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Non-Technical Summary
Following advice from English Heritage, a request made by the St Peter’s Heversham PCC (hereafter
‘the client’) that an archaeological watching brief be carried out to monitor the excavation of part of the
churchyard at St Peter’s Church, Heversham, Cumbria, for the installation of a new drain. Greenlane
Archaeology produced a project design in response to this request and following its acceptance, carried
out the work was between the 10th and 17th of August 2010.
The general area contains some evidence for prehistoric and Roman activity, but the most
archaeologically and historically significant aspect of Heversham was the presence of an early medieval
monastery. There are early medieval references to a monastery at Heversham, however, there is limited
physical evidence for its whereabouts, apart from part of an early medieval carved stone cross and
possible early burials found underneath the lych-gate at St Peter’s Church, which have been taken to
suggest the monastery might have been located nearby. The church itself is known to have at least
medieval origins.
Dating evidence from within the graveyard soil ranged from the medieval period onwards, including
fragments of medieval pottery from the 12th to the 16th centuries. Unfortunately, none of the finds were
recovered from identifiable cut features and other finds within this layer dated from perhaps as late as
the 20th century. The likelihood is that the soil had been disturbed to the extent that finds from various
periods had become mixed.
Plentiful human remains were observed during the course of the groundworks but none was removed
from site. It was clear from the condition of these skeletal human remains that the area of the graveyard
to the south side of the church had been used for inhumations before being used for the burial of
cremated ashes. Much of the bone was fragmented from many old breakages and appeared to
represent the remains of several individuals, but only very limited articulation of the remains could be
discerned and no complete burials were observed, suggesting that the soil of the graveyard had been
turned over many times during its use, conceivably over several centuries. There were noticeably fewer
human bone fragments closer to the south-west entrance to the church, below the footpath and to the
west side of the church, although these areas were more heavily disturbed by services, including
electricity cables and an oil pipe.
A stone-lined feature, capped with a sandstone slab, was recorded below the footpath at the south-west
corner of the church, which was possibly associated with nearby cut stone elements observed in the
trench section, all of which were encountered at approximately the same depth. This might represent a
construction layer, which (from the finds evidence) probably dates to the 18th century. Unfortunately, the
area exposed during the course of the groundworks was too limited to determine the purpose and extent
of these features.
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1.

Introduction

1.1

Circumstances of the Project

1.1.1 As part of a programme of alterations and improvements being carried out to St Peter’s Church,
Heversham, Cumbria (NGR 349609 483396), excavation is necessary across part of the church yard for
the installation of a new drain. As a result a request was made by the St Peter’s Heversham PCC
(hereafter ‘the client’), following advice from English Heritage, that an archaeological watching brief be
carried out to monitor the work. Greenlane Archaeology was contacted by Paul Grout of Paul Grout
Associates on behalf of the client to provide archaeological services, in response to which a project
design was produced (Appendix 1). Following acceptance of this project design, the work was
undertaken by Greenlane Archaeology between the 10th and 17th of August 2010.

1.2

Location, Topography and Geology

1.2.1 The church is centrally located within the village of Heversham and has an elevated position on
the east side of the main road through the village, and lies at approximately 27m above sea level.
Heversham is located at the top of the Kent estuary in the north-east corner of Morecambe Bay,
approximately two kilometres north of Milnthorpe and nine and a half kilometres south-west of Kendal as
the crow flies (Ordnance Survey 2008; Figure 1). The excavated area was located within the confines of
the graveyard to the south side of the church (see Figure 2 and Plate 1).
1.2.2 The underlying geology of the area comprises Dinantian Carboniferous limestone which outcrops
in places but is covered by glacial tills (Moseley 1978, plate 1) in the vicinity of the site. The landscape is
characterised by gently undulating pasture and conspicuous limestone hills and outcrops (Countryside
Commission 1998, 64).

Plate 1 (left): View of the church from the main road
Plate 2 (right): View of the church from the south-east
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2.

Methodology

2.1

Introduction

2.1.1 A rapid desk-based assessment was carried out to establish the extent of the known
archaeological resource in the area and produce an outline history of the site environs and a watching
brief was undertaken during the ground works to establish the extent, nature and, where possible, date
of any buried deposits of archaeological interest present on the site.
2.1.2 All aspects of the desk-based assessment and watching brief were carried out according to the
standards and guidance of the Institute for Archaeologists (IfA 2008a; IfA 2008b).

2.2

Desk-Based Assessment

2.2.1 Although no desk-based assessment was specifically required for the project, a general history of
the development the Heversham has been extracted from a previous report for a nearby site produced
by Greenlane Archaeology (2009). In addition, historical information about the church has been taken
from previously published secondary sources.

2.3

Watching Brief

2.3.1 The entire trench was dug by hand by two men using a pick and a spade, and all of the
excavation was monitored by a single archaeologist from Greenlane Archaelogy. In addition, a metal
detector was used to help retrieve any metal finds from the loose soil, which was placed on tarpaulins to
the side of the excavated trench. All human remains which were recovered from the excavated soil were
removed a short distance to prevent damage and covered before being replaced; none of the human
remains were removed from site. Any archaeological features identified were recorded in the following
manner:


Written record: descriptive records of all deposits and features were made. A full list of the
contexts encountered is present in Appendix 2;



Photographs: a photographic record was produced in colour print and colour digital format. A
selection of the colour digital photographs is included in this report. A written record of all of the
photographs was also made;



Drawings: a plan of the excavated area was produced at a scale of 1:100 with additional plans of
features produced scales of 1:20 and 1:10. A measured sketch section was produced at a scale
of 1:20.

2.3.2 The location of the area subject to truncation was recorded relative to the known location of
nearby buildings and other structures and approximately followed the footpath to the south and west of
the church (see Section 4.1.1 and Figure 1 and Figure 2).

2.4

Finds

2.4.1 Processing: all of the artefacts removed from site were washed and naturally air-dried except for
the metal and glass, which were dry-brushed. All of the finds were packaged appropriately in self-seal
bags with white write-on panels. Observation was made on the condition of the human bone and some
of it was tentatively identified on site before it was re-interred (see Section 4.3); it was not intended that
the bones should be removed from site and they were not examined by a specialist. None of the remains
were associated with identifiable cut features, and did not represent complete individuals or intact burials
(see Section 4.3).
2.4.2 Assessment and recording: a list of the finds is presented in Appendix 3 and summarised in
Section 4.3.

Client: St Peter’s Heversham PCC
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2.5

Environmental samples

2.5.1

No environmental samples were taken as no appropriate deposits were encountered.

2.6

Archive

7

2.6.1 A comprehensive archive of the project has been produced in accordance with the project design
(Appendix 1), and current IfA and English Heritage guidelines (Brown 2007; English Heritage 1991). The
completed archive, together with a copy of the report, will be deposited with Cumbria Record Office in
Kendal (CRO(K)). A copy of the report will be supplied to the client, and within six months of the
completion of fieldwork, a digital copy will be provided for English Heritage and the Cumbria Historic
Environment Record (HER). In addition, Greenlane Archaeology Ltd will retain one copy, and digital
copies will be provided to the OASIS scheme as required.
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3.

Desk-Based Assessment

3.1

General Background

3.1.1 Prehistoric to Romano-British: there is minimal evidence for activity in the immediate proximity
of the site during this period. There is a record of Mesolithic flint artefacts having been found in the
general vicinity of the site by J Cherry (HER No. 3370), but there is some doubt about the provenance
and nature of this discovery as the supposed finder had no knowledge of it when asked in 1998
(Elsworth 1998, 62). Mesolithic material has, however, certainly been discovered at Levens, to the north,
during excavations in Levens Park (Cherry and Cherry 2000). In addition, a beaker burial was found at
the same site (Turnbull and Walsh 1996), and more recently, late Neolithic and/or Bronze Age burials
have been excavated prior to an extension to Dallam School in Milnthorpe (ASUD 2005a; 2005b). A
human skull has also been found at a depth of 15ft to the west of the site, on the edge of the marshes,
which may be prehistoric in date but there is little known about this discovery (HER No. 13984). There is
no known record of Roman activity in the vicinity of Heversham, although Roman coins have been
recorded at Hincaster, which, when taken into consideration alongside the place-name evidence, has
been taken to suggest that there is a Roman site in that location (Shotter 2004, 30).
3.1.2 Medieval: the place-name Heversham is thought to comprise the Old English Heahfrio, a
personal name (in reduced form), and the Old English heim for homestead (Smith 1967, 87). More
significantly there is also evidence that Heversham was the site of an early monastery by at least the
early 10th century (HER No. 4082), at which date the abbot Tildred is recorded as having fled eastward in
advance of approaching Norse raiders (Sawyer 1978, 3, citing the Historia de Sancto Cuthberto). There
are also remains of an early medieval cross shaft in the church (see illustration in Curwen 1925, 29), and
burials of possible early medieval date were discovered in the churchyard during repairs to the lych-gate
(CCC and EH c2002, 4; HER No. 2501).
3.1.3 At the time of the Norman Conquest the manor of Heversham was held by Tostig, the Earl of
Northumbria (CCC and EH c2002, 4). The manor was later divided and granted to the Lords of Kendal;
in 1160 the Milnthorpe moiety whose caput was at Milnthorpe manor or court was passed from William
de Lancaster to Alexander de Wyndsore, while the Heversham moiety was granted to St Mary’s Abbey
in York with its caput at Heversham Hall (ibid). Milnthorpe was retained by the Wyndsore family until
1385 during which time it was granted a market charter, in 1280 (ibid). Heversham Hall, a short distance
to the south-west, still incorporates the remains of a 14th century fortified hall or tower (Perriam and
Robinson 1998, 347; HER No. 2500). The present parish church of St Peter is thought to be at least 12th
century, although it has been considerably modified on several occasions and was essentially rebuilt in
the late 19th century (Curwen 1925; HER No. 2501). The Blue Bell Hotel, to the west of the site, is
thought to have 15th or 16th century origins (Anon n.d.; Bingham 2000). It was formerly the vicarage,
which was ordained in 1460 by the Archbishop of York; the vicar at this time was to have ‘a manse and
competent garden to be built and repaired the first time at the cost of the abbot’ (Farrer 1924, 151).
3.1.4 Post-Medieval: in the late 16th century Thomas Bradley held the manor of Heversham, but he
sold it to James Bellingham in 1597 (Farrer 1924, 156). The hall was bought by Edward Wilson in 1612,
who founded Heversham Grammar School in 1613 (Bingham 2000). The Handleys bought the hall in
1877 and retain it to the present day (ibid). Between 1819 and 1822 John MacAdam built the new
turnpike (later to become the A6) through Heversham, replacing the road linking Kendal to the port at
Milnthorpe, which had been built in 1759 (ibid). In 1846 the London and North-West Railway line was
built through the parish, the station for Heversham opened in 1890 (ibid). The bypass was constructed in
1927.

3.2

Previous Archaeological Investigation

3.2.1 Burials of possible
lych-gate (CCC and EH
immediately opposite the
bedrock was relatively

early medieval date were discovered in the churchyard during repairs to the
c2002, 4; HER No. 2501) but recent archaeological evaluation on land
church did not discover any remains of archaeological interest, where the
shallow (Greenlane Archaeology 2009). However, a recent piece of
Client: St Peter’s Heversham PCC
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archaeological fieldwork further to the south-east of the site is noteworthy, as it related to previously
unknown and significant below-ground remains. The evaluation at Dallam School in Milnthorpe was
undertaken by Archaeological Services, University of Durham and revealed a Late Neolithic cremation
(ASUD 2005a). The subsequent excavation in 2005 revealed a further three cremations, two of which
were contained in urns and all of which dated from the late Bronze Age. A stone filled ditch and a pit,
both of which were undated, were thought to be associated (ASUD 2005b). This site is of regional
importance and highlights the possibility for the preservation of prehistoric features in the local area.

3.3

Discussion

3.3.1 Except for the bypass in 1927, the desk-based assessment has revealed that the immediate area
of the village around the development site has changed very little in the last 200 years. The site is
considered to be within the medieval core of the village so its location therefore has the potential for
medieval features. Earlier remains, particularly those of prehistoric and Roman date, have not been
found in close proximity to the site, although the presence of Neolithic and Bronze Age burials in nearby
Milnthorpe shows the potential for prehistoric activity in the area.
3.3.2 The most significant element of Heversham’s history is the evidence for an early monastery,
although this comes from a small number of references in the Historia de Sancto Cuthberto. Human
remains have been found in the vicinity of the church and further to the west, but these remain undated
and there is little additional information available about them. The church has been suggested as a likely
location for the site of the earlier monastery, although Heversham Hall has also been considered a likely
location (HER No. 2500).

Client: St Peter’s Heversham PCC
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4.

Watching Brief

4.1

Introduction

4.1.1 The excavated area extended from the entrance at the south-east corner of the church (Plate 3)
and followed the footpath to the south before turning west (Plate 4), eventually cutting across the
footpath (Plate 5) and returning to an existing manhole located near the south-west corner of the building
(Plate 6). The trench was back-filled and the gravel path was re-instated upon completion of laying the
pipe, which was carried out in short sections. An archaeologist was present on site to observe all of the
excavation work for a total of 2.5 days which took place between the 10th and 17th of August 2010.

Plate 3 (left): Entrance at the south-east corner of the church
Plate 4 (right): General view of footpath around the graveyard to the south side of the church

Plate 5 (left): Entrance to the south-west corner of the church
Plate 6 (right): General view of the south-west corner of the church

Client: St Peter’s Heversham PCC
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4.2

Results

4.2.1 Excavation of the trench began at the eastern end, adjacent to the steps at the south-east
entrance to the church. The eastern branch of the trench, aligned north-south, was excavated within half
a day, working from north to south. The trench was approximately 0.25m wide and 0.40m deep, and ran
along the length of the footpath which had been laid with stone slabs. The newly excavated area
remained within the confines of an existing concrete and gravelled area next to the footpath.
4.2.2 The gravel deposit was found to be approximately 0.05m thick and was above a slightly
compacted layer of orangey-brown clayey-silt (100). This deposit petered out towards the south and was
no more than 0.12m thick at the northern end, near to the church. Below this deposit was a further
darker brown silt layer (101), which extended the length of the area to the south of the church and had
been cut by two brick-lined drains in this section of the excavated area; one drain was aligned northwest/south-east, near to the steps of the church, and the other intruded into the trench approximately
4.7m from the northern end on a north-east/south-west alignment (visible midway along the path in Plate
7) before continuing south along the trench. The bricks which had been used to line the two drains each
measured four by three by nine inches. The drain near the church was 0.25m wide and capped with
slate and the drain at the south end of this section of the trench housed a ceramic drain; both drains
were no longer serviceable and had silted up. The bricks used were similar to those set into the south
elevation surrounding the drain to the east of the south-east entrance to the church. The downpipes on
the church are dated 1868, which might suggest the drains were also late 19th century. Some of the finds
from context 100 were consistent with an 18th to early 19th century date, but the later truncation meant
that the original contexts of some of the finds could not be verified (see Appendix 3). An oil pipe, which
provided fuel for the church heating, also cut east/west across the trench slightly north of the turn,
towards the bottom of the limit of excavation, below the drain which housed the ceramic pipe. No other
cut features were observed in the north/south section of the trench and the underlying geological layers
were not exposed.

Plate 7: Oblique view of the north/south section of the trench

4.2.3 The next 9.5m of the trench, which runs parallel with the south elevation of the church, was
excavated within half a day, working from east to west to a depth of 0.3 to 0.4m. The gravel and concrete
Client: St Peter’s Heversham PCC
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were removed to reveal a thin layer of grey-coloured fine gravel (<0.05m thick) above a well-compacted
light yellowish brown layer. This layer was thought to be possibly a variation within 100, above 101.
Some sub-rounded stones appeared to be sorted towards the base of this deposit (100), beginning 1.6m
from the turn and continuing approximately 5m to the west, overlying context 101 (Plate 8). These subrounded stones, each less than 0.10m on a side, were only observed in the north-facing section and did
not continue across the trench (there was no evidence of metalling to suggest that it might have been a
road surface) and their presence was intermittent further to the west. Finds from context 101 ranged
from the late medieval onwards, to the 18th and possibly as late as the 20th century (see Appendix 3),
although some of these later finds are not closely dateable and their original context could less securely
be known; no cut features were observed along this part of the east/west section of the trench. The
layers above context 101 are suggested to be modern and are probably associated with the laying of the
path and the concrete on the inside of the path which leads around the area since none of them were
present in the south-facing section.
4.2.4 The remainder of the east/west section of the trench up to the footpath was excavated the
following day. Context 100 and 101 continued along the length of the area. A thin blackish brown silt
deposit, context 102, was observed in the south-facing section of the trench, overlying context 101. This
deposit was not present further to the east and towards the west end it contained the oil pipe which
supplied the heating system for the church (the oil pipe can be seen to the left hand side of the trench in
Plate 9). The oil pipe had been encountered just north of the turn towards the south end of the
north/south section of the trench. Context 102 intrudes into the north side of the east/west section of the
trench and is probably aligned with the oil pipe which was exposed further east; the oil pipe extended
2.8m into the trench and context 102 is likely the back-fill of the cut made to lay the pipe. Towards the
west, the oil pipe was encountered directly below the concrete to the side of the path, whereas to the
east it was encountered deeper in the trench, towards the limit of excavation. The finds from context 102,
including fragments of brick as well as fragments of post-medieval pottery and ceramic clay pipe stems,
date the context to the 19th century (see Appendix 3).
4.2.5 A thin layer of a gritty white mortar (possibly Portland cement?), less than 0.03m thick, was
observed below layer 100 in the north facing section at the west end of the east/west section of the
trench, extending less than 0.5m to the east from the footpath.

Client: St Peter’s Heversham PCC
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Plate 8 (left): East end of the east/west section of the trench
Plate 9 (right): West end of the east/west section of the trench, showing the oil pipe

4.2.6 After completion of the east/west section of the trench, the trench cut across the corner of the
grassy area inside the path on a north-west/south-east alignment. This alignment was intended to
reduce the number of paving flags which would have to be repositioned after completion of the work. The
topsoil (103) was dark, blackish brown silt, less than 0.15m thick, overlying context 100 which in turn
overlay context 101. Finds from context 103 are fairly consistent with an 18th century date (see Appendix
3). Context 103 did not continue below or to the west side of the footpath. Similar layers were observed
below the level of the footpath; the footpath was above various mixed levelling deposits of gravel and a
modern concrete layer (which had a ‘Twix’ wrapper set into the mix). Below these layers was a
continuation of context 100, which again appeared to be cut by the oil pipe and above which was an
electric cable which also cut across the trench. The edge of a cut for these cross-cutting cables and
pipes could not be discerned but there was likely to be a continuation of context 102, which was thought
to be the back-fill of the cut associated with the oil pipe across this section of the trench. The uppermost
finds from the trench were attributed to context 102 since they were likely intrusive and could not be
attributed with any certainty to the underlying deposits. Noticeably less human remains were observed
near to or below the area of the footpath. At the base of the trench to the east side of the footpath, there
was an orangey-brown sandy-silt deposit (context 108) below context 101.

Client: St Peter’s Heversham PCC
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Plate 10: South-west facing section below the footpath

4.2.7 A similar deposit to context 101 was encountered towards the base of the trench beneath the
footpath. However, a further context number, context 107, was issued to separate the finds which were
recovered from the western end of this section of the trench where a stone feature was exposed
(comprising contexts 104, 105 and 106). The difference was indistinct and unfortunately the area has
been heavily disturbed by the insertion of later services, but it was hoped that an examination of the finds
might help to distinguish between contexts 101 and 107 at a later stage, if such a separation is valid.
Although the finds from context 101 had a wide date range, suggesting that the context had been
disturbed to the extent that finds from various periods had become mixed, the finds recovered from
context 107 were consistent with a late 17th to 18th century date (see Appendix 3). A sandstone slab
(context 106) was exposed lying flat across the trench (Plate 11), below context 107, which sat on top of
(and possibly capped) what appeared to be a stone-lined channel. The feature was aligned northeast/south-west and was lined with large limestone boulders (context 104), which had only roughly been
shaped (Plate 12). It was approximately 0.6m across with a central channel about 0.2m wide which
appeared to have silted up and was filled by a loose, very fine grit and gravel within a sandy-silt matrix,
context 105; this context contained infrequent, small bone fragments and teeth, possibly conducive with
silting from material from the graves further to the east. The base of the feature was noted as a more
firmly compacted orangey-brown sandy deposit (a possible variation of context 108). One of the pieces
of limestone used to line the channel had mortar present at one end, suggesting that it might have
previously been incorporated into a structure and had possibly been re-used here. No cut could be
determined for the feature, which possibly continued beyond the limit of excavation, but a coin recovered
from the surface of the sandstone slab provides a terminus post quem for the feature; the feature must
be later than the coin, which is a George III halfpenny, dating from the 1770s (Plate 13).
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Plate 11 (left): Sandstone slab (context 106) lying across the trench
Plate 12 (right): Possible channel (context 104) underlying the sandstone slab

Plate 13: George III halfpenny recovered from above the sandstone slab. Coin diameter: 26mm
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4.2.8 The uppermost deposit to the west side of the footpath was a grey gravel, below which was a
brown silt deposit (context 109), which was similar to context 107. Context 109 contained some worked
pieces of sandstone. These fragments were concentrated to the south side of the church but no structure
was evident. The south-west cornerstone of the church and some foundation stones were also exposed
and recorded within context 109. Another limestone block was revealed in section roughly midway from
the corner of the church to the footpath. The level of the foundations and this other block was roughly the
same as the sandstone slab, context 106; they were all roughly 0.3m below the top of the grey gravel
surface. Finds from context 109 ranged in date from the late 17th to the 20th century: the overlap in date
ranges perhaps suggest an 18th century date, but the ceramic dating sequences are not sufficiently
refined to allow for a more precise date for the deposit (see Appendix 3). A brown silty sand layer was
encountered towards the south-west corner of the church below context 109, which had a whitish hue
due to the large quantity of a gritty white mortar present within this layer (context 110). It was thought
that this might represent a possible construction layer, but within the confines of such a narrow trench
this could not be resolved.

4.3

Finds

4.3.1 Human remains: a large quantity of human remains was encountered during the course of the
watching brief. The skeletal remains did not appear to represent complete individuals and there was
limited evidence for articulation; the remains represented many individuals and were not found in
sequence, neither were the remains concentrated in specific areas nor at a consistent level nor was it
apparent from examination of the trench section that complete burials were being truncated by the
current earthworks and the bone was not recovered from identifiable cut features (e.g., a grave cut). The
bone did not show any signs of having been cremated.
4.3.2 Context 101 contained many fragments of disarticulated human bones at various levels along the
length of the north/south aligned section of the trench. Human bone began to be encountered at a depth
of approximately 0.2m and continued to be observed at the maximum depth of excavation (0.4m).
Although much of the bone was fragmentary (including ribs, long bones, and teeth) and there was no
evidence of articulation (the finds were dispersed along the length of the trench and fairly well scattered
within the deposit), some of the bone was in a good state of preservation, including a complete radius
(one of the bones in the forearm). The bone was mainly recovered towards the north end of this section
of the trench; fewer fragments of bone were recovered at the south end of this section of the trench
which was heavily disturbed by the ceramic drain. No human remains were removed from the site.
4.3.3 More human remains were recovered from context 101 along the east/west section of the trench.
Towards the east end of the trench the bone included fragmented jaw bones, skulls, vertebrae, long
bones (radius, ulna, tibia, femur), and more complete metatarsals, metacarpals and phalanges. It was
observed that the preservation of the bone was good - many of the breakages were old and the bone
again appeared to be fairly jumbled, suggesting the ground within the graveyard had frequently been
turned over during its use; very little (if any) articulation could be discerned. On the basis of jaw bone
analysis, at least six individuals were represented, and although very limited articulation could be
discerned, it is clear the area had been used for inhumation. Further fragments of skull and a large
fragment of a femur, both with old breakages, as well as a few teeth and a patella were also encountered
towards the centre of this section. Again, although fragmentary and apparently not articulated, the bone
was well preserved and showed no signs of burning. There were no arm bones, fingers, toes or
vertebrae (except, perhaps, very fragmentary), and there were no large pieces of pelvis or scapula,
which suggests the burials were not intact. Less was recovered to the west end of this section and
generally represented smaller bones; it is possible that the larger bones were removed and perhaps reburied elsewhere having been disturbed by re-use of the ground for burial, the shorter bones of the
hands and feet being reburied unnoticed. The bone was generally recovered towards the top of this
deposit (101), within 0.20m depth, and some sun-bleached bone was also observed on the surface of
the site, near to some of the headstones inside the area of the footpath; the area has clearly been turned
over and re-used for burial on many occasions over the centuries.
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4.3.4 Medieval: three fragments of medieval pottery with a very gritty fabric, and some ceramic
building material, which is difficult to date but is perhaps medieval or later, was recovered from context
100. Unfortunately, these fragments were found very close to the modern truncation to the southern end
of the north/south section of the trench and are likely intrusive. Nevertheless, the gritty fabric is likely to
be 12th to early 13th century, and is similar to locally-made material in Carlisle and Cartmel (Wild and
Howard-Davies 2000). Similar ceramic building material was recovered from context 101 as well as a
piece of late medieval pottery, dated to the 15th to early 16th century (see Appendix 3; see also Figure 3).
4.3.5 Post-medieval: an unstratified thin iron nail was recovered from the spoil heap created during
the excavation of the north/south section of the trench, possibly from context 101. Several more short
nails (possibly coffin nails?) were recovered during the excavation of the east end of the east/west
section of the trench, which certainly came from context 101. An iron handle as well as other iron objects
and a thin sheet of a copper alloy were recovered from context 101 during the excavation of the
east/west section of the trench. Other metal objects included an iron nut and bolt and various nails,
recovered from context 109, and a copper alloy coin recovered from context 107. Post-medieval pottery
finds (from contexts 101, 102, 103, 107, and 109) included factory produced slipware, Staffordshire-type
slipware, stoneware, brown- and black-glazed red earthenware, buff-coloured earthenware, white
earthenware, creamware, and pearlware. Clay tobacco pipe fragments were recovered from contexts
102, 103, and 109, including a marked stem from context 102 made by C Stork of Lancaster. A James
Stork is recorded as leasing a pipe manufactory in Lancaster from c1850, although it was actually
operated by members of the Sephton family (White 1975, 62), and C Stork is presumably a relative
assuming this initial is correct. Some ceramic building material was recovered from context 103. Some
animal bone and marine shell was recovered from context 102 and 109 but it was note closely dateable.
Fragments of glass were recovered from contexts 101, 102 and 109, as well as a piece which was
unstratified, none of which was closely dateable.
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5.

Discussion

5.1.1 It is clear from the large quantity and condition of the skeletal human remains observed during
the course of the groundworks that the area of the graveyard to the south side of the church had been
used for inhumations. There was no evidence for the burial of cremated ashes, which was apparently
later the case (Reverend Sue Wilson pers comm.). Several small iron nails were recovered from the
loose soil (probably from context 101), and although they are not closely dateable, some are probably
coffin nails (see Appendix 3), which would further indicate that the area had been used for inhumations
before being used for the burial of ashes. Much of the bone was fragmented from many old breakages
and appeared to represent the remains of several individuals, but only very limited articulation of the
remains could be discerned and no complete burials were observed, suggesting that the soil of the
graveyard had been turned over many times during its use over several centuries. A fragment of
medieval pottery was recovered from within this layer, dating from the 15th to early 16th century, but it
was not recovered from a specific feature and other finds within this layer dated to perhaps as late as the
20th century, further indication that the soil had been disturbed to the extent that finds from various
periods had become mixed.
5.1.2 There were noticeably fewer human bone fragments closer to the south-west entrance to the
church, below the footpath and to the west side of the church, although these areas were more heavily
disturbed by services, including electricity cables and an oil pipe.
5.1.3 There was a stone-lined feature, capped with a sandstone slab, located below the footpath at the
south-west corner of the church. This feature was closely dated to the 18th century by pottery finds and
the presence of a coin dated to the 1770s; this issue was minted between 1770 and 1775 (Lobel et al
1997, 588). Other fragments of worked sandstone and large pieces of worked limestone were also
removed from this area (see Figure 2). All of these cut stone elements were encountered at
approximately the same depth and might represent a construction layer, dating to the 18th century. Other
finds from this area also dated from this period, including fragments of clay pipe stems. Unfortunately,
the area exposed during the course of the groundworks was too limited to determine the purpose and
extent of these features.
5.1.4 No cut features were identified and the underlying natural deposits were not exposed during the
course of the groundworks.
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1.

Introduction

1.1

Project Background

1.1.1 As part of a programme of alterations and improvements being carried out to St Peter’s Church,
Heversham, Cumbria (NGR 349609 483396), excavation is necessary across part of the church yard for the
installation of a new drain. As a result a request was made the St Peter’s Heversham PCC (hereafter ‘the client’),
following advice from English Heritage, that an archaeological watching brief be carried out to monitor the work.
Greenlane Archaeology was contacted by Paul Grout of Paul Grout Associates on behalf of the client to provide
archaeological services, in response to which this project design was produced.
1.1.2 St Peter’s Church is known to have at least medieval origins, although prehistoric remains have been
made in the general area (Greenlane Archaeology 2009). Of particular significance are early medieval references
to a monastery at Heversham, which, combined with the fragment of early medieval cross and possibly early
burials found underneath the lych-gate, have been taken to suggest the monastery might have been in close
proximity to the church (ibid). A recent archaeological evaluation on land immediately opposite the church did not
discover any remains of archaeological interest, however, and the bedrock was relatively shallow (ibid).

1.2

Greenlane Archaeology

1.2.1 Greenlane Archaeology is a private limited company based in Ulverston, Cumbria, and was established in
2005 (Company No. 05580819). Its directors, Jo Dawson and Daniel Elsworth, have a combined total of over 18
years continuous professional experience working in commercial archaeology, principally in the north of England
and Scotland. Greenlane Archaeology is committed to a high standard of work, and abides by the Institute for
Archaeologists’, formerly the Institute of Field Archaeologists’ (IFA), Code of Conduct. The watching brief will be
carried out according to the Standards and Guidance of the Institute of Field Archaeologists (IfA 2008).

1.3

Project Staffing

1.3.1 The project will be managed by Dan Elsworth (MA (Hons), AIFA). Daniel graduated from the University of
Edinburgh in 1998 with an honours degree in Archaeology, and began working for the Lancaster University
Archaeological Unit, which became Oxford Archaeology North (OA North) in 2001. Daniel ultimately became a
project officer, and for over six and a half years worked on excavations and surveys, building investigations, deskbased assessments, and conservation and management plans. These have principally taken place in the North
West, and Daniel has a particular interest in the archaeology of the area. He has recently managed a wide variety
of projects including watching briefs, excavations, and building recordings of various sizes.
1.3.2 The watching brief will be carried out by Dan Elsworth or Tom Mace (BA (Hons), MA), depending on
scheduling constraints. Tom has extensive experience of working on a variety of archaeological projects, especially
watching briefs, but also excavations, evaluations, and building recordings, as well as report writing and illustration
production. He joined Greenlane Archaeology in 2008 having worked for several previous companies including
Archaeological Solutions and Oxford Archaeology North.
1.3.3 All artefacts will be processed by Greenlane Archaeology, and it is envisaged that they will initially be
examined by Jo Dawson, who will fully assess any of post-medieval date. Finds of earlier date will be assessed by
specialist sub-contractors as appropriate. The client and English Heritage will be notified of any specialists, other
than those named, who Greenlane Archaeology wishes to engage, before any specialist contracts are awarded,
and their approval will be sought.
1.3.4 Environmental samples and faunal remains, should significant deposits of these be recovered, will be
processed by Greenlane Archaeology. It is envisaged that charred plant remains will be assessed by Scott
Timpany of Headland Archaeology Ltd, and faunal remains by Auli Tourunen, also at Headland Archaeology.
Should any human remains be encountered it is envisaged that these will be recorded on site and reinterred but
should some or all of them merit further assessment this will be carried out by Malin Horst at York
Osteoarchaeology, following appropriate advice on initial processing. The client and English Heritage will be
informed and their approval will be sought for any changes to these arrangements should they be necessary.
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Objectives

2.1

Watching Brief
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2.1.1 To identify any surviving archaeological remains and to investigate and record any revealed archaeological
remains or deposits.

2.2

Report

2.2.1 To produce a report detailing the results of the watching brief, which will outline the nature, form, extent,
and date of any archaeological remains discovered.

2.3

Archive

2.3.1

Produce a full archive of the results of the watching brief.

3.

Methodology

3.1

Watching Brief

3.1.1

The groundworks are to be monitored, with one archaeologist on site.

3.1.2

The watching brief methodology will be as follows:














Foundation trenches and/or trenches for services will be excavated by machine under supervision by staff
from Greenlane Archaeology;
All deposits of archaeological significance will be examined by hand if possible in a stratigraphic manner,
using shovels, mattocks, or trowels as appropriate for the scale;
The position of any features, such as ditches, pits, or walls, will be recorded and where necessary these
will be investigated in order to establish their full extent, date, and relationship to any other features. If
possible, negative features such as ditches or pits will be examined by sample excavation, typically half of
a pit or similar feature and approximately 10% of a linear feature;
All recording of features will include detailed plans and sections at a scale of 1:20 or 1:10 where practicable
or sketches where it is not, and photographs in both colour print and colour digital format;
All deposits, drawings and photographs will be recorded on Greenlane Archaeology pro forma record
sheets;
All finds will be recovered during the watching brief for further assessment as far as is practically and safely
possible. Should significant amounts of finds be encountered an appropriate sampling strategy will be
devised;
All faunal remains will also be recovered by hand during the watching brief as far as is practically and
safely possible, but where it is considered likely that there is potential for the bones of fish or small
mammals to be present appropriate volumes of samples will be taken for sieving;
Deposits that are considered likely to have preserved environmental remains will be sampled. Bulk
samples of between 10 and 40 litres in volume, depending on the size and potential of the deposit, will be
collected from stratified undisturbed deposits and will particularly target negative features (gullies, pits and
ditches) and occupation deposits such as hearths and floors. An assessment of the environmental potential
of the site will be undertaken through the examination of samples of suitable deposits by specialist subcontractors (see Section 1.3.4 above), who will examine the potential for further analysis. All samples will
be processed using methods appropriate to the preservation conditions and the remains present;
Any human remains discovered during the watching brief will be left in situ, and, if possible, covered. It is
assumed that the faculty covering the renovation work also includes the removal of human remains;
however, no human remains will be removed from the site. A suitable record of them will be made on site,
however. Should the faculty not include this the client will be immediately informed of the discovery of
human remains as will the local coroner. In this instance, should it be considered necessary to remove the
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3.2

remains this will require a Home Office licence, under Section 25 of the Burial Act of 1857, which will be
applied for should the need arise;
Any objects defined as ‘treasure’ by the Treasure Act of 1996 (HMSO 1996) will be immediately reported to
the local coroner and secured stored off-site, or covered and protected on site if immediate removal is not
possible;
Should any significant archaeological deposits be encountered during the watching brief these will
immediately be brought to the attention of the client and English Heritage so that the need for further work
can be confirmed. Any additional work and ensuing costs will be agreed with the client and according to the
requirements of English Heritage, and subject to a variation to this project design.

Report

3.2.1 The results of the watching brief will be compiled into a report. Should no remains of interest be identified
only a brief summary of the results will be produced, containing only some of the sections described. Should more
detailed reporting be required the report will contain the following sections:









A front cover including the appropriate national grid reference (NGR);
A concise non-technical summary of results, including the date the project was undertaken and by whom;
Acknowledgements;
Project Background;
Methodology, including a description of the work undertaken;
Results of the watching brief including descriptions of any deposits identified, their extent, form and
potential date, and an assessment of any finds or environmental remains recovered during the watching
brief;
Discussion of the results, with specific reference to their relationship with previous discoveries in the local
area;
Illustrations at appropriate scales including:
- a plan showing the location of the ground works;
- plans and sections of the watching brief ground works, as appropriate, showing any features of
archaeological interest;
- photographs of the watching brief, including both detailed and general shots of features of archaeological
interest and the trenches;
- photographs of individual artefacts as appropriate.

3.3

Archive

3.3.1 The archive, comprising the drawn, written, and photographic record of the watching brief, formed during
the project, will be stored by Greenlane Archaeology until it is completed. Upon completion it will be deposited with
the Cumbria Record Office in Kendal. The archive will be compiled according to the standards and guidelines of the
IFA (Brown 2007), and in accordance with English Heritage guidelines (English Heritage 1991). In addition details
of the project will be submitted to the Online AccesS to the Index of archaeological investigationS (OASIS) scheme.
This is an internet-based project intended to improve the flow of information between contractors, local authority
heritage managers and the general public.
3.3.2 A copy of the report will be supplied to the client and to English Heritage, and within six months of the
completion of fieldwork, a digital copy will be provided for the Cumbria Historic Environment Record (HER). In
addition, Greenlane Archaeology Ltd will retain one copy, and digital copies will be provided to the OASIS scheme
as required.
3.3.3 The client will be encouraged to transfer ownership of the finds to a suitable museum. Any finds recovered
during the watching brief will be offered to Kendal Museum. If no suitable repository can be found the finds may
have to be discarded, and in this case as full a record as possible would be made of them beforehand.
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Work timetable

4.1
Greenlane Archaeology will be available to commence the watching brief on the 10th August 2010. It is
envisaged that the project will involve tasks in the following order:




Task 1: watching brief;
Task 2: post-excavation work on archaeological watching brief, including processing of finds and
production of draft report and illustrations;
Task 3b: feedback, editing and production of final report, completion of archive.

5.

Other matters

5.1

Access

5.1.1

Access to the site will be organised through co-ordination with the client and/or their agent(s).

5.2

Health and Safety

5.2.1 Greenlane Archaeology carries out risk assessments for all of its projects and abides by its internal health
and safety policy and relevant legislation. Health and safety is always the foremost consideration in any decisionmaking process.

5.3

Insurance

5.3.1 Greenlane Archaeology has professional indemnity insurance to the value of £500,000. Details of this can
be supplied if requested.

5.4

Environmental and Ethical Policy

5.4.1 Greenlane Archaeology has a strong commitment to environmentally- and ethically-sound working
practices. Its office is supplied with 100% renewable energy by Good Energy, uses ethical telephone and internet
services supplied by the Phone Co-op, is even decorated with organic paint, and has floors finished with recycled
vinyl tiles. In addition, the company uses the services of The Co-operative Bank for ethical banking, Naturesave for
environmentally-conscious insurance, and utilises public transport wherever possible. Greenlane Archaeology is
also committed to using local businesses for services and materials, thus benefiting the local economy, reducing
unnecessary transportation, and improving the sustainability of small and rural businesses.
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Appendix 2: Summary Context List
Context

Type

Description

Interpretation

100

Deposit

Compact, hard, light (slightly orangey) brown
clayey-silt, <0.12m thick, below the concrete
and gravel immediately to the west of the
footpath. It was observed in the north/south
branch of the trench and petered out towards
the south. <1% unsorted, small sub-angular
limestone inclusions (<0.04m).

Possibly associated with the laying of
the path or concrete and gravel to
the west of the path.

101

Deposit

Dark brown, friable silt layer, with some root
action, covering the area to the south of the
church. Below context 100. <1% small, subrounded stone inclusions (<0.03m).

This deposit formed a burial layer
within the confines of the graveyard
and had evidently been repeatedly
turned over during its use; scattered
disarticulated human remains were
observed throughout this deposit.
Finds from this deposit included a
fragment of medieval pottery dated
to the 15th to early 16th century as
well as various metal objects.

102

Deposit

Friable, loosely-compacted, blackish silt,
<0.1m thick, with infrequent (<2%) sub-angular
and angular sandstone and broken red brick
inclusions.

This deposit intruded into the north
side of the east/west section of the
trench and was probably the back-fill
of the cut made for the oil pipe used
for supplying fuel for the church
heating system. Finds from within
this deposit indicate it is postmedieval in date.

Observed in the south facing section of the
east/west section of the trench, directly below
the concrete and above context 101.
103

Deposit

Dark, blackish-brown friable silt with <1% very
small, sub-rounded stone inclusions (<0.02m).

Topsoil within the area of the
graveyard, inside the path area, cut
across near the south-west entrance
to the church.

104

Structure

A north-east/south-west aligned feature, lined
with sub-rounded, roughly cut large limestone
blocks up to 0.6m on a side. Some mortar was
present on some of the blocks, possibly from
having been re-used.

This feature appeared to form a
channel of some sort, which was
silted up by context 105. It appeared
to extend slightly to the south-west
beyond the limits of excavation.

105

Deposit

Very fine sandstone and sandy gravel within a
loose light greyish-brown, sandy-silt matrix.

Silted fill of channel within 104 and
below the capping stone (106). It
contained some very infrequent, very
small and fragmentary human bone,
possibly the result of silting action
from graves to the east. The base
appeared to be compacted, lighter
orangey-brown, sandy-silt – possibly
the underlying layer context 108.

106

Structure

Orangey-grey, roughly cut, rectangular
sandstone slab (approximately 0.5m by 0.6m
and 0.05m thick).

Sandstone slab covering the lined
stone channel (104), possibly a
capping stone. A coin from the 1770s
was recovered from its top surface.
Client: St Peter’s Heversham PCC
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Context

Type

Description

Interpretation

107

Deposit

Mid grey-brown, friable silt above context 106.
Its edges were unclear and it was hoped that
dating evidence from the deposits might help
distinguish it from nearby deposits if such a
distinction is real. Maximum 0.26m thick.

Overlying 106 but no cut was
discernible – the area is heavily
disturbed by services. The edges
were unclear and it could be a
variation of context 101.

108

Deposit

Loosely compacted,
sandy-silt.

orangey-brown

Layer below the darker brown silt
deposits within the graveyard,
encountered below the footpath to
the south-west entrance to the
church. Some human bone was
observed.

109

Deposit

Friable, mid greyish-brown, slightly sandy silt,
with infrequent, sub-angular sandstone
inclusions (<0.1m); below the grey gravel to
the west of the south-west entrance to the
church; maximum 0.26m thick.

Contained foundation stones and
other
worked
limestone
and
fragments of worked sandstone
blocks (<0.15m on a side); above a
possible construction layer (110).
Note: most of the worked stone was
from about the same depth.

110

Deposit

Friable whitish-brown silty-sand with very
small grit inclusions. <0.22m thick below 109.

Possible construction layer with large
quantity of gritty mortar inclusions,
below 109, which contained worked
stone, etc.

Client: St Peter’s Heversham PCC
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Appendix 3: Summary Finds List
Context

Material

Quantity

Description

Date

Unstratified

Glass

1

Thin, flat, with flaking surfaces, very light
green

18th century or earlier

100
(possibly
from
later
cutting
drain*)

Pottery

3

All from the same vessel, recent breaks, two
refitting. Coarse red gritty ware, thin core,
slightly reduced. Part of a large vessel such
as a cooking pot, soot blackened on
exterior. Similar to wares from Carlisle but
also examples found at Cartmel Priory.

12th to 13th century

100
(possibly
from
later
cutting
drain)

Ceramic

1+8
small
possible
fragments

Fragment of red earthenware, laminated
softish fabric, abraded. Probably sand-cast
tile.

Medieval to early postmedieval?

Unstratified
(possibly
100)

Pottery

1

White salt-glazed stoneware hollow-ware
vessel fragment (tankard or similar)

18th century

Unstratified
(possibly
100)

Pottery

1

Pearlware with blue ‘Willow’ transfer print

Early 19th century

101

Pottery

1

Fragment of everted rim with terminal of a
strap handle from a large, narrow jug or
cistern. Late medieval, similar to fabrics
made at Silverdale; glazed with a green
glaze both internally and externally, the
fabric is fairly soft and varies in colour from
orangey red (not reduced) to dark grey
(more fully reduced). The thumbed
impression where the strap has been
applied to the jug is clearly discernible.

15th to early 16th century

101

Animal
bone

1

Mammal tooth

Not closely dateable

Possibly
101

Ceramic

1

Same as the ceramic building material
recovered from context 100 (possibly from
the later cutting drain), but slightly larger
lump, not so laminated voided organics?

Medieval to early postmedieval?

Possibly
101

Ceramic

1

Small red earthenware ceramic building
material fragment – brick?

Not closely dateable

Possibly
101

Glass

1

Green, from cylindrical bottle, opalescent
surfaces

Mid 18th to 19th century

Client: St Peter’s Heversham PCC
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Context

Material

Quantity

Description

Probably
101

Fe

2

Nails with mineralised
(presumably coffin nails)

Probably
101

Fe

1

Coffin handle? Corroded, calcined bone
attached to terminal (handle broken and
incomplete)

Late
18th
century?

Probably
101

Fe

1

Heavy cast iron(?) broken pipe(?) fragment
with concretions

18th to 20th century

Probably
101

Cu alloy

1

Roughly cut sheet metal label (broken and
incomplete, but one pierced end present)
likely associated with a grave

Not closely dateable

Unstratified
(probably
101)

Fe

1

Square-headed,
corroded

nail,

Not closely dateable

V.likely 101

Fe

8

Various nails, corroded, at least two with
mineralised wood

Not closely dateable

V.likely 101

Fe

2

Mineralised wood attached to thin metal
rods

Not closely dateable

Unstratified
(possibly
101
–
slightly
doubtful)

Fe

1

Corroded nail, square sectioned

Not closely dateable

Unstratified
(possibly
101
–
slightly
doubtful)

Pottery

1

Factory-produced slipware on buff-coloured
earthenware body-brown slip banding and
rouletting, hollow-ware

Mid 18th to early 20th
century

102

Pottery

1

White earthenware
fragments

Late 18th to 20th century

102

Pottery

1

Coarse brown-glazed
hollow-ware

102

Pottery

1

Brown-glazed red earthenware with white
slip-coated interior

19th century to early 20th
century

102

Clay
tobacco
pipe

1

Marked stem: ‘[C?] STORK LAN…’,
(presumably ‘C STORK LANCASTER’)
narrowish bore

Late 19th century

102

Clay
tobacco
pipe

2

Stem fragments, unmarked, narrowish bore

Mid 18th to early 20th
century

102

Marine
shell

4
fragments

Mussel fragments, with mortar attached

Not closely dateable

Client: St Peter’s Heversham PCC
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Context

Material

Quantity

Description

Date

Probably
continuation
of
102
below path;
near oil pipe

Pottery

3

Refitting creamware saucer base with small,
thin foot rim, painted earth colours pattern

Mid 18th to early 19th
century

Probably
continuation
of
102
below path;
near oil pipe

Pottery

3

Salt-glazed creamware all from one vessel,
two refitting, press moulded metal shape
plate rim

Mid to late 18th century

Probably
continuation
of
102
below path;
near oil pipe

Pottery

4

Freshly broken fragments from a single
vessel, pearlware with blue Chinoiserie
transfer-printed pattern

Late 18th to early 19th
century

Probably
continuation
of
102
below path;
near oil pipe

Pottery

2

Pearlware, two different blue transfer-printed
patterns, one white-on-blue (blue stippled
background)

Late 18th to early 19th
century

Probably
continuation
of
102
below path;
near oil pipe

Glass

1

Non-diagnostic green
opalescent surfaces

Not closely dateable

Probably
continuation
of
102
below path;
near oil pipe

Marine
shell

1

Edible cockle valve

Not closely dateable

103

Ceramic

5

Brick fragments and non-diagnostic ceramic
building material

Early
post-medieval?
18th century or earlier

103

Pottery?

1

Laminated red earthenware fragment, no
surfaces

Late 17th to 18th century

103

Pottery

1

Creamware(?) fragment

Mid 18th to early 19th
century

103

Clay
tobacco
pipe

1

Stem and bowl base, ribbed bowl, pointed
spur, narrowish bore

19th to early 20th century

107

Pottery

1

Black-glazed red earthenware coarseware,
laminated fabric with cream layers, red
slipped exterior

Late 17th to 18th century

107

Pottery

1

Buff-coloured earthenware with orange slip
and white slip on top – probably from
slipware platter

Late 17th to early 18th
century

bottle

fragment,

Client: St Peter’s Heversham PCC
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Context

Material

Quantity

Description

Date

107
(from
possible
surface(?)
of [104])

Cu alloy

1

George III halfpenny 177[?]

1770-1775 (Lobel et al,
1997, 588)

109

Clay
tobacco
pipe

3

Stem fragments, unmarked, narrow and
medium bores. One unmarked stem
fragment had a wide bore and was probably
earlier in date.

One piece from the late
16th to mid 18th century

109

Pottery

4

Slightly
coarse
brown-glazed
red
earthenware, two from the same vessel with
slip stripe

Late 17th to early 20th
century

109

Pottery

1

Coarse black-glazed red earthenware

Late 17th to early 20th
century

109

Pottery

1

Coarse
high-fired
buff-coloured
earthenware, red slip-coated (and blackglazed) inside and out. Hollow-ware

Late 17th to early 18th
century

109

Pottery

1

Fine Staffordshire-type
fragment

cup(?)

Late 17th to early 18th
century?

109

Pottery

1

Fine white earthenware fine blue transferprinted pattern

Late 18th to early 19th
century

109

Pottery

1

Fine white earthenware with blue pattern

Late 18th to early 19th
century

109

Marine
shell

1

Edible cockle valve fragment

Not closely dateable

109

Fe

2

Corroded, round-headed, square-sectioned
nail, and a square nut and bolt

The nail is not closely
dateable

slipware

Two fragments from the
mid 18th to early 20th
century

The nut and bolt are
likely late 18th to 20th
century
Unstratified
(possibly
109)

Fe

5

Three corroded straight nails, one bent nail
and one bent rod

Not closely dateable

Unstratified
(possibly
109)

Pottery

4

Slightly
coarse
earthenware

Late 17th to early 20th
century

Unstratified
(possibly
109)

Pottery

5

Refitting Staffordshire-type slipware cup rim

Late 17th to early 18th
century

Unstratified
(possibly
109)

Pottery

1

Black-glazed red slip coated coarse buffcoloured earthenware hollow-ware base
fragment

Late 17th to early 18th
century

Client: St Peter’s Heversham PCC
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Context

Material

Quantity

Description

Date

Unstratified
(possibly
109)

Pottery

1

Coarse buff/red earthenware, brown-glazed,
with handle terminal

Late 17th to 18th century

Unstratified
(possibly
109)

Pottery

1

Fine white earthenware

Late 18th to early 19th
century (from glaze
surface)

Unstratified
(possibly
109)

Ceramic

1

Sewage(?) pipe fragment, fireclay, brown
glazed

Late 19th to 20th century

Unstratified
(possibly
109)

Ceramic

2

Soft, abraded red earthenware fragments,
non-diagnostic

Post-medieval?

Unstratified
(possibly
109)

Marine
shell

2

Edible cockle valve fragments

Not closely dateable

Unstratified
(possibly
109)

Animal
bone

2

Large mammal teeth / tooth fragments

Not closely dateable

Unstratified
(possibly
109)

Glass

1

Dark green bottle – re-melted high kick

Early 17th to mid 19th
century

*Many of the finds, especially the metal artefacts, were recovered from the spoil heap. Where possible an indication of the
relative certainty of their original context has been recorded.
Note: human bone was not removed from site and was not examined by a specialist. Tentative identifications and observations
as to the condition of the bone are recorded in the finds section (see Section 4.3).
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