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1 INTRODUCTiON 

1.1 This report describes three stages of an archaeological assessment of Friary Field, 
between Queen Street and Quakers Lane, Richmond, North Yorkshire (NZ 171 012) 
in advance of a proposed commerdal development. 

1.2 The three stages comprise a desk-based assessment, a geophysical survey, and trial 
trenching conforming to a brief prepared by Mr. Neil Campling, the North Yorkshire 
County Coundl Archaeologist. 

1.3 The work was commissioned by Peter Kilmartin and Partners on behalf of the North 
Eastern Co-Operative Sodety. 

2 LANDUSE, TOPOGRAPHY AND GEOLOGY 

2.1 The study area comprises approximately 1.75 hedare of land between Queen Street 
and Quaker Lane, Richmond (Figure 1). 

2.2 The majority of the area is grassed parkland that was formerly used as both a hockey 
and cricket pitch and is consequently relatively flat. The southern boundary comprises 
two redangular areas on a lower level (c. 136m AOD). These areas are the curtilage of 
a dodors' surgery and a tennis court. These are adjacent to an area of buildings and 
gardens that comprise the remains of the prednd of a medieval Franciscan friary. 

2.3 The underlying solid geology is Namurian 'Millstone Grit Series' Umestone, Silesian 
Carboniferous (OS 1979). The drift geology is formed of gladal tills. 
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3 STAGE 1 - DESK-BASED ASSESSMENT 

3.1 INTRODUCTION 

3.1.1 AIMS AND OBJECTIVES: 

The prindpal aim of the desk-based assessment was to collate and assess the evidence 
relating to archaeological and historical features within and around the application 
area. The likelihood of archaeological deposits surviving in the study area was also to 
be determined. 

3.1.2 SITE LOCATION: 

The application area is known as Friary Field and can be found on the north side of 
Richmond, North Yorkshire, within the northeast quadrant of an area once known as 
the 'Friars' Closes'. These 'closes' or enclosed areas surrounded a Frandscan friary, 
and the entire friarage estate was enclosed to form a prednd. The location of the 
Friars' Closes was defined by pre-existing landscape features: Nuns' Closes to the west; 
Quaker Lane to the north and Frenchgate to the east. The boundary is still echoed 
today with Queens Road to the east and Vidoria Road to the south. These two roads 
replaced a narrow lane called Back of the Friars (that became a continuation of King 
Street in 1813) and a back area that became paved in the early nineteenth century 
when it became known as Back Flags or Back Ends (Hatcher 1992, 9). 

3.1.3 PLANNING BACKGROUND: 

An application was received by North Yorkshire County Coundl in August 1991 for 
planning permission to develop land at Friary Field (1/92/223K/PA). The area was 
considered to have archaeological potential due to the neighbouring medieval friary 
complex and because the area had remained as open land since Anglo-Saxon times, 
i.e. good archaeological preservation was likely (Campling 1992, 4). The application 
for full planning consent (1/92/1170-/PA/F) and permission to alter a conservation 
area by demolishing a listed structure (1/92/1170A/CA) was therefore refused in 
June 1993. The applicant appealed against the dedsion and a public inquiry was held 
in November 1993. As a resuk of the appeal the Secretary of State for the 
Environment granted both planning permission (APP/V2723/A/93/230302) and 
conservation area consent (APP/V2723/E/93/810360) in December 1994. The land 
was subsequently sold to the present developer in April 1997. 

3.1.4 HISTORY OF THE AREA: 

3.1.4.1 The Frandscan Friars or frares minores were mendicant friars that concentrated their 
efforts on travelling, poverty and preaching (Knowles and Hadcock 1971, 212). The 
name Grey Friars was given to the order because of the colour of their coarse habit, an 
expression of their humility and simplidty. It was Ralph Fitz Randal, Lord of 
Middleham, that invited the Grey Friars to Richmond and established the first simple 
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church buildings in 1257-8 (Goldthorp 1936). Other local benefadors included the 
Scrope and Neville families that enabled the fourteenth century friary estate to expand. 
This expansion increased alongside the friars' popularity and by the fifteenth century 
the church had a spedacular bell-tower that remains standing to date. 

3.1.4.2 The friary is located outside the town walls which were petitioned for after raids from 
the Scots in 1310 (Fieldhouse and Jennings 1978). The two main gates, or bars, of 
the town walls were located at Finkle Street and Great Channel (near Frenchgate and 
Market Place junction) but were demolished in the late eighteenth century (Page 1914, 
19). However, two pedestrian gates survive, the bar at Carnforth Hill and the postern 
in Friars Wynd. The latter was inserted at a later date to allow access for the people of 
Richmond to the house of the Grey Friars. The popularity of the friars in the 
fourteenth century onwards could be related to the lack of drinking water in 
Richmond, as the friary was situated near a spring that drained to the river through the 
Great Channel and Park Wynd (Hatcher 1992, 10). 

3.1.4.3 After the dissolution of the friary the estate passed first to Ralph Gower, then to Sir 
Timothy Hutton before being sold to the Robinson family in 1634, with whom it 
remained until the late nineteenth century (Page 1914, 22). It was during this time that 
the house attained it's Georgian appearance and lesser buildings were removed from 
the site. In 1888 the Robinson family leased the house to the headmaster of Richmond 
School. After the Robinson estate was purchased by the Marquess of Zetiand in 1892, 
the Friary House and land to south and east was sold to the School. The house was 
then extended and opened for boarders in 1900 (Hatcher 1991, 30). At this time the 
land to the north was leased for use as a sports field, starting a series of 
'improvements', that continued into the late 1920s (Wenham 1958). 

3.1.4.4 The Marquess surrendered further land in 1906 for Ronaldshay Reaeation Ground to 
the west and for Friary Cottage, later known as Vidoria Hospital, in the northeast 
corner of the Friars' Closes (Hatcher 1992, 13). A strip of land to the east of the 
application area, within the eastern limit of the friars' estate, was developed for housing 
c. 1916. Finally, the area south of Friary Field was given to the public by the Marquess 
of Zetland to commemorate the casualties of World War I. This southeast corner of 
Friars' Closes became the Memorial Gardens in 1920. 

3.1.4.5 Uttle is known about the study area in the early medieval period, before it was 
attributed to the Grey Friars, although settlement in Richmond is thought to date from 
Anglian and Norman times. The name Richmond is not mentioned in Domesday 
accounts, as the term 'Riche-mont' or 'strong-hill' originates c. 1110 from the 
construction of the stone castle c. 1071. However, two other named settlements are 
sttongly favoured as predecessors to Richmond which could result in archaeological 
remains from this period surviving within the application area (Hatcher 1992, 3). 

3.1.4.6 There are some archaeological finds that suggest possible Roman adivity in the vidnity, 
namely a hoard of 600 coins found beneath Castle Bank in 1720 and a silver si//qua 
from the fourth century AD found c. 1956. It is also known that Roman lead mining 
occurred to the west of Richmond at Hurst and that a road must have conneded to 
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Dere Stteet to the east. The course of this road is not known but it may be beneath 
Quaker Lane or have crossed the application area. 

3.1.4.7 The area of Swaledale and Richmondshire is known to be rich in Bronze Age and 
Neolithic remains, such as cursus, henge and other ritual monuments. It is possible 
ruled out from the remains that may be encountered. 

3.2 METHODOLOGY 

The following cartographic and documentary sources were used to ascertain the 
archaeological and historical background of the study area and surroundings. A full list 
of references and their location can be found in Appendix I 

3.2.1 CARTOGRAPHIC SOURCES: 

Speed (1610) Richmond 
Harman (1724) Plan of ye South Prospect of ye Ancient Burrough of Richmond 
Jackson (1773) A Plan of the Borough of Richmond 
Bradley (1818) Plan of the Friarage Estate 
Tithe plan for Richmond (1840) 
OS (1857) first edition 6" to 1 mile 
OS (1913) second edition 25" to 1 mile 
OS (1928) third edition 25" to 1 mile 

3.2.2 HISTORICAL SOURCES: 

Scrope and Grosvenor conttoversy (AD1387) 
A survey made by the King's Commissioners at the time of the dissolution (AD1539) 
Antiquarian accounts 
Miscellaneous leases and rentals 

3.2.3 ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOURCES: 

OS record cards and National Monuments Record 
Scheduled Andent Monuments register 
List of Buildings of Spedal Architedural or Historic Interest 
Previous archaeological assessments and evaluations 
Aerial photographs 

3.2.4 FIELD VISITS: 

These were made to examine the present terrain to asses the potential for survival of 
archaeological deposits. 
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3.3 RESULTS 

3.3.1 CARTOGRAPHIC ANALYSIS: 

3.3.1.1 Several plans and maps were located and analysed which showed subtle changes in 
landuse, boundary positions and building locations within the application area 
(Appendbc I). 

3.3.1.2 The earliest plan dates from AD1610 and depicts the friary church with the 
charaderistic bell-tower in the southeastern corner of an enclosed prednd (Figure 2). 
The application area relates to the position of two enclosed areas or closes, that would 
have been used by the friars for fulfilling some of their subsistence requirements. The 
precise use of the closes is not known, although some crop and stock management is 
possible, but not on the same scale as other more isolated monastic orders. 

3.3.1.3 Harman's Plan of ye South Prospect of ye Ancient Burrough of Richmond, dated 
AD1724, shows the subdivided closes and a group of buildings west of the friary that 
are named as the 'Fryers Steeple and Ruins' (Figure 3). This map is a pidorial 
representation which shows the Friars' Closes as enclosed areas of rough grassland 
divided by sttong fences and walls. 

3.3.1.4 A plan from AD1773 iilusttates the divided closes, four of which form the main section 
of the study area, with a small central strudure (Figure 4). This strudure could be a 
peripheral monastic building not shown on the earlier, less reliable, maps although it is 
more likely that it is eighteenth century in date. 

3.3.1.5 A series of plans by Bradley includes an estate plan from AD1818 (Figure 5) which 
shows the western limit of the application area defined by a footpath that corresponds 
to the former position of a boundary between closes. The four similar sized closes in 
the northeast corner of Friars' Closes have been amalgamated into two, with an extta 
building depided in the northeastem corner of prednd wall. To the south of the 
application area The Friary house and formal gardens have been extended to occupy 
their present day position. 

3.3.1.6 The tithe plan and apportionment, dated c. 1840, state that the Friary House parcel 
was owned and occupied by John James Robinson (Figure 6). The Robinson estate 
induded a yard, gateway and pleasure grounds to the south of house, the House, 
Stables and yard to north and 'Steeple Paddock' to the southeast (now Memorial 
Gardens and land south of tennis court). 

3.3.1.7 The friarage estate remained the same as shown in the first edition OS c.1857 but with 
Back of the Friars labelled as Back Flags (Figure 7). Later OS editions show the 
development of housing along the west side of Queens Road (c. 1913 Figure 8) and 
the formation of playing fields and Memorial Gardens (c. 1928 Figure 9). 
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3.3.2 HISTORICAL SOURCES: 

3.3.2.1 The earliest reference to the friary eurea is contained within a document conceming the 
Scrope and Grosvenor conttoversy. This dispute was between two noble families of 
Richmond in the late fourteenth century and the document lists all the places on which 
the families' coats of arms were displayed, and provides a detailed survey of the friary 
buildings and their locations. The domestic buildings are known to have been clustered 
around a cloister to the north of the church and include the dormitory, refedory, 
parlour, 'the studies' and a 'wash' room (Jennings 1958, 9). 

3.3.2.2 A survey by the King's Commissioners at the time of The Dissolution of the 
Monasteries c. 1538-9 lists the contents of the friars' estate, which includes: 

the site of the house of the said friars with the edifices, one garthing near the 
outer gates, and one garthing adjoining onto the choir of the church ... a waste 
ground lyingfheing] upon the east part ... a ground lying near upon the 
west[waste] side of the site called the Orchard ... a close called the Frere Close 
lyinglheing] enclosed within a stone wall (Clarkson 1821, 16). 

This survey has been interpreted by various authors to suggest that the orchard was to 
the north, east and west of the friary buildings (e.g. Briden undated; Tempest 1992). 
The position of the orchard is not known and may have been within the application 
area. 

3.3.2.3 There are many references dating from the early eighteenth century in the Richmond 
rentals to the 'ffryeridge land and houses' belonging to the Robinson family (Appendbc 
I). Other relevant mentions include numerous rents of different 'close back ffryers' 
which may be within the application area or relate to land east of the road now known 
as Queens Road. Similarly, there are some leases of land 'adjoinginge upon the Freer 
Wall', ahhough most of these can be ttaced through the leases to land west of the 
application area, known as Pinfold Green. Other miscellaneous documents exist that 
relate to bequests and grants made to the friars of Richmond (Perceval 1882, 198). All 
these documentary sources reiterate that the predominate use of the application area 
continued as enclosed areas or closes which once belonged to the friars. 

3.3.3 ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOURCES: 

3.3.3.1 All archaeological sources and records for Richmond housed at North Yorkshire 
County Coundl Heritage Unit, Northallerton were searched to identify any 
archaeological features in the survey area. This search provided no dired record of 
archaeological or historical remains restrided to the confines of the application area. 
The search was then extended to include the immediate vidnity, to study the potential 
for, and nature of, any undiscovered archaeological remains. 

3.3.3.2 Akhough there is no formal Sites and Monument Record (SMR) for Richmond, OS 
record cards and the National Monuments Record discuss the friary and medieval 
walls. The upstanding remains of the friary church, Grey Friars Tower, is a fifteenth 
century bell-tower which replaced the thirteenth century monastic church. The tower is 
classed as a Scheduled Andent Monument (SAM number NY88) and is of Grade I 



Friary Field, Richmond, North Yorkshire 10 

importance in the List of Buildings of Spedal Historic and Architedural Interest 
(reference NZ1701 SW 3/101). Furthermore, the tower is 'grouped' with neighbouring 
Grade II strudures that include: 

The Friary: a large CIS house formerly the Richmond School (NZ1701 SW 3/102). 
Stone gate piers, C19 iron gates and a small piece of walling (NZ1701 SW 3/102A). 
Friary Lodge: a late CIS house in coursed rubble (NZ1701 SW 3/103). 

Other examples of Grade II sbrudures neighbouring the application area include: the 
Vidoria Hospital at the junction of Quakers Lane and Queens Road, an early C19 
'Gothick' design with modern extensions (NZ1701 SW 3/211), and a small semi
circular archway in a part of the original Town Walls, situated in Friars Wynd and 
dating from C..AD1312 (NZ1700 NW 1/100). 

3.3.3.3 Further importance has been assigned to the application area as a 'Conservation Area', 
defined by Section 69 of PPG15 which imposes duty on local planning authorities to 
designate 'areas of spedal architedural or historical interest the charader of which tt is 
desirable to preserve or enhance' (DOE & DNH 1994, 15). This planning guidance 
note pertains to elements including: topography; historical development; archaeological 
significance and potential; prevalent building materials and the quality and spatial 
relationships of buildings. Friary Field is also classified as an 'Archaeological Sensitive 
Area' and 'Open land with'̂ l̂ evelopment limtts' in the Richmondshire Local Plan (RDC 
1996). 

3.3.3.4 An examination of aerial photographs was carried out in order to identify any 
archaeological remains through upstanding features, earthworks, or discernible marks 
in crops or soils. This analysis included a series of vertical photographs taken in 1971 
and more recent colour oblique examples (Appendix I). The photographs were of use 
in showing the predominate landuse as parkland or open areas used for recreational 
adivities. The presence of an abrupt slope along the northern limtt of the application 
area would suggest that the field had been 'cut' into the slope, to produce a level 
sports area. 

3.3.3.5 Archaeological assessment of the vidnity has been limtted to observations during public 
works, amateur excavations of the friary buildings, and more recent small-scale 
archaeological investigations. Public works have left only a few short lengths of wall 
and the bell-tower of the friary church upstanding. In 1920 the foundations of the 
choir were removed when the war memorial was bulk to the southeast. More 
desttudion occurred when the south arcade piers of the friary church were removed 
and skeletons were exposed, possibly those of friars, during public works in the 1930's 
for the widening of Vidoria Road and the creation of a toilet block to the southwest of 
Memorial Gardens. Later, in the 1930s-40s, amateur excavation by school-teacher 
Edwin Bush revealed a plan of the friars' house and church, that reinforced the 
premise that there were some cloistered buildings to the north (Jennings 1958, 11). 

3.3.3.6 Other archaeological work has been restrided to several small assessments of land to 
the south and west of the friary, in the Memorial Gardens and Ronaldshay Recreation 
Ground respectively. In 1985 a watching brief recorded archaeological remains during 
the addition of the Tourist Board's office to the toilet block southwest of Memorial 
Gardens (Thubron 1986). Some stone sttudures were noted below ground level and 
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postulated as cellerage. The majority of deposits encountered comprised rubble and 
stone with some medieval finds. 

3.3.3.7 A scheme of ttenching for cable-laying in Memorial Gardens was monitored by County 
Coundl staff in 1991. This work revealed mortar and stone remains, at a shallow 
depth, indicative of an undercroft floor (NYCC 1991). Another watching brief was 
performed in the area of the underground cabling by Claire Adamson of Northern 
Archaeological Assodates, who is at present compiling a summary of archaeological 
investigations regarding the friary buildings and curtilage. This latter watching brief 
recorded structural remains, a burial and medieval pottery, akhough the limited french 
width restrided any archaeological interpretation relating to the clausfral plan 
(Adamson 1997). These strudural remains consisted of mortar and sandstone rubble 
deposits which were found approximately 30m from the southem limtt of the 
appUcation area, in the northwest of Memorial Gardens. 

3.3.3.8 Another watching brief by Mrs. Shttley Thubron during work on the Bowling Green at 
Ronaldshay Recreational Grounds identified stone footings of a similar fabric to that 
seen in the Memorial Gardens investigation, along with stone-lined drains and a 
Vidorian rubbish ptt (pers. comm.). This information is of particular relevance to the 
study area as the Bowling Green was also a part of the Friars' Closes. Other stone 
drains are known from small-scale archaeological assessments in Richmond cenfre, 
including a fine arched culvert noted at the Great Channel and examples located 
beneath the Richmondshire Museum. 

3.3.4 FIELD VISIT 

A vistt to the application area was carried out in July 1997 to identify any potentially 
unrecorded features and to assess the preservation state of any archaeological remains. 
The most important observation was that the ground had been cut away to 
approximately 4m below the level of Quaker Lane in the northern part of the site in 
order to create a level area, so desfroying any archaeological remains. The profile of 
the cut can be seen to continue approximately 75m south of Quaker Lane along the 
western boundary of the area. 

3.4 CONCLUSIONS 

3.4.1 The relationship between the friary buildings and the closes is one that has been 
actively debated. The immediate curtilage of the church has been classed as the 'friary' 
which has resuked in the negled of the archeological importance of the closes within 
the prednd. 

3.4.2 It is not expeded that substantial sfrudures relating to the friary clausfral complex exist 
within the application area, but lesser components could be contained within the 
prednd such as stables, bread ovens, culverts, wells, pipes, cisterns, rubbish pits, 
workshops, breweries and mills. 
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3.4.3 Indeed, some structural remains have been uncovered in the school grounds to the 
south which may extend into application area. These features almost certainly relate to 
buildings associated with the friary. 

3.4.4 The application area comprises of open ground which was divided into closes and 
enclosed by the friary prednd for the use of the Grey Friars at Richmond. The 
present-day ground level has been raised approximately 2m in the south and east of 
the application area, perhaps preserving archaeological deposits there. 

3.4.5 Given the advantageous position of Richmond above the River Swale tt is possible that 
some prehistoric, Roman and/or Anglian remains could be contained in the application 
area. 

3.5 SUMMARY 

3.5.1 The desk-based assessment has shown that some unrecorded elements of the 
archaeological or historical record may be disturbed by the proposed development. 

3.5.2 It is likely that archaeological deposits assodated with structural remains of the domestic 
accoufrements of the medieval friary complex will be encountered in the south of the 
application area. These remains could include building foundations and almost certainly 
some deposits corresponding with the land divisions of the closes. 

3.5.3 It has been shown that landscaping in the early 1900's may have resulted in the 
truncation of depostts in the north of the application area and potential burial in the 
south. The remainder of the study area appears to have survived as gardens with little 
disturbance of sub-surface deposits. 
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4 PHASE 2 - GEOPHYSICAL SURVEY 

4.1 CHOICE OF TECHNIQUE 

4.1.1 The primary aim of the geophysical survey was to locate buried archaeological 
features, possibly stone and timber building remains, frackways, rubbish pits and 
dttches. Research has shown that there are usually signtficant confrasts in elecfrical 
resistivity measurements between areas of stonework, undisturbed ground and refilled, 
cut features, largely caused by the relative differences in water content between them. 
Previous experience and consideration of site formation processes in this case suggest 
that electrical resistivtty survey utilising a Im elecfrode separation to increase the 
maximum depth of detedion, would be appropriate for locating surviving 
archaeological features at Friary Field 

4.2 FIELD METHODS 

4.2.1 Measurements of soil eledrical resistivity were taken over an area of 1.12ha (Figure 
10) using a Geoscan RM15 resistivity meter wtth Im spadng of the mobile elecfrodes. 
A zig-zag fraverse scheme was employed and data were logged in units of 20x20m at 
1.0x0.5m intervals. (Appendix II provides further information about this technique.) 

4.2.2 Data were downloaded on-site into a Toshiba Satelltte llOCT laptop computer for 
processing and storage. These data were subsequently transferred to a laboratory 
computer for further processing, interpretation and archiving. 

4.3 DATA PROCESSING 

4.3.1 The GeoQuest InSite® Windows software was used to process the geophysical data 
and produce continuous tone grey-scale images of the raw data at a scale of 1:500 
(Appendix II provides further information about data processing). These results are 
shown in Figure 11 on a plan digitised from site drawing no. Bl.670.8 supplied by 
Peter Kilmartin and Partners Ltd. 

4.3.2 The following basic processing steps were applied to the data: 

Adjustment of Grid Mean Values to achieve an optimum match along the lines of 
contad between data grids. 

Interpolation of the data, using a bilinear function, to generate a regular mesh of 
values at 0.25x0.25m intervals. 

Printing of the processed data on a Hewlett Packard HP650C DesignJet plotter wtth 
256 grey shades and 600 dpi resolution. A sigmoid function was used to map the 
data to printed grey tones since this provides a measure of contrast equalisation. 
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Figure 11 includes a key which relates the grey scale intensities to anomaly values in 
Ohms. 

4.4 RESULTS 

4.4.1 KEY TO FIGURES 

4.4.1.1 The first stage in the interpretation has been to exfrad significant anomalies in the 
resistivity data and present them on a geophysical interpretation plan using coded 
colours and pattems (Figure 12). The classes of anomalies which have been 
distinguished are depided as follows: 

1 Brown: Significant regions of anomalously high electrical resistivity reflecting a 
reduced soil water content at the time of survey, often refleding an increase in 
sand or stone concenttation. Unear anomalies of this type can usually be 
interpreted as ioa//s, stone drains, paths or tracfctways. 

2 Orange: Areas of anomalously low electrical resistivity reflecting a relative 
inaease in soil moisture content. In appropriate contexts these can be interpreted 
as pits or ditches. 

An archaeological interpretation is shown in Figure 13. 

4.4.2 DISCUSSION 

The following features have been deteded in the application area (see Figures 12 and 
13): 

4.4.2.1 Several zones of high electrical resistivtty have been deteded. The size and amorphous 
nature of these anomalies would suggest that these are a response to the underlying 
geology or differential drainage of the substtata. 

4.4.2.2 A linear high resistivtty anomaly, 1-1.5m wide (fl), runs east-west across the cenfral 
part of the stte for c.55m. This feature appears to turn at the east end and continue for 
a further c.lOm to the southeast. An anomaly of this kind refleds relatively low soil 
moisture content and is usually be interpreted as buried stone wall remains. The 
feature is flanked to the north and south along its entire length by low resistivity 
anomalies. These would appear to continue for some distance beyond etther ends of 
the 'wall'. Such anomalies may refled buried dttches or relid soil-made banks. 
However the anomalies could also be the resuk of drainage away from the wall. Etther 
way, these anomalies would seem to indicate the original length of the wall in areas 
where the stone foundations may have been completely robbed or fruncated. 
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4.4.2.3 9m to the south of and parallel to, feature f l , a linear low resistivity anomaly has been 
deteded (f2). Akhough slightly diffuse, this anomaly can be identified for c.50m, 
oriented east-west, and is thought likely to refled the presence of a buried ditch. 

4.4.2.4 In the north-cenfral part of the area, a narrow linear low resistance anomaly (f3) has 
been identified, orientated NW-SE and c.45m long. Such a feature may be interpreted 
as a gully, drain or possibly a service french. 

4.4.2.5 An area of high resistivity (f4) borders the south of the stte. This area, 5-22m wide and 
62m long, is retained by a wall to the south and abuts a lineeur low resistivity anomaly 
(f5) to the north, which runs SE-NW for over 75m. It is considered that area f4 
represents a deep dry/stony/loose-matrix landfill depostt, levelling the field north of 
the wall. Unear feature f5 may refled a buried ditch or possibly differential drainage at 
the boundary to the landfill. 

4.4.2.6 Cenfral to the stte is a redangular shaped area of high and low resistivity anomalies 
(f6) orientated NE-SW measuring 22m x 5m. This area corresponds exadly wtth a 
gritted cricket wicket still visible in the field. 

4.4.2.7 The amorphous high resistivtty anomalies at f7 are thought likely to reflectt an area of 
rubble. 

4.4.2.8 Two diffuse high resistance linear anomalies, each c. 10m long and 2m wide form a 'T' 
shape at f8. A possible interpretation for these is stone walling remains, the diffuse 
nature perhaps arising due to rubble spread. 

4.4.2.9 A curvilinear high resistivity anomaly wtthin a low resistivity anomaly of the same shape 
in a large but discrete area of high resistivity has been deteded at f9. These anomalies 
are biseded by feature f l . Akhough the anomahes could represent buried walls, banks 
and ditches, tt is thought more likely in this case that they are geological/hydrological 
in origin. 

4.5 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

The results of this research are summarised below: 

4.5.1 An electrical resistivity survey has been carried out at over an area of the 
proposed supermarket at Friary Field, Richmond. 

4.5.2 Evidence for a parallel wall and ditch has been detected running east-west 
through the stte. A possible gully or service trench is evident towards the north of 
the site. 

4.5.3 A possible area of landfill has been identified on the southern margin of the field. 
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4.5.4 Suspeded wall remains have been deteded in the southeast comer of the site. A 
possible area of rubble has been identified in the southwest corner of Friary Field. 

4.5.5 Other areas of anomalously high resistivity have been interpreted as resulting 
from natural phenomena. 
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5 PHASE 3 - ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVALUATION 

5.1 SUMMARY 

5.1.1 Archaeological trial frenching has been carried out to determine the physical nature of 
the archaeological resource within the Friary Field development area. Eight frenches 
have been excavated, demonsfrating the existence of archaeological remains beneath 
the preserved topsoil of the field which had been covered with a thick layer of 
overburden. Medieval remains including buried wall footings, a dttch and a cultivated 
soil horizon have been discovered, as have buried soils, building rubble, stone drains 
dating from the 17th-19th centuries and also a possible hollow-way of uncertain date. 

5.2 AIMS AND OBJECTIVES 

5.2.1 The purpose of the archaeological field evaluation was to determine the nature, extent, 
depth and condition of archaeological remains buried beneath made ground within the 
southern half of the Friary Field development area. 

5.2.2 As has been mentioned in the preceding chapters, substantial structures relating to the 
main friary complex are not antidpated. However, tt was thought likely that other 
features relating to the disposition and economy of the medieval friary may have been 
preserved. To this end, a series of trenches were located within Friary Field, the tennis 
court and the grounds of the doctors' surgery, to intersed features identified from the 
geophysical survey and investigate unsurveyed or geophysically blank areas. The 
positions of these frenches were agreed in consultation with the North Yorkshire 
County Archaeologist. 

5.3 MONITORING OF GEOLOGICAL TEST PITTING 

5.3.1 Prior to the commencement of the trial frenching, a series of geological test pits were 
excavated in series through Friary Field by contradors of Exploration Assodates over a 
period of two days. These test pits were monrtored by an archaeologist for two 
reasons: 

• to record any archaeological features encountered during the excavation 
• to gather data on the depths below ground level of the make-up layers, 

archaeological horizons and subsoil around the stte prior to the positioning of 
archaeological trial frenches. 

5.3.2 A total of 11 test ptts were excavated and dired monitoring of 9 was possible. The 
positions of these are shown on Figure 14. The excavation was carried out using a 
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JCB 3CX utilising a Im wide toothed bucket under the supervision of Mr. Simon 
Hunter of Exploration Assodates. Excavation was to continue to a maximum depth of 
4m but this was to prove repeatedly impossible due to the nature of the drift geology. 
The depths from surface of different soil sfrata were recorded in each french and later 
related to the level of the ground surface measured at that point. Detailed descriptions 
were made of the different soils encountered and record photographs taken of useful 
examples. 

5.3.3 The results of the geological test pitting are tabulated in Appendix III but the overall 
conclusions are as follows: 

• All anthropogenic deposits have been removed from the northern part of Friary 
Field as the topsoil was found to immediately overly 'natural' subsoil in test-pits (TP) 
1-5 and 7. 

• The southern half of the stte contains increasingly thick deposits of what is believed 
to be a redeposited subsoil makeup layer, seen in TP 6 and 8-11. 

• A dark, organic soil layer is present beneath the makeup deposits in TP 6-9 and 11. 
This layer may represent the buried topsoil of the field as tt existed before the early 
20th century landscaping. It is likely that archaeological deposits survive beneath this 
layer, akhough none were encountered. 

• TPIO coindded wtth the position of a geophysical anomaly (f7). A layer of tarmac 
on a gravel bedding, c.30mm thick, was noted from immediately below the topsoil 
and tt is considered most probable that this was the source of the anomaly. 

5.3.4 The test pits were backftlled as soon as they had been recorded. Their positions were 
marked on the ground and later surveyed using an elecfronic total station. 

5.4 METHODOLOGY 

5.4.1 Six frenches, A-F, were excavated using JCB SiteMaster 3CX fitted with a 1.5m wide 
toothless bucket. Where the depth of excavation exceeded 1.2m the frenches were 
terraced by one bucket width on etther side, and a depth no greater than 1.2m. (Two 
further sondages. Trenches G and H, were excavated by hand.) Machining was 
constantly monttored and when archaeological levels were identified, these were 
cleaned and excavated by hand, photographed, planned and one section drawn. 
These drawings are shown in Figures 15-20. Planning nails were left in place and 
located using a Sokkia SET5A eledronic total station prior to backfilling. The locations 
of the frenches are shown in Figure 14. 

5.4.2 Trench A was the only french not located to test geophysical anomalies, although 
nearby TP6 and TP9 had demonsfrated the presence of a possible buried soil. This 
NW-SE oriented trench was located to test a geophysically 'quiet' part of the site for 
deep or geophysically unresponsive archaeological features. 
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5.4.3 Trenches B, C and D were positioned in relation to anomalies identified in the 
geophysical survey (see Part 2). Trench B, oriented N-S, interseded two features, a 
possible wall (fl) and ditch(f2), and was intended to provide a profile across the point 
at which the field had been cut away to, and backfilled from, as part of the 
landscaping work. Trench C was positioned NE-SW across the boundary between 
features f4 and f5, identified in the geophysics, a suspeded landfill and dttch/interface. 
Trench D was located to test for the presence of the 'T*-shaped walling (feature f8) and 
was orientated NNE-SSW. 

5.4.4 Trenches E and F were placed within the tennis court, an unsurveyed area. Trench E 
was oriented NNE-SSW at the westem side of the court. Trench F perpendicular to 
this at the eastem side. It was considered that with this arrangement, any larger 
features passing through the area would be interseded by one of the frenches, 
whatever tts orientation. Logistical considerations also intervened in the excavation of 
these two frenches as tt was necessary to consfrud a large earthen ramp in order to 
gain machine access over the 2m drop from Friary Field to the tennis court. 

5.4.5 The final two trenches, G and H, were placed in the rear lawn and front rose-garden, 
respedively, of the dodors surgery. The aim of these sondages was to evaluate the 
potential for medieval remains along the side of Queens Road, in an area jaerf where tt 
was not possible to use jef a machine. 

5.4.6 All spoil heaps were monitored for stray finds wtth the help of Mr. John Alderson of 
the Dunh^lme Metal Detecting Club. 

5.5 RESULTS 

5.5.1 TRENCH A (Figure 15) 

5.5.1.1 Trench A measured 24m in length and between 4.5m and 5m across. The maximum 
depth of excavation was 2.4m, necessttating the stepping of the sides of the french to 
a depth of up to 1.2m. Dttedly beneath the modern topsoil [1] (average 0.12m thick) 
lies a deep (average 1.4m thick) layer of mixed deposits [2] and [3] believed be a 
combination of redepostted subsoil, topsoil and refuse from the early 20th century 
landscaping of the stte. Several discrete lenses identified as tipping layers were 
observed in this depostt. Context [3] would appear to be the primary tipping layer. 

5.5.1.2 The redeposited overburden seals a very dark brownish-grey layer of firm sandy sik 
containing inclusions of less than 1% charcoal flecks and c. 1% subangular yellow 
sandstone c.l5mm in diameter [4]. This context, averaging a thickness of c.O.lm, has 
been interpreted as the pre-landscaping topsoil of Friary Field. 5 fragments of clay pipe 
stem, 1 sherd of glazed redware and three sherds of whtte glazed earthenware were 
recovered from this context which, along with the highly organic appearance of the 
depostt, would seem to confirm the dating of the layer to the later 19th century. 
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5.5.1.3 3m from the western end of the french a stone drain was encountered[8], lying diredly 
below the buried topsoil, cut [6] linearly into layer [5] and covered with a compad 
dark brownish-grey sandy sik, [7], containing occasional flecks of coal and c.1% 
rounded stones of below 70mm diameter. The drain, oriented NE-SW, consisted of a 
row of roughly flat, unshaped stones up to 0.5m across and 0.05m thick, edged on 
etther side by a line of smaller, amorphous angular rubble. Although no finds were 
recovered and the morphology of the drain is not attributable to a particular period, 
the position of the feature diredly below the buried topsoil and the appearance of the 
backfill [7] being similar to that of the topsoil would not seem to suggest a date for the 
drain earlier than 'later post-medieval'. A similar drain found in Trench C, dated to the 
18th century would seem to confirm this hypothesis. 

5.5.1.4 Diredly below the buried topsoil, a layer of sticky, dark greyish-brown sandy clay 
containing inclusions of c.2 % rounded stones of diameter under 80mm and occasional 
flecks of degraded charcoal and possibly fired clay was discovered. This layer was 
assigned context numbers of [5], [12] and [19] west to east along the french. To the 
west, in context [5], inclusions of c.1% subangular yellow sandstone of less than 
10mm in diameter were noted. These deposits would appear to comprise a single 
buried soil layer, broken when abutting features [18] and [10]/[11] but resulting from 
the same formation processes. 

5.5.1.5 Beneath [5] in the west of Trench A a firm sandy clay [9], mottled dark brown/dark 
greyish brown/greenish grey, was uncovered. Inclusions of c.20% rounded and 
subangular stones less than 90mm diameter and c.1% small rounded flecks of possibly 
degraded charcoal were contained in the matrix. No finds were recovered from this 
context and its full extent̂  wcis not determined. 

5.5.1.6 Context [5] abuts and context [9] underlies, context [10]: a firm clayey sand, mottled 
reddish brown/mid grey/mid brown containing c.5% angular and subangular yellow 
sandstone up to 150mm in diameter. The deposit had an even, partially tton-panned 
top, with a sttaight, 45° sloped east side and very irregular west side, together forming 
a small bank. Much of the iron deposition on the top is tubular, suggesting that tt 
formed around roots. The eastern side of the 'bank' was abutted by [11], a friable mid 
brown clayey sand containing 5% rounded cobbles less than 200mm in diameter. The 
upper and eastem interface was covered by the same thin layer of tton pan as covered 
[10] and the depostt extended no higher in section than the top of [10]. Context [11] 
is cut sharply away (80°) on the eastern side by [14], the base of which was not 
reached, but rises again 2.2m further east to cut into [16]. Depostt [14] is partially 
filled by [12] and less than this [15] a firm, mid grayish brown, sandy clay containing 
c.2% rounded stones under 50mm in diameter, rare flecks of charcoal and red, 
possibly fired, clay. The upper interface of [15] contained a dispersed layer of rounded 
stones up to 240mm in diameter arranged in rough lines oriented north-south. 

5.5.1.7 Context [18] comprised a firm clayey sand, very similar to [10] in all aspects. This 
depostt apparenfly formed an earthen bank orientated N-S, up to 4.5m wide, wtth flat 
top and sides sloping at c.70°. The top of the depostt was particularly iron panned, 
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with panned root tubes extending down into the 'bank'. Reddish-brown mottling of the 
bank matrix was probably due to incomplete panning. To the west the 'bank' was 
abutted by a depostt [16] of firm sandy clay, mottled light grey/mid brown and 
containing c.2% angular stones up to 50mm in diameter and rare flecks of charcoal 
and red, possibly bumt, clay. To the east of the bank an identical depostt [20] was 
identified. It is unclear as to whether this depostt abutted the 'bank', was sealed by tt or 
indeed formed part of the lower hatf of tt. The sole find recovered from context [20] 
was a highly corticated stiruck flint flake. Akhough possibly residual, this artefad does 
suggest an early date for [20] and therefore probably [18] and [16] also. 

5.5.1.8 Contexts [16] and [18] both lie on [17], a fairly friable, mid yellowish brown clayey 
sand, containing c.25% rounded and subangular sandstone less than 50mm in 
diameter. This layer appeared to constitute the natural subsoil for this french. 

5.5.1.9 A silver penny was discovered, unsfratified, in the spoil heap. With the help of Mr. 
Doug Austin, a local coin colledor, the corroded penny was identified as one of Henry 
IV, V or VI providing a date probably wtthin the 15th century. 

5.5.2 TRENCH B (Figure 16) 

5.5.2.1 Trench B was 30m long and an average of 1.7m wide. Only 8.5m of the south-east 
end was excavated to a depth that required stepping of the sides. The french was 
located so as to intersed the point at which the hillside was levelled during the 
landscaping of the field. Diredly below the modern topsoil [33] (similar to [1]) a series 
of different contexts were revealed running NW-SE demonsfrating a degree of 
horizontal sfratigraphy. Furthest northwest was a c.50mm thick layer of subangular 
stones c.50mm in diameter within a firm greyish black matrix [34]. This layer 
continued for 8.6m from the NW end of the french, sealing context [35] which in tum 
continued to the SE below context [33]. 

5.5.2.2 Depostt [35] was a firm mid-brown silty loam containing 20% sandstone pieces, 10% 
lenses of clay and 20% charcoal inclusions. This layer was evident throughout the 
length of french B, lying diredly above the natural subsoil [62] a firm mid yellow-
brown sandy clay with 1% large (< 150mm) angular sandstone and 5% small 
(<20mm) angular sandstone inclusions. One sherd of coarse gritted pottery, 8 sherds 
of buff ware including a jar rim fragment of the Tees Valley fradition, a rim sherd of 
the Tees Valley 'bifid' type, one hard Tees Valley A body sherd, 1 sherd of orange 
buff ware and 9 sherds of early iron rich gritty ware including a handle fragment were 
recovered from this context, providing a date spanning the 12th-14th centuries. 

5.5.2.3 A layer [37] identical to the buried topsoil [4] of Trench A, was encountered 11.5m 
from the NW end of the french and continued for the subsequent length, varying 
between 0.1m and 0.4m thick. The fruncation of the buried topsoil towards the middle 
of the french identified this point as the demarcation between the levelled and filled 
areas of the field, from the landscaping of the field. The buried topsoil horizon sealed 
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layer [35] and was in turn sealed after the fruncation level by layer [36], a tipped 
landfill similar to context [2] in Trench A. 

5.5.2.4 A 1.2m wide wall [42] of well-dressed sandstone blocks wtth a clay bonded rubble core 
running NE-SW was identified cut [41] into the subsoil [62]. Only one course of the 
wall survived, buik over a substantial foundation. Layer [35] abutted the foundation 
cut [41] and would thus seem to be sttatigraphically later than the wall. However, both 
the wall and [35] have been truncated, presumably by the landscaping event The SE 
side of the wall was well faced whereas the NW side was rough and within the 
foundation fill. A sherd of pink buff ware with ttaces of glaze and a sherd of early iron 
rich gritty ware were found in the matrix of [42]. These would indicate a date of 
between the 13th-14th centuries for the construdion of the wall. 

5.5.2.5 A dttch was identified, c.2m wide and 0.8m deep oriented NE-SW, cut [63] into the 
subsoil [62] c.l2m from the SE end of the french. A firm/sticky grey sik [38] c.0.2m 
thick was identified as the primary fill at the base of the ditch. Above this, layer [35] 
both filled and sealed the dttch, making this dttch the earliest feature in Trench B. A 
drain consfruded of sandstone pieces c.0.35m wide and c.O.lm thick was cut [39] in 
a "U-shaped" profile through [35] and into [38]. Akhough no dating evidence was 
recovered from this feature, tt lies dttedly below the buried topsoil, similar to the drain 
[8] in Trench A, and is therefore not considered to be of great age. The situation of 
the drain, cut into the fill of an earlier ditch may not be a coinddence and may have 
been due to an identification of this feature as an area of good drainage. 

5.5.3 TRENCH C (Figure 17) 

5.5.3.1 Trench C was excavated to a depth of 2.4m and was therefore stepped down 1.2m 
on each side, and due to the unstable nature of some of the deposits the northern end 
was sloped. As a resuk of this, although the french measured some 10m x 4.7m at the 
surface, the revealed area at the base was 6.7m x c. 1.7m. 

5.5.3.2 As in Trenches A and B, the modern topsoil [24] covered a thick series of landfill 
deposits [25]. This context amalgamated up to ten separate sloping lenses of 
redepostted subsoil, soils, rubble, ash and rubbish, becoming sequentially 
sfratigraphically later from north to south. Akhough all of apparently recent date, the 
insertion of a ceramic land drain within the sequence may suggest that the dumping 
took place over an extended period of time. 

5.5.3.3 Immediately beneath the dumped layers, but distind from them was a layer of soil [26] 
identical to the buried topsoil [4] and [37] of frenches A and B. Cut from diredly 
below this layer through [30], [31] and [32] was an east-west oriented land drain [28] 
in a "U-shaped" cut [27] 0.4m wide and 0.44m deep. The drain itsetf consisted of 
loosely packed sandstone mbble and a line of red ceramic tile at the base which may 
have been horseshoe drain or pan-tile fragments, akhough due to machine damage 
this is unclear. 
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5.5.3.4 Layer [30], a friable very dark greyish-brown slightly sandy sik containing inclusions of 
c.2% subangular stones <40mm in diameter and occasional charcoal flecks, lay sealed 
by [26] throughout much of the french. The finds, including 3 fragments of clay pipe 
stem, a sherd of reduced greenware, a sherd of English redware, 3 sherds of other 
post-medieval buff green glazed wares, a piece of thin (1mm) clear glass, plaster and 
18 fragments of animal bone, point to a 17th-18th century date for the context. The 
excavator pointed out that this depostt was very similar to urban garden soils that he 
had previously excavated. Juxtaposed between [26] and [30] in the south of the 
french was [29], a depostt of similar matrix to [30] but containing c.10% flat angular 
or subangular stones less than dimensions 280x120x32mm. At least one of these was 
faced along one edge. Two pipe stems of possibly 18th century date were found in this 
context. The layer would appear to be a post-medieval dump of stone roofing flags 
depostted at the end of the formation of [30]. 

5.5.3.5 A stone drain [21] was uncovered, cut [22] into layer [30]. The drain consisted of a 
linear arrangement of mostly angular stone rubble and three large flat capping slabs, 
within a fill [23] similar to context [30] but containing occasional lenses of redepostted 
subsoil. The drain measured over 2.9m in length, 0.6m in width and greater than 
0.15m in depth. Because of the similarity of fill [23] to [30], the cut [22] and fill could 
only be identified for 0.7m on the northeast side, k is unclear as to whether the drain 
was also cut through context [29]. However the colledion of ceramic found within the 
fill of the drain (see Appendix IV) suggests a date within the 18th century for its 
consfruction. 

5.5.3.6 The deepest deposit in Trench C was layer [31], a sticky mottled light grey/mid 
yellowish-brown slightiy sandy clay. Inclusions of c.1% charcoal flecks and small, very 
weathered charcoal pieces less than 8mm in diameter were noted, together with 
occasional flecks of red burnt clay. This apparently anthropogenic soil was highly 
leached and the upper boundary with [30] rather diffuse. The lower interface diredly 
overlay the natural subsoil [32]. 

5.5.3.7 The firm mid yellowish-brown sandy clay [32] is the same natural subsoil seen in 
Trench B. A roughly flat, subdrcular piece of sandstone, c.300mm diameter and 
150mm thick was recovered unsttatified from the spoil. The stone appeared to be 
worked, though broken and heavily abraded. The shape may suggest a small column 
base or capttal with some chamfering and cornice work. 

5.5.4 TRENCH D 

5.5.4.1 Trench D, dimensions 10m x 1.5m, was excavated through the similar layers of landfill 
as encountered in Trenches A-C until the buried topsoil was identified. Due to the 
depth of this layer, between 2.72m and 2.9m below ground level, tt was considered 
unsafe to continue deeper and impradical within the limits of this exercise to make the 
trench safe for staff to work at this depth. The groundworks for the proposed car park 
in this area of the stte are unlikely to infrude below the landfill and thus any 
archaeological deposits will be preserved. Levels were taken and the french 
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immediately backfilled. Modern ground level was at 136.45m and 136.24m AOD 
north-south, the interface to the buried topsoil was at 133.73m and 133.34m AOD 
north-south. 

5.5.5 TRENCH E (Figure 18) 

5.5.5.1 Trench E, measuring 8m x c.l.6m, was cut through the tarmac of the tennis court. 
This tarmac and its limestone hardcore bedding were the uppermost two layers 
standing on a thick layer [52] of mixed lenses of soil, rubble, ash, rubbish and notably, 
a sink! This layer was similar to [25] in Trench C in that tt appeared to be a relatively 
modern rubbish dump, probably from the Boarding House. The inclusion of disposable 
batteries and plastic debris would indicate a date of the second hatf of the 20th century 
for the dumping. It remains unclear whether this was a pre-existing rubbish tip, or 
refuse moved here specifically to level up the area of the tennis court. 

5.5.5.2 Below the dump was [53], a sticky dark greyish-brown layer of slightly sandy sik c. 
0.15m thick, containing inclusions of c.5% angular and rounded stones less than 
50mm in diameter. The appearance and smell of this layer would suggest tt to be 
buried a topsoil horizon not unlike those identified in Trenches A-D. 

5.5.5.3 A linear feature was identified at the southern end of the french, beneath [53] and cut 
into [60]. The cut [58] was oriented east-west with a shallow 'U' profile measuring 
over 1.65m in length, 0.8m in width and approximately 0.35m in depth. The fill of 
this feature [59] was a pungent, damp and sticky dark greyish brown slightiy sandy sik 
containing c.20% subangular stones up to 170mm diameter and c.1% flecks of 
mortar, charcoal and roots. Two fragments of pan-tile and a sherd of later glazed 
redware of the 18th-19th century were recovered. This context had a similarity in 
condition and smell to the buried topsoil [53]. 

5.5.5.4 Context [60] was a firm sandy clay, varying from mid to dark brown. The depostt 
formed a mafrix around a spread of stone rubble formed from angular/subangular 
stone up to 280mm in diameter, rounded stones up to 100mm in diameter, occasional 
lenses of mortar lumps and flecks, and one small group of five subangular stones 
mortared together. Other than the fad that the larger stones tended to lie towards the 
eastern side of the trench, no patterning could be deteded in this rubble of apparently 
sfrudural origin. 

5.5.5.5 A post-hole was discovered cut through [60]. The cut of the hole [54] was sub-drcular 
in plan with a flat base and near vertical sides, measuring 0.37m north-south, 0.3m 
east-west and 0.3m in depth. This was filled by a wet, dark greyish brown siky clay 
containing c.30% stones of less than 80mm in diameter, including an apparent roofing 
flag fragment, all concenfrated towards the north of the depostt, presumably as post 
packing. Towards the south of the depostt were fragments of well preserved bark. The 
packing and bark would seem to indicate a post of c. 150mm minimum diameter. The 
pottery recovered from this context included one sherd of unglazed orange buff ware, 
one sherd of slip coated later glazed redware, one porcelain rim sherd and a sherd of 
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creamware. This assemblage would indicate an 18th or early 19th century provenance 
for the post-hole. A sub-drcular cut [56], dug through the top of [55] measured 
0.75m north-south, 0.7m east-west and 0.3m in depth and was filled with a sticky 
dark brownish-grey silty clay containing c.10% subangular stones less than 150mm in 
diameter, not unlike the buried topsoil [53]. This feature would appear to represent a 
re-cut of the post-hole for removal of the post. 

5.5.5.6 A further layer [61] was observed below [60] in the sides of the post-hole. This was a 
damp and sticky grey mottled, mid brown, slightly sandy clay containing c.10% 
subangular stones less than 20mm in diameter. Uttle else can be determined about the 
context as tt was not excavated. However tt did not appear to be the natural sub soil 
and had some similarities to buried soil horizons such as [31] in Trench C. 

5.5.6 TRENCH F (Figure 19) 

5.5.6.1 Trench F was cut through the tennis court perpendicular to Trench E and measured 
c.10.5 X c. 1.6m. As in Trench E the uppermost two layers were tarmac followed by 
limestone hardcore. Immediately below the hardcore bedding was a 0.35m thick, 
loose, dark greyish-brown layer of sandy clay [43] containing up to 30% each of ash 
and slag and 20% pebbles/gravel of c.30mm in diameter. It was noted that the ash 
and slag tended to be higher in the layer than the majority of the gravel. It appears 
likely that this layer is relatively modern, depostted to level up the floor of the tennis 
court. 

5.5.6.2 The next sttatigraphical untt was [44], a very compad mid yellowish-brown silty clay, 
very similar in appearance to [2] and [36] and containing inclusions of 5% stone 
c. 200mm in diameter, 10% stone c.50mm in diameter, occasional flecks of charcoal 
and ceramic building material. At least one darker brown tipping lens was noted in the 
section. It is believed that this depostt was yet another example of the landfill covering 
much of the stte. Three wooden posts were identified in the layer. These had 
undergone virtually no decay and are believed to be relatively modern as is all of this 
context. This landfill depostt sealed context [45] which in all aspeds appeared to be 
the same buried topsoil as [4], [37], [26] and [53]. 

5.5.6.3 Layer [46], sealed by [45] was a friable, dark reddish-brown sandy clay containing 
10% stone pieces c. 150mm in diameter, 20% decayed/crushed mortar less than 
10mm in diameter, 30% decayed/crushed sandstone and considerable flecking of iron 
oxide. This depostt may be identified as a layer of building debris, perhaps redeposited 
from elsewhere, but significant considering the nearby rubble layer [60] in Trench E 
which was similarly sealed by the buried topsoil. A lead musket ball discovered in [46] 
suggests a post-medieval date for this depostt. However, a single sherd of buff ware 
everted jar rim of the 13th-14th century was also recovered. It is possible that the 
sherd could be residual - cast up from a lower layer, or that the musket ball could be 
infrusive from above and therefore the dating of this depostt must remain tenuous. A 
decorated copper alloy fitting possibly from a bek or box, a piece of possible window 
lead and a cockle shell were also recovered from this depostt. 
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5.5.6.4 Two deposits were sealed by [46]. Context [48] was the iron panned upper interface 
of [49], a soft-friable, light greyish brown siky clay containing 10% charcoal flecks, 5% 
stone up to 40mm in diameter and occasional iron oxide flecks. [48] would appear to 
have formed on [49] after fruncation by [51], a cut of angle 25°-45° on the east side, 
flat at the base and continuing into the section to the west. Filling this cut was [47] a 
soft-friable mid greyish brown clayey sik containing 5% stone up to 50mm diameter, 
20% pea grits, 5% charcoal flecks and occasional flecks of tton oxide. The matrix was 
similar to context [35] in Trench B. It is unclear as to whether the 'feature' [47]/[51] is 
a north-south oriented ditch cut into [49] or another entity entirely. 

5.5.6.5 Below layer [49] and cut [51] was a depostt of soft/pliable light yellowish grey silty 
clay wtth inclusions of 20% sandstone grit less than 30mm in diameter and 20% stone 
less than 40mm in diameter. This layer was believed to be natural subsoil. 

5.5.7 TRENCH G (Figure 20) 

5.5.7.1 The sondage. Trench G, measured c. 1.2m on each side and was excavated to a 
maximum depth of 1.1m. Only two deposits were encountered. The modem topsoil of 
the surgery garden [67] was 0.28m thick and contained a number of empty vials, 
possibly for morphine. Beneath this lay a mixed depostt of mid brown sandy clays [68] 
of thickness greater than 0.82m - the base was not reached. This would appear to be a 
similar redepostted landfill layer to [44] in the nearby Trench F. A sherd of buff ware 
and a sherd of possibly Tees Valley B ware, glazed yellow wtth green sbipes were 
recovered. Although of the late 13th century, these sherds are certainly redepostted. 

5.5.8 TRENCH H (Figure 20) 

5.5.8.1 Trench H was c.0.9m wide x c.l.2m long x 0.73m deep. The topsoil of the rose 
garden [64] was a loose dark grey-brown loam, sealing context [65], a matrix of soil 
containing considerable amounts of mortar, brick and stone fragments of varied size. 
This layer is believed to relate to the construdion of the surgery building and the 3 
sherds of glazed redware, 2 pieces of pan-tile and glass bottle base discovered here 
would suggest a 19th century date at the earliest. The lowest layer was a 'brown' soil 
[66] containing over 30% sub-angular stones 100-300mm in diameter. A penny of 
George III was discovered in this depostt, providing a terminus post quem of AD1806 
for the upper interface of the rubble. Excavation was discontinued at this point. 
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5.6 DISCUSSION 

5.6.1 TRENCH A 

5.6.1.1 Excavation of Trench A allowed the identification of the buried topsoil layer that was to 
prove ubiquttous over the southern hatf of the stte. The depostt had a sttong odour 
and was of a very dark, humic appearance, suggesting perhaps that the process of 
decay was not much advanced and that the layer was sealed, by the landfill layers, 
qutte rapidly. 

5.6.1.2 The two most notable features of this french were the patt of parallel banks. The 
function of these is uncertain, akhough the identification of root tubes on the tops of 
both features may indicate the planting of hedges atop the banks. These could then ad 
as field boundaries. The twin nature of the banks may suggest a further interpretation. 
The cut [14] and depostt [15] could be explained as a phase of a hollow way following 
the westem bank [10], the rough lines of cobbles [13] perhaps a poor attempt at 

•̂ gTAL '̂̂ &aettling. Depostt [11] may then be an attempt to revet or build up the east side of the 
bank prior to that phase. Unfortunately no dating evidence was recovered from any of 
these contexts. It is apparent however that the banks were visible over a long period of 
time as they are assodated with the deepest deposits and thett tops are covered only 
by the 19th century buried topsoil. 

5.6.1.3 There are two main anthropogenic soil horizons which may be grouped by similar 
contexts [5]/[12]/[19] and [9]/[16]/[20]. The basal layer, [9]/[16]/[20], contained 
the single sfruck flint. Akhough this does not provide secure dating, the leached 
appearance of the soil and the degraded nature of the charcoal within tt would suggest 
a relatively early date. It is possible that this is a colluvial depostt settling because of a 
break of slope on the hillside. This layer is sealed by [5]/[12]/[19], again with no 
dateable finds. The position of this layer diredly below the buried topsoil and the 
characteristics of the matrix have many parallels with the soil horizon of medieval date 
within Trench B. Because of this tt is considered reasonable as a working hypothesis to 
date [5]/[12]/[19] also to the medieval period. 

5.6.1.4 The existence of the post-medieval land drain in the west of Trench A informs us that 
this field was still being adively utilised during that period, rather than left derelid. 

5.6.2 TRENCH B 

5.6.2.1 The longest french on the stte. Trench B, proved in many ways the most useful. The 
section of this french provided a profile of the land surface that had been buried 
C.AD1900, sloping up for c. 18.5m from the south to the point where the hillside was 
cut away. This fad can thus be used to confirm the identification of the buried topsoil 
in the other frenches. 
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5.6.2.2 The substantial wall foundation found in the french dttedly corroborates the 
interpretation of the geophysical survey and tt is therefore possible to assert that the 
wall is still in-situ for at least a further c.23m to the west and c.43m to the east. 
Although only the southem face of the wall was consfruded of dressed stone tt is not 
believed that only that side of the entire wall was faced, but that the wall would have 
been buik a further course of dressed stone lower to the south as tt would have been 
slightly downhill when one takes into account the original slope. The 13th-14th century 
date of the pottery found within the matrix of the wall would suggest that tt was buik at 
an early phase in the life of the Friary, which only began in AD1258. It may, however 
have continued in use for several centuries. Jackson's map of AD1773 shows a 
boundary running through the field on approximately the same line as the wall. This 
boundary is also shown turning to the south-east in approximately the same position as 
the geophysical anomaly 

5.6.2.3 The wall cut through a layer of what may be considered cultivation or 'garden' soils 
[35]. Akhough the wall and soil are ttuncated we can suggest that the garden soil 
continued to build up after the installation of the wall. The soil on the south side abuts 
a faced stone layer of the wall rather than simply the foundation cut as tt would have tf 
the wall had been inserted after the end of soil formation. The dating of finds within 
the soil layer spans the 12th-14th century, suggesting that the area was cultivated from 
the early days of the Friary, tf not before. 

5.6.2.4 A dttch found south of the wall may also corroborate the results of the geophysical 
survey. However tt is possible that the resitivity anomaly (f2) was caused by the drain, 
which in Trench B was cut into the dttch fill. If the former is frue then there is evidence 
of the dttch mnning parallel to the wall for a length of between 38-55m. The ditch 
ttsetf appears to have been cut prior to the formation of the garden soil which forms a 
secondary fill. Unfortunately no finds were recovered from the primary dttch fill to 
allow dating of this event. It is a possibiltty that the ditch was cut into the soil layer at 
an early stage in its formation and that cut has been obscured by soil turbation caused 
by ploughing and planting of the field. 

5.6.3 TRENCH C 

5.6.3.1 It has been noted that the make-up layers in this french and indeed in Trench E 
include large amounts of relatively modern rubbish. The area may have served as a 
rubbish dump for the nearby Richmond School Boarding House, throughout this 
century. Considering the results of the geophysical survey in this area and the apparent 
succession of tipping layers north-south tt is not unreasonable to suggest that the 
landscaping of Friary Field stopped along a line around the northern limtt of Trench C 
and the remaining area between this line and the walls of the Friary grounds just to the 
south was left open spedfically for the purpose of refuse tipping, perhaps using the 
nearby gate as access. It should be noted that some of the tipping lenses in this french 
and Trench E were quite loose and friable and this should be taken into account when 
planning further work in these areas. 
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5.6.3.2 The Stone drain, roofing stone and garden soil towards the south of the french indicate 
a possible increase in adivity in the area around the 18th century, probably conneded 
wtth the habitation of nearby Friarage. 

5.6.3.3 The anthropogenic soil at the base of the french contained no diredly dateable finds 
but seems to have charaderistics in common with other soil horizons found at the base 
of Trenches A, E and F and the possibility exists that these could be of great age. 

5.6.4 TRENCH D 

5.6.4.1 Akhough tt was not possible to fully excavate this french, data was obtained on the 
depth to the buried topsoil in this area of the stte. It also seems likely that the 
geophysical anomaly interseded by the trench was caused by tipping lenses. 

5.6.5 TRENCH E 

5.6.5.1 The recent rubbish tipping in this french is consistent with the hypothesis in the 
discussion of Trench C (para. 5.6.3.1). 

5.6.5.2 Two features in the french are datable to the 18th-19th century. The linear feature in 
the south of the trench is of unknown fundion but was probably an east-west oriented 
dttch. The contemporary post-hole to the north is similarly enigmatic as there were no 
assodated features. As wtth discoveries in Trench C tt can be assumed that these 
features were conneded to the explottation of the area by the occupants of the nearby 
Friarage. 

5.6.5.3 As wtth the features mentioned above, the layer of rubble in the base of the french 
raises more questions than tt answers. The shape of the stone and the mortaring 
observed suggests that these were strudural remains. Akhough the dump may 
continue into Trench F there was no dating evidence recovered from this trench and 
no means of identifying the provenance of the rubble. 

5.6.6 TRENCH F 

5.6.6.1 The layer of presumed building debris diredly below the buried topsoil may well be 
assodated with the mbble depostt in Trench E (para. 5.6.5.3), forming a large dump 
of material in this area. The dating evidence is tenuous and so tt is presumed that the 
depostt is later (post-medieval) rather than earlier. 

5.6.6.2 The layer of iron panning on the upper boundary of [49] together with the cutting 
away of that deposit to the west bears many similarities to the banks discovered in 
Trench A and indeed lay on the same general line and orientation to those. However, 
the limtted area of excavation does not allow us to eluddate as to whether [49] was 
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another bank abutted by soil formation to the west, or simply a layer cut by a dttch 
[51]/[47]. 

5.6.7 TRENCH G 

5.6.7.1 Trench G demonsfrated that the landfill/make-up layers continue below the back 
garden of the Dodors' Surgery. 

5.6.8 TRENCH H 

5.6.8.1 The mbble layer at the base of this sondage could represent a consfruction or 
desfruction phase of a previous road course, or earlier tenements on this stte. The coin 
discovered on top of that layer provides a date for the end of deposition of after the 
start of the 19th century. 

5.7 CONCLUSIONS 

5.7.1 An archaeological evaluation of the Friary Field development area was carried out 
between 28th July and 8th August 1997. A total of 8 frenches were excavated in the 
three areas under consideration: Friary Field, the Tennis Court and the Dodors' 
Surgery. 

5.7.2 Layers of landfill relating to the early 20th century landscaping of Friary Field were 
identified as was a buried topsoil beneath the landfill, consistent with the ground 
surface that preceded the landscaping. Figure 21 shows levels taken on the buried 
topsoil and the modem ground surface. 

5.7.3 The point of fruncation of the original ground surface by the landscaping was identified 
in Trench B. Using this information together with data from other frenches and the 
geological test pits a line delineating the extent of this fruncation can be inferred with a 
medial degree of confidence (Figure 21). 

5.7.4 Numerous archaeological depostts of the medieval and post-medieval periods have 
been discovered demonsfrating archaeological adivity in all areas studied. 

5.7.5 A well-made wall and a dttch of the medieval period have been found either side of 
the fruncation line. These are related to a thick layer of medieval cultivated soil that 
appears in Trenches A and B. Such features and depostts are thought to relate to the 
agricukural explottation of the 'Friary Closes' by the Grey Friars. 
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5.7.6 Features and deposits such as stone drains, garden soils, stone roofing slabs and a post 
hole, dating to the post-medieval period, spedfically the 18th century, attest to the 
continued utilisation of the area after the dissolution of the Friary. 

5.7.7 Several buried anthropogenic soil horizons possibly predating the medieval period have 
been discovered. However there is a paudty of dateable finds and only radiocarbon 
dating of recovered charcoal remains would shed any light on their age. 

5.7.8 The finds archive consists of: 
80 sherds of pottery 
4 pieces of glass 
1 silver coin 
2 copper coins 
I sfruck flint 
9 shells 
32 iron objeds 
9 lead objects 
27 copper alloy objects 
II fragments of animal bone 
1 piece of plaster 

These artefads are to be lodged with the Richmondshire Museum, full details are in 
Appendix IV. 

5.7.9 The evaluation has shown that archaeological remains relating to the Friary do exist 
within the development area as do other remains not of that period. Further work will 
be required in order to eluddate the extent of these remains and thett relationships 
with each other and the Friary prednd. 
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OVERALL CONCLUSIONS 

6.1 Three phases of an archaeological assessment concerning a proposed development at 
Friary Field, Queen's Road, Richmond, (a desk-based assessment, geophysical survey 
and archaeological evaluation) were carried out in July and August 1997. 

6.2 The desk-based assessment consuked documentary, cartographic etc. evidence relating 
to Friary Field concluding that features relating to the medieval Friary Closes or 
cultivated land may survive in the application area. 

6.3 The geophysical survey covered an area of 1.12ha of Friary Field. Anomalies 
representative of walls, ditches, landfill deposits and geological outaops were deteded. 

6.4 Trial frenching for the archaeological evaluation revealed a wall, dttch and cultivation 
soil from the medieval Friary Closes. Areas of post-medieval activity were identified 
towards the south of the development area and several features of unknown 
provenance (mbble dump, possible banked hollow way) were uncovered on the stte. 

6.5 Further work is recommended in advance of the construdion on the site, to preserve 
by record archaeological remains assodated with those already identified during the 
course of this assessment. 
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7 RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FURTHER WORK 

7.1 BURIED GROUND SURFACE 

7.1.1 The original hillside ground surface as tt was c.AD1900 is demarcated by the buried 
topsoil layer. The course of fruncation for this can be delineated by a hypothetical line 
drawn east-west across the site (see Figure 21) with reference to the geophysical 
survey, the section drawing of Trench B and the observations of depostts in the 
geological test pits. At least one archaeological feature, the medieval wall observed in 
Trench B [42] and identified in the geophysics (fl), survives just north of this line. 

7.1.2 Wtthin Friary Field the depth of the original ground surface varies from immediately 
below the topsoil in the north (136.96m AOD Trench B) to 1.75m below ground level 
in Trench C (133.99m AOD) and 2.9m below ground level in Trench D (133.34m 
AOD). In the tennis court, the landscaped made ground has been cut away to a 
certain extent. Even so the original ground surface is at between 1.25m and 1.55m 
(N-S) below modern ground level (132.35m - 132.04m AOD Trench E). No 
information was obtained on the depth of the buried topsoil within the curtilage of the 
Dodors' Surgery. However, landfill deposits encountered in Trench G suggest the 
interface will exist below these at a depth similar to that in the tennis court. An 
archaeological depostt was encountered east of the surgery in Trench H at a depth of 
0.68m below modern ground level (131.88m AOD). 

7.2 EFFECT OF GROUNDWORKS 

7.2.1 The foundation/rafting of the southern portion of footprint of the proposed 
supermarket building will certainly intrude below the base of the wall ([42], f l ) . The 
same area seems likely to intrude into the buried medieval soil layer [35] and may 
fruncate the medieval dttch ([63], f2) depending on the depth of groundworks. 

7.2.2 It is likely that the topsoil layer of the field will be stripped to a certain extent for laying 
of the car park. There is therefore a high probability of damage to the entire length of 
the wall remains (fl) which lie immediately below the modern topsoil. The same 
probability exists for any continuation of the banked features ([10] and [18]) 
encountered in Trench A. These are sealed by the buried topsoil and tt is expeded 
that, should they extend to the north, they will stand immediately below the modern 
topsoil in the area of the demarcation line mentioned above. 

7.2.3 The thick layer of made ground over much of the south of Friary Field should proted 
any archaeological deposits from intrusive groundworks. 

7.2.4 The proposed new roadway extending from Queens Road into Friary Field may 
constitute a significant threat to the archaeological resource, depending on the depth of 
groundworks and the angle of slope bringing the roadway up to the field. A line drawn 
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on the level of the buried ground surface between the southern end of Trench E and 
the northern end of Trench C demonsfrates a rise of 2.08m over a 35m distance. 
Archaeological features and buried soil horizons of archaeological interest have been 
identified in Trenches C, E and F, all within or adjacent to the path of the proposed 
roadway. 

7.2.5 Archaeological remains may survive between and beneath the wall foundations and 
any cellaring of the Dodors' Surgery. 

7.2.6 The southern part of the proposed new access from Queens Road and the proposed 
access road to the Friary are outside the area stipulated for field evaluation. It is 
considered that there is a high probability of archaeological remains surviving in these 
areas on the basis of the remains uncovered in the tennis court and the increased 
proximity to the Friary buildings. 

7.3 MITIGATION PROPOSALS (FIGURE 22) 

7.3.1 All excavation within the development boundary to be archaeologically monitored. 

7.3.2 The footprint of the southern portion of the proposed supermarket be stripped under 
archaeological supervision for full excavation and recording of the wall, ditch and any 
associated features. 

7.3.3 A second area be stripped under archaeological supervision for excavation over the 
corner of the wall further to the east. 

7.3.4 The entire topsoil stripping operation on the Friary Field to be monttored, with spedal 
reference to the area demarcating the fruncation of the buried ground surface, 
medieval wall etc. Time and funds for the full recording of features uncovered, such as 
lengths of the medieval wall, continuation of the banked features etc., should be 
accounted for. 

7.3.5 Archaeological monitoring of the demolition of the Doctors Surgery and Friary 
gateway. 

7.3.6 Umited excavation of the Dodors Surgery following the demolition of the building and 
creation of machine access. 

7.3.7 Archaeological monitoring of the excavation of the new roadway and demolition of 
tennis court, walls etc. 

7.3.8 Full area excavation of the tennis court area should the proposed roadway infrude into 
archaeological levels. 

7.3.9 Stripping of the path of the proposed access road to the Friary, under archaeological 
supervision, for full excavation and recording of any archaeological features. 
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7.3.10Areas of proposed free plantation should be assessed with regard to the depth of 
archaeology, depth of planting and expeded growth of free roots at each position 
Where necessary, archaeological monttoring of the excavation of free pits should take 
place. 

8 ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 

8.1 GeoQuest Assodates would like to thank Mr. N. Campling, North Yorkshtte County 
Archaeologist, for providing the projed brief and Mrs. Unda Smtth for access to the 
Sttes and Monuments Record. We would also like to acknowledge the information 
provided by the following consultees: Mrs. Shttley Thubron local archaeologist; Mrs. 
Jane Hatcher local historian; and Claire Adamson of Northern Archaeological 
Assodates. Mr. S Hunter of Exploration Assodates provided great assistance during the 
geological test pitting. Finds monitoring of the spoil heaps was undertaken by Mr. John 
Alderson of the Dunholme Metal Detecting Club The finds were kindly analysed by 
Jenny Vaughan and John Nolan, who produced the catalogue (Appendbc IV). 

CREDITS 

Desk-Based Assessment: 
Geophysical survey: 
Archaeological Evaluation: 
Graphics: 
Report: 
Date: 

C. Martinez 
R. Carter, D. Hale 
A. J. Butler, G. Speed, D. Robertson 
A. J. Butler, C. Martinez 
A. J. Butler 
15th September 1997 

Note: Whilst every effort has been taken in the preparation and submission of this report in order to 
provide as complete an assessment as possible within the terms of the brief, GeoQuest Associates cannot 
accept any responsibility for consequences arising as a result of unknown and undiscovered sites or 
artefacts. 



Friary Field, Richmond, North Yorkshire 36 

10 BIBLIOGRAPHY 

UNPUBLISHED WORKS: [housed at NYCC Heritage Unit] 

Adamson, C. H. 1997 Friary Gardens, Richmond: An Archaeological Watching Brief 
for Richmond District Council. Northern Archaeological Assodates No. 97/5 

Briden, C. [undated c. 1991-4] An unpublished desk-based assessment for the friary 
prednd in Richmond. 

Campling, N. 1992 Proof of Evidence for Appeal... North Yorkshire County Coundl 

Fawcett, F. 1992 Land at Quakers Lane, Queens Road, Richmond: A Preliminary 
Landscape Appraisal. Fawcett and Fawcett No. 01/89 

Hatcher, C. J. 1992 Proof of evidence on historical matters for Public Inquiry re: 
Retail Development starting 17 May 1994. 

Morton, D. M. 1992 Report Queen's Road, Richmond. Hammond Suddards 
Research ; Bradford 

NYCC 1991 Richmond Grey Friar's Garden: Proposed underground electricity supply, 
reference FG/DB/20/X (letter dated 17 July 1991) 

Richmondshtte Distrid Coundl 1996 Richmondshire Local Plan • Deposit Draft. RDC 
Planning Department 

Tempest, A. J. 1994 Queens Road Richmond North Yorkshire Section 78 Appeal 
(WSM/1579/1) Proof of Evidence. Woodhall; Leeds 

Thubron, S. 1986 Grey Friary, Richmond. 

PUBLISHED WORKS: 

Clarkson, 1821 The History of Richmond, Yorkshire. 

Department of the Environment 1973, Listed Bui/dings of Special Architectural or 
Historic Interest - Borough of Richmond, North Riding of Yorkshire Fourth List. 

Department of the Environment & Department of National Heritage 1994, PPG15 
Planning Policy Guidance: Planning and the Historic Environment. 

Fieldhouse, R. and Jennings, B. 1978 A History of Richmond and Swaledale. 
Phillimore and Co. Ltd. ; London and Chichester 



Friary Field, Richmond, North Yorkshire 37 

Goldthorp, L. M. 1936 'The Franciscans and Dominicans in Yorkshire' Yorkshire 
Archaeo/ogica/ Journal 32, 264-320 

Jennings, B. 1958 The Grey Friars of Richmond. Richmond Friary Seventh Centenary 
Celebrations 

Hatcher, C. J. 1991 'The Friary' The Richmond Reuieu; 14, 29-31 

Knowles, D. & Hadcock, R. N. 1971 Medieval Religious Houses of England and 
Wales. 

Morris, D. 1991 'Chattman's Report' The Richmond Reuiei^ 14, 3-6 

Page, W. (ed.) 1914 The Victoria County History of the County of York North Riding 
Volume I 

Perceval, C. S. 1882 'Notes on a selection of andent Charters, Letters, and other 
Documents ... of Sir John Lawson...' Archaeo/ogia 47, 179-204 

Wenham, L. P. 1958 The History of Richmond School. 



Friary Field, Richmond, North Yorkstiire 38 

LIST OF FIGURES 

Figure 1: Location of study area 

Figure 2: Speed 1610 

Figure 3: Hamian 1724 

Figure 4: Jackson 1773 

Figure 5: Bradley 1818 

Figure 6: Ttthe plan for Richmond 1840 

Figure 7: OS 1857 first edition 6" to 1 mile 

Figure 8: OS 1913 second edition 25" to 1 mile 

Figure 9: OS 1928 thttd edition 25" to 1 mile 

Figure 10: Location of geophysical survey 1:500 

Figure 11: Results of resistivity survey 1:500 

Figure 12: Geophysical Interpretation of survey results 1:500 

Figure 13: Archaeological Interpretation of survey results 1:500 

Figure 14: Location of tial frenches 1:50 

Figure 15: Trench A, plan and section 1:50 

Figure 16: Trench B, plan and section 1:50 

Figure 17: Trenches C and D, plan and sedion 1:50 

Figure 18: Trench E, plan and section 1:50 

Figure 19: Trench F, plan and section 1:50 

Figure 20: Trenches G and H, plan and section 1:50 

Figure 2 1 : Site plan detailing modern and buried ground levels 1:500 

Figure 22: Resource management plan 1:500 



RICHMOND 

50 100 150 200m 

FRIARY FIELD 
RICHMOND 

Desk-Based Assessment 
Location of Study Area 

a*8»«sm«nt by on beholt of 

G e o O u e s t K i l m a r t m 
S P a r t n e r s 

FIGURE I: LOCATION 



^yauit thatatetb imdtr rhe  
Aov and JcnJcth up mtg  
fhe Cafky^ ^ 

J^cat marhtt 
UK Triay 
trs Schtk 
JUrkt nuU 
^ulliru mill 

7t«^&Jkct 
Trthitv Chi^ 
ThedSureh 
H lames eha^. 

iaiyats Crene 
JiuJfrtS iSHr 
OrcntmM 
Tk Cafkll 
Ca/kSjtttJL 

FRIARY FIELD 
RICHMOND 

Desk-Based Assessment 
Speed 1610, 'Richmond' 

a8«*»«m*nt by on bthoK of 

GeoOuest IW^^t i n 
S Partners 

FIGURE 2: SPEED I6IC 



s a 
a • S B 3 ? - " ' ? ; ' " 

/.'>;,-

5 

nr.^.:.-'•.•S.':^^:s^*i4^.•?r:> ;i» 

4 
nr 
.I n j ; i f c r : ! ' * «iCvJ > 

re" 
- - ! 

FRIARY FIELD o**««*m«nt by on bthalf of 

RICHMOND Harman 1724 GeoOuest ^fJ^Srtm 
s Partners Desk-Based Assessment 

GeoOuest ^fJ^Srtm 
s Partners 

FIGURE 3: HARMAN 1724 



FRIARY FIELD o««(*«m«nt by on boholf of 

RICHMOND Jackson 1773 GeoQuest Peter 
K i lmar t in 

Desk-Based Assessment 
GeoQuest 

S Partners 

FIGURE 4: JACKSON 1773 



H rH C 

FRIARY FIELD 
RICHMOND 

Desk-Based Assessment 

Bradley 1818 
Plan of the Fiarage Estate 

a«*Msm«nt by 

GeoQuest 
on boholf of 

Peter Kilmartin S Partners 
FIGURE 5: BRADLEY 1818 



FRIARY FIELD 
RICHMOND 

Desk-Based Assessment 

Tithe Plan of 
Richmond 1840 

oas«*«m«nt by on behalf of 

GeoQuest Kilmartin S Partners 
FIGURE 6: TITHE PLAN 1840 
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FIGURE 7: O.S. 1857 
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FIGURE 8: O.S. 1913 
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