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13 Field Walking 

A small scale programme of field walking was undertaken in advance of the 
topsoil strip in June 1996 concurrently with the desktop evaluation. The 
detailed results of that exercise are included as an appendix to this report. The 
timing of the fieldwalking and the agricultural regime in place on much of the 
pipeline route in early summer determined that most of the fields that were 
walked were either under pasture or various types of cereal. It was clearly 
impossible to view anything other than earth-works in the pasture and the 
maturing cereals made surface observation and collection of artefacts an 
impossibility. In a limited number of cases a variety of vegetable crops were in 
an early stage of growth and in those cases it was possible to collect surface 
material. In none of those cases was an archaeological site or significant 
surface scatter predicted on the basis of the collection. 

1.4 Geophysical Survey 

A geophysical survey was conmiissioned at the same time that surface 
collection was taking place. The results of that survey have been submitted as 
a separate three part report. The value of this work was also reduced by the 
timing of the project since it was only possible to undertake geophysical 
prospecting effectively in pasture. Else\̂ 1iere the maturing crops made it 
impossible to track the equipment at ground level. At a number of locations 
the pipe sections had already been dumped in the pipeline corridor prior to the 
arrival of the geophysical team. The presence of a considerable quantity of 
tubular steel sections rendered geophysical survey a complete impossibility! 

1.5 Topsoil Removal and Excavation 

Observation of the topsoil strip was considered to be the most appropriate  
method for undertaking an effective evaluation of the presence of  
archaeological deposits within the pipeline corridor. To that end a team of  
archaeologists was recruited to observe each machine working along the length  
of the route for the duration of the topsoil strip. This took just in excess of  
three weeks in June of 1996. Two separate sub-contractors were employed by  
Yorkshire Water to imdertake this monumental task. At any one time as many  
as a dozen heavy tracked excavators were in action. The logistics of this  
activity both from the point of view of the engineers and of carrying out  
archaeological observation, were acute. Nonetheless in virtually all cases an  
archaeologist was present when the initial strip took place. 

The precise details of the topsoil strip are significant as it proved to be 
particularly effective as an archaeological method. A 30m wide corridor was 
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fenced off l^r pipeline constmction. This allowed sufficient space to lay the 
pipe, track machinery and leave linear spoil heaps which did not hinder the 
pipe laying. Unlike a linear strip for the constmction of a road it was the 
intention in this case that the topsoil would be replaced afrer the insertion of 
the pipe and the land should revert to its original use. In order for this to be 
achieved it was essential that topsoil was removed and stored separately from 
the subsoil. The farmers along the route were keen that the more fertile topsoil 
should be kept separate from the inert sands and heavy clays that formed the 
subsoil. 

Topsoil was therefore removed by 360 degree swivel, (Hymac), tracked 
excavators using large smooth bladed ditching buckets. This division between 
topsoil and subsoil proved the perfect modus operandi for archaeological 
observation. All of the important archaeological deposits, and in particular cut 
features, were most readily seen at the interface between the topsoil and 
subsoil. Each tracked excavator was therefore carefully observed whilst the 
strip took place and field notes were taken. 

Only after that had taken place and the archaeologist was able to report that 
nothing of interest was present were bulldozers permitted to track over the 
exposed surface of the subsoil, rendering further observation impossible. If the 
topsoil strip had taken place by means of bulldozers alone, the effectiveness of 
archaeological observation would have been significantly diminished. 

In most cases where archaeological features were observed these were 
recorded and described in field notebooks and surveyed using a Total Station 
Theodolite.. In several instances it was necessary to undertake more detailed 
fieldwork although in the majority of these cases this was undertaken whilst 
topsoil stripping was taking place elsewhere and prior to the arrival of the pipe 
laying gangs. In this way in it was possible to cany out proper archaeological 
recording without hindrance to the main contractors. 

In some cases the archaeological features observed were deemed to be 
sufficiently important to be fenced off and protected for later excavation, 
whilst the remainder of the topsoil strip took place elsewhere. Three sites were 
excavated in this maimer between July and September 1996. Two of these 
sites form the main substance of this report. 

The working methodology and agreement between Yorkshire Water and the 
archaeological team in the case of those sites that were fenced off is important 
to outline here, as it proved to be an extremely effective mechanism for 
undertaking detailed examination of potentially important archaeological sites 
whilst at the same time minimising disn̂ >tion to the main contract. 
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The normal arrangement in such cases would be for the archaeologists to carry 
out as much recording as possible in an agreed limited amount of time, whilst 
keeping the delay to a minimum. This situation is not ideal for either party as 
it is often necessaiy to cany out the woik too quickly and it does not prevent 
an expensive, if short term, delay to the contract. On this project Yorkshire 
Water and the archaeological team were able to come to an agreement 
\s4iereby the pipe was inserted within a narrower woricing strip than normal 
over a limited distance. Fast salvage excavation was carried out within these 
areas without any delay to the pipe layers. The undisturbed area which was 
left at the side of the pipe was therefore left for controlled archaeological 
excavation before the reinstatement of the topsoil, several weeks later. Not 
only did Yorkshire Water agree to alter their normal working practices for this 
arrangement to take place, they also fully covered the costs of the 
archaeological work. This is perhaps the first time that such an initiative has 
taken place, in which a Utility Company has financed the costs of what has 
amoimted to a fast track research excavation to the satisfaction of all 
concemed. Yorkshire Water should be applauded for this far sighted approach 
to the undertaking of the necessary archaeological fieldwork. 

York Archaeological Trust 1996 Field Report Number 15 



Yorkshire Water Pipeline, Moor Monkton to Elvington 

2 Results by Location 

2.1 Introduction 

In this section the results of the topsoil monitoring exercise are reported on in a 
linear manner, commencing at the south-eastem end of the pipeline at the 
Elvington Water Treatment Works and concluding twenty three kilometres 
away at the Moor Monkton Pumping Station. Each archaeological discovery is 
described by location and reported separately. 

In each instance a site description is given and a factual account of what was 
observed is recorded. This is followed by a statement of potential for 
analvsis and recommendations for future action. The section concludes with 
a breakdown of the Programme of Works which includes an itemised list of 
all tasks that are required to be completed 

In all cases the recommendations for future action includes elements from the 
following list:-

2.L1 Archive Preparation: 

This is an essential part of the process of analysing the data from any 
archaeological site. The volume of work which is required at each specific 
location will of course be determined by the extent, nature and complexity of 
what was discovered. However the following general principles apply in all 
cases:-

The archive comprises all data gathered during fieldwork which will be 
quantified, ordered, indexed, and checked for intemal consistency. The 
archive represents the original record of the project's results and will not be 
amended, even when subsequent research suggests interpretations and 
conclusions different from those set down at the time of fieldwork. If at this, or 
any subsequent stage in the project, material is discarded from the archive, this 
fact will be recorded. 

The first objective in assembling the archive is to preserve the integrity of the 
primary field record. This will be maintained in optimum conditions to ensure 
the physical survival of the records, ecofacts, artefacts and other specimens. It 
will contain, where relevant, the following elements: 

• copies of conespondence relating to fieldwork 

• survey reports (e.g. Geophysical, documentary, desktop) 
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site notebooks/diaries 

original photographic records 

site drawings (plans, sections, elevations) 

original context records 

full site matrix: all stratigraphic relationships will be cross-checked and 
the stratigraphic sequence of the site firmly established. 

artefacts, ecofacts and any other sample residues 

original finds records (e.g. registered finds, bulk finds, artefact dating 
catalogues) 

records of conservation and x-rays undertaken during fieldwork  

original sample records  

computer discs and printout  

Catalogues and other records 

The archive will also include material derived from work done during the 
analysis phase and will comprise: stratigraphical/stmctural, artefact, 
environmental, and other catalogues and all other records as well as details of 
the methods and selection strategies used in each case. Each separate data 
group will be cross-referenced to related data groups, to the final publication, 
and if necessary to a general context concordance. These will be supplemented 
by indices to allow users maximum accessibility to the contents. It will 
contain some, or all, of the following elements: 

• context information: recording (on duplicate copies) any amendments 
to original field records resulting from analysis 

• photographic catalogue: details of all photographs taken as part of 
analysis 

• photographs: photographs taken as part of analysis 

• stratigraphic drawings: any amended versions (on copies) of original 
site plans and sections cross-referred to earlier versions 
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object catalogues: details of items selected for analysis, publication and 
record drawings, and the location of objects 

object drawings: object drawings undertaken as part of analysis either 
as record drawings or for publication 

x-ray catalogue: details of all x-rays taken as part of analysis cross-
refened to object catalogue 

x-rays: x-rays taken as part of analysis, cross-refened to objects 

conservation records: details of conservation imdertaken during 
analysis, cross-refened to objects conserved 

sample catalogues: details of samples selected for analysis 

animal bone catalogues: details recorded for analysis 

The archive will also include report text derived from the above material, and 
which will form the basic text from which the final publication will be 
prepared. This will comprise:-

i) site narrative: an interpretative stmctural and stratigraphic history of 
the site, illustrated by maps/plans/elevations and sections. 

ii) artefact reports: the full text, accompanying data, and illustrations 
relating to those artefacts selected for analysis. 

iii) environmental reports: the full text, accompanying data, and 
illustrations relating to environmental data selected for analysis. 

2.1.2 Inclusion in the Sites and Monuments Register 

This pipeline disturbed archaeological deposits in a randomly selected corridor 
through the hinterland of the City of York and evidence from a number of 
prehistoric and historic periods was recovered. It is important that this 
evidence is recorded in the appropriate Sites and Monuments Registers for 
both the City of York and the County of North Yorkshire. 

It is therefore proposed that attention will be given to preparing and submitting 
a full entry to the appropriate Register for each of the locations described 
below. 

11 
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2.13 Academic Publication 

It is proposed that the results of the analysis of this pipeline project should be 
published in an appropriate academic format. For the Roman material this is 
may be Britannia or the Yorkshire Archaeological Joumal and for the Iron Age 
material, the Yorkshire Archaeological Joumal, or the Archaeological Joumal. 

Recently excavated fron Age material from the Easingwold By-Pass will be 
published in the Archaeological Joumal. As this pipeline project also lies 
within the Vale of York it is likely that there will be many overlapping areas of 
study for the fron Age material. In particular it is highly likely that there will be 
a comparison of the pottery. It is therefore recommended that publication 
should take place in the same joumal and it is the intention therefore to pursue 
that course of action. It is likely that the nature of publication will consist of a 
series of short notes relating to the lesser sites and with more major reports 
being submitted for the major fron Age site at Rawcliffe Moor (1996.390) and 
the fron Age field system at Dunnington (1996.395). In all cases attention will 
be given to cross referencing the data with other sites of similar period in the 
region which are cunently under academic scmtiny. The pottery in particular 
should be published with direct reference to the assemblage from Easingwold. 

2.1.4 Popular publication 

This pipeline has been only one of a number which have resulted in the 
discovery of numerous previously unknown archaeological sites in the region, 
all of which were sponsored by Yorkshire Water plc. An overall publication of 
the results of this work would be merited for a number of reasons. Firstly it is 
likely that publication in academic journals, whilst extremely worthwhile in its 
own right, will not lead to an understanding and an acknowledgement within 
the wider community of the role that was taken by Yorkshfre Water, nor will it 
lead to the wider dissemination of the archaeological results to the general 
public. Furthermore it is felt that it is important to record in published form 
the fact that Yoikshire Water plc were able to allow for the detailed recording 
of certain sites after the pipe had been inserted into the ground. This approach 
to the archaeology associated with their operations clearly went beyond what 
would be considered to be the statutory minimum. It is worth recording this 
fact not only for its own sake but also because it was a very pragmatic 
approach to the technical aspect of the laying of the pipe and led to benefits to 
both the engineers in terms of time saving and to benefits to the archaeologists 
who were able to cany out what amounted to a fast track research excavation 
rather than limited salvage or research woric In two of the sites that were 
excavated as part of this project it was possible to fully excavate and recover 
all aspects of the data from those areas that lay within the pipeline corridor. 

12 
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The type of format that this publication mig t̂ take has not yet been considered 
in detail but the general intent should be the dissemination of the data to a 
wider lay audience. Attention should therefore be given to clarity, brevity and 
the use of quality colour illustrations and photogr^hs. It is possible that it 
could be produced in a format which would enable it to be included within the 
cunent range of iptomotxonal literature that the company afready produces or in 
a format that would be compatible with inclusion in the Annual Report of 
Yorkshire Water. 

2.1.5 Archive Deposition 

In all cases the site archives will be sorted and prepared for deposition. 
Archives will conform with the 'Guidelines for the preparation of excavation 
archives for long term storage' (Walker, K. 1990: UKIC Archaeology Section). 

13 
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2.2 Location 1: Field to the south of Prospect Cottage, Dunnington, York. (Site 
Records: Field 28A) Figure 2 

Accession Code: YORYM:1996395 

National Grid Reference: SE 509676 

2.2.1 Site Description: This site consisted of a complex of medium sized shallow V 
shaped ditches covering much of the area within the pipeline corridor in this 
field. The most important elements were two successive phases of ditches 
running approximately parallel to one another and with one 90 degree tum 
within the stripped area. There were also a number of other ditches in 
association with the apparently major elements. The only possible stmctural 
feature found was a single inegularly shaped pit. 

Date: The potteiy indicates that this site is of the Late Iron Age. 

Interpretation: The lack of a domestic element suggests that this site forms 
part of an Iron Age field system showing at least one major change in layout 
and orientation. The location of any associated settlement is unknown. 

2.2.2 DATA 

Introduction: This site was excavated prior to the arrival of the pipe laying 
team. An overall survey of the main site features was undertaken with a Total 
Station Theodolite. Thereafter a number of sample sections were excavated 
through individual cut features in order to record their general profile and to 
obtain material for dating and envfronmental purposes. 

Stratigraphic Data: 23 contexts were identified and recorded. These 
comprised the cuts and fills of seven separate sections excavated through the 
main ditches and in addition the cut and single fill of a small isolated pit. 

Environmental Data: eight environmental samples were taken from these 
deposits. One of these was a bulk sample, five were for general biological 
analysis and two were spot samples. 

Pottery: Fifteen sherds of fron Age tradition pottery were recovered, 
characteristically similar to that from elsewhere on the pipeline route, sites 
1996.391 and 1996.389. Two items merit illustration for publication. 

Artefacts: In addition to the pottery other artefacts were recovered. These 
comprised a single bone fî gment, 38 iron objects, a single piece of slag and a 
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Stone object (pot-boiler). The iron objects have been x-rayed. In all cases these 
are either unrecognisable fragments or nails. 

2.23 Statement of Potential: This site represents a hitherto unknown part of the 
prehistoric fron Age landscape. Because of the complex nature of the drift 
geology of the Vale of York few sites such as this have been identified 
previously. It therefore has considerable potential significance. Its potential 
for analysis is reduced because any settlement that may have existed in 
association with the field system was not within the pipeline corridor and 
because the amount of material that it was possible to recover was limited in 
scope. It is unlikely that the evidence that is available will be sufficient to 
indicate the type and nature of the settlement and the type of land-use that the 
field system represents, other than in the most broad terms. 

Proposals: Despite the limitations of the evidence it is proposed that analysis 
is carried out in three specific areas:-

1) The raw survey data that was collected during fieldwork requires plotting 
so that the precise layout of the site can be illustrated, and consideration of the 
nature and extent of the whole system and its relationship with the sunounding 
landscape can be understaken. This may allow comparison of this layout 
with other field systems of the same period from elsewhere in the region. 

2) Examination of the environmental samples may yield some broad 
understanding of the nature of the immediate environment of the site. 

3) A study of the pottery, in particular in comparison with other larger 
assemblages that are cunentiy in the process of study as a result of this pipeline 
work and other recent projects, notably at Easingwold (Whyman ???) will 
provide a broad date range for the period of utilisation of the site. 

2.2.4 Recommendations for future action. 

1) Preparation ofthe Archive 
See above Section 2.1.1 and below tasks 1-5 

2) Inclusion in the Sites and Monuments Register 
See above Section 2.1.2 and below Task 6 

3) Academic publication 
It is proposed that the results of the analysis of this site should be published in 
the relevant Joumal. (See above Section 2.1.3 and below Task 7). 
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4) Popular publication 
This site would merit inclusion in an overall publication of the recent activities 
sponsored by Yorkshire Water. (See above 2.1.4 and below Task 7). 

5) Deposition of the Archive 

See below Task 8. 

2.2.5 Programme of Work 

Task 1: Analysis of the potteiy 

Task 2: Analysis of the envfronmental samples 

Task 3: Analysis of the other artefacts 
Task 4: Preparation of detailed site plans from the original survey data. This is 
cunently held in its original digital format. It requires downloading into a 
CAD package in order for the drawings to be generated. 

Task 5: Preparation of an Archive Report. This will include an interpretative 
stmctural and stratigraphic history of the site. It will be illustrated with the 
drawings created in Task 4 and will make full use of the analysis of the 
material in Tasks 1 to 3. 

Task 6: Preparation of the Sites and Monuments Register entry. This will be 
based upon the contents of the archive report. 

Task 7: Preparation of the Publication Text. As with task 6 this will be based 
upon the contents of the Archive Report. 

Task 8: The site archive will be sorted and prepared for deposition. 
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Figure 2 Location 1 Prospect Cottage, Dunnington 
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23 Location 2: Fir Tree Farm, Dunnington, York. (Site Records: Field 27) 
Figure 3 

Accession Code: YORYM:1996389 

National Grid Reference: (SE 674511) 

23.1 Site Description: 
This site was identified in the Desk-top evaluation as having archaeological 
potential. A number of crop marks were visible on aerial photographs in an 
adjacent field and it was suggested that these were Romano-British in date 
(SMR No. 5779). Topsoil stripping was therefore undertaken using a machine 
specifically dedicated to the archaeologicla team. In the event two features 
were recorded. The first consisted of the brick footings of a large stmcture. 
The second feature comprised a medium sized hollow in the generally level 
natural sand. It was filled with a series of sedimentary deposits which were 
sealed by interwoven wicker-work and twigs. At the time of excavation the 
presence of the apparently deliberately laid wicker-work gave rise to the 
suggestion that this feature may have been a trackway of possible prehistoric 
date and therefore of some considerable importance. A radio carbon sample 
was collected and sent for inunediate analysis in order to determine any future 
archaeological response at the site. In the event the date showed this to be a 
modem feature (see below). 

Date: Radiocarbon Laboratory Number: Beta 94923 
Conventional radiocarbon age: 190+/-60 BP 
Calibrated results: cal AD 1640 to 1950 

A limited amount of pottery conoborated the early modem date given by the 
radio-carbon sample. 

Interpretation: The fact that these two features both contained early modem 
dating evidence and were in close proximity to one another would tend to 
indicate that they were related. The brick footings clearly represent the 
foundations of a large bam. The hollow in the natural has been interpreted as a 
pond. The presence of what were apparentiy collapsed but deliberately 
constmcted wicker panels may indicate that it had been carefully maintained, 
perhaps as a fish pond. Local records indicate that the area was known for the 
extraction of marl. This may have been the reason for its original excavation. 

23.2 Statement of Potential: 
An early modem site of minor local significance. 
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233 Recommendations for future action. 

1) Inclusion in the Sites and Monuments Register 
See above Section 2.1.2 and below Task 6 

23.4 Programme of Works 

Task 9: Preparation of site location plans from the original survey data. This is 
cunentiy held in its original digital form. It requires downloading into a CAD 
package for the drawings to be generated. 

Task 10: Preparation of the Sites and Monuments Register enfry. This will be 
based upon original site records. 

Task 11: The site archive will be sorted and prepared for deposition. 
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2.4 Location 3: Field at Thorntree Hill, Dunnington, York. 

(Site Records: Field 20) Figure 4 

Accession Code: YORYM:1996393 

National Grid Reference: SE 66075247 

2.4.1 Site Description: 
This site was located on the crest of Thomtree Hill to the south west of 
Dunnington village. The topsoil strip revealed a surface scatter of Roman 
pottery in association with a large area of cobbles of varying sizes. A machine 
cut section through this deposit showed it to be the partially ploughed out 
remains of a road. Ploughing had spread the uppermost metalling to either side 
of the in-situ make up of the road and this disturbed material sealed two V 
shaped ditches to either side of the road. The ditch on the south-eastem side 
was cut slightly deeper than that on the north-west and contained a series of 
fills which were rich in organic material as well as containing a considerable 
amount of pottery. The poorly preserved remains of a leather shoe were present 
in the lower fill of this ditch. The road was aligned in a south-westerly / north
easterly direction. 

Date: The potteiy indicates that this site is primarily Roman although some of 
the pottery may be of post-Roman date. 

Interpretation: It is quite clear that this is a well constmcted and important 
road of the Roman period, apparently linking York to the west, with Stamford 
Bridge to the east. The considerable amount of potteiy and well preserved 
environmental deposits in the ditch fills may indicate that a settlement site lies 
close by. There was, however, no stmctural evidence other than the road 
metalling itself within the pipeline corridor. 

2.4.2 DATA 

Introduction: This site was one where salvage excavation took place i»ior to 
the arrival of the pipe laying team. Several machine cut trenches were 
excavated through the ploughed out remains of the road metalling into the 
natural beneath. These revealed the presence of the ditches to either side of the 
road surface. Hand excavation took place within limited areas of the machine 
trenches and one long section was cleaned for photography and the profiles of 
the features were drawa The site was surveyed using an total station theodolite 
to establish the precise alignment of the road. 
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Contextual Data: A total of nineteen archaeological contexts were identified 
and recorded. These comprised the ploughed out remains of the road metalling 
and the cuts and fills of the ditches to either side of the road. In addition there 
was a surface spread of inaterial to either side of the road which represents 
plough debris. 

Pottery: 27 potteiy sherds were recovered from four stratified contexts. In 
addition a further 88 sherds were found in the surface plough debris. 

This assemblage appears to be of later Roman date. The great majority of 
sherds are unstratified, however, several factors suggest that the group warrants 
some attention. It includes Roman wheel and hand-made vessels, some of 
which are certainly late Roman, and study of the chronology and typology of 
the group may be of interest. In addition, the unstratified sherds include a 
proportion of comparatively large fragments. This combination of large 
fragments and approximate association with a specific feature and a later 
Roman date mitigate the nominally unstratified status of much of this matemal 
A rim sherd from a late Fourth Century AD 'HuntclifF type' jar of atypically 
massive proportion should be illustrated and it may be that detailed study will 
suggest further sherds (possibly amongst the hand-made items) which might be 
usefully illustrated. 

Artefacts: 31 brick and tile fragments were recovered from stratified contexts 
as well as a single fragment of flint and a nail. 30 fragments of preserved wood 
and a fragmented but apparently complete leather shoe were present in the 
lower fill of the ditch on the southem side of the road. Single fragments of flint 
and glass were also found in the surface plough debris. 

2.43 Statement of Potential: 
This site has potential at two levels:-

1) It locates precisely the hitherto uncertain alignment of the Roman road 
from York to Stamford Bridge. 

2) The potteiy from this site is worth close examination, despite the fact 
that much of it is unstratified, because of its association with a known feature 
and because of its late Roman date. Our understanding of the mechanisms of 
change in the period spanning what is refened to as the end of the Roman 
period is poor. The possible presence in the vicinity of a site of this late 
Roman / post Roman period is of great importance. Such a site in a rural 
setting close to the important urban centre of York has a potentially national 
significance. 
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Research Proposals: Despite the limited nature of the evidence from this site 
and the fact that much of the pottery was unstratified it is proposed that 
analysis is carried out in the following specific areas:-

1) The raw survey data that was collected during the fieldwork phase will 
be plotted so that the precise position of the road and its alignment can be 
ascertained. 

2) A study ofthe pottery is required despite its largely unstratified nature 
in order to more fully understand its late or post Roman attributes. 

2.4.4 Recommendations for future action. 

1) Preparation of the Archive 
See above Section 2.1.1 and below tasks 12-15 

2) Inclusion in the Sites and Monuments Register 
See above Section 2.1.2 and below Task 16 

3) Academic publication 
It is proposed that the results of the analysis of this site should be published in 
the relevant Joumal. (See above Section 2.1.3 and below Task 17). 

4) Popular publication 
This site would merit inclusion in an overall publication of the recent activities 
sponsored by Yorkshire Water. (See above 2.1.4 and below Task 17). 

5) Deposition of the Archive 
See below Task 18. 

2.4.5 Programme of Works 

Task 12: Analysis of the potteiy 

Task 13: Analysis and conservation of the other artefacts 

Task 14: Preparation of detailed site plans from the original survey data. This 
is cunently held in its original digital format It requires downloading into a 
CAD package for the drawings to be generated. 

Task 15: Preparation of an Archive Report. This will include an interpretative 
stmctural and stratigraphic history of the site. It will be illustrated with the 
drawings created in Task 14 and will make full use of the analysis of the 
material in Tasks 12 and 13. 
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Task 16: Preparation of the Sites and Monuments Register entry. This will be 
based upon the contents of the archive report. 

Task 17: Preparation of the Publication Text. As with task 16 this will be 
based upon the contents of the Archive Report. 

Task 18: The site archive will be sorted and prepared for deposition. 

Figure 4 Location 3 Thomtree Hill, Dunnington 
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2.5 Location 4: Field to the north-west of the A166 and to the south west of 
Vengeance Lane. (Site Records: Field 19) Figure 5 

Accession Code: YORYM: 1996377 

National Grid Reference: SE 658 529 

2.5.1 Site Description: Linear ditch with square ended terminal 

Date: Single sherd of Romano-British potteiy 

Interpretation: Possible evidence for Romano-British field system 

2.5.2 Statement of Potential: None. 

2.53 Recommendations for future action. 

1) Inclusion in the Sites and Monuments Register 
See above Section 2.1.2 and below Task 19-21. 

2.5.4 Programme of Works 

Task 19: Preparation of site location plans from the original survey data. This 
is cunently held in its original digital format. It requfres downloading into a 
CAD package for the drawings to be generated. 

Task 20: Preparation of the Sites and Monuments Register entry. This will be 
based upon original site records. 

Task 21: The site archive will be sorted and prepared for deposition. 
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Figure 5 Location 4 Fieldtonorth westof A166 
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2.6 Location 5: Field to the north-west of the A166 and to the south west of 
Vengeance Lane. (Site Records: Field 19) Figure 6 

Accession Code: YORYM: 1996377 

National Grid Reference: SE 658 529 

2.6.1 Site Description: Series of linear depressions measuring up to 3m. in width 
but with little depth. 

Date: Modem pottery and glass 

Interpretation: Possible night soil dumping, material having been brought 
from the city of York 

2.6.2 Statement of Potential: None. 

2.63 Recommendations for future action. 

1) Inclusion in the Sites and Monuments Register 
See above Section 2.1.2 and below Task 19-21. 

2.6.4 Programme of Works 

Task 19: Preparation of a site location plan from the original survey data. This 
is cunently held in its original digital format. It requires downloading into a 
CAD package for the drawings to be generated. 

Task 20: Preparation of the Sites and Monuments Register entry. This will be 
based upon original site records. 

Task 21: The site archive will be sorted and prepared for deposition. 
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Figure 6 Location 5 Field south west of Vengeance Lane 
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2.7 Location 6: Field at Murton Moor (Site Records: Field 16) Figure 7 

Accession Code: YORYM: 1996377 

National Grid Reference: SE 654 536 

2.7.1 Site Description: Two linear ditches aligned north-west/south-east spanning 
the fiill width of the pipeline corridor. 

Date: Romano-British 

Interpretation: Possible Romano-British field boundaries. 

2.7.2 Statement of Potential: None. 

2.73 Recommendations for future action. 

1) Inclusion in the Sites and Monuments Register 
See above Section 2.1.2 and below Tasks 22-24. 

2.7.4 Programme of Works 

Task 22: Preparation of a site location plan from the original survey data. This 
is cunently held in its original digital format It requires downloading into a 
CAD package for the drawings to be generated. 

Task 23: Preparation of the Sites and Monuments Register entry. This will be 
based upon original site records. 

Task 24: The site arcliive will be sorted and prepared for deposition. 
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Figure 7 Location 6 Murton Moor 
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2.8 Location 7: Field to the south-west of Willow Grove Farm (Site Records: 
Field 14) Figure 8 

Accession Code: YORYM: 1996377 

National Grid Reference: SE 649 540 

2.8.1 Site Description: Single V shaped ditch. 

Date: Unknown 

Interpretation: Undated field boundaiy 

2.8.2 Statement of Potential: None. 

2.83 Recommendations for future action. 

1) Inclusion in the Sites and Monuments Register 
See above Section 2.1.2 and below Tasks 25-27. 

2.8.4 Programme of Works 

Task 25: Preparation of a site location plan from the original survey data. This 
is currently held in its original digital format. It requires downloading into a 
CAD package in order for the drawings to be generated. 

Task 26: Preparation of the Sites and Monuments Register entry. This will be 
based upon original site records. 

Task 27: The site archive will be sorted and prepared for deposition. 

31 

York Archaeological Trust 1996 Field Report Number 15 



Yorkshire Water Pipeline, Moor Monkton to Elvington 

Figure 8 Location 7 Willow Grove Farm 
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2.9 Location 8: Field at Stockton Moor West (Site Records: Fields 10 and 11) 
Figure 9 

Accession Code: YORYM: 1996390 

National Grid Reference: SE 648545 

2.9.1 Site Description: This was one of the two sites along the pipeline route where 
a considerable amount of archaeological excavation took place. Archaeological 
deposits were observed in the topsoil strip across the full width of the corridor 
for a distance of just in excess of 100 metres. The remains were most dense 
and well preserved over a distance of about 50 metres. It was agreed that half 
of the width of the pipeline corridor should be fenced off for this 50 metre 
stretch. Archaeological recording took place on a salvage basis over a number 
of days nf those deposits which were outside the fenced area. The pipes were 
subsequently inserted into the nanower working width once this salvage work 
had taken place. Following the topsoil strip archaeological excavation took 
place within the fenced off area for several weeks, during which time it was 
possible to excavate the archaeological features completely. 

A large rectangular enclosure, which was only partially within the pipeline 
corridor, was delineated by medium sized V shaped ditches. It appeared to be 
in association with a series of further ditches -which extended to the north. 
Within the enclosure were traces of a number of cmdely constmcted post-built 
stmctures. The north west quadrant of the enclosure was divided from the 
remainder by two shallow curving ditches. Immediately to the north of the 
large enclosure were the remains of sill beam trenches for a small rectangular 
stmcture and further to the north were a number of smaller ditches and several 
ephemeral circular enclosures. It was only possible to record these latter 
features in a salvage manner. 

To the south of the major part of the site was a large deep sub-rectangular 
feature containing a multiplicity of thinly interleaved fills. The steep edges of 
the feature were stepped on one side. 

Date: Romano British with a possible subsidiary Iron Age element 

Interpretation: It is clear that the major element at this site, the large 
rectangular ditched compound represents part of a farmstead of the Romano-
British period. Immediately to the east of the area that was excavated there is a 
slight mound, which lies within the area which would be enclosed by 
projections of the ditches found within the pipeline corridor. If there is a major 
building associated with the enclosure it seems reasonable to infer that it is 
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located there. The number of tile fragments and fi'agments of limestone roof 
tile from stratified contexts indicates the presence of a well constmcted 
building nearby. Within the actual area that was excavated the major elements 
present comprised a number of cmdely constmcted post-buih structures within 
the compound and a single sill beam stmcture immediately to the north of the 
main perimeter ditch. Initial interpretation of these features indicates that they 
may have functioned as outhouses, sheds or insubstantial farm buildings. 

The north-west quadrant of the compound, delineated by the two curving 
ditches, is an enigmatic feature. The best explanation that can be offered at 
this stage is that it represents some form of stock enclosure. 

The area to the north of the main compound is dominated by a single V shaped 
ditch and a further shallower example. These are perhaps best interpreted as 
part of the field system attached to the farm. Several ephemeral curving 
features were found in association with these ditches. At the time of 
excavation these were interpreted as enclosures of possible Iron Age date, on 
the basis of their shape. The lack of any fron Age pottery indicates that this 
may not be the case and that these features were part of the Romano-British 
farmstead, perhaps representing eaves-drips associated with haystacks. 

The deep feature to the south is believed to have been a watering hole, into the 
edge of which steps had been cut into the natural clay. 

2.9.2 DATA 

Introduction: This was one of the two major sites found during the project 
which were fenced off and left for detailed controlled archaeological 
excavation. A team of twelve excavators spent the month of July 1996 at the 
site. As a result the excavated data forms a large percentage of that recovered 
from the whole pipeline project 

Contextual Data: A total of 205 individual archaeological contexts were 
excavated in their entirety and recorded according to the procedures detailed in 
the York Archaeological Trust Context Recording Manual. Recording sheets 
were completed in full for each context and each context was planned 
separately. A Harris Matrix was compiled at the time of excavation. One 
interesting aspect of the recording procedure at this site was that as a result of 
the pressure and lack of time no site survey grid was installed. Planning took 
place initially using traditional techniques involving the use of a planning 
frame. Thereafter however the planning fiame was located by the use of a total 
station theodolite. Overall site plans were created by digitising the resultant 
plans into an overall CAD drawing. 
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Figure 9 Location 8 Stockton Moor West 
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Environmental Data: A total of 46 environmental samples were collected, 28 
of these were 'general biological analysis' (GBA), of about 10 litres. 17 were 
for 'bulk sieving' (BS) of about 30 litres and a single spot sample was taken for 
identification purposes. Of these samples four BS samples and five GBA 
samples have already been submitted for an assessment of their bio
archaeological potential, (Canot et al 1996). 

Many of the samples contained abundant rootlets, probably or certainly 
modem. Apart from these, biological remains other than (often unidentifiable) 
charcoal fragments were rare. Some samples yielded chaned 'seeds' including 
cereal grains. Material preserved anoxicly was recovered from only a few 
samples and in some cases the remains, chaned or waterlogged, were clearly 
modem, presumably having moved down through sediments as a result of 
biological activity or ploughing. Some of the chaned material may have been 
re-deposited, bearing in mind the nature of the deposits. Only the waterhole 
feature produced more than a trace of invertebrates preserved by 'waterlogging' 
and although the assemblage was nondescript, processing of further material 
might produce a useful quantity of remains. For a fuller discussion of the 
environmental material from this site see below, 2.9.3 - Statement of Potential. 

The Animal Bone: 167 fragments of animal bone were hand collected from 
eight separate contexts. All were in a poor state of preservation being partially 
mineralised and bumt. Most of the identifiable fragments were from teeth, 
including horse and cattle. The bulk sieved contexts produced no bone. The 
limited value of this material in determining agricultural or pastoral regimes at 
the site is discussed below in 2.9.3 - Statement of Potential. 

Pottery: This assemblage comprised c. 551 sherds in good condition, with 
sizeable sherds being well represented. Though the majority of the pottery is 
wheel-made, a number of handmade forms, especially jars, are present. 
Although aspects of their manufacture follow fron Age tradition, their rim 
forms and association with Roman forms indicates that they are of Roman 
date. Hence the group appears to lie entirely within the Roman period. With 
one or two exceptions the group appears to broadly conform to v ^ t one might 
expect in terms of forms and fabric types, of a northem rural site in the 
vicinity of a major settlement; however, the tme picture will only be revealed 
by proper study. Unoxidized grey wares, especially jars, bowls and dishes are 
strongly represented; these include Yorkshire and likely extra-regional wares. 
A range of fine wares is present, though apparentiy in small numbers, 
including a little Samian and Nene Valley Colour-Coated Wzire. Mortaria are 
also present. The proportion of Eboracum wares present seems comparatively 
low, which is surprising given the proximity of the source; this impression 
should be investigated by research. Amphorae are represented by the Spanish 
Dressel 20 type, and the number of sherds and the fact that they come from a 
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number of separate contexts suggests that they might be from several vessels. 
Amphorae are generally rare on rural sites in die midlands and north of 
England, and so the comparatively strong presence at this site is curious and 
may be significant for its wider imderstanding; proximity to York is 
presumably relevant in this connection. Provisional examination suggests the 
date range of the group to be long. There are one or two pieces of First century 
A.D. fine ware, but these probably represent vessels still circulating / in use in 
the Second century. Some Fourth Century material also occurs. A dating 
bracket of c.AD 150-325 might be suggested for the main floruit but this end 
date is as yet far from firm and dating requires proper consideration. Specific 
spot-dates for context groups are hindered by the fact that they are, on the 
whole, small. 

Full academic publication will require c.25 drawings, mainly of rim fragments. 
Drawings will require checking by the specialist at the pencil stage. 

The two Samian base stamps will require a Samian specialists' report. 

Artefacts: Apart from the pottery there were other finds from stratified 
contexts. These comprised coal, fired clay fragments, flint fragments, glass, 
iron objects, slag and stone artefacts. 

The quantification of material is:-

Coal 23 
Fired clay 153 
FUnt 3 
Ghiss 4 
Iron 46 
Slag 23 
Stone 41 

The iron artefacts consisted mainly of nails including hobnails, although there 
was one iron pricker (SF247) and a knife blade (SF243). The glass was all 
modem apart from a fragment from a bangle of Roman date. 

The flint objects were all fragments and as with all but one piece of glass may 
have been introduced into the site as a resuh of animal bunowing or 
plou^ng. 

The fired clay consisted largely of brick and tile fiagments. As with the glass 
and flint some of this may have been brought in by outside agencies but the 
material is nonetheless worth further analysis as it may have resulted from the 
collapse or demolition of any major building which may have stood within the 
main compound albeit outside the area that was excavated. 
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Two Stone objects from the site are of interest These are a pot lid (SFl97) and 
a quem fi:agment (SF206). 

All the ironworic and a selection of the slag was X-rayed. The plates have been 
packaged in acid free archival aivel(̂ )es. The glass from the site is in good 
condition, dry and suitable for storage. The condition of the ironwork varies 
but the majority of finds are in poor condition with extensive conosion. This 
has resulted in complete mineralisation of the metal core, formation of bulky 
conosion crusts and loss of some detail. All finds have been packaged 
appropriately for long term storage. The materials used were archive stable and 
acid free. Micro climates have been created for objects requiring more 
specific environmental needs. Provided the silica gel system is maintained 
conectiy, it will ensure long term protection against active conosion. 

2.93 Statement of Potential: This site represents a hitherto unknown part of the 
rural landscape during the Roman period in the hinterland of the city. The 
complex nature of the drift geology in the Vale of York has resulted in sites 
such as this being rarely recognised in the region. Its location close to the 
important Roman city coupled with the fact that it was possible to excavate all 
archaeological deposits within the pipeline corridor give it regional 
significance. 

Proposals: It is proposed that analysis is undertaken in a number of specific 
areas:-

1) The data in the site archive in written, drawn and photographic form will be 
collated and analysed to allow a fuller understanding of the nature of 
settlement at the site. A full examination of published sources from similar 
sites will be undertaken for comparative analysis and specifically in relation to 
the waterhole feature and the two curving ditches in the north-west area of the 
main enclosure, which are not fully understood at this stage. A full conelation 
of contextual data with the evidence from the pottery, artefacts and 
environmental samples will be required. 

2) A detailed examination of the pottery is necessary for two reasons. Firstly 
to elucidate as firmly as possible dates for the initial settlement at the site and 
for its abandonment. A comparative examination of the potteiy from the site 
with that from the City of York will, it is hoped, shed a considerable degree of 
light on the nature of the relationship between the city and its rural hinterland 
during the central part ofthe Roman occupation of the regioa 

3) As stated above, an initial assessment of the environmental samples and the 
animal bone has already taken place and it is clear that littie more can be done 
with the bulk of this material. However, the assessment did indicate that the 
deep waterhole feature within the main compound area from which a number 
of samples were taken may be worth further examination. Should this feature 
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prove to have well preserved environmental deposits within its fills these may 
give an insight into the natural environment of the area and offer some 
evidence for the types of agricultural and/or domestic activities that were being 
undertaken at the site. 

4) The other classes of artefact will require analysis to fully assess all relevant 
data from the site. Given the relative paucity of this material both in terms of 
quantity and range, these will require a minimum allocation of resources. 

2.9.4 Research Proposals 

When the above specific areas of study have been completed it is proposed that 
the following questions should be addressed in the text for final publication. 

Site Specific 

What was the nature of the settlement? 

1) What was the overall size of the main enclosure? 

2) Where would the main buildings have been positioned? 

3) How did the curving ditches in the north-east quadrant function? 

• Can it be implied that they were stock enclosures? 

4) What was the function of the large sunken feature? 

• Is there sufficient evidence to imply that it was for the storage of 
water? 

5) What was the function of the other intemal ditches within the main 
enclosure? 

• Were these ditches simple cut features? 

• Were they in association with any stmctures, such as a fence line 
delineating space? 

• How did the resultant enclosed spaces function? 

• Were they domestic? 
• Were they industrial? 
• Were they for storage? 
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• Were they agricultural? 

6) Was the large ditch at the perimeter of the rectangular enclosure the 
boundaiy of the settlement? 

• Was there a superstmcture associated with this ditch? 

• Did it control the movement of livestock? 

• Can any defensive function be implied for this ditch? 

7) Can any related field system be associated with the settlement? 

8) Is there sufficient evidence to determine the nature of the agricultural 
regime that was practised at the site? 

9) Is there any clear and direct evidence for any industrial activity at the 
site? 

The Date of Occupation 

10) When was the initial date of settlement of the site? 

11) When did the site go out of use? 

The Regional Importance of the Site 

12) How does the site compare on a regional basis with other sites of the 
same period? 

13) What does the evidence at this site tell us about the relationship 
between this site and the Roman City of York? 

14) Is it possible to infer on the basis of the evidence from this site how 
the Vale of York was exploited during the Roman period? 

15) Does the evidence from this site support or refute the hypothesis that 
there was a breakdown in social order and the economy at what is 
traditionally refened to as the end of the Roman Period? 

1.9.5 Recommendations for future action. 

1) Preparation of the Archive 
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See above Section 2.1.1 and below tasks 28-37. 

2) Inclusion in the Sites and Monuments Roister 
See above Section 2.1.2 and below Task 38. 

3) Academic Publication 
It is proposed that the results of the analysis of this site should be published in 
the relevant Joumal. (See above Section 2.1.3 and below Task 39). 

4) Popular Publication 
This site would merit inclusion in an overall publication of the recent activities 
sponsored by Yorkshire Water. (See above 2.1.4 and below Task 39). 

5) Deposition of tbe Archive 
See below Task 40. 

2.9.6 Programme of Works 

Task 28: Analysis ofthe potteiy 

Task 29: Analysis of a selection of the environmental samples. 

Tasks 30-35: Analysis of the other artefacts: (Iron; glass; slag; fired clay; flint; 
stone. 

Task 36: Preparation of detailed site plans from the original survey data. This 
is currently held in its original digital format. It requires downloading into a 
CAD package in order for the drawings to be generated. 

Task 37: Preparation of an Archive Report. This v^U include an interpretative 
stmctural and stratigraphic history of the site. It will be illustrated with the 
drawings created in Task 4 and will make full use of the analysis of the 
material in Tasks 1 to 3. 

Task 38: Preparation of the Sites and Monuments Register entry. This will be 
based upon the contents of the archive report. 

Task 39: Preparation ofthe Publication Text. As with task 6 this will be based 
upon the contents of the Archive Report. 

Task 40: The site archive will be sorted and prepared for deposition. 
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2.10 Location 9: Field to the north of Hopgrove Farm adjacent to the A1237. 
(Site Records: Field 35) Figure 10 

Accession Code: YORYM: 1996377 

National Grid Reference: SE 638 553 

2.10.1 Site Description: Single apparentiy isolated circular ditch measuring 2.5m. in 
diameter. 

Date: Unknown 

Interpretation: Possible hut circle 

2.10.2 Statement of Potential: None 

2.103 Recommendations for future action. 

1) Inclusion in tbe Sites and Monuments Register 
See above Section 2.1.2 and below Task 41-43. 

2.10.4 Programme of Works 

Task 41: Preparation of a site location plan from the original survey data. This 
is cunentiy held in its original digital format It requires downloading into a 
CAD package in order for the drawings to be generated. 

Task 42: Preparation of the Sites and Monuments Register entry. This will be 
based upon original site records. 

Task 43: The site archive will be sorted and prepared for deposition. 
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Figure 10 Location 9 Hopgrove Farm 
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2.11 Location 10: Field to the north-east of New Earswick on the south side of 
the A1237 (Site Records: Field 44) Figure 11 

Accession Code: YORYM: 1996.377 

National Grid Reference: SE 624 566 

2.11.1 Site Description: Area of Ridge and Funow 

Date: Medieval 

Interpretation: Medieval field system 

2.11.2 Statement of Potential: None 

2.113 Recommendations for future action. 

1) Inclusion in the Sites and Monuments Register 
See above Section 2.1.2 and below Tasks 44-46. 

2.11.4 Programme of Works 

Task 44: Preparation of a site location plan from the original survey data. This 
is cunently held in its original digital format. It requires downloading into a 
CAD package in order for the drawings to be generated. 

Task 45: Preparation of the Sites and Monuments Register entry. This will be 
based upon original site records. 

Task 46: The site archive will be sorted and prepared for deposition. 
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Figure 11 Location 10 North east of New Earswick 
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2.12 Location 11: Field to the north of New Earswick on the south side of the 
A1237 (Site Records: Field 47) Figure 12 

Accession Code: YORYM: 1996377 

National Grid Reference: SE 621 568 

2.12.1 Site Description: Area of Ridge and Funow 

Date: Medieval 

Interpretation: Medieval field system 

2.12.2 Statement of Potential: None 

2.123 Recommendations for future action. 

1) Inclusion in the Sites and Monuments Register 
See above Section 2.1.2 and below Tasks 47-49. 

2.12.4 Programme of Works 

Task 47: Preparation of a site location plan from the original survey data. This 
is cunently held in its original digital format. It requires downloading into a 
CAD package in order for the drawings to be generated. 

Task 48: Preparation of the Sites and Monuments Register entry. This will be 
based upon original site records. 

Task 49: The site archive will be sorted and prepared for deposition. 
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Figure 12 Location 11 North of New Earswick 
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2.13 Location 12: Field to the north of New Earswick, south of the A 1237, 
adjacent to the River Foss (Site Records: Field 49). Figure 13 

Accession Code: YORYM: 1996377 

National Grid Reference: SE 619 569 

2.13.1 Site Description: Area of Ridge and Funow 

Date: Medieval 

Interpretation: Medieval field system 

2.13.2 Statement of Potential: None 

2.13.3 Recommendations for future action. 

1) Inclusion in the Sites and Monuments Register 
See above Section 2.1.2 and below Tasks 50-52. 

2.13.4 Programme of Works 

Task 50: Preparation of a site location plan from the original survey data. This 
is cunently held in its original digital format. It requires downloading into a 
CAD package in order for the drawings to be generated. 

Task 51: Preparation of the Sites and Monuments Register entry. This will be 
based upon original site records. 

Task 52: The site archive will be sorted and prepared for deposition. 
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Figure 13 Location 12 North of New Earswick 
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2.14 Location 13: Rawclifife Moor, York (Site Records Field 63). Figure 14 

Accession Code: YORYM: 1996391 

National Grid Reference: SE 592563 

2.14.1 Site Description: This was the second of the sites on the pipeline route where 
a considerable amount of archaeological excavation took place. Archaeological 
de{)osits were observed in the topsoil strip across the full width of the corridor 
for a distance of approximately 50 metres. As with Location 8 - 1996.390 half 
of the width of the pipeline corridor was fenced off for this 50 metre stretch. 
Archaeological recording took place on a salvage basis on those deposits 
which were not within the fenced area. The pipe was subsequently inserted 
into the nanower working width once this salvage work had taken place. After 
the topsoil strip had been completed the archaeological team were able to 
concentrate on the fenced off area for several weeks, during which time it was 
possible to excavate the archaeological features fully.. 

Several circular enclosures were identified, two of which were of considerable 
diameter. The ditches which delineated them were medium sized and V or U 
shaped in profile and appeared to have been recut on at least two occasions in 
slightiy different positions. The largest of the enclosures was not entirely 
within the pipeline corridor and it is clear that a considerable amount of the 
original site lies to the north of the disturbed area. The ditches which formed 
these enclosures were cut into the heavy yellow/brown clay which forms the 
natural at this point in the Vale. Their fills were very dark and quite distinct 
from the sunounding natural deposits. No archaeological deposits survived 
above the level of the natural. This was because recent deep ploughing, the 
scars from which were evident across much of the site, had removed all trace 
of horizontal stratigraphy. The land is also clearly very susceptible to ponding 
during rainfall and as a result there have been several interventions during 
which ceramic land drains have been inserted into the natural clay. In some 
cases this was to the considerable detriment of the archaeological deposit and 
further exacerbated the problems that had been caused by ploughing. 

The remainder of the cut features were archaeological in nature and comprised 
a number oflinear V and U shaped ditches which were present across the site. 
The linear ditches can be divided into four broad categories. The first of these 
were the largest and deepest cut features on the site and appeared to form a 
physical boundary to the whole settlement. The second category were smaller 
in dimension and appeared to show a relationship with the circular enclosures. 
There was one cut feature which was unlike the remainder. It was U shaped in 
profile, approximately 10 metres in length with a slight curve to it Equidistant 
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Figure 14 Location 13 Rawcliffe Moor 
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