
2 : - tut . If/7 

LAND OFF BRAND END ROAD 

BUTTER WICK 
LINCOLNSHIRE 

SUMMARY REPORT ON 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL FIELD WALKING 

JUNE, 1994 



Land off Brand End Road 
Butterwick 

Lincolnshire 

Report on Archaeological Field Walking, 
Undertaken on Behalf of 

Kings Quality Homes 

by 

Colin > Palmer-Brown 

Pre-Construct Archaeology 
66 School Lane 
Silk Willoughby 

Sleaford 
Lincolnshire 

NG34 8PH 

Phone & Fax 0529 302874 

© Pre-Construct Archaeology 
June 1994 



Introduction 

In may, 1994, an archaeological desk top assessment was prepared by Pre-Construct Archaeology, 
on behalf of Kings Quality Homes, in advance of possible housing development on an area of land 
immediately south of Brand End Road, Butterwick (Fig. 1). The study was undertaken as part of an 
archaeological requirement issued by the Community Archaeologist for Boston. 

In the desk-based study, it was variously concluded that the existing historical and archaeological 
record was an inadequate basis upon which to formulate (potentially expensive) field evaluation 
strategies. Much of the sensitivity surrounding the site rested on records held within the Sites & 
Monuments Record (SMR): medieval and post-medieval pottery, as well as building materials, were 
picked up in the late 1970's, though the original records are now lost. Aside from these findings, no 
other site-specific resources were identified at desk top stage, though it is acknowledged, there are 
historical, geographical and topographical reasons for monitoring development proposals in this area 
of Butterwick. 

As a means of clarifying the weight which should be attached to surface scatters which were 
previously observed within the proposal site, it was agreed between Pre-Construct Archaeology, the 
commissioning Client, and the Community Archaeologist, that the whole site should, again, be field 
walked. Some fifteen years have now elapsed since the initial discoveries were made - more than 
enough time for the plough to have revealed fresh scatters. 

Methodology 

Between June 6th and June 10th, 1994, data was gathered from the site, processed and assessed as a 
means of providing a reliable guide to the date, density, distribution and significance of surface 
material from within the proposed development area. A team of two archaeologists prepared a system 
of 10.0m x 10.0m grid squares over the site and systematically walked the area in 5.0m transects. 
Pottery sherds and other material were placed in re-sealable polythene bags, left in their place of 
origin, and then plotted (Fig. 2). Finds were then removed from the site, washed, marked and 
presented for specialist assessment and dating (Appendix 1, based on an assessment by H. Healey). 

Results 

It is immediately apparent that there are no great clusters of finds on the site, though there is a slightly 
increased density of surface material on the north side, close to the rears of properties fronting Brand 
End Road. 

Much of the pottery and other finds examined may be firmly placed within the post-medieval and 
modern periods, though there is a representative range of medieval wares present, including at least 
one very early sherd (No. 48). Two of the sherds (both within the central part of the proposal site; 
No.'s 21 and 55) may be Romano-British. 

Interpretation 

For the most part, sherd counts within individual grid squares were low, the higher counts usually 
being restricted to the zone closest to Brand End Road. In this area, most of the pottery has been 
dated to the post-medieval and modern periods, and it is suggested that the association is with 
properties on the street frontage, rather than with buried structural remains within the proposed 
development site. In fact, it is further suggested that the nature and relatively low density of finds 
associated with all of the major periods represented in the sample may reflect a continuous, largely 
agrarian tradition. 

The fact that widely-dispersed pottery sherds of medieval and earlier date are present in small 
numbers is clearly of archaeological interest. However, their presence does not necessarily mirror the 
presence of buried archaeological features within the proposed development site, though it would 
certainly suggest that there was occupation taking place within the general environment (for the most 



part, this is not altogether surprising). Many of the pottery sherds in the sample were highly abraded, 
as if present within the topsoil for considerable periods of time, and it is suggested that some may 
have been accidentally imported to the site, perhaps within farmyard manure. 

Conclus ions 

The evidence thus far presented, in the form of desk-based assessment and preliminary field 
investigation, would, taken on balance, imply that the archaeological potential of this site is moderate 
to low. The Community Archaeologist for Boston and the Client will wish to discuss the overall 
implications of archaeological work undertaken to date and the position as regards any future 
archaeological management of the site. 
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Appendix 1 

Details of pottery and other f inds collected during field walking 
to be used in conjunction with Fig. 1 
(information supplied with the aid of H. Healey) 

P = Pottery 
T = Tile 
B = brick 
S = slag 
O = Other 

Bag No. No. of Ident i f i ca t ion /Deta i l s 
f i n d s 

1 1 P. 17th century, glazed 

2 1 P. 17th century 

3 1 P. Medieval; not diagnostic 

4 1 B. Modern 

5 1 P. Medieval vessel handle 

6 1 T. Modern 

7 2 T. Pan tile fragment; P. 16th century 

8 1 P. Medieval, not diagnostic 

9 1 P. Flake, not diagnostic 

10 2 B. + P. Latter = medieval, not diagnostic 

11 9 



12 1 P. Early medieval (12th/13th century) 

13 1 P. Medieval, not diagnostic 

14 1 P. Early medieval, not diagnostic 

15 1 P. Medieval, not diagnostic 

16 1 P. ? 17th century 

17 3 T. xl fragment; B. x2 fragments 

18 3 P. xl ?candlestick fragment, poss. 17th century; x2 late 

medieval undiagnostic sherds 

19 5 B. xl fragment; P. xl modern sherd; x2 medieval; xl 

= ?17th century 

20 4 B. xl fragment; P. xl black glazed/modern; xl 19th 

century; xl ?17th century 

21 1 P. ?Roman (very abraded) 

22 3 P. Black glazed/modern 

23 1 P. Medieval, Toynton type 

24 1 P. ?17th century 



25 2 O. xl 19th century clay pipe stem; xl modern button 

26 1 P. Medieval, possibly reshaped and reused as counter 

27 4 B. x2 flakes; P. x2 ? 17th/18th century. 

28 2 P. 17th century or later (?Boston kiln) 

29 2 P. x l 17th century; xl 19th/20th century 

30 3 P. xl 19th/20th black glazed; xl medieval; xl local post-

medieval 

31 1 P. Jug handle, ? 15th century (Toynton kiln type) 

32 1 P. X I medieval, Toynton kiln type 

33 3 P. x2 ?17th century; xl modern 

34 8 B. xl fragment; P. x3 modern; x3 17th century; xl 
17th/18th slip ware 

35 4 T. xl possible roofing slate fragment; P. xl modern black 

glazed; x2 ?17th century 

36 3 P. xl modern black glazed; xl undiagnostic medieval; 

xl 17th century 

37 2 T. xl fragment, ?modern; P. xl 17th century (?Boston 

type) 



38 2 P. x2 post-medieval (? 16th/17th century) 

39 ? 

40 1 P. xl 17th/l8th century (?Boston type) 

41 1 P. x l 19th/20th century 

42 3 B. xl fragment + x l undiagnostic brick/tile fragment; 

P. x l 17th century 

43 3 T. xl fragment; P. x l medieval; x l modern 

44 1 P. x l undiagnostic medieval 

45 1 P. x l undiagnostic medieval 

46 1 O. xl clinker/slag fragment 

47 1 P. x l misc. medieval (?? 14th century) 

48 1 P. xl 9th/10th century sherd, Stamford Ware handle/ 

spout 

49 2 P. x l Toynton; xl Bourne-type (?14th century) 

50 ? 



51 2 P. xl modern; xl 17th century 

52 3 B. x l fragment; P. xl ??medieval; xl 17th century 

53 1 P. xl medieval jug base 

54 3 P. x l modern; x l 19th century Staffordshire ware; 

xl medieval 

55 3 P. xl possible Roman sherd; B. x2 fragments 

56 3 P. xl medieval; x l 18th century Staffordshire Ware; 
B. xl fragment 

57 1 P. xl undiagnostic medieval base sherd. 
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• survey area, with location of finds (bags) 
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