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SUMMARY

Headland Archaeology Ltd was commissioned by Derek Carter Associates to undertake an archaeological survey in connection with a programme of works in the Lodge Grounds, North Berwick.  This work was requested by the East Lothian Council Heritage Officer prior to the restoration of the Lodge Grounds. Monitoring of groundworks in the kirkyard was undertaken in accordance with Scheduled Monument Consent from Historic Scotland.

The archaeological survey comprised recording the southern boundary wall of St Andrew’s kirkyard and the entrance walls of a tunnel structure located to the east of the kirkyard.  Each wall was recorded by rectified photography supported by a short written description. A watching brief was carried out during the excavation of two foundation trenches along the kirkyard wall. No archaeological features were uncovered.
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Plates 1-3: the watching-brief
INTRODUCTION

Derek Carter Associates commissioned Headland Archaeology Ltd to undertake an archaeological survey of a range of structures within the curtilage of the Lodge Grounds, North Berwick, to satisfy a planning condition set by East Lothian Council.  The archaeological survey comprised recording by rectified photography the south wall of St Andrew’s kirkyard and the entrance walls of a tunnel structure to the east of the kirkyard, prior to the restoration of the walls. An additional watching brief was carried out during the excavation of two foundation trenches along the kirkyard wall.

The Lodge grounds are located within the medieval burgh of North Berwick and lie adjacent to St Andrew’s Kirk (Figure 1).  The restoration of these walls forms part of a larger restoration project for the Lodge grounds.  A method statement was produced prior to the undertaking of this survey and was based on a Project Outline prepared by East Lothian Council’s Heritage Officer. The monitoring work for the excavation of foundation trenches along the kirkyard wall was undertaken with Scheduled Monument Consent from Historic Scotland.

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

The North Berwick Lodge Grounds are the remains of an early Victorian parkland which was attached to the gardens of the 18th century lodge.  A complex of linked buildings located within the grounds include the late 18th century Lodge, an early/mid 18th century Wall Tower and a 18th century dovecot.  An undated stone tunnel running north-south leads into the Lodge grounds from the north.

St Andrew’s Kirk and burial ground lie immediately to the north-west of the Lodge Grounds.  The kirk is 17th century in date and was built to replace the earlier church at Anchor Green.  The kirk is a Scheduled Ancient Monument (SAM-10351) and a Listed Building (HB-38749).  The scheduled area extends up to and includes the boundary walls of the kirkyard. 

The programme of restoration includes the removal of vegetation, raking out and re-pointing along the course of the kirk’s boundary walls.  In addition, the southern boundary wall of the burial ground will be taken down to a solid base and re-built.  The entrance walls of the tunnel are also to be cleared, raked out and re-pointed.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY
Aims and objectives

The objectives of the archaeological programme of works were: -

· To record the upstanding historical remains forming the southern boundary wall of the kirkyard (points 8 – 12 on Figure 1) and the tunnel entrance walls (points 3 – 7 on Figure 1) by rectified photography, supported by a short written description.

· To archaeologically monitor any groundbreaking works associated with the refurbishment of the wall.

Methods

The survey utilised the general standards set out by the RCHME (1996) and English Heritage (2006) and the techniques and practice promoted by the AAIS (Andrews et al. 1995), Historic Scotland (Dallas 2003), English Heritage (2003) and the RCAHMS (2004). 

The rectified photography was undertaken using a Canon Powershot digital camera, tapes and line levels.  Additional photographs were taken with a 35 mm camera loaded with colour slide film.
The watching brief methodology was designed to provide information on any previously unrecorded features of archaeological interest in a relatively unobtrusive manner and consequently not involve major interruption to the work programme. The excavation of the foundation trenches was undertaken by a team of stonemasons under the direct supervision of an archaeologist. The deposit sequence of each trench was recorded following standard Headland procedures. Digital photographs were taken of the excavated trenches.

Results (Figures 2 - 4)
The kirkyard wall (Figure 2)
The north facing façade of the southern boundary wall of the kirkyard was recorded by rectified photography (points 8 – 12 on Figure 1).  The wall was of random rubble field stone construction, half coursed in places, with occasional dressed or half dressed stone.  Several phases of repair were identified within the wall.  Sections of the wall had been re-built and re-pointed with cement, which looked to be fairly recent, whilst other areas appeared to be of older repair and were re-pointed with a creamy grey mortar.  An earlier (original?) yellow mortar was identified in places throughout the wall’s length, within sections of the wall that appeared to be unaltered.  Patches of cement on the surface of sections of the rebuilding may indicate that parts of the wall were harled.

The wall was capped with coping stones constructed from field stones laid on edge.  In places the coping had fallen or been removed, presumably when sections of the wall was rebuilt.  A late 18th century memorial was inserted into the wall at the east end and a late 19th century memorial had been constructed immediately in front of the wall at the west.

Sections of the wall had completely collapsed, leaving only the footings of the structure upstanding.  Much of this collapse appeared to be fairly recent and may have been associated with the removal of the vegetation.  These areas were not rectified.

The tunnel entrance walls (Figures 3 & 4)
Four walls were recorded for the entrance to the tunnel.  These comprised two walls forming a passageway leading to the entrance of a stone vaulted tunnel (points 4-5 and 6-7 on Figure 1), the façade of the tunnel entrance (points 5-6 on Figure 1) and a wall immediately to the east of the passageway containing a upstanding Dovecot (points 3-4 on Figure 1).

The tunnel walls (Figure 3)
The narrow passageway formed by two walls leads to the entrance to the tunnel, each constructed from random rubble with evidence of both mortar bonding and later cement bonding.  The façade of the tunnel entrance was of similar construction to the walls with a dressed stone archway leading into the tunnel.  The archway has been partially blocked by a later brick wall with a central opening with an iron gate.

The walls and the tunnel are cut into a bank running into the lodge grounds to the south and are of unknown date.  Both the tunnel passageway walls and the tunnel entrance have been extended in height by the construction of a later wall above, built directly onto their upper surface.  Both the east and west passage walls were originally capped with coping stones onto which the upper wall has been directly built.  On the west wall these coping stones are sloped to allow the run off of rainwater, the later wall constructed directly onto the upper surface of the slope.  On the east passage wall the later wall is only present at the southern end, built rising up to meet the tunnel entrance wall.  On the west passage wall the later wall is present along its entire length and also rises towards the southern end.  At its join between the earlier and later wall, the coping is angled, allowing rainwater to run off.  Close to the entrance to the passageway a brick buttress has been constructed against the east wall, presumably to give support to the structure. 

The tunnel may have functioned as a passage for the movement of cattle from the burgh into pasture lands.

The dovecot wall (Figure 4)
The wall immediately to the east of the tunnel passageway was formed from two separate structures.  A random rubble wall continues on from the east passageway wall, turning at a right angle with a curved corner.  This wall follows a steep slope downward from the top of bank which the tunnel and passageway have been cut into.  Due to the presence of vegetation at the corner with the east passage wall, this section of the wall was not fully recorded.  This wall has been constructed abutting an earlier wall of similar construction which appears to be contemporary with the 18th century dovecot located at the eastern end of the wall.  The earlier wall has been built up to the level of the later one and coping stones have been constructed on the upper edge.  There are signs of repair and a number of square openings of unknown use have been inserted.

A small lean-to dovecot is located at the eastern end of the wall.  It is square in plan and is constructed of harled rubble.  The dovecot is a multi-phase structure with signs of re-building, repair and insertion of openings.  It is a two-stage lectern dovecot with a slated pentice roof.  The coped parapet is stepped down at the sides.  The façade has a square stone hooded flight hole and a small doorway leading into the storehouse below (potentially both inserted).  The dovecot is dated to the 18th century and presumably sits within boundary of the original Lodge gardens.

The Dutch folk (Figure 4 - inset)
Within the later wall immediately to the east of the tunnel passageway is a configuration of stones which, according to local tradition, represent a young Dutch boy and girl, reflecting the town’s past trading links with the Netherlands. It is clear, however, that the pattern is simply part of the wall’s random rubble construction and no specific cultural significance can be assigned to this feature.

The watching brief (Plates 1 - 3)

Two trenches were excavated by hand, along the south wall of the kirkyard. The first trench was 8m in length. The second trench was 23.80m in length. Both trenches were 0.30m in depth and width. The sequence of deposits was the same in both trenches. This comprised a dark brown sandy clay loam topsoil (001), with frequent inclusions of roots, stone tumble and modern rubbish, 0.15m in depth and underlying deposit (002) was a mid-reddish brown sandy clay loam with frequent inclusions of cinders and coal. Fragments of Rhenish stoneware, datable to the late 14th to early 16th century, were recovered from the mixed garden soil (context 002: Franklin, below). No archaeological features, however, were discovered.

The artefacts (Table 1)

 Julie Franklin

The finding of sherds representing two different c.15th century imported jugs in Trench 2 is particularly remarkable in view of the fact there is no associated local pottery (though of course an assemblage of three sherds should not be over-interpreted).  It does fit into the known pattern of trade in Rhenish stoneware, which had a wide distribution around the North Sea and is often found on sites in Edinburgh and other east coast burghs.  North Berwick’s Dutch trading links are well known and pottery from the Netherlands and the Rhineland has been found in the town before.  The jugs may have been used in the kirk for holy water or communion wine, or they may relate to the domestic occupation of the Lodge.

	Tr.
	Ctxt
	Material
	Qty
	Description
	Spot Date

	1
	002
	Pottery
	1
	Modern stoneware, bottle sherd?
	18th/20th

	2
	002
	Pottery
	2
	Rhenish stoneware, large base and lower wall sherd from large frilled base jug, mid grey fabric, mottled greeny grey salt glaze

Smaller frilled base sherd, probably from different pot, pale yellowish grey fabric, orange ash glaze

Raeren/Aachen? or Langerwehe?
	L.14th/e.16th


Table 1: the artefacts

DISCUSSION

The archaeological survey undertaken within the Lodge Grounds and kirkyard has recorded these structures prior to their restoration.  The southern boundary wall of the kirkyard and the tunnel walls all appear to be contemporary with the setting out of the graveyard and the Lodge Grounds, although later repairs and modifications were evident in all the structures.

The dovecot appears to have been constructed within a garden wall of the lodge, elements of which still survive.  The later wall abutting this structure may have been a repair or rebuilding of the original garden wall.

The series of deposits uncovered during the watching brief consisted of a topsoil and sandy clay loam.  The recovery of c.15th century Rhenish ware confirms North Berwick’s North Sea trading links. The presence of a mix of pottery sherds from c.15th century and 18th century, and coal/cinders from (002) is possible evidence of manuring of gardens soils.  No archaeological features were discovered.
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APPENDIX A

Photo Register 

Colour Slide and Digital

	SHOT NO
	FACING
	DESCRIPTION

	1-66
	South
	North façade of southern kirkyard wall.  Photographs taken in   1 m blocks.

	67 - 87
	North
	South façade of dovecot wall.  Photographs taken in 1 m blocks.

	88 - 90
	North
	Detail of Dutch folk within dovecot wall.

	91 - 122
	West
	East façade of western tunnel entrance wall.  Photographs taken in 1 m blocks.

	123 - 124
	South
	Façade of tunnel entrance.  

	125 - 162
	East
	West façade of eastern tunnel entrance wall.  Photographs taken in 1 m blocks.


Watching brief Photo register

Digtal

	SHOT NO
	FACING
	DESCRIPTION

	163
	East
	Trench 1

	164
	West
	Trench 1

	165
	East
	Trench 2


APPENDIX B

Trench Register

Trench 1

	Orientation
	E-W

	Length
	8 m

	Width
	0.30 m

	Depth (Average)
	0.30 m

	Contexts
	0.00 - 0.15 m  (001) Topsoil: Dark brown sandy clay loam 

0.15 – 0.30m  (002). Med reddish brown sandy clay loam


Trench 2

	Orientation
	E-W

	Length
	22.80 m

	Width
	0.30 m

	Depth (Average)
	0.35 m

	Contexts
	0.00 – 0.15 m  (001) Topsoil 

0.15 – 0.35m  (002). Med reddish brown sandy clay loam
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