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NON-TECHNICAL SUMMARY

Ian Farmer Associates Archaeological Services carried out an Archaeological Watching Brief and Excavation at All Saints Parish Church, Rothbury, Northumberland between October 31st and November 11th, 2005 (Northumberland County Council Conservation Team reference A33/2; 3416).

The investigation was commissioned and funded by All Saints Parish Council and specifically related to the construction of a sewer pipe trench from the disabled toilet within the church building to the town’s main sewer.

The investigation brought to light three distinct areas of archaeological importance.  Area 1 was dominated by an unmortared stone-built ?medieval conduit.  Area 2 comprised a construction trench (plus fills) associated with the Victorian church tower, the truncated remains of a human skeleton, a second inhumation with associated cut and fill, and two large sandstone flags capping another conduit.  The watching brief in Area 3 was expanded into a small excavation due to the discovery of a mediaeval lime kiln.  A third inhumation was found north of the kiln.  Medieval pottery sherds were discovered in several of deposits.  Partial excavation of the lime kiln revealed an unfinished pre-conquest cross fragment which had been reused in the kiln walls.

The archaeology of all three areas was adequately recorded within the contingency of the brief.  The sewer pipe trench was completed and backfilled without further delay.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Ian Farmer Associates Archaeological Services carried out an Archaeological Watching Brief and Excavation at All Saints Parish Church, Rothbury, Northumberland between October 31st and November 11th, 2005 (Northumberland County Council Conservation Team reference A33/2; 3416).

1.2 The investigation was commissioned and funded by All Saints Parish Council and specifically related to the construction of a sewer pipe trench from the disabled toilet within the church building to the town’s main sewer.

1.3 The requirements for the archaeological work followed the advice given by Central Government as set out in Planning Policy Guidance: Note 16 (PPG16), Archaeology and Planning, issued by the DoE in 1990, and the recommendations of the Assistant County Archaeologist, Mr Nick Best.

1.4 These recommendations largely took into account the following:

“All Saints Church is a Grade II* parish church located on an important pre-Conquest site.  The existing church is mainly 19th century in date with 13th and 14th century structural elements surviving.  Documentary sources indicate that the west tower which was demolished in 1850 appears to have been of- pre-Conquest date, linking two early churches.”

1.5 Given the corpus of recorded archaeological data for the environs, it was considered that the proposed temporary works would damage or destroy archaeological remains that may be present on the site.  It was therefore considered that a reasonable archaeological response to the temporary works would be a watching brief during all phases of ground works. The NCCCT brief for the archaeological watching brief did not constitute a written scheme of investigation required before work could commence.

1.6 This report summarises the topographical, geological, archaeological and historical setting of the site, and presents the results of the watching brief and the ensuing partial excavation of a medieval lime kiln.tc \l1 "1.0
INTRODUCTION 

2.0 DEFINITION OF A WATCHING BRIEF

2.1 An archaeological watching brief is defined by the Institute of Field Archaeologists (IFA, ref. 12.1) as;

· “… a formal programme of observation and investigation conducted during an operation carried out for non-archaeological reasons.  This will be within a specified area or site on land, inter-tidal zone or underwater, where there is possibility that archaeological deposits may be disturbed or destroyed.  The programme will result in the preparation of a report and ordered archive.”

2.2 The purpose of a watching brief, as defined by the IFA, is;

· “To allow, within the resources available, the preservation by record of archaeological deposits, their presence and nature of which could not be established (or established with sufficient accuracy) in advance of development or other potentially disruptive works.

· To provide an opportunity, if needed, for the watching brief archaeologist to signal to all interested parties, before the destruction of the material in question, that an archaeological find has been made for which the resources allocated to the watching brief itself are not sufficient to support treatment to a satisfactory and proper standard” (IFA rev. 1999)

2.3 tc \l1 "2.0
DESCRIPTION OF SITEThe results of a watching brief are used to;

· produce a record of the location, nature and date of any archaeological remains encountered on the site and

· add to the knowledge about the previous history of activity on the current site and its surroundings and

· provide information to influence future planning decisions in the area.

3.0 Site setting

3.1 All Saints Parish Church is located in the town of Rothbury, Northumberland, NU 057 016.  The main part of the town lies on the north bank of the river Coquet, Coquetdale.  Location plans are included in Appendix 1, Fig. A1.1 and A1.2.

3.2 The boundaries for the church and its associated churchyard are marked by Rodsley Court to the north, Haw Hill to the south, Deuchet Court to the east, and Church Street to the west.  Location and site plans are included in Appendix 1, Fig. A1.3 and A1.4.

4.0 GEOLOGY AND TOPOGRAPHY

4.1 Details of the geology underlying the site have been obtained from the British Geological Survey.  Map sheet 9, ‘Rothbury’, solid edition, 1:50,000, published in 1966 indicate that the site to be underlain by rocks of the Cementstone Group of the Lower Carboniferous.  The Cementstone Group near Rothbury consists largely of mudstone and sandstone and includes several limestones.

4.2 The significant Bolton-Swindon Fault to the north of the site created the Fell Sandstone crags that overlook Rothbury from the north.

4.3 The site comprises the churchyard and is essentially flat.  The church tower incorporates an Ordnance Survey benchmark at an altitude of 85.22m aOD.  The area examined was to the west and north-west of this tower.

4.4 The nearest surface watercourse is the River Coquet beyond Haw Hill to the south.  This watercourse lies several meters below the level of the site, which is not likely to be subjected to flood warnings.

5.0 ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL SETTING

5.1 The parish church of All Saints, Rothbury, (NU 057 016) is essentially a Victorian rebuild of a much earlier church, excepting the chancel and East walls of the transepts.  The original western tower (along with two earlier churches) appears to have been of pre-conquest date.  The present medieval structural remains are no later than the 13th cent.  It is likely that the present churchyard boundary generally follows the mediaeval boundaries, ref 12.3.  However, dowsing results indicated that foundations of the pre-conquest extend west under Church Street and the houses opposite the west tower, ref. 12.4.  Ultimately, the watching brief indicated this was not the case in this instance.  (See discussion below) 

5.2 Much of the churchyard has been reworked due to repeated interments over the centuries.  Several medieval grave slab covers have been recovered from within the churchyard during later grave digging.  The presence of a fragment of the well known, 9th century Rothbury Cross in the church indicated the potential of finding additional fragments possibly reused in foundation material etc.  This was proved to be a partially correct supposition, i.e. an unfinished pre-conquest cross fragment was found incorporated into the wall of a mediaeval (?) kiln.  No archaeological investigations are known to have been carried out in the church and its environs previous to the watching brief.

6.0 METHODOLOGY

6.1 David Gregory (development contractors)

6.1 The intrusive ground works for the sewer pipe consisted of a machine cut trench between 0.3m and 0.5m wide of varying depth.  The trench extended from the south wall of the church was aligned south, west and finally north, with changes in direction marked by pits for the insertion of inspection chambers. The sewer pipe trench pierced the curtain wall of the churchyard adjacent to the entrance to the church hall; here another inspection chamber linked the new sewer with the existing town sewer.

6.2 Ian Farmer Associates Archaeological Services

6.1 Archaeological Services followed the Code of Conduct (IFA) and the Code of Approved Practice for the Regulation of Contracted Arrangements in Field Archaeology (IFA) throughout the investigation.

6.2 For reasons outside the scope of this report, the ground works initially started without archaeological monitoring.  See Figure A1.4 for areas cut and backfilled prior to archaeological monitoring.

6.3 However, with regard to all remaining groundwork, an archaeological presence was maintained throughout for the purpose of identifying and recording any archaeological deposits and artefacts.  Machining was monitored and diverted temporarily where human remains or archaeological deposits were encountered.  The groundworks were not delayed.

6.4 The sides of the sewer pipe trench were cleaned by hand and examined for archaeological deposits. Three discrete areas were discovered where archaeological deposits were found, which are described in section 7.0.  These were cleaned, identified and recorded according to the brief.  The remainder of the available sewer pipe trench contained no identifiable archaeological deposits, and the soil visible in the sides was noted as subsoil and given the general context number (2).

6.5 A photographic record consisting of digital images and other media was maintained to illustrate the principle deposits.  This record also included working shots to demonstrate the general nature of the development operations.

7.0 RESULTS

7.1 Explanatory Note

The following description of the archaeological deposits has been broken down into three distinct areas, Areas 1, 2 and 3.  These, together with course of the sewer pipe trench are located on Fig. A1.4. Each area is described in turn, from south to north, together with relevant drawings and photographs.  Lengths of the sewer trench outside these three areas yielded no archaeological deposits or had been previously excavated and backfilled. (Fig.A1.4).

7.2 Area 1 

7.2.1 The following figures and plates are associated with Area 1: Fig. A2.1, Plates A3.1a/b, A3.2a/b, A3.3a/b.

7.2.2 This area was dominated by an unmortared stone built ?medieval conduit composed of roughly dressed  local sandstone blocks (3). The overall length of conduit exposed measured approximately 2.5m; the width was 0.5m.  Part of the conduit had been destroyed with one cover slab removed by machining prior to any archaeological monitoring.  Although of drystone construction, it was well made with a stone slab base and with stone orthostats supporting cover slabs, all of the same material.  The internal dimensions of the conduit were 0.25m x 0.3m.  The conduit channel was devoid of any silt or debris, confirming the former effectiveness of the conduit (Section 1).  Contexts (4) to (7) were deposits of gravelly sand, sand, soil and rubble, and finally sand, respectively (Section 2).  The relationship between these deposits and the conduit is unclear, though they may be associated with the backfilling of a foundation trench of the Victorian church (65).  The area had been disturbed by machining, preventing a clear understanding of the stratigraphy One iron pipe, aligned N-S was located in this area, this was positioned over the earlier conduit, possibly Victorian in date.

7.3 Area 2 

7.3.1 The following figures and plates are associates with Area 2: Fig. A2.2, A2.3, A2.4, Plates A3.4a/b, A3.5a/b, A3.6a/b.

7.3.2 Part of the west facing section of this area consisted of a construction trench (plus fills) associated with the Victorian church tower (Fig. A2.2, section 3, plan 2; Plate A3.4a/b).  This was only seen in part owing to watching brief restrictions.  The construction trench (63) extended across both sides of the sewer pipe trench, and the deposits within the pit had been removed in part.  The pit had been cut into a pre-existing brown sandy loam horizon, mediaeval/post medieval in date (13).  The lowest fill of the construction trench comprised a layer of sandstone blocks of varying size (12), presumably debris left over from the demolished medieval church.  This was overlain in turn by a deposit of black/brown gravelly loam.  The uppermost fill (10) consisted of a black/brown loam with occasional sandstone fragments.  The northern edge of this cut had been destroyed by the insertion of a late twentieth century earthing box.  Finds from deposits within this pit confirm a 19th century date for the backfilling.

7.3.3 Immediately north of the construction pit (63) were the truncated remains of a human skeleton (9).  This was aligned east - west and, given the overall context of the site, represents a Christian burial, possibly post-medieval in date (Fig. A2.3, plan 3; Plate A3.5a/b). Utility trenches for an electrical cable and an earthing box had disturbed the grave fill.  A later cut (59) and associated fill (58) had truncated the skeleton from the pelvis down.  This may have been another inhumation but was not investigated as it was outside the watching brief area.  A more detailed report of this human skeleton (9) and two others recovered during watching brief is included in Appendix 6.

7.3.4 Immediately south - west of the skull was a spread of sandstone fragments of varying size (8) of unknown purpose, though possibly medieval date as this deposit predates the inhumation.  Again this was not further investigated.

7.3.5 On removal of the human skeleton (9), it was observed that the grave (69) was underlain by a layer of fine gravel of uncertain extent (57). This in turn overlay a sub-circular area of burnt sand measuring approx.0.6m in diameter (Fig. A2.4, plan 4; Plate A3.6a). Red, purple and orange in colour, the sand had been oxidised by fire (14).  The northern limit of this context was marked by a small spread of charcoal (17). The full extent again is unknown.  This is provisionally interpreted as a hearth of possibly medieval date.  The exact form and purpose of the hearth is unclear.  

7.3.6 A second inhumation (17) with associated cut and fill, (61) and (60), respectively, was excavated partially (Fig. A2.4, Plate A3.6b) Only the ribs and arms were removed for further study as the remainder extended outside the watching brief area.  Beneath the torso, a similar pattern of a gravel layer overlying burnt sand was found. The vertical extent of the burnt feature was investigated to about 0.1m after which it extended outside the watching brief area.

7.3.7 Approximately 2m north of the inhumation (17) within Area 2 were two large sandstone flags (measuring 0.6m x 0.4m x 0.3m, capping another conduit, similar in construction to the conduit (3) in Area 1.  This conduit, although a small stretch was exposed, was aligned east - west, again the interior was devoid of silt or debris.  This conduit is considered to be contemporary with the other conduit (3) and therefore possibly medieval in date.  Two subsequent fresh water service pipes, on the same alignment north of this conduit were of lead and plastic and were possible later replacements to the conduit - a classical case of continuity from the medieval period down to the present day (Fig. A2.4, plan 4).

7.4 Area 3 

7.4.1 The following figures and plates are associated with Area 3: Figs. A2.5, A2.6, A2.7, A2.8; Plates: A3.7a/b, A3.8a/b, A3.9a/b, A3.10a/b.

7.4.2 The watching brief in Area 3 was expanded into a small excavation due to the discovery of a medieval lime kiln (19). This was allowed for within the contingency plan of the archaeological brief. 

7.4.3 An archaeological excavation is defined by the Institute of Field Archaeologists (IFA, ref. 12.2) as;

· “…a programme of controlled, intrusive fieldwork with defined research objectives which examines, records and interprets archaeological deposits, features and structures and, as appropriate, retrieves artefacts, ecofacts and other remains within a specific area or site on land, inter-tidal zone or underwater. The records made and objects gathered during fieldwork are studied and the results of that study published in detail appropriate to the project design.”
7.4.4 The purpose of a watching brief, as defined by the IFA, is;

· “… to examine the archaeological resource within a given area or site within a framework of defined research objectives, to seek a better understanding of and compile a lasting record of that resource, to analyse and interpret the results, and disseminate them.”

7.4.5 With the agreement of a representative of the county archaeologist, an area of 3.6m x 1.8m was opened up on the course of the sewer pipe trench.  This allowed for an investigation to take place prior to partial destruction of the kiln.  In addition to the kiln, two inhumations were also discovered, one of which was removed for further study. See Appendix 6 for a more detailed account of the inhumations.

7.4.6 For the purpose of this description the phases are described in the following order:

Phase 1: Pre Kiln (Figs. A2.6, A2.7)

Phase 2: Kiln construction and use (Figs. A2.5, A2.6, A2.7)

Phase 3: Kiln destruction and backfilling (Figs. A2.6, A2.7)

Phase 4: Post Medieval inhumations (Figs. A2.6, A2.8)

Phase 5: Victorian churchyard and later (Figs. A2.6, A2.7)

7.4.7 Phase 1: The pre kiln soil horizon is represented by context (43) a dark brown compact loam horizon with frequent sandstone fragment, pebbles and cobbles.  There was also evidence of charcoal flecks and patches of oxidised (burnt?) material.  This layer had subsequently been heavily disturbed by later activity.

7.4.8 Phase 2:  The kiln (19) construction and use can be divided up as follows (based on what was visible in the small area opened).  The construction of the kiln began with the excavation of an egg-shaped pit.  This was represented by a cut (45), visible in section.

7.4.9 The kiln was built inside the pit.  The plan of the lime kiln (19), although the full extent is unknown, was roughly egg-shaped with the flue projecting towards the north east. The kiln walls, including the flue, were of dry-stone wall build.  The materials, of local sandstone, were probably reused materials.  Evidence for this comes from a small fragment of pre conquest cross (Appendix 7) incorporated into the wall of the kiln.  Secondly, the arch of the flue was composed of finely cut sandstone blocks. These were surplus perhaps from the construction of a major structure (church?) or alternatively demolition debris?  See discussion below.

7.4.10 The walls of the kiln were stepped down inwards towards the base – a maximum of eight courses.  There was no stone floor; instead a dirty grey brown sand layer was the base (50).  The flue arch, which was intact, was composed of large blocks of reused unmortared sandstone.  After construction of the kiln, the area over the kiln flue was backfilled, in ascending order with the following deposits (Fig.A2.6); context (44) a dark brown compact loam, with flecks of charcoal, oxidised (burnt) soil, frequent sandstone fragments of varying size with the occasional cobble and pebble. This deposit in turn was overlain by context (42), a spread of crumbly mortar, sandstone fragments loam and occasional pebble.  This was followed by context (41) a sandy brown loam with charcoal flecks and fragments of sandstone of varying size.  The final layer in this sequence, context (40), a black brown sandy loam, with frequent fragments of sandstone of varying size together with the occasional cobble and pebble.

7.4.11 Within the kiln (19) on the floor and sides of the kiln and the base of the flue, contexts (28) and (49), respectively, were residues of coal and charcoal.  These were probably the remnants of the fuel used for firing the kiln.  Debris from an early refurbishment/repair of the kiln is represented by spreads of loose sandstone fragment debris (27) and lenses of brown loam with fragments of sandstone and burnt flecks. It is unclear what context (33) a brown loam with burnt flecks, charcoal and a single large fragment of sandstone, represents.  This fills cut (62), probably associated with a partial repair of the kiln – however, it was difficult to clarify this.

7.4.12 Phase 3: The kiln destruction and backfilling was marked by a massive deposit of lime (with the occasional sandstone fragment) which had solidified to the consistency of half-set concrete (29). This deposit confirmed the function of the kiln. Why the deposit was still in-situ is uncertain, perhaps it was surplus to requirements and dumped back in the kiln after the last firing.  In the absence of any other kiln product - a lime kiln is the best interpretation.  (See discussion below).  The backfilling of the kiln (19) consisted of the following, in ascending order, context (26), a sandstone rubble deposit, context (25), a khaki brown sandy loam, context (24) – a small fragment of worked stone was found in this layer (See Appendix 7), light brown loamy silt with frequent sandstone fragments, cobbles and pebbles.  This was overlain by context (23) a grey brown loam with sandstone fragment, context (22), a light brown loam with frequent mortar inclusions, the final deposit in the backfilling of the kiln was context (21), a grey brown loam with occasional mortar inclusions.  All of these deposits seem to be associated with the filling up of the dismantled kiln (19).  The backfilling appears to have slumped into the kiln flue where the deposits are represented by contexts (48) a loose grey brown sandy loam with frequent sandstone fragment inclusions overlain by a deposit of light brown loam with a few sandstone fragment inclusions.

7.4.13 Phase 4: This is represented by two post medieval inhumations; the earliest inhumation (56) was left in-situ as it was below the level of the destruction caused by the sewer pipe trench.  The grave cut (54) for inhumation had cut through part of the northern edge of the kiln construction pit (45).  The backfill for this grave cut was (53).

7.4.14 The second inhumation grave cut (52) was a recut of the earlier grave; it contained a fairly well preserved skeleton of a child (55).  This removed for further study and later reburial (this inhumation was in the destructive zone of the sewer pipe trench).  The backfill of this second grave (51) contained a quantity of residual medieval pottery.  The close proximity of the two inhumations may indicate a familial relationship between the two skeletons?

7.4.15 Phase 5: The latest phases of area 3 are represented by a dark grey brown gravelly horizon of varying thickness. This is provisionally identified as the Victorian churchyard level. This gravel hard standing sealed the post mediaeval inhumations and the backfilled kiln.  There was evidence of bioturbation and frequent rootlets from the modern turf and topsoil horizon (1) which overlay the north side of the churchyard.

8.0 THE FINDS

8.1 The finds included artefacts and ecofacts ranging from pre-conquest to 20th century in date. A list of all finds in included in Appendix 8.

8.2 The artefacts comprised pre-conquest worked stone fragments, which are further discussed in Appendix 7.

8.3 The artefacts also comprised of mediaeval pottery sherds which are further discussed in Appendix 5.

8.4 The ecofacts included animal bones, several with butchering marks, but these did not undergo further analysis. 

8.5 Three human skeletons, all thought to be post-medieval in date, were excavated and examined in the laboratory. A summary report is included in Appendix 6.

8.6 The remainder of the finds were early modern to modern in date.

9.0 Discussion & Recommendations

9.1 Introduction

9.1.1 From the outset it should be noted that this is a factual report and not the place for in-depth reports on the archaeological deposits recorded.  A brief discussion will have to suffice, concentrating on the significant archaeology and making a comment on what, if anything the site has to offer in furthering knowledge of the church and its environs.  The discussion is concluded with recommendations for further study and any potential further work in the church and churchyard.  It is intended that an account of the site and its discoveries will appear in a future Archaeologia Aeliana, the county journal.

9.1.2 For discussion purposes the archaeological deposits are divided up as follows:

1. The post medieval inhumations [(9), (17), (55)]

2. The medieval conduits and hearth [(3), (18), (14), (16) and (57)]

3. The medieval kiln (19)

9.1.3 The post medieval inhumations are impossible to date exactly; an osteological report appears in Appendix 6.  The human skeletons, (9), (17) and (55), were aligned east-west, no traces of coffins survived, it is therefore likely the original bodies were wrapped in shrouds.  No headstones were found associated with the graves.  It is impossible to date the bodies accurately, but a date range of AD1600 to AD1850 is probable.  The graves had cut through earlier mediaeval deposits and one grave backfill (51) contained 15 fragments of residual medieval pottery.  

9.1.4 The medieval conduits, (3) and (18) were of the same material and construction.  Although in separate locations with different alignments, approximately N-S and E-W, respectively, they are likely to be contemporary, especially as the capstones were on the same level as each other.  The water passages were devoid of silting and blocking and therefore dateable material.  From comparisons with conduits found on other sites, they are likely to be medieval in date.  The full extents of the conduits are unknown but they may mark part of the limits of the medieval church.  Therefore if this is the case the western limits of the mediaeval and therefore the pre-conquest church are beneath the west tower.

9.1.5 No traces of the pre-conquest wall footings (or for that matter robber trenches and foundation trenches, etc.) of Rothbury church, as suggested by the dowsing efforts of Briggs and Bailey, ref. 12.4, were found.  Area 1 revealed the N-S conduit in the area of a suggested South passage and nave according to Bailey et al., Plan 35, page 164.  Likewise in Area 2, the passage and nave in the same illustration.  It should be re-emphasised that in neither of the locations were traces of walls, etc.  It is difficult to be certain what was being detected, as dowsing does work; the possibility exists that a series of utility trenches were being detected by the dowsing method?

9.1.6 One isolated hearth, (14) and (16), was found beneath a spread of fine gravel (57), which was in turn overlaid by post medieval inhumations, (9) and (17). No direct dating evidence was found associated with the hearth, though it is likely to be medieval in date as it is roughly on the same level as the conduits.  The full extent of the hearth is unknown and its function is not clearly understood either.

9.1.7 The medieval kiln (19) was an unexpected discovery, and as a result of further investigation proved to be for the manufacture of lime mortar.  Its near vicinity to the church suggests that it was in use during the 13th century rebuild of the church.  The structure has been inserted through an earlier deposit (43).  Again direct dating has not proved possible, although charcoal residues from the base of the kiln – presumably fuel, have been extracted and may be subjected to radio carbon dating in the future.  The pre-conquest cross fragment (Fig. A7.3) was recovered from the wall of the kiln. The stone slabs that were used in the construction of the flue appear to have been reused from another structure - the earlier churches?  The large deposit of lime (29) within the kiln backfill confirmed its function in the absence of any other industrial debris.  A small architectural fragment (Fig. A7.2c) from within the rubble backfill (24) may have been from demolition debris associated with the former church fabric? The discovery of the lime kiln has raised further questions which remain to be resolved.  For example, what is the date of the kiln – is it associated with the 13th century rebuild of the church.  As far we are currently aware, although mediaeval lime kilns are known, none have been found within churchyards – this warrants further research.  One intriguing possibility is that the lime kiln may actually pre-conquest in date (Kruse pers. comm.), if so, the kiln may be unique.  Only radiocarbon dating from a sample taken from the base of the kiln will confirm this.  It should not be surprising to find a lime kiln in such close proximity to a major rebuild of a church, as they are known elsewhere in close proximity to medieval castles.  Perhaps the lack of them in churchyard contexts may indicate later destruction by grave digging.  The only surprise therefore is that one should be discovered relatively intact in a graveyard. 

9.2 Final Comment and recommendations

9.2.1 The discovery of the lime kiln is important and although only partially excavated, provided the added bonus of the unfinished cross fragment – (was more than one cross being made at Rothbury?).  It shows that although churchyard sites such as that of All Saints Church may have being subject to constant use for interments over many years they need careful and constant monitoring during intrusive groundworks.  In addition to this resources should be made available for the excavation and recording of any archaeological deposits prior to destruction.  Many churches are rebuilds of older churches and churchyards were often built on prehistoric sites and this should be constantly in mind during any proposals for ground disturbance in churches and associated churchyards.

10.0 ARCHIVE

10.1 The site archive is currently held at the Newcastle office of Ian Farmer Associates Archaeological Services and consists of artefacts and ecofacts, context sheets, archive index sheets etc. The human remains will be in reinterred in All Saints Churchyard Arrangements will be made to deposit the archive with the appropriate local museum within 6 months following the submission of this report.

10.2 Copies of the watching brief report will be deposited with:

Northumberland County Council

All Saints Parish Council
Conservation Team



The Vicarage

County Hall




Alwinton

Morpeth




Morpeth

Northumberland



Northumberland

NE61 2EF




NE65 7BE

11.0 OASIS

11.1 Ian Farmer Associates Archaeological Services support the Online Access to Index Archaeological Investigations (OASIS) Project.  The overall aim of the OASIS Project is to provide an online index to the mass of archaeologically grey literature that has been produced as a result of the advent of large scale developer funded fieldwork.

11.2 The online OASIS form has been completed and is awaiting validation by Northumberland SMR thus placing the information into the public domain at http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis/
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