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Archaeological Monitoring at the Old Rectory, Redmarshall, 
Stockton-on-Tees 

Grid Ref NZ 386 212 Site Code ORR10 

by G. Green and K. Horsley 

The installation of a new drive at the Old Rectory, Redmarshall, necessitated 
archaeological monitoring. The work took place in April 2010 and was monitored 
by Gary Green and assisted by Kevin Horsley. No archaeological features were 
seen throughout the works. 

Introduction 
Archaeological monitoring took place at the Old Rectory in Redmarshall (see Figure 1) 
over two days in April 2010, to a specification provided by Tees Archaeology see 
Appendix A). The work was undertaken as a condition of planning approval, 
archaeological monitoring having been specified as a mitigation strategy in advance of the 
construction of a new drive way to improve existing access to the property. 

The site is subject to a planning application (Stockton-on-Tees Borough Council 
09/3052/FUL) for the construction of the new access. 

Site Description 
The Old Rectory is centred on NZ 386 212, in the village of Redmarshall, situated to the 
northwest of Stockon-on-Tees. The property is lies immediately west of the church of St. 
Cuthbert and its asociated churchyard. The present Rectory dates to 1845, but has 
medieval origins.  

The scope of the works 
The works comprised the removal of part of the north garden wall, parallel to the road, and 
the machine excavation of earth for foundations for the installation of a new access. 
Excavation was carried out by a small 360 degree mechanical excavator equipped with a 
toothless ditching bucket. 

Boundary walls to the west, rising to a height of approximately 2m, were to be retained as 
part of the planning conditions. 

Observations 
A single site visit was carried out on April 26th 2010, following initial machining of an area 
of garden allocated for the installation of a new drive way. The excavation was supervised 
by the authors of this report. 
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Only one area was excavated, approximately 15m north-to-south and 11.30m east-to-
west, and to a maximum depth of approximately1.5m rising from the level of the road to 
ground level. 

The earliest deposit encountered, generally at a depth of 0.5m from the surface, was an 
orange red silty clay subsoil, containing the occasional red brick, though no archaeological 
features were found. 

The topsoil comprised of heavily disturbed dark brown silty sand. Much of the topsoil 
contained fragments of modern waste from the mid 20th century indicating the recent 
deliberate elevation of the garden surface. Pockets of 20th century ceramic sherds, glass 
and animal bone were found within the topsoil (Plate 1). No archaeological features or 
artefacts were found. 

The north wall of the garden was removed prior to the removal of soil. The east wall of the 
garden is to be retained. Additions to the height of the east wall can be clearly seen below 
ground level (Plate 2), the earliest phase of which dates to the 19th century. 

Plate 1. Cross section showing modern glass bottles and ceramics, originally butting up 
against north garden wall. 
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Plate 2. East garden wall of the Old Rectory. 

Conclusions 
Despite its proximity to the Rectory itself (HER 0749) and within the medieval settlement 
of Redmarshall (HER 0751), the monitoring failed to find any traces of finds predating the 
20th century, or any other archaeological features.  

The subsoil may relate to the construction of the Rectory in the mid 19th century, but no 
finds were found to support this. 

The finds from the topsoil may be explained by the deliberate elevation of the garden, 
presumably for planting, during the mid 20th century using soil mixed with waste material. 

Excavation of the raised garden is to a maximum depth of approximately 1.5m to the level 
of the road surface outside the property. It is therefore unlikely that earlier deposits will be 
affected. 
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Appendix A 
Archaeological Mitigation Strategy 
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Brief for archaeological recording at: - 

The Old Rectory, Redmarshall Road, Redmarshall. 

1  Background 

1.1  The site at NZ 386 212 is a domestic property and garden within the village of 
Redmarshall. 

1.2  A planning application has been submitted for the construction of a new access 
and first floor extension to an existing garage (Stockton-on-Tees Planning Ref 09/3052/FUL). 

1.3  The development site lies within the medieval settlement of Carlton (HER 0751).  
The village takes the form of two rows of properties on either side of a main thoroughfare.  
Prominent within the village is the Church of St. Cuthbert (HER 0747) with its associated 
churchyard (HER 4437) that lies to the immediate west of the Rectory.  The Rectory itself (HER 
0749) was rebuilt in 1845 but evidently contains a medieval core.   

1.4  No previous archaeological work has taken place at the site. 

2  Aims 

2.1  The archaeological recording should take the form of a watching brief during any 
groundworks including foundation trenching and laying access roads and services.  Evidence 
should be particularly sought for the following: - 

- medieval deposits as evidenced by foundations, floor surfaces, burials, artifacts and any 
environmental information which they may contain. 

2.2  The purpose of the work is to provide a permanent record of any finds or features 
of archaeological interest prior to their destruction.  This is in accordance with the advice given in 
P.P.G. 16 and the Stockton on Tees Local Plan. 

3.1  Methodology 

3.1.1   The work should take a phased approach as follows: - 

• Archaeological monitoring and recording during construction. 
• Post-excavation analysis, reporting and archiving.

3.2  Archaeological Recording  

3.2.1  An archaeological contractor should be present during all groundworks.  The 
project should include the following: - 

i) Archaeological supervision of machine stripping with a machine fitted with a toothless 
bucket; 

ii) Inspection and cleaning of the subsoil to properly expose archaeological features; 

iii) The investigation, recording and sampling of any archaeological features/deposits; 
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iv) Examination of spoil for archaeological material by hand and eye and with a metal 
detector; 

v) Appropriate treatment of human remains (see sections 3.2-3.5) in accordance with the 
guidance set out in McKinley, J.I & Roberts, C. 1993. Excavation and post-excavation 
treatment of cremated and inhumed human remains. (IFA Technical Paper No. 13); 

vi) Retrieval, processing, conservation and specialist examination of artifactual and 
environmental information. 

3.5  General excavation requirements 

3.5.1  Following stripping and cleaning a sampling strategy for the site should be agreed 
with the Tees Archaeology Officer.  It is envisaged that all features will be recorded in plan.  Linear 
features such as ditches or trackways should be sampled in sections totalling at least 20% of their 
length.  Discrete features, principally graves, will require 100% excavation. 

3.5.2  Environmental sampling and processing should be carried out on all suitable 
deposits found, in order to assess the environmental potential of the site and should be carried out 
in consultation with a qualified environmental specialist.  The sampling strategy should particularly 
target negative features such as gullies, pits and ditches. Bulk samples of 30-60 litres, wherever 
possible, should be taken for flotation and subsequent recovery of charred plant remains and 
associated small bones or industrial debris.  Both flots and residues must be retained upon 500m 
mesh and the fine residue checked for material – the nature of the soils in this area often leads to 
partial mineralisation and much charred material can fail to float.  10 litre sub samples from 
waterlogged deposits should be wet sieved and examined for biological remains in particular.  Five 
litre sub-samples may be processed from dry deposits to assess the potential of each sample.  
Samples worthy of further work must be fully processed. 
3.5.3  The watching brief should be carried out in such a way that the records obtained 
may be easily integrated with any future investigation.  This will involve the accurate location and 
levelling and the recording of features and contexts at the appropriate scale. 

3.5.4 Specialist reports should be produced for all excavated material.  It is anticipated 
that the principal artifactual materials from the site will be animal and human bone and pottery. 

4  Method Statement 

4.1  The current brief should not be considered sufficient to enable the execution of the 
project.  A method statement will be required to provide the basis for a measurable standard for 
monitoring.  The method statement should be prepared in response to this brief in the format set 
out in Appendix 2 of English Heritage. 1991. Management of Archaeological Projects. 

4.2  The method statement should particularly:- 

- demonstrate the techniques, materials and recording systems to be employed 

- provide a provisional programme for undertaking the fieldwork, processing of the 
data, report preparation and the deposition of the project archive 

- identify the staff involved, their qualifications, and those who will be carrying out 
specialist assessments 

- demonstrate that the work will be undertaken in accordance with all relevant 
health and safety legislation. 
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- a strategy for the recovery and analysis of environmental samples and human 
remains. 

5  Monitoring 

5.1  The proposal for the work should identify the staff involved and those who will be 
carrying out specialist assessments.  The Tees Archaeology Officer or his representative should be 
notified in writing at least two weeks in advance of the work taking place and should be allowed on 
site to inspect and monitor the work at any reasonable time. 

5.2  The monitoring will be in the form of a visit by a member of Tees Archaeology and 
the completion of a monitoring form on site (Appendix 1).  The archaeological contractor will be 
notified if standards contained in the brief are not being met.  The report for the work and 
deposition of archive will be monitored and standards enforced where required. 

6  Report and Recommendations 

6.1  The information from the fieldwork should be brought together in a report.  The 
report should present the information together with local, regional and national parallels.  
Reference and comparisons should be made to contemporary sites. 

6.2  The report should include: - 

i)  supporting text and illustrations providing historical background, an interpretation 
of the development of the site, detailed interpretation of each phase of archaeological activity and 
specialist reports on all relevant subject matter including environmental material and artifactual 
material. 

6.3  The report should be written with the intention that it will be submitted to a regional 
or national journal for publication.  Provision for a publication level report should be fully detailed in 
the method statement. 

6.4  Three copies of the report should be forwarded to the Tees Archaeology Sites and 
Monuments Record. 

7  Archive 

7.1  An appendix (Appendix 2) is attached detailing the archival requirements.  A copy 
of the documentary and photographic archive should be deposited with Tees Archaeology at Sir 
William Gray House, Clarence Road, Hartlepool.  TS24 8BT.  Unless overridden by National Law 
any artifacts recovered from the site belong to the landowner.  The contracting archaeologist 
should arrange for the artifacts to be deposited with a suitable repository.  In the first instance in the 
Boroughs of Hartlepool, Middlesborough, Stockton-on-Tees and Redcar & Cleveland this will be 
Tees Archaeology.  A completed transfer of title deed (Appendix 3) should accompany any material 
deposited with Tees Archaeology.  Tees Archaeology must have legal ownership of artefacts in 
order to justify expenditure on, documentation, packaging, storage and research that each item will 
require. 

7.2  The contractor should inform of the results of the work by forwarding three copies 
of the report to the SMR and one copy to the NMR and completing a model Archaeological 
Fieldwork Record Form (Appendix 4). This form is taken from SCAUM. 1997.  Recording 
Information about Archaeological Fieldwork. 
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8  OASIS 

8.1         Tees Archaeology supports the Online Access to Index of Archaeological 
Investigations (OASIS) Project.  The overall aim of the OASIS project is to provide an online index 
to the mass of archaeological grey literature that has been produced as a result of the advent of 
large scale developer funded fieldwork.   

8.2         The archaeological contractor must therefore complete the online OASIS form at 
http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis/ within 3 months of completion of the work.  Contractors are 
advised to ensure that adequate time and costings are built into their tenders to allow the forms to 
be filled in.    

8.3         Technical advice should be sought in the first instance from OASIS 
(oasis@ads.ahds.ac.uk) and not from Tees Archaeology.  

8.4         Once a report has become a public document by submission to or incorporation 
into the SMR, Tees Archaeology will validate the OASIS form thus placing the information into the 
public domain on the OASIS website.    

8.5         The archaeological consultant or contractor must indicate that they agree to this 
procedure within the specification/project design/written scheme of investigation submitted to Tees 
Archaeology Section for approval  

9  Health and Safety 

9.1  Contractors are expected to abide by the 1974 Health and Safety Act and its 
subsequent amendments.  Safe working practice should be adopted as described in the Standing 
Conference of Archaeological Unit Managers manual on archaeological health and safety.  It is 
recommended that a risk assessment for the site is completed prior to the start of works. 

Brief prepared by Peter Rowe, Sites and Monuments Officer, 
19th January 2010 
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Appendix B 
Catalogue of Photographs 

Frame Description Facing Scale 
1 General shot of site from opposite side of road. S 2 x 2m 
2 General close-up shot of site under excavation. S 2 x 2m 
3 General shot of modern glass and pot in context. S 2 x 2m 
4 Oblique shot of section along removed north wall. ESE 2 x 2m 
5 General shot of east wall within excavated area. E 2 x 2m 
6 Close-up of east wall. E 2 x 2m 
7 General shot of site showing subsoil. SE 2 x 2m 


