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Summary Statement 

 

Planning Reference 06/00785/FUL, NGR SU 667 006 

 

 
 

The Archaeology Unit of Southampton City Council carried out an archaeological 

evaluation excavation at East Shore School, Eastern Road, Portsmouth on behalf of 

George Wimpey Southern Counties Ltd. Boreholes had shown that in the northern 

part of the site the old ground surface was generally between 1.3m and 2m below the 

present surface, but in the southern part of the site proposed groundworks were likely 

to extend into the old ground surface. The southern part was therefore evaluated. 

Three trenches were opened in the south-west part of the site covering a total of 

60m
2
 – comprising a 2% sample of that part of the site. 

 

The evaluation uncovered a scatter of prehistoric evidence followed by evidence for 

the post-medieval and early modern use of the area as fields before the area was 

developed in the 20
th

 century. Unstratified and residual finds included burnt flints, a 

flint flake, and a sherd of 16
th

 or 17
th

 century Normandy stoneware. Other ceramics 

comprised 18
th

 to 20
th

 century pottery, tobacco pipes, and building material. 

 

The low level of finds at the East Shore School evaluation suggests that further 

archaeological work will not be necessary. 
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By Dr P Everill and MF Garner 

 

Site code     PORMG:2007/10 

Planning Reference    06/00785/FUL 

Grid reference    SU 667 006 

Accession Number    PORMG:2007/10 

Archaeology Unit report   833 

 

1. Summary 

The evaluation showed that archaeological deposits did survive on the site. It 

uncovered a scatter of prehistoric evidence, followed by evidence for the post-

medieval and early modern agricultural exploitation of the area prior to its 

development with the construction of the school in the mid-20
th

 century. 

 

Unstratified and residual finds included burnt flints, a flint flake, and a sherd of 16
th

 or 

17
th

 century Normandy stoneware. Other ceramics comprised 18
th

 to 20
th

 century 

pottery, tobacco pipes, and building material. The low level of finds at the East Shore 

School evaluation suggests that further archaeological work will not be necessary. 

 

2. Introduction 

The Archaeology Unit of Southampton City Council carried out an archaeological 

evaluation excavation at East Shore School, Eastern Road, Portsmouth on behalf of 

George Wimpey Southern Counties Ltd. The evaluation was conducted according to 

the Portsmouth City Council specification (PCC 2006a). The fieldwork took place 

between 31 May and 5 June 2007 and was intended to assess any archaeological 

remains prior to the redevelopment of the site by the construction of 42 flats and 52 

houses. The project was managed by MF Garner and this report was edited by AD 

Russel. 

 

3. Historical and Archaeological Background 

The site is adjacent to Local Area of Archaeological Importance 10. This area ‘covers 

the area that was once the shoreline of Milton Common, bordering on Langstone 

Harbour. The area is defined principally as one of importance for prehistoric 
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archaeology’ (PCC 2006b, 11). No previous archaeological work has been carried out 

in Area 10. The shoreline has been used for food collection, settlement and salt 

production for millennia. Surveys along the Milton shoreline have recorded flint of 

Mesolithic and Neolithic date and pottery distributions (Allen and Gardiner 2000). 

Palaeolithic tools were found to the south-west of the site (SMR). To the north-east of 

the site a fragment of pottery dated Early to Late Iron Age was found (SMR). 

 

To the north-east of the site were extensive salterns on the shore of Langstone 

Harbour. The salterns are shown on a map of Portsea Island of 1791. ‘The area was 

used for salt production from the prehistoric period onwards’ (PCC 2006b, 12). 

 

Milton Manor was granted to Matthew, son of Herbert, by King John. In 1388 

conformation of the grant of Milton given by Peter, son of Matthew, to John Falconer 

was confirmed. The Falconers remained tenants of Milton until 1635, when the land 

was bought by Richard Cotton. The common lands of Milton were later enclosed 

under the Act of 1810 (Redstone et al 1973, 195). 

 

4. Aims and Objectives 

The aim of the work was ‘to determine the presence or absence of archaeological 

features, structures, deposits, artefacts or ecofacts within the area of groundworks’ 

(SCC 2007, 2). ‘Any such remains [were to] be recorded and artefacts recovered’ 

(idem). 

 

5. Site Location and Topography 

The site was in the Milton area of Portsea Island and lay to the east of Eastern Road, 

and west of Salterns Avenue. It was close to the shoreline of Milton Common. 

Generally the modern ground surface is about 3.5m OD and is fairly level with a 

gentle slope down towards Langstone Harbour to the east. A stream to the north of 

the site flowed into Langstone Harbour. The ground level at Trenches 1 and 3 was 

about 3.4m OD and at Trench 2 was about 3.7m OD.  

 

Borehole data (Geotechnical and Environmental Associates, 2006) demonstrated that 

the eastern part of the site was reclaimed from the sea. This ‘made ground’ was 

encountered to a depth of between 1.2m and 2.8m. To the north of the site, a creek 

had been culverted in the mid-20
th

 century. Made ground in the vicinity of the creek 
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was encountered to a depth of up to 4.6m. Made ground in the south and west parts 

of the site was shown to extend to a depth of less than about 1m. 

 

The surface geological deposits in the area are River terrace and aeolian deposits 

(‘Brickearth’; mainly loam and clay) above River terrace deposits number 2 (BGS 

1994). 

 

6. Fieldwork Methodology 

The three trenches were located in the south-west part of the site where overburden 

was known to be less than 1.2m thick (Fig 2). Trench 1 was to the west and 

measured 1.9m by 13.2m, Trench 2 was to the east and measured 1.6m by 6.3m, 

and Trench 3 was to the north and measured 1.9m by 13.2m. The three trenches 

covered a total of 60m
2
 that comprised a 2% sample of that part of the site. All 

trenches were excavated by mechanical excavator to the top of natural deposits, 

which were cleaned and examined for features. 

 

All contexts and finds were recorded using the Southampton City Council 

Archaeology Recording system. The colours of deposits were recorded using the 

Munsell Soil Color Chart and these are used in this report (Munsell Color 2000). 

Contexts were numbered 1–19 in Trench 1, 21–29 in Trench 2, and 31–45 in Trench 

3. Stratified and unstratified finds were recovered. 

 

7. Results 

The results are reported in chronological order from the oldest to the most recent. 

Gravel and stones refer to naturally occurring flint pebbles. 

 

7.1 Natural Deposits  

(Contexts 4, 15, 25, 29, 36, 45) 

Two natural deposits (contexts 4 and 15) were exposed in the base of Trench 1 

below ploughsoil (layer 3); layer 4 at the south end and layer 15 at the north end of 

the trench. Both were firm, greyish brown, sandy clay but layer 4 was slightly stony 

and layer 15 was moderately stony. It is possible that they were two parts of one 

deposit but with different proportions of flint pebbles. Layer 4 was at least 0.03m 

thick, was 0.57m below ground level, and its surface was at 2.91m OD. Layer 15 was 
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0.5m below ground level, its surface was at 1.91m OD, but its thickness was not 

exposed. 

 

In Trench 2, layer 25 was located 0.58m from the ground surface. It was firm, dark 

yellowish brown, sandy loam with common medium to coarse gravels and cobbles. 

Layer 25 was at least 0.08m thick, but was overlain by layer 29 towards the east of 

the trench. Layer 29 was very clean, hard, dark yellowish brown clay. It contained few 

fine gravels and was interpreted as a natural, waterborne deposit surviving in a 0.15m 

deep depression in layer 25. 

 

In Trench 3, layer 36 was a firm, sandy loam. It was mottled yellowish brown and light 

grey, and fine to coarse gravel was common within it. It was situated 0.62m below the 

ground surface, its surface was at 2.7m OD and it was at least 0.2m thick. Layer 45 

occurred towards the north of Trench 3, its surface was situated at 2.69m OD. It was 

firm, greyish brown, clay loam with many fine to coarse gravels and was also at least 

0.2m thick. It may have been layer 36 that had been leached or weathered and the 

yellowish brown patches of clay loam within it may have been the result of root 

activity. It was situated between two probable linear features (contexts 32 and 44 – 

see below) and probably represents a hedgerow. 

 

7.2 Uncertain Date  

(Contexts 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 26, 27)  

Features 13, 16 and 18 were all interpreted as plough scars cutting the natural layers 

in Trench 1 (context 4, possibly continuing north onto context 15, though this was less 

clear). They were all aligned north–south. Feature 13 was 1.89m long and 0.25m 

wide, with a depth of 0.03m and the top of this plough scar was at 2.90m OD. Feature 

16 was at least 1.6m long and feature 18 was at least 1.2m long. Both were 0.05m 

wide and approximately 0.03m deep and the top of these plough scars was at 2.85m 

OD. The fills of the three features (contexts 14, 17 and 19 respectively) were firm, 

dark grey sandy loam. No cultural material was present except for a few flecks of coal 

in fill 14. 

 

Feature 27 (Trench 2) was interpreted as a rodent burrow. It was at least 2m long, 

0.07m wide and 0.04m deep. It was aligned roughly north-east to south-west and was 

filled with loose, very dark greyish brown, clay loam (context 26). No cultural material 

was present. 
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7.3 Early Modern Features and Deposits  

(Contexts 32, 33, 38, 39, 43, 44)  

The earliest feature in Trench 3 was feature 44, which cut natural deposit 45. 

Situated at the far north of the trench, only a small part of feature 44 was exposed, 

but it was at least 1.8m long, 0.6m wide and 0.2m deep. It was filled with context 43, 

which was very dark brown, silty clay loam with occasional fragments of 18
th

 or 19
th

 

century brick. The top of this fill was at 2.11m OD. Possibly it was the southern edge 

of an east–west linear feature.  

 

Sealing fill 43 was layer 39, which was firm, brown, clay loam. It contained charcoal 

flecks and sherds of 18
th

 or 19
th

 century red earthenware pottery. Layer 39 was 

approximately 0.12m thick and released an odour that suggested it may once have 

been a waterlogged deposit – perhaps representing a brief encroachment of marsh. 

 

Layer 39 was overlain by layer 38, which was yellowish brown, sandy loam with many 

fine to medium gravels. It was about 0.2m thick and was probably a buried plough 

soil. Cut into layer 38, feature 32 was located towards the north of Trench 3. It was 

aligned east–west and was 1.5m wide, 0.4m deep and at least 2m long. It had gently 

sloping sides and a rounded base and was filled with context 33. This fill was a firm, 

dark grey, slightly stony, clay loam. It contained charcoal flecks, fragments of clay 

tobacco pipe and glass. The top of this fill was at 2.65m OD. It was noted that feature 

32 was situated possibly parallel to, and some 3m to the south of, feature 44 (see 

above). Although the two features were not stratigraphically contemporary, they 

probably represent drainage ditches for a hedgerow along an 18
th

/19
th

 century field 

boundary. Such a field boundary can be observed at the same coordinates as Trench 

3 on the 1870 OS Map of the area (Figure 3). 

 

7.4 Modern Features and Deposits  

(Contexts 1, 2, 3, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 21, 22, 23, 24, 34, 35, 37, 40, 41, 42)  

In Trench 2, evidence for the use of the site prior to the construction of the school in 

the mid to late 20
th

 century was contained in layer 24, which sealed Fill 26. Layer 24 

was a 0.2m thick, hard, dark brown silt loam with many fine to coarse gravels. It 

contained occasional, fine brick fragments and fragments of early modern and 

modern glass. Apart from being surprisingly compacted, layer 24 appeared to be a 

buried ploughsoil – situated approximately 0.38m from the surface – relating to the 



Southampton City Council Archaeology Unit – East Shore School, Eastern Road 

 8 

modern and early modern agricultural exploitation of the area. Layer 24 contained 

occasional fine brick fragments. Much the same deposit was found in Trench 1, cut 

by the linear features 9 and 11, where it was recorded as context 3. Though it was 

less compact, it was 0.4m from the ground surface and was a dark brown, sandy clay 

loam of 0.15m thickness. Layer 3 contained charcoal flecking. Layer 3 sealed fills 14, 

17 and 19. 

 

Overlying layer 24, in Trench 2, was a thin (some 0.03m thick) deposit containing 

frequent fine brick fragments (context 23). This was interpreted as being effectively a 

‘trample’ deposit from the construction of the school buildings. This was in turn 

overlain by a make-up layer (context 22) for a previous car park or paved surface. It 

was 0.1m thick and contained large amounts of concrete, some of which appeared to 

be in situ rather than redeposited rubble. Recent plans show that, although the area 

is now grassed, the location of Trench 2 was previously part of the car park which lies 

immediately to the south. The presence of this surface goes some way to explaining 

the compacted nature of layer 24.  

 

In Trench 1 the buried ploughsoil, context 3, was cut by two north–south linear 

features – contexts 9 and 11. Feature 9 was at least 9.1m long, 0.47m wide and 0.1m 

deep and was filled by context 10, which was a dark grey sandy clay loam. Feature 9 

was situated on the west side of Trench 1 and ran parallel to Feature 11. The latter 

was located at the east of Trench 1. It was at least 5.7m long and 0.2m wide, and 

was 0.1m deep. It was filled by context 12, which was a dark grey, slightly stony 

sandy clay loam. Fill 12 contained a small sherd of 18
th

 or 19
th

 century pottery. 

Although fill 10 contained no datable finds, it is considered likely that they were 

contemporary and delineated a modern or early modern trackway alongside the field 

boundaries shown on the late 19
th

 century and early 20
th

 century OS maps. 

 

Fill 10 was sealed by layer 6, a modern deposit of fine to medium gravel contained 

within a matrix of yellowish brown clay loam. This deposit contained fragments of 

brick and coal and some of the brick fragments were large enough to discern that 

they were frogged. Layer 6 was, in turn, cut by feature 7, which was a modern east–

west service trench at least 2m long, at least 0.4m deep, and 0.5m wide. Its fill 

(context 8) was a very dark grey sandy clay loam, containing fragments of brick and 

concrete. 
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In Trench 3, Layer 40 sealed the fill of the probable early modern linear feature – 

context 32. Layer 40 was 0.2m thick and was interpreted as possible hardcore for a 

previous road surface. It contained fragments of tarmac and brick. It was overlain by 

layer 41, which was a 0.18m thick deposit of firm, grey sandy loam containing 

fragments of brick and concrete. Layer 41 was cut by a modern service trench – 

feature 34 – which was filled by context 35. Feature 34 was aligned roughly east–

west, with associated manhole covers to the east of the trench and on Eastern Road 

to the west. It was approximately 0.9m wide, at least 0.6m deep and at least 1.8m 

long. Fill 35, a pale brown, sandy loam containing modern brick and glass, was 

sealed by layer 42. The latter was fine to medium gravel within a light yellowish brown 

sandy loam matrix and appeared very similar to Layer 6 in Trench 1.  

 

The subsoil in Trench 1 was recorded as context 2. It was dark greyish brown, sandy 

clay loam, 0.13m thick and containing fragments of concrete. It sealed both fill 8 and 

fill 12 and was itself overlain by the 0.27m thick topsoil deposit – layer 1. The 0.25m 

thick topsoil in Trench 2 – layer 21 – lay directly over the make-up layer, context 22 

and layer 37 – the 0.17m thick topsoil deposit in Trench 3 – overlay the gravel layer, 

context 42. Layer 21 contained occasional fragments of modern brick and concrete, 

layer 22 contained frequent concrete inclusions.  

 

7.5 Unstratified Finds 

Unstratified and residual finds included burnt flints, a flint flake, and a sherd of 16
th

 or 

17
th

 century Normandy stoneware. 

 

8. Conclusion 

The evaluation showed that archaeological deposits did survive on the site.  

 

The evaluation uncovered a scatter of prehistoric evidence followed by evidence for 

the post-medieval and early modern use of the area as fields before the area was 

developed in the 20
th

 century. Unstratified and residual finds included burnt flints, a 

flint flake, and a sherd of 16
th

 or 17
th

 century Normandy stoneware. Other ceramics 

comprised 18
th

 to 20
th

 century pottery, tobacco pipes, and building material. 

 

The low level of finds at the East Shore School evaluation suggests that further 

archaeological work will not be necessary. 
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Appendix: Figures 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1: Location of the site. © Crown Copyright. All rights reserved Southampton 

City Council. LA 1000 19679 2007. 



Southampton City Council Archaeology Unit – East Shore School, Eastern Road 

 12 

 
 
 

 

 

Figure 2: Map of Portsea Island by Milne, published in 1791, showing Milton and 

salterns. 
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Figure 3: Location of the site on the 1870 Ordnance Survey map. © Crown 

Copyright. All rights reserved Southampton City Council. LA 1000 19679 2008. 
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Figure 4: Location of the trenches (T1–3). © Crown Copyright. All rights reserved 

Southampton City Council. LA 1000 19679 2008. 
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Figure 5: East-facing section of Trench 3. Numbers in boxes represent feature numbers. Numbers in brackets are fill numbers.  

The remainder refer to layers. The dash-dot line represents the arbitrary edge of excavation rather than a context boundary. 


