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By 
Trevor Pearson 

(1) INTRODUCTION 
Ihis report presents the results of fieldwork undertaken at Manor 

Farm, Osgodby, by the Scarborough Archaeological and Historical Society in 
Novanber and December 1990. With the kind permission of the site owners, 
Kebell Developments and the tenant farmer, Mr. M. Simpson, the Society 
examined an area of land outlined for development to the north and west of 
Manor Farm to determine the likely presence of archaeological remains (fig 
1). 

The name Osgodby is believed to be derived from the Old Norse meaning 
Asgaut's Farm suggesting that the origins of the village l i e in a Viking 
settlanent of the 9th or 10th centuries. At the height of i t s prosperity in 
the middle ages, Osgodby probably comprised 40 or 50 households making i t 
one of the largest villages in the area. The site of the manor house was at 
Hall Farm , now Ihe Bam Public House, v^iere the ranains of a medieval 
chantry chapel dedicated to St. Leonard were visible until recently. The 
site of the medieval village survived as prominent earthworks until the 
construction of a housing estate destroyed the area in the 1960s. The 
Scarborough Archaeological Society excavated at Osgodby between 1956 and 
1965 recording the remains of several medieval buildings before they were 
destroyed (Transactions of the Scarborough and District Archaeological 
Society, No.3 [1960], No.4 [1961], No.8 [1965] and No.11 [1968] ). Although 
the area at present under consideration, north and west of Manor Farm, was 
not included in the excavations, i t was noted that the fields contained 
several earthworks that were probably part of the medieval settlement. 
Although they have since been destroyed by ploughing and are no longer 
visible, the Society thought i t likely that the fields adjacent to Manor 
Farm might s t i l l contain significant archaeological ranains. The 
following programme of fieldwork was therefore undertaken to identify areas 
of possible archaeological interest. 

(2) FIELDWALKING 
On November 11th the Society fieldwalked two areas to the north and 

west of Manor Farm in a series of 12 transects, six in a field to the 
west of the farm and six in the field to the north (fig 2). A third field 
immediately to the west of Manor Farm was under pasture and therefore not 
exandned. Each transect was walked over once to collect artefacts brought 
to the surface by ploughing. These principally comprised pieces of pottery, 
bone, ironwork and f l i n t . Pottery was the largest category of artefact 
collected from the fields ranging in date from medieval to modem times. 
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Fig 1 Osgodby in 1938 showing earthworks ofthe medieval 
village and location of excavations 1956-65 

Hall Farm 

Fig 2 Fieldwork at Manor Farm, Nov-Dec 1990 
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r Ihe distribution of pottery across the fields was found to vary quite 
markedly. Transects one to five contained predominantly post-medieval 
pottery, and transects seven to twelve predominantly medieval. Although 
mostly post-medieval pottery was collected from transect six, a distinct 
concentration of medieval pottery was found towaixis i t s northem end. 
Closer examination showed this pottery was associated with large numbers of 
limestone roof t i l e s , two pieces of glazed pottery ridge t i l e and distinct 
areas of bumt clay and s o i l . It was decided to examine this part of 
transect six using a resistivity meter to investigate the existence of 
buried features. 
(3) GEOPHYSICAL SURVEY 

On December 1st an area 20m x 40m was examined using a Geoscan RM4 
resistivity meter with a DUO data logger kindly loaned by the Department 
of Archaeology, York University. By recording subtle changes in the 
resistance of the subsoil to the passage o£ an electrical current the 
instrunent is able to detect the presence of buried features. A plot of the 
results (fig 3) showed several areas of high resistance sigainst a 
background of low resistance. Although no archaeological features were 
obviously detected by the survey, i t i s notable that the concentration of 
medieval pottery and other artefacts in transect six broadly corresponds 
with the largest area of high resist:ance detected by the geophysical 
survey. 
(4) DISCUSSION 

Although the fieldwalk only examined 25% of the development site, i t 
nevertheless highlighted several areas of possible archaeological interest, 
most notably the land to the west of Manor Farm where over 130 sherds of 
medieval pottery were collected from transects 7-12. Most of the pottery 
was in good condition with fresh-looking breaks suggesting i t had only 
recently been brought to the surface by ploughing, indicating the likely 
existence of archaeological remains in this area. The earthworks once 
visible in the fields to the west of Manor Farm comprised several tracks, 
presumably dating from the medieval period and part of the deserted 
village. It seems likely from the results of the fieldwalking that they 
could well have been bordered by houses, the ranains of which are currently 
being disturbed by ploughing. 

Further north transects 1-4 encountered very l i t t l e medieval pottery, 
presumably indicating the absence of medieval occupation in this area. When 
s t i l l visible, the earthworks in this part of the field were described as 
fishponds and Mr. Simpson recollects a pond here being backfilled. 

Northwards from the the fishponds the ground rises quite steeply 
towards Park H i l l , a name possibly medieval in date and indicating an 
enclosure attached to the manor house, the site now occupied by the Bam 
Public House. Transects 5 and 6 examined the southem slope and smmit of 
Park H i l l and apart from a distinct concentration of pottery and limestone 
roof tiles in transect 6, there was no evidence of medieval occupation. The 
concentration of artefacts in transect 6 measured approximately 13 X 7 
metres and could well indicate the site of a medieval building. 



Deep ploughing had also brought areas of bumt clay to the surface showing 
that the remains are currently suffering some damage. The geophysical 
survey identified the approximate site of the building as an area of high 
resistance and located several adjacent areas of equally high readings that 
might also be related. It i s possible this building was part of the 
manorial complex in view of i t s proximity to the site of the manor house. 

(5) RECOMMENDATIONS 
Ihe Society's work at Manor Farm has established the need for a 

comprehensive survey of the development area. This w i l l enable measures to 
be taken during the development to preserve archaeological remains or to 
excavate those which cannot be preserved. The following programme of 
fieldwork is therefore recommended. 
Fieldwalking: 

Ihe work so far undertaken at Manor Farm has located several areas of 
archaeological importance. It is therefore imperative that the ranaining 
75% of the development site is fieldwalked to identify a l l the surface 
scatters of material which might indicate the presence of archaeological 
remains. 
Evaluation excavations and geophysical surveys: 

To investigate more fully the remains indicated by surface scatters of 
pottery i t is recommended that t r i a l excavations take place in each area 
where concentrations of pottery are identified, such as in transects 7-12. 
Prior to any excavation, a geophysical survey could be undertaken of each 
area to pinpoint the location of archaeological features. The remains in 
transect 6 are already reasonably well located and t r i a l excavations could 
take place here without the requirement for any further survey work. 
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