
bank was less well defined but the edge here would have been clear from the way it
cut into the natural slope of the ridge. The banks defined a worn trackway c. 1.8m
wide between them which had clearly seen much use, but which had no surface
material on it. The pottery was predominantly 2nd century in date but may have
continued into the 3rd century.
There are gaps in the geophysical survey (as a result of the position of hen
compounds) at the point that the trackway join the main routeway but it is probable
that this is a trackway leading off the main routeway. Certainly the grayscale of the
geophysical survey does not show a western boundary ditch to the main routeway in
this area indicating that this is a deliberate junction of routeways, the difference in
width between the two indicates greater and lesser importance.
The palaeo-environmental evidence does not throw a great deal of light on the
nature of the landscape around the routeways. Preservation conditions were not
good and while there is evidence of possible barley cultivation the overall picture
seems to be of a pastoral rather than arable landscape to the west of the routeway.
In contrast to the area to the west of the routeway excavation to its east provided a
great deal of evidence indicative of occupation, if not within the area excavated than
in close proximity. This is similar to the picture presented by the work carried by
Wessex Archaeology under the Time Team aegis in 2009. The latter identified
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extensive evidence of buildings in the area to the immediate west of the fort (Wessex
2010).
Trench C was bounded to the north by a ditch which was identified by the
geophysical survey and seems to be part of the landscape changes that
accompanied the construction of the main routeway. It probably represents the
southern boundary of an approach to the west gate of the fort. There was insufficient
time to fully understand the archaeology this trench but it may well have been a
small enclosure containing or immediately adjacent to a building. There were a
significant quantity of finds, well in excess of all the other trenches put together.
The Roman period material recovered included pottery (282 sherds, compared to 28
from the other trenches combined), cbm including two possible pieces of imbrex,
coins (7), assorted ironwork and animal bone, predominantly sheep.
The earliest ditches dated from the 2nd century, the evidence of the pottery indicates
that most of the activity is late 2nd and 3rd century. The evidence of the coins
suggests later activity on the site. The earliest dates from the late 2nd century, two
date to the first half of the 3rd century, one to the late 3rd century and three from the
mid to late 4th century. The 4th century coinage was not in sealed features and
should therefore be seen as a general indicator of 4th century activity at Piercebridge,
however it does contrast markedly with the absence of 4 th century pottery.
As already mentioned there is insufficient information to fully characterise the
occupation in this area, but in her pottery report Alex Croom notes that there is an
unusually large proportion of fine ware drinking vessels and it may be no accident
that this occurs just outside the gates of the fort.
Conclusion
The project has been successful in exploring the landscape to the west of the known
fort. It is clear that a deliberate organisation of the alndscpae, probbely related to
military activity has been defined and that the main routeway acted as a ‘de facto’
boundary with farming activity to its west and occupation to its east. The indication
that this agricultural landscape had ceased to be maintained from the late 2 nd century
onwards may point to wider economic and social changes which may have related to
increased military activity in the area.
Circumstantial evidence has been used to suggest that an earlier fort may underlie
the surviving defences but this would require further work before any definite
conclusion can be drawn.
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Appendix 1: Tables
Table 1: Contexts
Trench
A
A
A
A
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
D
D
D
D
D
E
E

Context
U/S
U/S
101
102
103
U/S
200
201
202
203
204
205
206
207
208
209
210
U/S
02??
301
302
303
304
305
306
307
308
309
310
311
312
313
314
315
316
317
318
319
320
401
402
403
404
405
U/S
501

Type

Pot
6
3

Bone

Coin

Fe
6

Flint

Glass
2

CBM Other

Layer
Layer
Layer
Layer
Layer
Fill of ditch
Fill of ditch
Cut of ditch
Fill of ditch
Cut of ditch
Natural
Fill of ditch
Fill of ditch
Cut of ditch

Layer
Layer
Layer
Layer
Fill of ditch
Fill of ditch
Fill of ditch
Fill of ditch
Layer
Cut of ditch
Cut of ditch
Cut of ditch
Fill of ditch
Cut of ditch
Fill of gully
Cut of gully
Fill of ditch
Cut of ditch
Fill of ditch
Cut of ditch
Layer
Layer
Natural
Cut of gully
Fill of gully

4
6
5
9
2

2
5

1
2
5

1
1
5

1
3
4

5

2

6
4

9
3

14
3

4
1

1

2

78
8

18

6

28
149
3
8
7
70
33
11

24
91

2

20
58
4

27

43
2
3

2
1
3
3

1

1
1
1

1

4
1
53

33

1

2
4

12

1

4

1

4
3

5
1

2

1

8

1

1

3

Layer
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Trench
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E
E

Context
502
503
504
505
506
507
508
509
510
511
512
513
514
515
516
517
518
519
520

E

521

Type
Layer
Natural
Cut of ditch
Fill of ditch
Cut of ditch
Fill of ditch
Cut of ditch
Fill of ditch
Fill of ditch
Fill of ditch
Cut of pit
Fill of pit
Fill of ditch
Layer/bank
Layer/bank
Layer
Layer
Layer
Hollow-way
cut
Fill of ditch

Pot
11
1

Bone

Coin

Fe
2

Flint
1

Glass
3

2

CBM Other
6
2

2

4

1

2

11

2

1

Table 2: Roman pottery illustration catalogue
Illustration
no.
1
2
3

Context

Vessel Form

Fabric Description

303
317
317

Red-slipped oxidised ware
Lower Nene Valley colour-coated ware
Lower Nene Valley colour-coated ware

4
5
6
7
8

303
303
202
203
307

9
10

303
306

Flagon or beaker
Beaker
Funnel-necked indented
beaker
Cooking pot
Cooking pot
Flat-rimmed bowl
Bowl with beaded rim
Flat-rimmed bowl with
groove
Flanged bowl
Plain-rimmed dish

Grey ware,
Late gritty grey ware
Grey ware, burnt
Sandy reduced ware
Black burnished ware fabric 1
Black burnished ware fabric 1
Crambeck reduced ware
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Table 3: Pot sherds picked for destructive analysis (identification from photographs, so
should be taken with caution)
Context SF #
207
302
307

307
307

42
72

307

84

307

97

Description
(a) Everted rim and base sherd from a cooking pot, reduced ware, probably local,
late second to third century
(a) Everted rim and three body or base sherds from a cooking pot, BB1, late
second or third century
(a) body sherd cooking pot, probably BB1
(b) ?base sherd of grey ware vessel, late second to third century
(c) body sherd closed vessel, grey ware with white margins, second or third
century
(a) flat rimmed bowl or dish in local hard grey ware, second century
(a) body sherd closed form, grey ware with white margins, second or third
century
a) rim of mortarium with part of spout, probably Mancetter-Hartshill, collar rim
divided in three, 190-240
(a) rim of samian bowl or dish, form uncertain, late second to first half of third

Table 4: Roman Pottery descriptions
Context Sherds
0
57
200
201
202
9
203
2
207
1
302
14
303

132

Weight
327

39
24
32
647

304
305
306
307

3
10
7
51

11
17
74
239

308
309

8
9

114
37

313
315
317

4
2
42

7
32
308

401
402

2
1

5
1

CW comments
LNVCC
6 sherds of modern
5 sherds of medieval and modern
grey ware flat rim bowl, samian
reduced ware hemispherical bowl
local reduced ware
LNVCC
19 sherds of medieval to modern
LNVCC; possible CRAM WH mortarium; BB1
flanged bowl; BB1 obtuse angle lattice with
line
8 sherds of medieval to modern
LNVCC
BB1 cooking pot rim
CRAM RE plain rim dish with groove; LNVCC
LNVCC; CRAM RE plain rim dish with groove
rim x 2
LNVCC; local oxidised ware
BB1 obtuse angle lattice with faint line above;
LNVCC
LNVCC beaker
RW
LNVCC indented funnel neck
1 sherd post-medieval
oxidised ware
LNVCC
3 sherds of post-medieval

spot date dr
C3
modern
modern
C2
1
C2
1
lC2+
C3
modern
270+
4

modern
C3
C2+
270+
270+

1
1

C3
250+
C3
C2+
C3
2
post med
C2+
C3
post med
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Context Sherds
502
1
503
509
513

1
3
8

Weight
4
8
8
157

CW comments
worn samian rim
10 sherds of post-medieval and modern
oxidised ware platter rim
reduced ware
local traditional ware, RW storage jar

spot date
C2
modern
C2-C3?
R
C2+

dr

Key: BB1 black burnished ware fabric 1; CRAM RE Crambeck reduced ware; CRAM WH Crambeck white ware

Table 5: Post-Roman pottery by period
Context
200
201
302
302
302
302
303 (SF21)
303 (SF56)
303
303
317
402
502
U/S
U/S Tr. A
U/S Tr. B
U/S Tr. C
U/S Tr. C
U/S Tr. C
U/S Tr. C
U/S Tr. D
U/S Tr. D
U/S Tr. D
U/S Tr. E
U/S Tr. E
U/S Tr. E
U/S Tr. E

# sherds
6
5
7
1
4
7
1
1
1
5
1
3
10
2
2
2
1
2
14
15
4
5
6
1
1
1
2

Medieval

Post-medieval

*
*
*

Modern
*
*
*
*

*
*
*
*
*

*
*

*

*
*
*
*
*
*

*

*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*

*

*
*
*
*

*
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Table 6: Post-Roman Pottery description
Type of Pottery

Fine white fabric
Gritty cream fabric with
orange slip, Tees Valley Ware B
Gritty orange brown fabric
with linear impressions
externally
Sandy orange brown fabric
with mid green glaze internal
& external
Gritty orange brown fabric
with external mid green glaze
Gritty grey fabric with external
dull green glaze
Sandy orange fabric with light
green glaze
Sandy orange fabric
sometimes with dark green
glaze
Orange fabric with yellow
brown glaze internally and
externally
Hard red/brown fabric with
fine cream glaze and trailed
brown decoration
Hard grey fabric with
yellow/brown glaze
Hard dark red fabric with white
clay decoration and clear glaze

Date

12-13C
late 1214C

A

B

B

B

C

C

C

C

D

D

E

E

U/S

200

201

U/S

302

303

317

U/S

402
1

U/S

502

U/S

3

2

1

2

13-14C

6

4

1

U/S

1

1

13-14C

1
1

13-14C

1

1

14-15C

1

14-15C

2

1

1

2

1

1

14-16C
1

5

1

10

1

15-16C
1
15-17C
3
16-17C
16-17C

1
1

1
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Type of Pottery
Hard dark red fabric with dull
brown glaze
Fine white/cream fabric with
clear glaze and external trailed
brown decoration
Grey stoneware with mottled
brown interior and exterior
Fine cream fabric with gritty
clear glaze
Light grey stoneware
Light brown stoneware
Creamware
Earthenware with fine brown
glaze and internal cream glaze
Earthenware with clear glaze
and occasional white clay slip
decoration

Date
16-17C

A

B

B

B

C

C

1

C

C

D

D

1

E

E

U/S

2

2

16-17C
1

1

16-18C
17-18C
17-18C
18-19C
19C
19C

1
1
1

1
1

1

1

1

1

4

2

1

2

1

3

19C
2

1

7

1

3

2

1
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Table 7: Roman and Post-Roman Building Materials
Period
Roman

Medieval or post
medieval
Post medieval or
modern
Dating uncertain

Tile type
Roofing tile: imbrices
Wall tiles: box
Uncertain
Plain tile

# Frags
2
1
3
2

Pantile

6

Thin tile and other
Scraps
Daub

3
41
2

Key:
Plain tiles: fragments too small for identification as nib or peg tiles.
Thin tile: fragments too small for identification as imbrex, plain tile or possibly even pantile
Other: thicker, undateable tile
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1

comments

R or PR

1
1

daub

pantile

1

scrap

plain tile

teg/box

imb/box

other

c
d
c
c
d
b
b
b
c
c
c
c
c
c
c
c
d
d
e
e

box t

tr

0
0
0
0
0
200
201
202
302
302
302
302
303
303
303
303
401
402
502
513

imbrex

contxt

Table 8: CBM by context

5

1
1

u/s sieve

1

4
1
1

2
3
2

1
1

1
1

2

1
4
10
1
1
1
1
4
1
3

(02)
SF 36
SF 66
ex SF 119

2
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Table 9: Coins
Context Trench SF
No.
302

C

1

302

C

2

303

C

9

u/s

C

6

u/s

C

7

u/s

C

8

u/s

C

24

u/s

C

25

u/s

C

114

Coin description

Condition/weight

AE radiate; Victorinus/Tetricus I, AD
268-273
Obv.) Radiate bust right
Rev.) Female figure, draped, stg.

Moderate wear, corroded;
1.8g.
Near contemporary loss.

AE 4; illegible issuer; post c. AD 330
Obv.) (Diademed?) bust right
Rev.) illegible

Corroded; 1.1g

AE 4; House of Constantine I; AD 335-47
Obv.) Diademed bust right
Rev.) Two soldiers holding two
standards; [GLORIA EXERCITVS]

Light wear; chipped; 0.9g
Near contemporary loss

AE reduced maiorina; Constantius II; c.
AD 350-354
Obv.) Diademed bust right
Rev.) Emperor spearing falling
horseman; [FEL TEMP REAPARATIO]

Moderate wear, corroded;
0.9g
Near contemporary loss.

AE Sestertius; Commodus; AD 177-192
Obv.) Bust right, defaced
Rev.) Defaced

Moderate wear, deliberately
filed down on both faces and
edge; 12.1g.
Possibly recycled as weight in
Saxon period

Illegible fragment of metal disc.
Possibly not a coin.

2.2g

AR cut halfpenny; Voided Short-Cross
coinage; Class 7
Henry III; 1217-1242; Canterbury
AR Denarius; Julia Maesa, AD 218-225
Obv.) Bust right; IVLIA MAESA AVG
Rev.) Pudicitia std. left; PVDICITIA
Ref.: RIC 268
AR Denarius; Elagabalus, AD 219
Obv.) Laureate bust right; [IMP
A]NTO[NINVS AVG]
Rev.) Fides standing front, head right,
holding standard & vexillum; FIDE[S
MILITVM]
Ref.: RIC 73

Moderate wear; 0.7g
Pre-1250 loss
Light wear; 1.5g
Near contemporary loss

Light wear; chipped; 1.3g
Near contemporary loss
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Table 10: Conservation assessment
Conservation record: TEES Archaeology
Site Code: DPR17

Conservator: V. Garlick

Date: 15/08/2017

SF no: 01

Context: 302

X-radiograph no: XR 7171

Object: Coin

Material: CuA

Photography: BC and AC

Description:
The object is a copper alloy coin, which measures approximately 16mm x 17mm in diameter and
1mm in depth.
Condition:
-

Overall in good general condition.
The object was covered in a thin layer of dirt.

Conservation treatment:
The object was surface cleaned using cotton wool swabs with a 50:50 ethanol/distilled
water solution in order to remove the dirt.
The object was consolidated using a solution of 6% Paraloid B72 in acetone in order to
inhibit further corrosion.
Analysis: n/a
Storage:
The object was stored in a small, clear polythene bag on a layer of plastazote for support. The
object should be stored at a stable temperature and below 40% RH, to inhibit further corrosion.
The RH should be controlled by active silica gel, which is regularly monitored and regenerated as
necessary.
Images:
Before conservation

After conservation

37

Conservation record: TEES Archaeology
Site Code: DPR17

Conservator: V. Garlick

Date: 15/08/2017

SF no: 02

Context: 302

X-radiograph no: XR 7171

Object: Coin

Material: CuA

Photography: BC and AC

Description:
The object is a copper alloy coin, which measures approximately 15m in diameter and 1mm in
depth.
Condition:
-

Overall in good general condition.
The object was covered in a thin layer of dirt.

Conservation treatment:
The object was surface cleaned using cotton wool swabs with a 50:50 ethanol/distilled
water solution in order to remove the dirt.
The object was consolidated using a solution of 6% Paraloid B72 in acetone in order to
inhibit further corrosion.
Analysis: n/a
Storage:
The object was stored in a small, clear polythene bag on a layer of plastazote for support. The
object should be stored at a stable temperature and below 40% RH, to inhibit further corrosion. The
RH should be controlled by active silica gel, which is regularly monitored and regenerated as
necessary.
Images:
Before conservation

After conservation
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Conservation record: TEES Archaeology
Site Code: DPR17

Conservator: V. Garlick

Date: 15/08/2017

SF no: 03

Context: u-s

X-radiograph no: XR 7171

Object: Object

Material: CuA

Photography: BC and AC

Description:
The object is a copper alloy object, which measures approximately 12mm in length, 12mm in width
and 13mm in depth.
Condition:
-

Overall in good general condition.
The object was covered in a thin layer of dirt.

Conservation treatment:
The object was surface cleaned using cotton wool swabs with a 50:50 ethanol/distilled
water solution in order to remove the dirt.
The object was consolidated using a solution of 6% Paraloid B72 in acetone in order to
inhibit further corrosion.
Analysis: n/a
Storage:
The object was stored in a small, clear polythene bag on a layer of plastazote for support. The
object should be stored at a stable temperature and below 40% RH, to inhibit further corrosion. The
RH should be controlled by active silica gel, which is regularly monitored and regenerated as
necessary.
Images:
Before conservation
After conservation
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Conservation record: TEES Archaeology
Site Code: DPR17

Conservator: V. Garlick

Date: 15/08/2017

SF no: 04

Context: 302

X-radiograph no: XR 7171

Object: Object

Material: CuA

Photography: BC and AC

Description:
The object is a copper alloy object, which measures approximately 22mm x 19mm with a depth of
between 2-3mm.
Condition:
-

Overall in good general condition.
The object was covered in a thin layer of dirt.

Conservation treatment:
The object was surface cleaned using cotton wool swabs with a 50:50 ethanol/distilled
water solution in order to remove the dirt.
The object was consolidated using a solution of 6% Paraloid B72 in acetone in order to
inhibit further corrosion.
Analysis: n/a
Storage:
The object was stored in a small, clear polythene bag on a layer of plastazote for support. The
object should be stored at a stable temperature and below 40% RH, to inhibit further corrosion. The
RH should be controlled by active silica gel, which is regularly monitored and regenerated as
necessary.
Images:
Before conservation
After conservation
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Conservation record: TEES Archaeology
Site Code: DPR17

Conservator: V. Garlick

Date: 15/08/2017

SF no: 05

Context: u-s

X-radiograph no: XR 7171

Object: Object

Material: CuA

Photography: BC and AC

Description:
The object is a copper alloy object, which measures approximately 20mm in length, 14mm in width
and 15mm in depth.
Condition:
-

Overall in good general condition.
The object was covered in a thin layer of dirt.

Conservation treatment:
The object was surface cleaned using cotton wool swabs with a 50:50 ethanol/distilled
water solution in order to remove the dirt.
The object was consolidated using a solution of 6% Paraloid B72 in acetone in order to
inhibit further corrosion.
Analysis: n/a
Storage:
The object was stored in a small, clear polythene bag on a layer of plastazote for support. The
object should be stored at a stable temperature and below 40% RH, to inhibit further corrosion. The
RH should be controlled by active silica gel, which is regularly monitored and regenerated as
necessary.
Images:
Before conservation

After conservation
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Conservation record: TEES Archaeology
Site Code: DPR17

Conservator: V. Garlick

Date: 15/08/2017

SF no: 06

Context: u/s

X-radiograph no: XR 7171

Object: Coin

Material: CuA

Photography: BC and AC

Description:
The object is a copper alloy coin, which measures approximately 16mm x 14mm in diameter.
Condition:
-

Overall in good general condition.
The object was covered in a thin layer of dirt.

Conservation treatment:
-

The object was surface cleaned using cotton wool swabs with a 50:50 ethanol/distilled
water solution in order to remove the dirt.
The object was consolidated using a solution of 6% Paraloid B72 in acetone in order to
inhibit further corrosion.

Analysis: n/a
Storage:The object was stored in a small, clear polythene bag on a layer of plastazote for support.
The object should be stored at a stable temperature and below 40% RH, to inhibit further corrosion.
The RH should be controlled by active silica gel, which is regularly monitored and regenerated as
necessary.
Images:Before conservation

After conservation
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Conservation record: TEES Archaeology
Site Code: DPR17

Conservator: V. Garlick

Date: 15/08/2017

SF no: 07

Context: u-s

X-radiograph no: XR 7171

Object: Coin

Material: CuA

Photography: BC and AC

Description:
The object is a copper alloy coin, which measures approximately 27mm in diameter and 2mm in
depth.
Condition:
-

Overall in good general condition.
The object was covered in a thin layer of dirt.

Conservation treatment:
The object was surface cleaned using cotton wool swabs with a 50:50 ethanol/distilled
water solution in order to remove the dirt.
The object was consolidated using a solution of 6% Paraloid B72 in acetone in order to
inhibit further corrosion.
Analysis: n/a
Storage:
The object was stored in a small, clear polythene bag on a layer of plastazote for support. The
object should be stored at a stable temperature and below 40% RH, to inhibit further corrosion. The
RH should be controlled by active silica gel, which is regularly monitored and regenerated as
necessary.
Images:
Before conservation

After conservation
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Conservation record: TEES Archaeology
Site Code: DPR17

Conservator: V. Garlick

Date: 15/08/2017

SF no: 08

Context: u-s

X-radiograph no: XR 7171

Object: Object

Material: CuA

Photography: BC and AC

Description:
The object is a copper alloy object, which measures approximately 26mm in length, 10mm in width
and 1mm in depth.
Condition:
-

Overall in good general condition.
The object was covered in a thin layer of dirt.

Conservation treatment:
The object was surface cleaned using cotton wool swabs with a 50:50 ethanol/distilled
water solution in order to remove the dirt.
The object was consolidated using a solution of 6% Paraloid B72 in acetone in order to
inhibit further corrosion.
Analysis: n/a
Storage:
The object was stored in a small, clear polythene bag on a layer of plastazote for support. The
object should be stored at a stable temperature and below 40% RH, to inhibit further corrosion. The
RH should be controlled by active silica gel, which is regularly monitored and regenerated as
necessary.
Images:
Before conservation
After conservation
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Conservation record: TEES Archaeology
Site Code: DPR17

Conservator: V. Garlick

Date: 15/08/2017

SF no: 24

Context: u-s

X-radiograph no: XR 7171

Object: Coin

Material: Ag

Photography: BC and AC

Description:
The object is a silver coin, which measures approximately 17mm in length, 9mm in width and ½ mm
in depth.
Condition:
-

Overall in good general condition.
The object was covered in a thin layer of dirt.

Conservation treatment:
The object was surface cleaned using cotton wool swabs with a 50:50 ethanol/distilled
water solution in order to remove the dirt.
The object was consolidated using a solution of 6% Paraloid B72 in acetone in order to
inhibit further corrosion.
Analysis: n/a
Storage:
The object was stored in a small, clear polythene bag on a layer of plastazote for support. The
object should be stored at a stable temperature and below 40% RH, to inhibit further corrosion. The
RH should be controlled by active silica gel, which is regularly monitored and regenerated as
necessary.
Images:
Before conservation

After conservation
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Conservation record: TEES Archaeology
Site Code: DPR17

Conservator: V. Garlick

Date: 15/08/2017

SF no: 114

Context: u-s

X-radiograph no: XR 7171

Object: Coin

Material: Ag

Photography: BC and AC

Description:
The object is a fragment of silver coin, which measures approximately 15mm x 13mm and 1mm in
depth.
Condition:
-

Overall in good general condition.
The object was covered in a thin layer of dirt.

Conservation treatment:
The object was surface cleaned using cotton wool swabs with a 50:50 ethanol/distilled
water solution in order to remove the dirt.
The object was consolidated using a solution of 6% Paraloid B72 in acetone in order to
inhibit further corrosion.
Analysis: n/a
Storage:
The object was stored in a small, clear polythene bag on a layer of plastazote for support. The
object should be stored at a stable temperature and below 40% RH, to inhibit further corrosion. The
RH should be controlled by active silica gel, which is regularly monitored and regenerated as
necessary.
Images:
Before conservation

After conservation
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Conservation record: TEES Archaeology
Site Code: DPR17

Conservator: V. Garlick

Date: 15/08/2017

SF no: 25

Context: u-s

X-radiograph no: XR 7171

Object: Coin

Material: Ag

Photography: BC and AC

Description:
The object is a silver coin, which measures approximately 21mm x 17mm with a depth of 1mm.
Condition:
-

Overall in good general condition.
The object was covered in a thin layer of dirt.

Conservation treatment:
The object was surface cleaned using cotton wool swabs with a 50:50 ethanol/distilled
water solution in order to remove the dirt.
The object was consolidated using a solution of 6% Paraloid B72 in acetone in order to
inhibit further corrosion.
Analysis: n/a
Storage:
The object was stored in a small, clear polythene bag on a layer of plastazote for support. The
object should be stored at a stable temperature and below 40% RH, to inhibit further corrosion. The
RH should be controlled by active silica gel, which is regularly monitored and regenerated as
necessary.
Images:
Before conservation

After conservation
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Table 11: Fe objects and nails
Trench
B
B

Conte
xt
200
201

SF
No.

C

309

Fe

C

305

Fe

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C

307
307
307
303
303
303
303
303
303
303
303
303
303

76
111
104
13
22
18
27
35
46

32

Fe
Fe
Fe
Fe
Fe
Fe
Fe
Fe
Fe
Fe
Fe
Fe
Fe

C

303

93

Fe

Med. nail frag

C

303

Fe

Nail frags
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Metal

Object

Size

Fe
Fe

Nail frags x 2
Horse-shoe
fragment
Wire
Wire
Nail frags x 2
Large nail frag
Large nail frag
Small nail frag
Large nail frag
Med. nail frag
Small nail frag
Stud
Nail frag
Nail
Stud
Stud
Nail frag

40mm long x 8mm & 27mm x 4mm wide
160mm long approx. x 27mm wide x
15mm thick
90mm long x 40mm wide
180mm long x 4mm wide
25mm long x 6mm wide
30mm long by 15mm wide
(head - 25mm x 20mm)
35mm long x 15mm wide
20mm long x 10mm wide
50mm long x 15mm wide
40mm long x 8mm wide
26mm long x 5mm wide
Tapered stud 20mm long
20mm long x 5mm wide
40mm long x 10mm wide
12mm long wide, (head - 20mm x 18mm)
20mm long x 26mm – stud head only
18mm long x 6mm wide

Nail frag

36mm long x 6mm wide

Large nail frag

50mm long x 10mm wide (head – 25mm x
20mm)
40mm long x 6mm wide (head – 20mm x
16mm)
25mm long x 5mm wide
26mm long x 5mm wide
28mm long x 10mm wide
35mm long x 10mm wide
80mm long x 18mm wide
48mm long x 10mm wide (head – 20mm x
16mm)
Various sized studs probably formerly
part of a shoe
15mm long x 8mm wide
23 x fragments from 15mm to 70mm
long/ variable widths 6mm to 10mm
65mm long x 15mm wide
40mm long x 15mm wide
45mm long x 6mm wide
20mm long x 6mm wide

Large nail frags
Hob-nails x 30

C
C

U/S
U/S

Pb
Fe

Stud
Nail frags
Large nail frag
Fitting

D
E

U/S
U/S

Fe
Fe

Nail frag
Studs x 3
Nail fragment
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Table 12: Animal Bone
Trench
D
U/S

Trench C
Chicken
Sheep
Cow
Horse
Unidentifiabl
e
Total

U/S
1
15+

302 303 305 306 307 317
23

2

80
9
2

20

24

4

≤50
91

U/S
1

509

Total
513
2
169
9
5

19
1

1
18

8

Trench E

20

58

4

13

1

33

1

1

1

2

68

1

2

253

Table 13: Other finds
Trench
C
C
C

Context
u/s
302
302

D

401
u/s

E

502

Material
Charcoal
Fuel waste
Clay tobacco pipe stem
fragment
Plastic
Slag nodule
Fuel waste

Description
Four fragments of charcoal
Two small fragments of fuel/coal waste
32mm long by 8.5mm diameter

Clay tobacco pipe stem
fragment

22mm long x 7.5mm diameter

modern
Small fragment of fuel/coal waste

Table 14: Lithics by Trench and Context.
Context

Trench
B
Unstratified 1
200
2
201
5
203
1
302
303
317
401
402
513
502
509
TOTAL
9

Trench
C
3
3
2
1
8

Trench
D
28
4
2
1
35

Trench
E
11
1
3
15

Total
43
2
5
1
3
2
1
4
2
1
1
3
68
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Table 15: Lithic Raw Materials
Raw Material
Light Grey Flint
Red/Brown Flint
Dark Grey/Black
Flint
Fawn
Grey/White
Translucent
Flint
Dark Brown
Flint
Black Shiny
Chert
Grey/Brown
Flint
White Flint
Grey, Cherty
Limestone
(Natural)
Burnt Flint
Quartz (Natural)
TOTAL

Trench
B
1
2
3

Trench
C
1
3

Trench
D
25
4

Trench E

Total

13
-

40
2
10

2

1

1

1

5

-

1

-

-

1

-

-

2

-

2

-

-

1

-

1

-

1

1
-

1
-

2
1

1
9

2
8

1
35

15

2
2
68

Table 16: Lithics retaining cortex
Cortex Type
Hard fawn/off
white pebble
cortex
Hard white,
smooth, pebble
cortex
Hard, smooth,
dark grey pebble
cortex
White fawn
chalky cortex
TOTAL

Trench
B
1

Trench
C
1

Trench
D
5

Trench
E
1

Total

1

-

-

-

1

-

1

-

-

1

-

-

1

-

1

2

2

6

1

11

8
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Table 17: Flint Typology
Artefact Type

Trench
B
1

Scrapers
Borers/Awls
Utilised Inner
Bladelets
Inner Bladelets
Blade Segments
Micro-burins
Detached Bulbar
Ends
Core Trimming
Flakes
Inner Flakes
Secondary Flakes
Chips
Irregular
Fragments
Chunks
Limestone
Chunks (Natural)
Quartz (Natural)
TOTAL

Trench
D
(1)
-

Trench
E
1(1)

Total

(1)

Trench
C
(1)
-

1

1
1

1(3)
3
1
1

1
1
3

2 (3)
4
2
6

-

-

1

-

1

1(1)
- (1)
1
1

- (1)
1
-

7(5)
2
5
-

2(2)
3
-

10 (9)
2 (1)
10
1

1
-

1
1

5
-

1
-

8
1

9

2
9

35

15

2
68

1 (1)
(1)
1 (2)

Table 18: Flint Technology
But/Bulb Type
Plain Butt/
Pronounced
Bulb
Plain
Butt/Diffuse
Bulb
TOTAL

Trench
B
2

Trench
C
-

Trench
D
8

Trench
E
3

Total

1

-

4

6

11

3

-

12

9

24

13
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Table 19: Palaeoenvironmental analysis
Sample
Context
Feature number

1
205
206
gull
y
B

2
208
204
ditc
h
B

3
202
210
ditc
h
B

4
513
512

()

()

7
15
indet.
frags
indet.
frags

Feature
Trench
Material available for radiocarbon
dating
Volume processed (l)
Volume of flot (ml)
Residue contents
Bone (calcined)

E

5
319
320
gull
y
C

6
317
316
ditc
h
C

()



-

-

7
20

8
50

6
50

5
20

8
30

-

-

-

(+)

-

-

-

-

-

+

-

-

(+)
++
++
(+)
+
+
+

+
++
++
+
(+)
-

(+)
++
++
+
++
(+)

++
+
+
+
++
(+)
-

+
++
++
(+)
-

+
++
++
(+)
+
(+)
-

-

-

1

-

-

-

1

-

-

-

-

-

-

2

-

-

-

-

-

-

-



-

-











-

-

-

-

-



-

-

-

-





-







pit

Flot matrix
Bone (calcined)
Charcoal
Cinder / clinker
Coal / coal shale
Heather twigs (charred)
Puparia
Roots (modern)
Tubers / rhizomes (charred)
Uncharred seeds
Charred remains (total count)
(c) Hordeum sp (Barley species)
(g) Arrhenatherum elatius ssp bulbosum
(False Oat-grass)
(r) Plantago lanceolata (Ribwort
Plantain)
Identified charcoal ( presence)
Betula sp (Birches)
Corylus avellana (Hazel)
Fraxinus excelsior (Ash)
Maloideae (Hawthorn, apple,
whitebeams)
Quercus sp (Oaks)

grain
tub
er
seed

Table 19: Palaeoenvironmental assessment
[c-cultivated; g-grassland; r-ruderal. (+): trace; +: rare; ++: occasional; +++: common; ++++: abundant
() may be unsuitable for dating due to size or species]
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Appendix 2: Flint Descriptive Catalogue
This catalogue is arranged by trench and then by context within each trench.
Trench B
Unstratified
1) Light grey inner flint flake. Plain butt, flat, diffuse bulb of percussion. Broken transversely
at distal end. Max. dimensions: 12mm x 10mm 3mm.
Context 200
2) Red/Brown inner flint flake/bladelet, broken irregularly at the bulbar end. Slight patch of
retouch on left edge, dorsal face. Max. Dimensions: 16mm x 8mm x 4mm.
3) Small, off white, burnt flint fragment. Irregularly shattered. Possibly broken from a blade
or flake.
Context 201
4) Scraper on the ? bulbar end of a dark grey secondary flint flake. Steep retouch on the
bulbar end. Retains a patch of hard, fawn, off white pebble cortex on the left edge, dorsal
face. Retains hinge fracture at distal end. Max. Dimensions: 21mm x 18mm x 7mm.
Figure18, No. 1.
5) Bulbar end of red/brown secondary flake/blade. Retains a small patch of hard, white,
smoothed pebble cortex on left edge, dorsal face. Broken transversely at bulbar end. Plain
butt, pronounced bulb of percussion.
6) Distal end of fawn/translucent inner flake. Broken obliquely at bulbar end. Max.
Dimensions: 13mm x 9mm 2mm.
7) Irregular/angular dark grey flint chip. Grey/white re-cortication visible on most surfaces.
Notched on one side? from plough damage. Max. Dimensions: 13mm x 11mm x 7mm.
8) Dark grey flint chunk ? broken from core. Totally grey/white re-cortication on all surfaces.
Notched on one edge ? from plough damage.
Context 203
9) Grey/fawn, semi-translucent inner flint flake. Plain butt, pronounced bulb of percussion.
Slightly abraded at distal end. Flake scars on dorsal face run at 90 degrees to the flake’s
longitudinal axis. Probably struck from a multi-platform CORE. Max. Dimensions: 18mm x
18mm x 7mm.
Trench C
Unstratified
10) Borer/Awl on the bulbar end of a mottled, dark brown/fawn secondary flake. Broken
transversely at the thicker distal, end. Tip of borer broken transversely. Retouched on left
and right edges, at bulbar end. Retains hard, fawn, pebble cortex on dorsal face, right edge.
Slight plough damage on right edge, bulbar face. Max. Dimensions: 30mm x 17mm x 7mm.
11) Angular, light grey, banded, cherty, limestone chunk. ? Natural.
12) Bulbar end of a thick, grey/black, secondary, cherty flint flake. Exhibits hard, smooth,
dark grey cortex on left edge. Cortical, flat, butt and flat diffuse bulb of percussion. Retains
hard, smooth, dark grey cortex on left edge, dorsal face. Snapped transversely at distal end.
Max. Dimensions: 14mm x 12mm x 6mm.
Context 302
13) Cream/off white quartz flake ? NATURAL. Max Dimensions: 22mm x 12mm x 4mm.
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14) Irregular cream/off white quartz fragment ? NATURAL.
15) Dark grey flint chunk, water rounded and exhibiting incipient grey/white re-cortication.
Weight: 5gms. Max. Dimensions: 22mm x 12mm x 11mm.
Context 303
16) Irregular, thick grey/black, shiny cherty flint chip.
17) Light grey inner flint blade segment. Very small and broken transversely at both ends.
Max. Dimensions: 5mm x 8mm x 3mm.
Context 317
18) Grey/fawn inner flint flake. Broken transversely at the bulbar end. Max. Dimensions:
10mm x 8mm x 3mm.
Trench D
Unstratified
19) Grey flint , secondary, blade segment, broken transversely at both ends. Retains a patch
of hard, fawn grey pebble cortex on right edge, dorsal face. Max. Dimensions: 10mm x
11mm x 3mm.
20) Translucent grey, inner, bladelet. Plain butt, flat, diffuse, bulb of percussion. Slight hinge
fracture at distal end. Max. Dimensions: 16mm x 10mm x 2mm.
21) Dark grey, secondary flake. Plain butt, diffuse bulb. Retains grey/fawn pebble cortex on
dorsal face. Max. Dimensions: 14mm x 17mm x 6mm.
22) Grey mottled inner blade segment. Broken transversely at both ends. Max. Dimensions:
10mm x 8mm x 5mm.
23) Grey/mottled inner flint flake. Some plough damage on left edge and across part of
distal end. Distal end retains part of slight hinge fracture. Flake scars on dorsal face are all
removed from one direction. Plain butt, small, pronounced, bulb of percussion. Max.
Dimensions: 25mm x 14mm x 5mm.
24) Small, shiny, dark grey, detached bulbar end of inner flint flake. Small plain butt,
pronounced bulb. Broken transversely at distal end. Max. Dimensions: 8mm x 10mm x 5mm.
25) Distal end of dark grey, inner, bladelet/flake. Broken transversely at bulbar end. Max.
Dimensions: 13mm x 8mm x 3mm.
26) Irregular, rounded, grey flint chip.
27) Squat, black, shiny cherty flint inner flake. Plain butt, pronounced bulb of percussion.
Max. Dimensions: 9mm x 15mm x 5mm.
28) Smooth, grey, flint chip. Rounded and ? water worn.
29) Smooth grey flint chip? Rounded and ? water worn.
30) Grey, ridged, inner flint flake. Broken transversely at bulbar end. Max. Dimensions:
16mm x 4mm x 6mm.
31) Triangular, white, flint, inner flake. Irregularly broken at bulbar end. Plough damage on
both edges. Max. Dimensions: 21mm x 13mm x 4mm.
32) Light grey, translucent, Microburin. Notched on left edge, burin facet on right edge
bulbar face. Plain butt, diffuse bulb. Max. Dimensions: 11mm x 9mm x 2mm. Figure 18, No.
2.
33) Grey, mottled, inner bladelet. Broken transversely at the distal end. Plain butt, small,
pronounced bulb with small bulbar scar. Max. Dimensions: 16mm x 9mm x 3mm.
34) Grey, mottled flint chip. Rounded and ? water worn.
35) Light grey flint chip. Irregularly shattered.
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36) Light grey inner flint bladelet. Broken transversely at the bulbar end. Exhibits hinge
fracture at distal end. Max. Dimensions: 16mm 9mm x 2mm.
37) Grey, inner, flint flake. Plain butt, pronounced bulb. Max. Dimensions: 17mm x 14mm x
3mm.
38) Small, dark grey, mottled, inner flint flake. Hinge fracture at distal end. Plain butt, flat,
diffuse bulb of percussion.
39) White, inner blade segment. Broken transversely at both ends. Max. Dimensions: 15mm
x 10mm x 5mm.
40) Light grey inner flint flake. Plain butt, small but pronounced bulb of percussion. Max.
Dimensions: 15mm x 13mm x 5mm.
41) Grey, mottled, inner flake. Irregularly shattered at both ends. Max. Dimensions: 18mm x
11mm x 5mm.
42) Black, shiny, cherty, flint inner flake. Small plain butt, small pronounced bulb of
percussion. Max. Dimensions: 11mm x 12mm x 1mm.
43) Mottled grey inner flint flake. Plain butt, pronounced bulb. Heavily notched by plough
damage on both sides at bulbar end. ? Core Trimming Flake. Flakes parallel to long axis of
striking platform. Max. Dimensions: 35mm x 19mm x 6mm. Figure 18, No 3.
44) Burnt, crackled, white, calcined flint chunk. Irregularly shattered. Retains fawn pebble
cortex on one surface. Weight: 8gms. Max. Dimensions: 27mm x 17mm x 14mm.
45) Irregular, grey, mottled flint chunk. Retains hard, fawn/white pebble cortex on one
surface. Plough damaged in places and small flakes removed. Weight: 26gms. Max.
Dimensions: 39mm x 31mm x 20mm.
46) Angular, grey, mottled flint chunk. Retains white/fawn chalky pebble cortex patch.
Weight: 5gms. Max. Dimensions: 22mm x 13mm x 15mm.
Context 401
47) Grey, mottled, squat, inner flake. Plain butt, diffuse bulb. Max. Dimensions: 8mm x
12mm x 5mm.
48) Grey, mottled, inner, flint flake. Broken transversely at the bulbar end. Max.
Dimensions: 13mm x 16mm x 4mm.
49) Angular, grey, mottled flint chunk. Irregularly shattered. Weight: 7gms. Max.
Dimensions: 27mm x 14mm x 20mm.
50) Grey, mottled, flint chunk. Small patch of ? Retouch at one end. Max. Dimensions:
28mm x 12mm x 8mm.
Context 402
51) Grey, mottled, secondary flint flake. Plain butt, small, pronounced bulb. Retains patch of
hard fawn pebble cortex on left edge, dorsal face. Max. Dimensions: 17mm x 11mm x 5mm.
52) Grey, mottled, shattered fragment from a Scraper. Retouched on right edge, dorsal face.
Max. Dimensions: 21mm x 14mm x 8mm. Figure 18, No. 3.
Context 513
53) Grey/brown inner chert flake. Broken transversely at distal end. Plain butt, pronounced
bulb. Max. Dimensions: 20mm x 25mm x 6mm.
Trench E
Unstratified
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54) Bulbar end of grey, mottled, inner flint flake. Broken transversely at distal end. Plain
butt, pronounced bulb of percussion and bulbar scar. Max. Dimensions: 11mm x 15mm x
4mm.
55) Small, grey, mottled, flint chunk. Retains hard fawn pebble cortex on one side. Weight:
2gms. Max. Dimensions: 21mm x 13mm x 8mm.
56) Light grey inner flint flake. Plain butt, diffuse bulb. Broken obliquely at distal end.Max.
Dimensions: 12mm x 8mm x 3mm.
57) Light grey bulbar end from inner flint flake. Broken transversely at distal end. Plain butt,
small, diffuse bulb. Max. Dimensions: 6mm x 6mm x 2mm.
58) Grey, mottled, bulbar end from secondary flint blade/flake. Patch of grey/fawn cortex
on dorsal face. Plain butt, pronounced bulb. Max. Dimensions: 10mm x 10mm x 4mm.
59) Bulbar end of grey mottled inner flake. Notched on left edge. A proto Microburin. Plain
butt, pronounced bulb. Max. Dimensions: 14mm x 10mm x 3mm. Figure 18, No. 5
60) Irregular white flint chip.
61) Grey banded flint chip. Irregularly shattered.
62) Grey mottled inner bladelet. Broken transversely at bulbar end. Utilised on right edge.
Parallel flake scars visible on dorsal surface ? from blade core. Max. Dimensions: 19mm x
12mm x 3mm. Figure 18, No.6.
63) Grey mottled inner flake. Broken transversely at bulbar end. Very sharp and fresh. Max.
Dimensions: 21mm x 14mm x 5mm.
64) Grey mottled inner flake. Thick, plain, butt, pronounced bulb of percussion and bulbar
scar. Max. Dimensions: 23mm x 21mm x 7mm.
Context 502
65) Grey, mottled, inner flint bladelet. Plain butt, flat, diffuse bulb. Slight hinge fracture at
distal end. UTILISED on both edges. Max. Dimensions: 22mm x 10mm x 3mm.
Context 509
66) Small, grey, translucent inner bladelet. Plain butt, diffuse bulb. Max. Dimensions:13mm
x 5mm x 1mm.
67) Small, grey, flint chip.
68) Small, grey, mottled, inner flint flake. Thin plain butt, small, diffuse bulb of percussion.
Max. Dimensions: 9mm x 10mm x 2mm.
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Figure 1: Site Location
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Figure 3: General view of Trench A

Figure 4: Steetly Quarry marker stone
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Figure 6: Trench B, section across ditches [204 &206], looking north east

Figure 7: Trench B, section across ditch [210], looking north east
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Figure 9: Trench C, section across ditch and gully [311 & 310], looking east

Figure 10: Trench C, working shot
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Figure 14: Trench E, section across ditches [504 & 508], looking south

Figure 15: Trench E, working shot
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Figure 19: Finds processing

Figure 20: Working shot, surveying the site
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Figure 21: Open Day Tour

Figure 22: Tour of the Roman Bridge
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