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Summary 

In January 2010, Archaeo-Environment Ltd. were commissioned by the Diocese of Middlesbrough to 
undertake a programme of archaeological evaluation on land to the rear of St Mary’s and St Romuald 
Catholic Church, Yarm. The church lies at the south end of Yarm High Street on land that was 
originally part of a monastic precinct associated with a Dominican Friary. This work was carried out as 
requested by Tees Archaeology as part of a planning proposal submitted by the Diocese who wished 
to erect a new church hall on land to the rear of the church.   

In summary, the evaluation at the church of St. Mary’s and St Romuald, Yarm, revealed various layers 
of re-deposited natural and dumped material dating to the 19th century that would seem to be 
associated with the construction of the church opened in 1860.  

Based on the evidence from the evaluation, significant archaeological deposits or features relating to 
the friary, or associated land use, on the site fail to survive, with all material observed to a depth of 
1.00m below the present surface dating to the nineteenth century. It would seem that the construction 
of the church during the mid nineteenth century had resulted in major land disturbance within the 
evaluation area, with numerous deposits of dumped material recorded down to the limit of the 
excavations.  

In the light of these findings it is recommended that no further work is necessary to mitigate against 
the loss of any archaeological deposits or features..  
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Archaeo-Environment Ltd (AE) were commissioned by the Diocese of Middlesbrough, to 
undertake a programme of archaeological evaluation at the Catholic church of St Mary’s 
and St Romuald, Yarm (NZ 419 126) (Figure 1). 

1.2 The church is situated at the south end of Yarm High Street, adjacent to land now occupied 
by Yarm School, on land that had previously formed part of the precinct of the medieval 
house of Blackfriars. This holding dates back to at least the 1260AD, although the present 
church dates to the mid nineteenth century.   

1.3 The church and Diocese now propose to erect a new church hall to the rear (east) of the 
church on land that is currently used as a garden, and will involve foundation trenches 
being excavated to a depth of 0.75m below the present ground surface. As part of the 
planning proposal were required to conduct an archaeological evaluation to assess the 
archaeological potential of the area.  

1.4 In advance of the evaluation work a Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) was prepared by 
Archaeo-Environment (Appendix 2) in response to a brief provided by Tees Archaeology 
(Appendix 1). This was agreed with both Tees Archaeology and the Diocese.  

1.5 This report summarises the historical and archaeological background to the site, describes 
the excavation methodology employed, and details the results of the excavation. Overall 
there was no evidence for significant archaeological deposits surviving within the 
assessment area, with all deposits recorded associated with the construction of the church 
in the nineteenth century.  

2.0 LOCATION, GEOLOGY AND TOPOGRAPHY  

 Location 

2.1 The church of St. Mary’s and St. Romuald is located at the south end of the market town of 
Yarm, approximately five miles west of Stockton on Tees, and eight miles east of Darlington 
(NZ 419 126) (Figure 1). The area under investigation for the current project is situated to 
the east (the rear) of the church on land that is used as a garden plot and lies adjacent to 
Yarm School, with the sites separated by a fence and conifer hedge (Figure 2 and 3). Both 
areas were originally part of the precinct of the medieval house of Black Friars established in 
Yarm c. 1260 AD.    

 Geology and topography 

2.2 The underlying solid geology of the evaluation site comprises of sandstones of the Permian 
and Triassic period which are overlain by alluvial deposits. Boulder clay is also encountered; 
however this tends to be concentrated to the centre of the oxbow on which the settlement of 
Yarm is situated. The site is located at about 8.0m above sea level, with the River Tees 
running about 160m to the east.  



 

 

2.3 The site is bounded on the west by the church of St. Mary’s and St. Romuald, and on the 
east and south by land now occupied by Yarm School. The garden plot continues for a short 
distance to the north of the evaluation area  where it meets a road providing access to the 
school.  

3.0  ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 

3.1 The following is an outline of the archaeological and historic background of the site and the 
immediate surroundings based on readily available information. It aims to place the 
excavations in context but is not intended as an assessment of the cultural heritage of the 
site which was not commissioned as part of this work.  

 Prehistoric and Roman Period 

3.2 Little is known about the prehistory of the site or the area now occupied by the settlement of 
Yarm, although there is evidence of landscape exploitation within the Tees Valley during the 
Iron Age and Romano-British period. Within Yarm, evidence for the use of the River Tees as 
a transport link was identified in 1804 when a 23 foot long log canoe was recovered during 
the excavation of foundations for the iron bridge, while “rubbish pits” filled with animal bones 
would also suggest some form of occupation (Wardell 1957, 7).   

 Medieval 

3.3 Recorded in the Domesday Book as Larun, the settlement of Yarm seems to date to at least 
the Anglo Saxon period with the earliest occupation focussed around the Church of St 
Magdalene, and the nearby ford, on the western side of the town. At some time around 1089 
the Brus family acquired the manor of Yarm, and the settlement continued to grow around 
the church to the west of the town until the early thirteenth century, when the High Street 
became the main thoroughfare with the opening of Yarm Bridge (Tees Archaeology 2009, 3). 
This would seem to be supported by excavations conducted in 1980 at 101 High Street 
where remains of a blacksmiths and stables dating to the thirteenth and fourteenth century 
were identified.      

3.4 The area under investigation in the present document is situated on land occupied by the 
Dominican Friary, with preachers settled in the town from at least 1266, and it is reported 
that Sir Peter de Brus (who died in 1271) granted them a toft in the southern part of the town 
(Page 1974, 281). A number of subsequent grants were made to the Order, and although 
there is limited information for the date of construction of the original church, it would seem 
that the site was heavily re-built in the early fourteenth century with the archbishop issuing a 
commission to the Bishop of Whithern to dedicate it on the 3rd of May 1308 (ibid 1974, 281). 
By the time the friary was surrendered on the 21st January 1538 it accommodated a prior, 
five priests, and six novices. In the years that followed it would seem that some structures 
were stripped of valuable assets, with an account from 1546 recording the removal of lead 
from the roof of the church and other structures being sold (Archaeological Services 1995, 
5).    

  



 

 

 Post dissolution decline – late 15th century to 1900 

3.5 Following the dissolution the site of the friary seems to have survived as a dwelling house, 
while the Blackfriars church fell into a state of ruin. During the late eighteenth century the 
holding was in the hands of Edward Meynell who, in 1770, commenced construction of the 
mansion house known as ‘The Friary’ on the site of the former friary using stone from the 
religious holding (Wardell 1957, 134). This building was completed by 1775, and is situated 
to the east of the present development and is now part of Yarm School. A survey dated 1658 
reproduced in Wardell (1957) would seem to suggest that the friary structures were situated 
further back from the main road (and the site of the present Catholic Church), with fish 
ponds occupying land to the western side of the street.   

3.6 The land remained in the hands of the Meynell family, and it was Thomas Meynell Esq. who 
constructed the Church of St. Mary and St. Romuald during the nineteenth century, although 
the family had converted a room in the mansion house into a chapel in 1795 (Waddell 1957, 
89). The present church was finally opened in 1860, and is constructed of red brick with a 
slate roof.   

 Previous archaeological work 

3.7 A number of areas within the school grounds adjacent to the church were excavated in the 
1920s and 30s by Ralph Milbanke Hudson MP who rented The Friary house from 1925 until 
1938; however, no records of these investigations survive (Wardell 1957, 86). However, it 
has been reported that these excavations uncovered substantial foundation walls, and other 
structural features such as steps and pillars, along with glazed floor tiles and human 
remains, in the area to the south of the present assessment area (ibid 1957, 86).     

3.8 In 1994 a geophysical survey by Geoquest Associates (SMR Event 690) and archaeological 
evaluation by Archaeological Services, Durham, (SMR Event 691) was carried out on land to 
the southeast of the church. This work revealed remains of substantial stone structures and 
associated features dating to the medieval period. 

3.9 In 1994 four trial trenches were excavated to the southeast of the present evaluation site, 
between the southern limit of the school and the River Tees (SMR Event 692). The trenches 
contained up to 1 metre of alluvial silt deposits containing a mixture or modern and medieval 
rubbish beneath the top soil.  

3.10 A watching brief was carried out during the excavation of a service trench to the east of the 
church, between the school and the River Tees in 1996 (SMR Event 693), however no 
features or deposits of archaeological significance were recorded.   

3.11 A geophysical survey (SMR Event 694), a building survey of The Friary (SMR Event 695), 
and archaeological evaluation of land to the south of the church (SMR Event 696) was 
carried out by The Brigantia Archaeological Practice during late 2001 and early 2002. The 
majority of excavated trenches revealed re-deposited clay and alluvial deposits, although 
two trenches (trench 1 and trench 4) to the south of the church revealed deposits possibly 
associated with the friary gardens. 



 

 

3.12 In 2008 a watching brief was undertaken by Tees Archaeology during the stripping of top soil 
for a games area to the south of the church (SMR Event 698). This work identified a series 
of pits, gullies, and associated features containing twelfth century pottery, and is assumed to 
represent a settlement pre-dating the Dominican Friary.  

3.13 A number of trial trenches were excavated to the east of the church (between the school site 
and the River Tees) in 2009 by Archaeological Services, Durham, (SMR Event 700). The 
trenches nearest the river revealed remains of revetment or boundary to the River Tees, 
while other trenches exposed modern disturbed deposits. A single trench to the north east of 
the church (north of the school) revealed deposits possibly associated with a medieval 
garden plot. 

3.14 An excavation was carried out by The Brigantia Archaeological Practice on land to the east 
of the church, between the school and the River Tees, (SMR Event 712) where a possible 
revetment for the river had been identified by previous work (see SMR Event 700). This 
revealed remains heavily truncated by flood defences, although a section of wall was 
recorded by the river bank. Disarticulated human remains were also recovered, and are 
assumed to be related to the friary cemetery. 

3.15 An excavation was conducted by the University of Durham to the northwest of the church on 
the junction of Bentley Wynd and the High Street in 1983 (SMR Event 207). Three phases of 
occupation were recorded, dating from the twelfth to the fourteenth century, and included 
evidence for metal working and a possible timber structure.  

3.16  Two trial trenches were excavated by Pre-Construct Archaeology in 2005 to the northwest of 
the church on the junction of Bentley Wynd and the High Street (SMR Event 209). 
Excavations revealed the remains of a timber structure and associated features dating to the 
thirteenth and fourteenth century, followed by a hiatus in occupation until the seventeenth 
century when brick structures were constructed on the site.      

4.0 AIMS AND METHODOLOGY 

4.1 The primary aim of the evaluation was to determine the presence or absence of any 
archaeology deposits or features that could possibly be destroyed or damaged by the 
construction of a new church hall which will involve the excavation of foundation trenches to 
a depth of 0.75m below the present ground surface level.  

4.2 The objectives of the evaluation, as defined by Tees Archaeology (Appendix 1), were:  

• To identify any archaeological features or deposits in the given areas, including 
environmental aspects; 

• To determine the nature, depth, stratigraphic complexity, level of preservation and date 
of any archaeological features or deposits; 

• To assess the likely scope and duration of any further evaluation that may be 
necessary to understand the impact of the recent engineering and development work 
on the archaeological features or deposits within the scheduled area, and 



 

 

• Provide proposals for the repair and/or reinstatement of lost archaeological features 
located as a result of this evaluation. 

Methodology  

4.3 A written scheme of Investigation (WSI) was produced and agreed in advance with Tees 
Archaeology. This document details the field methodology employed during the excavation 
and is included as Appendix 2 in this document.  

4.4 Two evaluation trenches were excavated as requested in the original specification 
(Appendix 1) and subsequent WSI (Appendix 2). These were located on the footprint of the 
proposed church hall to assess whether archaeologically sensitive deposits survived (Figure 
3), and were limited to a depth of 1m below the present ground surface level (0.25m deeper 
than the proposed foundation depth).  

 Trench 1 – was positioned running at right angles to the church at the north end of the 
assessment area on an east-west alignment.   

 Trench 2 – was positioned to the east of the main building, running parallel to the nave on a 
north-south alignment.  

4.5 The location of each trench was surveyed in using a total station theodolite (TST) based on 
the combined information from Ordnance Survey data and additional survey material 
provided by the client’s own architect.   

  Excavation  

4.6 Excavation was undertaken over a two day period between the 8th and 9th of February 2010. 
Preliminary excavation was conducted using a 360º back acting excavator with a 1m wide 
toothless bucket under archaeological supervision at all times. Both trenches were de-turfed 
by hand and then the machine used to strip any remaining topsoil. The underlying mixed re-
deposited material was then excavated down to a level of 1m. This was 0.25m below the 
expected impact level of the building foundations which were 0.75m. No defined 
archaeological horizon was reached with all deposits below the topsoil constituting various 
phases of nineteenth century ground levelling. Natural was not reached. 

4.7 No archaeological features were encountered. Following excavation to an appropriate depth 
(1m) to ensure that no potential archaeological material would be disturbed, both trenches 
were cleaned, photographed and recorded as specified in the accompanying WSI. 

4.8 A representative from Tees Archaeology made a monitoring visit to the site during 
excavations on the 9th of February. 

4.9 Following excavation and recording the two trenches were subsequently back-filled and the 
turf re-instated 

 



 

 

5.0 EVALUATION RESULTS 

 Trench 1 (Figures 3 and 4) 

5.1 Trench 1 was positioned running at right angles to the church at the north end of the 
assessment area on an east-west alignment measuring 2m by 5m (Figure 3), and was 
situated in an area that was occupied by a flower bed with paving running along one side. 

5.2 The topsoil [101] largely comprised of bedding material for the garden border and was a 
medium compacted, dark brown layer approximately 0.25m to 0.30m in depth containing 
very few inclusions. To the northern edge of the trench it was much shallower where 
hardcore had been laid beneath paving that occupied part of the trench.  

5.3 Below the topsoil was a medium compacted deposit of silty sand [102]. This was a dark 
orange brown in colour, and was observed throughout the trench to a depth on 1m at which 
the trench was stopped. Within this deposit there were occasional pieces of clay, and a 
number of sherds of nineteenth century pottery and brick. It also contained a number of 
levelling deposits approximately 0.10m thick. These consisted of varying mixed materials 
including a lens of crushed sandstone, and a more substantial deposit of dark brown loam 
containing ash, mortar, and nineteenth century pottery [103].     

5.4 In the eastern end of the trench a disused salt glazed ceramic waste pipe was observed 
running on a southwest – northeast alignment [104], although there did not appear to be a 
cut for this drain in either the west of south section. This might suggest it was laid during the 
construction of the church prior to, or during, the levelling process. 

5.5 Excavation ended when the depth of the trench was 1.00m below the present ground 
surface (7.80m OD), with the dark orange brown silty sand [102] still appearing in the base 
of the trench.  

 Trench 2 (Figures 3 and 5) 

5.6 Trench 2 lay to the south and at right angles to trench one, on a north east alignment, 
measuring 2m by 5m. It was again situated in the church garden, on an area occupied by 
grass (Figure 3).   

5.7 The topsoil [200]comprised a medium compacted, dark brown layer approximately 0.30m to 
0.40m in depth, with very few inclusions. To the southern end of the trench the deposit was 
slightly more friable due to the presence of tree roots passing through the deposit.  

5.8 Below the topsoil, a medium compacted silty sand [202] was encountered across the 
majority of the trench. This was a dark orange-brown in colour and seemed to be the same 
as the silty sand deposit encountered in trench 1 [102]. This deposit was 0.20m to 0.40m 
thick, and contained occasional lumps of clay and nineteenth century pottery.        

5.9 In the northern end of the trench the silty sand did not continue to the end of the trench. 
Instead it gave way to a shallow dump of broken crushed sandstone [203], about 0.10m 



 

 

thick, which was followed by a second dump of medium loose orange-brown silty sand 
[204], which was a maximum of 0.20m thick.     

5.10 Removal of [204] and [202] exposed a loose deposit/dump of rubble and mortar containing 
broken fragments of broken brick and slate [205]. This deposit was about 0.20m thick, and 
was observed down to the limit of the excavation at the southern end of the trench. A 
number of sherds of nineteenth century pottery were observed dating the deposit, and 
further investigations suggested it was a spread of material rather than a filled cut.   

5.11  To the southern end of the trench [205]rose slightly and gave way to a to a silty sand 
deposit [206]. This was orange-brown in colour and similar to both [102] and [202]; although 
it was slightly more compact. It was observed across the majority of the bottom of the 
trench.    

5.12 In southwest corner of the trench the disused salt glazed ceramic waste pipe recorded in 
trench 1 (running on a southwest – northeast alignment) was again picked up [207].  

5.13 Excavation ended when the depth of the trench was 1.00mbelow the present ground surface 
(7.80m OD)– 0.25m below the anticipated ground impact levels of the proposed 
construction- with the dark orange-brown silty sand [206] still appearing throughout most of 
the base of the trench, with the rubble deposit [205] in the southeast corner.  

6.0 DISCUSSION 

6.01 The excavation of both evaluation trenches revealed mixed  levelling layers of re-deposited 
silty sand below the topsoil. Evidence of debris associated with the construction of the 
church was identified by fragments of brick, slate, and one piece of machine cut sandstone, 
within the silty sand, along with fragments of nineteenth century pottery.     

6.02 A deposit/dump of loose rubble and mortar containing broken fragments of broken brick and 
slate [205] in trench 2 would seem to have represented an episode of levelling, with no sign 
of structural remains encountered. 

6.03  It would appear that any surviving remains associated with the friary, or earlier settlement, 
within the assessment area were destroyed during the construction of the church of St. 
Mary’s and St. Romuald in the nineteenth century. Ceramic evidence encountered during 
the excavation date the various phases of construction dump and levelling to this period.      

7.0 FUTURE RESEARCH 

7.01 Although the present evaluation revealed very little in the way of archaeologically significant 
deposits, it is clear that previous work in the area around the Church of St. Mary’s and St. 
Romuald has recovered important evidence for land use during the medieval and post 
medieval period. The evaluation results however suggest that this particular plot will have 
little to contribute towards any regional research priorities as identified in the NEERF (2006) 
as a result of the proposed development.  

8.0 DEVELOPMENT IMPACT 







 

 

8.1 The results of the evaluation trenches would seem to suggest that there are no deposits or 
features of archaeological significance that would be damaged or put at risk by the 
construction of the proposed church hall. It does not preclude the survival of deposits below 
1m, but there is no evidence for any archaeological remains within ground levels likely to be 
disturbed by the proposed new hall.    

9.0 RECOMMENDATIONS  

9.1 In the absence of any further evidence from this site, no further archaeological work is 
recommended as part of the development proposal.  

10.0 CONCLUSION 

10.1 In summary, the evaluation at the church of St. Mary’s and St. Romuald revealed no 
evidence for previous occupation or land use on the site, with all deposits encountered 
associated with the construction of the present church.  

10.2 Excavation was limited to a depth of 1.00 metre below the present ground surface level, and 
as the foundations for the new building would be limited to 0.75m below the surface, 
archaeological deposits that might survive at a greater depth should not be damaged by the 
present development.  

10.3 Based on the results of the evaluation it is recommended that no further work is necessary 
to mitigate against the loss of any archaeological deposits or features..  
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Appendix 1: Brief from Tees Archaeology  

St. Mary’s Catholic Church, High Street, Yarm. 

 

1 Background 

1.1  The site is currently open space to the east of St. Mary’s Catholic Church (NZ 419 126). 
 

1.2 An informal enquiry (09/0261/ENQ) has been submitted to Stockton on Tees Borough 
Council for construction of an extension to the church and this brief is designed to test the 
impact of this upon archaeological remains. 

 

1.3 The site lies within the precinct of the medieval House of Blackfriars established at Yarm 
circa. 1260 AD.  Archaeological evaluation to the immediate east of the proposed 
development (and within c. 15m) identified well preserved medieval deposits connected to 
the Friary.  These included substantially preserved masonry portions of the Friary Church. 

 

1.4 It is expected that human burials would have taken place both within the aisles of the church 
and outside its walls. 

 

2 Aims 

2.1 The evaluation should consist of two trial trenches to assess the level of survival and 
importance of archaeological deposits to be disturbed by proposed building works.  
Evidence should be particularly sought for the following: - 

 

 - the extent and date of medieval activity as evidenced by buildings, boundaries, industrial 
features, pits, ditches, artifacts and any environmental information which they may contain. 

 

2.2  The purpose of the work is to advise on the impact of the development of the site on 
archaeological remains.  This will allow for flexibility in design to allow preservation of 
important deposits in situ.  Appropriate mitigation such as full excavation may be appropriate 
for less sensitive areas of the site.  This is in accordance with the advice given in P.P.G. 16 
and the Stockton on Tees Local Plan. 

 



 

 

 3 Methodology 

3.1.  The trial trench should be stripped, initially by machine, with subsequent hand excavation 
and sampling of archaeological deposits.  The suggested location of the trench is shown on 
the attached plan.  The trenches should measure 5m x 2m.  The trench is positioned in 
order to test the footprint of the proposed development.  The trench location can be varied 
by the archaeological contractor or developer, in full consultation with the Tees Archaeology 
Officer, should inspection of the ground reveal significant modern disturbance such as 
inspection chambers or other services. 

 

3.2 The area will be fully recorded following stripping.  The project should include the following: - 

 

 i) Archaeological supervision of machine stripping; 

 

 ii) Inspection and cleaning of the subsoil to properly expose archaeological features; 

 

 iii) The investigation, recording and sampling of any archaeological features/deposits; 

 

 iv) Examination of spoil for archaeological material by hand and eye and with a metal 
detector; 

 

 v) Appropriate treatment of human remains (see sections 3.2-3.5) in accordance with the 
guidance set out in McKinley, J.I & Roberts, C. 1993. Excavation and post-excavation 
treatment of cremated and inhumed human remains. (IFA Technical Paper No. 13); 

 

 vi) Retrieval, processing, conservation and specialist examination of artifactual and 
environmental information. 

 

 vii) Scientific dating, principally from human remains. 

 



 

 

3.3 General excavation requirements 

 

3.3.1   Following stripping and cleaning a sampling strategy for the site should be agreed with the 
Tees Archaeology Officer.  It is envisaged that all features will be recorded in plan.  Linear 
features such as ditches or trackways should be sampled in sections totalling at least 20% 
of their length.  Discrete features, principally graves, will require 100% excavation. 

 

3.3.2 Environmental sampling and processing should be carried out on all deposits found, in order 
to assess the environmental potential of the site and should be carried out in consultation 
with a qualified environmental specialist.  The sampling strategy should particularly target 
negative features such as gullies, pits and ditches. Bulk samples of 30-60 litres, wherever 
possible, should be taken for flotation and subsequent recovery of charred plant remains 
and associated small bones or industrial debris.  Both flots and residues must be retained 
upon 500m mesh and the fine residue checked for material – the nature of the soils in this 
area often leads to partial mineralisation and much charred material can fail to float.  10 litre 
sub samples from waterlogged deposits should be wet sieved and examined for biological 
remains in particular.  Five litre sub-samples may be processed from dry deposits to assess 
the potential of each sample.  Samples worthy of further work must be fully processed. 

 

3.3.3 The excavation should be carried out in such a way that the records obtained may be easily 
integrated with any future investigation.  This will involve the accurate location and levelling 
of trenches and the recording of features and contexts at the appropriate scale. 

 

3.3.4.1 Specialist reports should be produced for all excavated material. It is anticipated that the 
principal artifactual materials from the site will be animal bone and pottery.   

 

4 Method Statement 

4.1  The current brief should not be considered sufficient to enable the execution of the project.  
A method statement will be required to provide the basis for a measurable standard for 
monitoring.  The method statement should be prepared in response to this brief in the format 
set out in Appendix 2 of English Heritage. 1991. Management of Archaeological Projects. 

 

4.2  The method statement should particularly:- 

 



 

 

- demonstrate the techniques, materials and recording systems to be employed 

 

- provide a provisional programme for undertaking the fieldwork, processing of the data, report 
preparation and the deposition of the project archive 

 

- identify the staff involved, their qualifications, and those who will be carrying out specialist 
assessments 

 

- demonstrate that the work will be undertaken in accordance with all relevant health and safety 
legislation. 

 

- a strategy for the recovery and analysis of environmental samples and human remains. 

 

5 Monitoring 

5.1  The proposal for the work should identify the staff involved and those who will be carrying 
out specialist assessments.  The Tees Archaeology Officer or his representative should be 
notified in writing at least two weeks in advance of the work taking place and should be 
allowed on site to inspect and monitor the work at any reasonable time. 

 

5.2  The monitoring will be in the form of a visit by a member of Tees Archaeology and the 
completion of a monitoring form on site (Appendix 1).  The archaeological contractor will be 
notified if standards contained in the brief are not being met.  The report for the work and 
deposition of archive will be monitored and standards enforced where required. 

 

6 Report and Recommendations 

6.1 The information from the fieldwork should be brought together in a report.  The report should 
present the information together with local, regional and national parallels.  Reference and 
comparisons should be made to contemporary sites. 

 

6.2  The report should include: - 



 

 

 

i)  Supporting text and illustrations providing historical background, an interpretation of the 
development of the site, and detailed interpretation of each phase of archaeological activity. 

 

ii)  A statement on the archaeological potential of the site and a strategy for the preservation of 
important remains should be included.  Where remains do not require physical preservation 
then a suitable mitigation strategy should be included for preservation by record. 

 

6.3  The report should be written with the intention that it will be submitted to a regional or 
national journal for publication.  Provision for a publication level report should be fully 
detailed in the method statement. 

 

6.4  Three copies of the report should be forwarded to the Tees Archaeology Sites and 
Monuments Record. 

 

7 Archive 

7.1  An appendix (Appendix 2) is attached detailing the archival requirements.  A copy of the 
documentary and photographic archive should be deposited with Tees Archaeology at Sir 
William Gray House, Clarence Road, Hartlepool.  TS24 8BT.  Unless overridden by National 
Law any artefacts recovered from the site belong to the landowner.  The contracting 
archaeologist should arrange for the artifacts to be deposited with a suitable repository.  In 
the first instance in the Boroughs of Hartlepool, Middlesborough, Stockton-on-Tees and 
Redcar & Cleveland this will be Tees Archaeology.  A completed transfer of title deed 
(Appendix 3) should accompany any material deposited with Tees Archaeology.  Tees 
Archaeology must have legal ownership of artefacts in order to justify expenditure on, 
documentation, packaging, storage and research that each item will require. 

8 OASIS 

8.1         Tees Archaeology supports the Online Access to Index of Archaeological Investigations 
(OASIS) Project.  The overall aim of the OASIS project is to provide an online index to the 
mass of archaeological grey literature that has been produced as a result of the advent of 
large scale developer funded fieldwork.   

 

8.2         The archaeological contractor must therefore complete the online OASIS form at 
http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis/ within 3 months of completion of the work.  Contractors 



 

 

are advised to ensure that adequate time and costings are built into their tenders to allow 
the forms to be filled in.    

 

8.3         Technical advice should be sought in the first instance from OASIS (oasis@ads.ahds.ac.uk) 
and not from Tees Archaeology.  

 

8.4         Once a report has become a public document by submission to or incorporation into the 
SMR, Tees Archaeology will validate the OASIS form thus placing the information into the 
public domain on the OASIS website.    

 

8.5         The archaeological consultant or contractor must indicate that they agree to this procedure 
within the specification/project design/written scheme of investigation submitted to Tees 
Archaeology Section for approval  

  

9 Health and Safety 

 

9.1  Contractors are expected to abide by the 1974 Health and Safety Act and its subsequent 
amendments.  Safe working practice should be adopted as described in the Standing 
Conference of Archaeological Unit Managers manual on archaeological health and safety.  It 
is recommended that a risk assessment for the site is completed prior to the start of works. 

 

Brief prepared by Peter Rowe, Sites and Monuments Officer. 

23rd February 2009 



 

 

Appendix 2: Written Scheme of Investigation 
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