






military railway. This road was breached several times by sea action in the 1960s, 1978, 
1996 and c 2004.  
 

 
 

Plate 8  Spurn Fort 1915–18 (left) and 1940–45 (right) (Dorman 1990) 
 
The Fortress Study Group in their survey of military sites at Spurn in 1995 and the 
RCHME in their survey of 1992 noted a series of engine rooms within the Port War 
Signal Station complex (EA259). These powered arc searchlights to guide the other 
defence and anti-invasion sites in the area such as gun and AA emplacements. The Port 
War Signal Station was connected to two concrete blockhouses.  
 
The 1995 Fortress Study Group survey also included a ground measured survey of 
military sites in the vicinity of concrete railway blocks (EA246). This survey included 
known sites such as the anti-tank ditch (EA247) to the west and the pillbox (EA255), 
which protected the western end of the anti-tank ditch. In addition the survey also 
included anti-tank cylinders (EA249) and sockets for concrete road blocks (EA248). 
These features were located at the north-eastern end of the ditch and were not located 
during the walkover survey. They had presumably been covered by either dense 
vegetation or the sand dunes. However, the western arm of the anti-tank ditch (EA251) 
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was located during the walkover survey underneath heavy ground vegetation cover.  
 
Other miscellaneous building remains and structures associated with this intensive 
World War 2 defensive network were identified as a result of a site walkover survey, 
although their existence and function has not been confirmed from other sources, with 
the exception of the site of one of two possible gun emplacements (EA267). The 
RCHME in their 1992 survey and the Fortress Study Group in their survey of military 
sites at Spurn in 1995 noted that this site was the location of a 4-inch gun, which 
originally faced the Humber Estuary.  
 
The area around Kilnsea Warren, where Spurn Point joins the Holderness coast was 
defended by a minefield (EA235), along with road blocks (EA229, 212), along with a rail 
block (EA210). Rows of anti-tank blocks (EA213) had been positioned on the beach 
south of Godwin Battery, but have now been destroyed. The defensive structures were 
supported by a series of pillboxes (EA219, 232; 208, 211, 221). In support of these were 
weapons pits (EA227, 214). A group of military buildings (EA224) of unknown use were 
visible at TA 4190 1501.  
 
The construction of a concrete roadway marked an end to the importance of the Spurn 
and Kilnsea Railway, though the railway would continue to operate until the early 1950s. 
In March 1944 Operation Flood Tide began a complete re-organisation of coastal artillery 
and many of the Humber batteries were reduced to a care and maintenance basis such 
that by 1945 all of the Humber batteries had been taken out of use. The Spurn and 
Kilnsea Railway was finally closed and demolished in the autumn and winter of 1951–2. 
In 1956 the Government decided to abolish the coastal defence artillery altogether. 
Equipment began to be removed in 1957 and in 1959 the military land at Spurn was put 
up for sale. In 1960 the Spurn Peninsula passed to the Yorkshire Naturalists’ Trust, 
subsequently the Yorkshire Wildlife Trust bringing to an end some 45 years of military 
occupation. In 1969 the low voltage poles were erected along the peninsula. By the 
1970s many of the remaining coastal defences were demolished and became used for 
sea defence. 
 
To the north of Kilnsea Warren are a number of military sites associated with the coastal 
defences and the Godwin Battery (EA182). An Operation Diver AA battery (EA171) sited 
at TA 41663 16292 is thought to have been lost to erosion some time ago. Other 
defences include rows of anti-tank blocks (EA185) on the beach, which were in poor 
condition in 1992 and are at serious risk. A concrete pillbox (EA175) is linked to the 
Godwin Battery by a tunnel (EA176) which was in good condition in 1995. The Godwin 
Battery also had a 100m long trench (EA174) linked to a number of defensive 
strongpoints around its perimeter. A weapons pit, trenches and a trackway (EA168) had 
been located at TA 41607 1637. A close defence battery (EA194) with a single 4” gun 
was also constructed to protect Godwin Battery; its remains now lie on the beach in poor 
condition. 
 
A number of military camps were noted on aerial photographs in the Kilnsea area 
including EA171 and EA207. The concrete hut bases of a camp (EA205) at TA 41455 
15775 still survived in 1992, but were in poor condition. Another camp (EA173) was 
located to the south-east of Kilnsea Grange, but its Nissen huts had been destroyed by 
1992.  
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Near Cliff Farm a pillbox (EA198) at TA 40945 15805 had slumped by 45° by 1992 and 
is at risk. Concrete anti-tank blocks (EA197) at TA 40930 15805, had originally been 
road blocks which have been rolled onto the beach, were in good condition in 1992. A 
double row of anti-tank blocks (EA213) at TA 41325 15405 formed part of estuary side 
defences. Other estuary side defences included a set of 45 anti-tank blocks (EA143) 
further inland at Easington Clough. 
 
Away from Spurn Point other WW2 coastal defences were located to the north of the 
parish near Out Newton. At Old Hive was the site of a WW2 fire command post (EA5), 
which consisted of a semi-sunken structure with earth blast walls. It was supported by 
concrete pillboxes (EA1, 7) supported by weapons pits and trenches (EA2, 3, 4, 6). All of 
these monuments have either already been lost to the sea or are in imminent danger. 
 
To the south on the cliff had been an Operation Diver AA battery (EA21) at TA 38705 
22225. It consisted of four gun emplacements with associated huts, but had been 
destroyed by 1992. Close by in the vicinity of Cliff Farm lay two associated searchlight 
batteries: the first (EA15) lay to the east of the farm and consisted of the battery and 
associated buildings and defensive elements; the second (EA27) was a smaller complex 
lying to the north of the farm. Nearby defences included a pillbox (EA16), a weapons pit 
(EA14) and an infantry trench (EA10). Most of the above had been cleared by 1992. 
 
Further down the coast near Model Farm was a WW2 Chain Home Extra Low (CHEL) 
radar station (EA30) located at TA 38955 21875. It consisted of a mast mounted radar 
scanner and associated outbuildings. The radar station was supported by a series on 
pillboxes, EA26, 28, 29. Another pillbox and trenches (EA25, 33) gave further protection. 
All of the above monuments had been destroyed by 1992. A ‘Braithwaite’ water tower 
(EA22) situated to the north-west of Model Farm served the nearby radar station.  
 
To the south at Dimlington Cliff WW2 defences (EA42) were visible on aerial 
photographs located at TA 3970 2070 (centre). These included fortified farm buildings, 
other military buildings, weapons pits, barbed wire fences and a trench. A number of 
these may have already been lost and any survivors would be at risk. To the north 
trackways, and barbed wire obstruction lines (EA39) which were visible at TA 3928 2148 
were probably dismantled after the war. In the area now occupied by the northern part of 
the gas terminal, military defences (EA52) included a minefield and a pillbox position or 
gun emplacement. 
 
Further south lay a radar station with associated buildings and defences (EA53) at TA 
3979 1994 and nearby military buildings (EA49). Although the structures may have been 
dismantled after the war the sites of the monuments may be safe from imminent erosion 
due to their proximity to Easington gas terminal. Two weapons pits (EA56) were located 
inland at TA 3957 1976 and TA 3954 1978. Just to the south of the gas terminal lay a 
group of WW2 military buildings and emplacements (EA63), which probably represented 
the location of a searchlight battery. Although not at risk from erosion they do appear to 
lie under a housing development.  
 
The site of a military camp (EA71) is visible on aerial photographs on the eastern 
outskirts of Easington village and other military buildings (EA68) were located at 
Blacksmith’s Corner at TA 39795 19255. 
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WW2 coastal defences on Easington Beach (EA86) located to the north of Long Bank 
included military buildings, a tank trap, a minefield, trenches, weapons pits, trackways, 
barbed wire obstruction lines and four pillboxes. Beach defences included lengths of 
railway sleepers set at angles in to concrete blocks (EA99) and anti-tank cubes. Parts of 
these defences would have been dismantled after the war and the rest may have been 
lost to erosion. If any survive they are at serious risk. Another pillbox (EA90) lay to the 
north at TA 40735 19065, but has now probably been lost.  
 
Midway between Easington Village and Long Bank lies the site of a minefield (EA115). It 
had been enclosed within a rectangular barbed wire perimeter measuring some 290 x 
185m, which was dismantled after the war. On the beach to the north of the minefield lay 
a triple row of concrete anti-tank blocks (EA103). The northern edge of the minefield and 
the anti-tank blocks were protected by a pillbox (EA100). It was in good condition in 
1992 although it was considered at risk. Two further pillboxes (EA118) were built on 
Easington Beach, but had been reduced to broken concrete slabs by 1992. The 
minefield was also defended by a pillbox (EA116), along with three mounds probably 
representing further pillboxes. There was a series of trenches (EA128) located at TA 
4115 1765 and along with other unidentified military installations identified close-by, 
probably represented defensive positions covering the minefield. All of these may have 
already been lost to the sea. To the south of the minefield, two pillboxes (EA132) were at 
TA 4128 1756 and TA 4130 1757, along with another (EA135) at TA 41185 17515, 
although all three were in very poor condition in 1992. North-east of Firtholme Farm was 
an earth covered concrete pillbox (EA126), which had been destroyed by 1992. 
 
Inland defences included road blocks, EA155 and EA160, to the north and south of Long 
Bank Bridge. The road blocks were supported by a pillbox (EA160). Another pillbox 
(EA141) defended Long Bank dyke. The pillboxes were in good condition in 1992 and of 
the two, the latter is at the greater risk from erosion. The site of an army camp (EA150) 
lay close-by at TA 40985 16965, but has probably been largely lost.  
 
Situated to the south-east of Lockham Farm was the site of a WW2 searchlight battery 
(EA140) which consisted of three searchlight emplacements and four associated 
buildings. Although the site was not under threat from erosion, it had been destroyed by 
1992.  
 
After WW2 it appeared that an AA battery at Warren Head had been modernised in the 
early 1950s to be part of the ‘Rotor’ scheme. A reinforced concrete engine room (EA228) 
had been constructed at TA 41955 14915 to provide electrical power for the AA 
equipment. Other post WW2 military sites include two ROC monitoring posts. 
Underground Post 20/T.2 (EA180) to the north of Kilnsea at TA 41445 16075, formed 
part of the late 1950s to 1960s nuclear warning system and was closed in 1968. Post 
18/K.2 (EA43) located near Dimlington at TA 39945 20565, was of brick and concrete 
and was built to monitor and report aircraft movements. It had been destroyed by 1992.  
 
Discussion 
 
The study area has revealed evidence of occupation from the Neolithic period onwards. 
An occupation site (EA119) on the foreshore held the remains of a rectangular building 
with associated hearths and pits. Finds included over 650 sherds of Neolithic pottery and 
over 750 pieces of worked flint. Further remains were found beneath Bronze Age barrw 
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EA105. These deposits are at serious risk from erosion, if they have not been lost 
already.  
 
A Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age henge (EA104), containing the cremated remains of a 
young man, was revealed in 1998 by tidal action on Easington Beach. Interestingly, the 
surrounding ditch contained estuarine clay, suggesting a later transgression, perhaps 
during sea level rises in the Iron Age. A nearby round barrow (EA105) contained the 
remains of an adult inhumation and sherds of Bronze Age pottery. It would appear that 
this barrow was extant into the 20th century; a second containing a Beaker burial 
survived as an earthwork into the 1990s (EA117). These monuments were uncovered by 
tidal action and lie on the beach to the east of the flood bank. They are at serious risk 
from erosion, if they have not been lost already. A Bronze Age barrow group (EA138) is 
described as having been at approximately TA 4150 1750. Although the grid reference is 
an approximate one, it lies out to sea, suggesting they have already been lost.  
 
The presence of a Late Bronze Age or Early Iron Age occupation site (EA59) at 
Easington Cliff is indicated by the recovery of pottery, animal bone and a wooden spear. 
Stray finds from the beach would indicate that this site is already suffering from erosion. 
Two Iron Age coins (EA61) were found at the same location suggesting occupation had 
continued into the Iron Age and that the coins had eroded out of the cliff. The site of a 
possible Bronze Age round barrow (EA49) lies to the north of the gas terminal and 
although it is close to the cliff it will presumably be afforded protection due to its close 
proximity to the gas terminal.  
 
Exploitation of the wetland habitat and perhaps the nearby coastline is indicated by the 
remains of a Bronze Age sewn-plank boat (EA163) found on Kilnsea Beach in 1996, 
probably originally lying in peat deposits representing a former mere or sea inlet, which 
now lies off shore. The peat was sealed by estuarine clays, suggesting later flooding of 
the area, perhaps in the Iron Age. Evidence for occupation is represented by the 
presence of a prehistoric field system and three possible Bronze Age round barrows 
(EA218). Stray finds from Kilnsea Beach include a Bronze Age leaf-shaped spearhead 
(EA312) and Late Bronze Age or Early Iron Age pottery, including cinerary urns (EA236). 
These monuments are already largely lost to erosion, as the stray finds from the beach 
would suggest, and any surviving elements are at serious risk.  
 
Other possible Bronze Age round barrows, (EA165–7) lie near Kilnsea Grange and to 
the south of Long Bank (EA159). None of these appear to be endangered at this time. At 
greater risk is a cropmark site (EA162) located to the east of Kilnsea Grange. To the 
south of Easington sewage works there are a group of possible Early Bronze Age pits 
and a round barrow (EA94). To the west of the flood bank are a number of cropmark 
sites which may be of prehistoric date and include a circular enclosure (EA106), a ring-
ditch (EA136) and a linear feature (EA127). Nearby to the south-east are cropmarks of 
possible round barrows (EA130, 142). Fieldwalking undertaken near Lockham Farm 
recovered a number of flint artefacts which appear to support a late prehistoric date for a 
number of the above cropmark sites. These sites lie some way inland and are not at risk 
from erosion.  
 
In the north of the parish near Out Newton is the site of possible Bronze Age round 
barrows (EA18). This area also contains a number of cropmarks which may be of a 
similar date, including earthworks (EA17), a trackway or droveway (EA23), an enclosure 
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(EA8) and a double ring-ditch (EA19). Of these, EA17, 18 and 8 lie closest to the cliff 
edge, and although not at immediate risk, will be at risk in the future.  
 
The presence of a Romano-British settlement site at Easington Cliff was indicated when 
Romano-British pottery and other finds (EA96) were recovered after a cliff collapse, 
highlighting the effects of coastal erosion on archaeological sites. Other finds of Iron Age 
and Romano-British date (EA57 and other sites) have been recovered from the shore 
east of Easington Cliff and presumably originate from a long-destroyed site. A Romano-
British plate (EA83) was found in Easington village.  
 
Field walking undertaken north of Long Bank recovered 95 sherds of 3rd- to 4th-century 
Romano-British pottery (EA144). This concentration of pottery suggests an area of 
occupation, which at present is not at direct risk from the sea.  
 
Romano-British antiquities from the Kilnsea area (EA311) include kitchen middens by 
the Humber. A pottery vessel and headless skeleton was found in peat deposits at 
Kilnsea Beacon. Various fragments of pottery and coins have been recovered from the 
Humber shore and Kilnsea Beach. Romano-British ditches containing artefacts have 
been seen in a number of locations on both the river and seaward side of Kilnsea. 
Possibly one of these was EA191, found on the Humber foreshore, which yielded 1st-
century Romano-British pottery. Romano-British pottery was also found at TA 4110 1590 
(EA190) and a Roman coin (EA178) was found at Kilnsea caravan park. Most of the 
above appear to be monuments, or finds from monuments, which appear to be suffering 
from erosion both on the Humber and seaward side of Kilnsea.  
 
Romano-British activity is represented to the north of the parish, by a Roman quern 
(EA32) found on the shore off Out Newton, which had presumably eroded out of the cliff. 
 
The only monument in the study area of Anglo-Saxon date is the alleged site of a 7th- to 
8th-century monastery (EA313), which was thought to have been in the Kilnsea area. 
The site is unknown and may have already been lost to the sea.  
 
The Anglo-Saxon, early-medieval and medieval periods saw the development of a 
number of small towns, villages and hamlets in the study area. Some of these have been 
completely lost to the sea, whilst others have been partially lost and are at serious risk. 
Lying in the north of the parish is the site of the lost village of Out Newton (EA12). 
Medieval monuments known to have been lost include a moated site (EA9) which had 
been extant in 1841 and the site of a chapel of ease (EA13) mentioned in 1302. The site 
of the St. Sepulchre Hospital (EA11) is thought to lie in the vicinity of Out Newton and if 
not already lost, would be at serious risk. The site of a windmill mentioned in 1276 and 
1350 (EA37), located 0.5km inland is not at immediate risk from the sea. 
 
Down the coast is the lost village of Dimlington (EA45). The site of a medieval enclosure 
(EA47) was located at TA 4015 2035 but is now lost to the sea. The present settlement 
of Dimlington (EA41) is now represented by a single farm. 
 
Much of the medieval and post-medieval village of Kilnsea (EA189) was lost to the sea in 
the late 18th and early 19th centuries. The original church of St. Helen’s (EA188) 
collapsed in 1826, followed by the tower in 1831. The present settlement of Kilnsea 
(EA177) was constructed further west in the 1840s, but is still under threat from the sea. 
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The site of the lost town of Ald Ravenser (EA319) is thought to lie east of Spurn Point 
and parts of the town may have survived into the 16th century. Building remains (EA308) 
seen at Old Den in the early 19th century were thought to be part of the town but were to 
the west of Spurn, and may therefore represent part of one of the lost Humber 
settlements, such as Pensthorpe. 
 
The site of the lost town of Ravenser Odd (EA314), which had been on an island at the 
end of the medieval spit in the 13th and 14th centuries, would have been sited well to 
the east of the present Spurn Point. Originally founded as a port, the sea had destroyed 
two thirds of the town by 1346 and it had ceased to exist soon after.  
 
The study area contains three other lost villages of which little is now known. Hutton or 
Hoton (EA139) originally lay in Kilnsea parish and appeared to have been lost in the 
14th century. Sunthorpe (EA183) is thought to have been to the south-east of Kilnsea 
and was lost to the sea in the later medieval period. The site of the lost village of Turmarr 
(EA60) is thought to lie somewhere in the area of TA 4050 1950, the village having 
ceased to exist in the 14th century. In the north of the parish, Northorpe, was located 
near Dimlington and Out Newton and is believed to have been lost by 1396.  
 
The only settlement in the parish which is still on its original site, has not been damaged 
or destroyed, and is not at any great risk at present is Easington itself. Its medieval 
monuments which include All Saints Church (EA76), a cross base (EA82), the Tithe Barn 
(EA85) and Manor House (EA309), all lying within the village are not at risk from erosion. 
Outside the village the site of a windmill (EA54) is not at risk, however the site of an 
enclosure with medieval pottery (EA46) located to the north of Easington appears to 
have been lost to the sea. Medieval and post-medieval ridge-and-furrow (EA91) had 
been mostly ploughed out by 1984.  
 
Monuments from the post-medieval period are chiefly related to the buildings within the 
villages and outlying farm houses; these are mainly unremarkable buildings of late post-
medieval/early modern date. In Easington none are at risk from coastal erosion. At 
greater risk are the remaining buildings at Dimlington, Out Newton and Kilnsea, which 
include the 19th-century Church of St. Helen (EA192). On Spurn Point the site of a 
Napoleonic signal station and gun battery (EA281).has already been lost. 
 
Due to its position at of the mouth of the Humber Estuary, the parish of Easington, which 
includes the strategic peninsula of Spurn Point, contains a significant concentration of 
20th-century coastal defences. Many of the former cliff top sites have been lost already, 
including a fire command post (EA5), an Operation Diver AA battery (EA21) and a 
‘CHEL’ radar station (EA30) near Out Newton. A significant loss is that of the Godwin 
Battery (EA182), much of which now lies on the beach at Kinsea. An Operation Diver AA 
battery (EA171) has also been lost at Kilnsea, along with associated pillboxes and anti-
tank blocks. Monuments on Spurn Point including the Green Battery (EA294), 
associated buildings and defences, such as concrete pillboxes and anti-tank blocks, are 
at particular risk as Spurn Point has been repeatedly breached by the sea. Many 
monuments have already been lost to erosion and most are at serious risk due to the 
fragile nature of the coastline in this part of the study area. 
 
A potential threat to the area is an SMP proposal to realign the current coastal defences 
to the west of the coastal lagoons between Easington and Kilnsea, while English Nature 
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suggest that further lagoons could be created. This might impact on monuments lying 
further inland which are deemed not at serious risk from erosion at the present time. 
 
4.19 Skeffling (Maps 26, 27) 
 
Geology and topography 
 
The underlying solid geology is Upper Cretaceous Flamborough Chalk, overlain by 
boulder clay. Much of the parish is covered by the chalky till of the Burlingham 2 Soil 
Association and only at Gilcross Hill, to the north-west corner of the parish, does ground 
lie above the 15m mark. The southern fringe of the parish by the Humber is covered by 
marine alluvium of the Newchurch 2 Soil Association lying below 8m above sea level. A 
spur of marine alluvium to the east of the village runs northwards from the Humber at 
Winsetts, indicating the presence of an ancient inlet. 
 
The parish falls within Shoreline Management Unit 14. It has no North Sea coastline, but 
faces south-west onto the Humber estuary, where embankments have currently fixed its 
position. There is accretion of silts, and the Low Water mark has therefore migrated 
southward.  
 
Historical and archaeological summary 
 
Prehistoric 
 
Palaeolithic 
 
No records of this date in area assessed. 
 
Mesolithic 
 
No records of this date in area assessed. 
 
Neolithic 
 
No records of this date in area assessed. 
 
Bronze Age 
 
There are no monuments or finds that can definitely be attributed to this period in the 
study area, however a number of undated cropmarks visible on aerial photographs, 
appear consistent with monuments of this date. These include a circular enclosure 
(SE6), a ditch and ring ditch (SE13).  
 
Iron Age 
 
No records of this date in area assessed. 
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Late Iron Age/Romano-British 
 
The only confirmed record of this date in the study area concerns the finding of a Roman 
brooch (SE10) at Burstall Garth (TA 3650 1850). This lies close to the Humber shore 
and if it represents Romano-British occupation, the site may be at risk. 
 
There are also a number of undated rectangular enclosures, which may be of later Iron 
Age/Romano-British date and are discussed here for convenience. Lying to the east of 
the Roman brooch find spot is the site of a rectangular enclosure (SE12) at TA 3715 
1845. There is a possibility that this may be part of a more extensive site, from which the 
Roman brooch derived. The enclosure lies fairly close to the Humber bank and might be 
at risk.  
 
Another rectangular enclosure (SE8) lies on the eastern parish boundary; situated 1km 
inland it is not at risk from erosion. 
 
Anglo-Saxon/Early Medieval 
 
The village of Skeffling (SE1) is presumably of Anglo-Saxon origin although does not 
appear under this name in Domesday Book. The name may be derived from an Anglian 
personal name and means ‘Sceftela’s place’. There are no monuments or finds from this 
period in the study area. 
 
Medieval 
 
Skeffling lies over 1km inland from the Humber shore and is not under threat from 
erosion. Until enclosure the houses of Skeffling lay around two small commons, West 
and East Greens. Structures of medieval date within the village include the Grade I listed 
parish church of St Helen (SE4), constructed in 1466 to replace an earlier building, and a 
churchyard cross (SE5). Outside the village medieval and post-medieval ridge-and-
furrow (SE2) was visible on aerial photographs at TA 3740 1920, representing the 
remains of part of the open East Field. These appear to have been ploughed flat by 
1995. 
 
To the south of the village lies the site of Burstall Priory (SE11). This small Priory was 
founded soon after 1115 and was still extant in 1540 having passed to Kirkstall Abbey in 
1396. The site of the priory is thought to be in the area of TA 3650 1850 and now lies 
lost below the Humber mud. The original St Helen’s church may have been located here 
(SE22), used by the monks as the priory church. Somewhere nearby are presumably the 
buried remains of Burstall Garth (SE23), later Burstall Hall. This site was probably 
already in place in the medieval period, but the house described in 1650 as a ‘strong 
stone building’ may have been constructed from materials obtained from the Priory. It 
stood by the edge of Humber by 1723, and had been demolished by 1765. 
 
Two more medieval monuments are situated towards the eastern edge of the parish at 
Winsetts, which had been the site of a small exposed hamlet as early as the 12th 
century. The manor house may have been located at a moated site (SE14) lying at TA 
38155 18325. The south and east sides of the moat survive surrounding the present 
house which was rebuilt c 1815. To the south lies a more impressive scheduled moated 
monastic grange (SE17) at TA 38055 18025. The grange had belonged to Thornton 
Abbey and the monument measures 190m x 100m, with the east and south arms of the 
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moat surviving to depths of 1.25m. The west arm of the moat now forms a field drain and 
the north arm has been infilled. The remains of a building platform are visible within the 
moated area and a fishpond survives as a buried feature in the north-west corner of the 
moat. Two possible building platforms lie outside the moated area to the south. This site 
lies close to the Humber shore and may to be at risk. 
 
There were at least two windmills in the parish, one at Skeffling by the 1220s (SE21) and 
another at Winsetts by 1165 (SE20). 
 
Post-Medieval 
 
Most of the buildings in the village date from the late 18th century onwards and few are 
noteworthy. Outside the village the open fields were enclosed in 1765. The majority of 
the monuments of this date in the study area relate to the draining of the lower lying 
ground along the edge of the Humber. These include a flood bank (SE16) constructed 
during the 17th century, presumably replacing one mentioned in 1350. Weeton Beck or 
Fleet (SE9) forms the western edge of the parish and drains into the Humber at TA 
135665 18625. Other dykes drain into the Humber through the flood bank at Winsetts 
Clough Sluice (SE18) and Skeffling Clough Sluice (SE15). 
 
Lying offshore in the Humber a number of wrecks of vessels (SE19) of unknown date 
were visible on aerial photographs centred at TA 379 175. 
 
Modern 
 
The only monument of this date in the study area is the site of a World War 2 searchlight 
battery (SE7) located to the south of the village. Visible on aerial photographs the battery 
consisted of searchlight emplacements, with associated military buildings and trackways, 
traces of which may survive. The site lies 0.5km from the Humber and is not at 
immediate risk of erosion.  
 
Discussion 
 
There is little definitive evidence for occupation in the study area during the prehistoric 
period, but undated cropmarks of a circular enclosure (SE6), along with those of a ditch 
and ring ditch (SE13) appear consistent with monuments of a Bronze Age date. Caution 
should be applied because a circular feature visible to the south-east of (SE6) on aerial 
photographs is a World War 2 searchlight emplacement (SE7). However, if SE6 had 
been of similar date it should have been visible on the same group of aerial photographs 
that showed the searchlight battery. None of these cropmark sites are considered to be 
under threat from erosion.  
 
The Romano-British period is represented by a stray find of a Roman brooch (SE10) at 
Burstall Garth. This lies close to the Humber shore, so if it represents Romano-British 
occupation, the site may be at risk. A number of undated cropmarks of rectangular 
enclosures, including SE12 and SE8, might be of this date. Enclosure SE12 lies fairly 
close to the Humber bank and might be at risk, whilst SE8 lies inland on the eastern 
parish boundary and is not at risk from erosion.  
 
There are no sites belonging to the Anglo-Saxon or Early Medieval period that are under 
threat from erosion in the study area. The medieval and post-medieval settlement of 
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Skeffling (SE1) lies 1km inland and is not at risk. To the south of the village medieval 
Burstall Priory (SE11) has already been lost to the Humber. Further east the southern 
edge of a scheduled monastic grange (SE17) at Winsetts may be at risk from the 
Humber. The moated manor site (SE14) lying to the north is not threatened.  
 
At risk post-medieval monuments include the 17th century flood bank (SE16) along the 
Humber edge and its associated sluices at Winsetts Clough (SE18) and Skeffling Clough 
(SE15). 
 
Rather remarkably there is only one WW2 monument in the parish, a searchlight battery 
(SE7) located to the south of the village. It is 0.5km from the Humber and is not at risk of 
erosion.  
 
4.20 Welwick (Map 27) 
 
Geology and topography 
 
The underlying solid geology is Upper Cretaceous Flamborough Chalk, overlain by 
boulder clay. The northern part of the parish, including the site of Welwick village, is 
covered by reddish till of the Flint Soil Association. This lies higher than 7m above sea-
level and rises to a height of 26m at Beacon Hill. Much of the southern part of the parish, 
including Weeton, is lower and covered by marine alluvium of the Newchurch 2 Soil 
Association.  
 
The parish falls within Shoreline Management Unit 14. It has no North Sea coastline, but 
faces south-west onto the Humber estuary, where embankments have currently fixed its 
position. There is accretion of silts, and the Low Water mark has therefore migrated 
southward.  
 
Historical and archaeological summary 
 
Prehistoric 
 
Palaeolithic 
 
No records of this date in area assessed. 
 
Mesolithic 
 
No records of this date in area assessed. 
 
Neolithic 
 
No records of this date in area assessed. 
 
Bronze Age 
 
No records of this date in area assessed. 
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Iron Age 
 
No records of this date in area assessed. 
 
Late Iron Age/Romano-British 
 
No records of this date in area assessed. 
 
Anglo-Saxon/Early Medieval 
 
The villages of Welwick (Weluuic DB), meaning the ‘dairy farm by the spring’ and 
Weeton meaning ‘Willow Farm’, are both Anglo-Saxon in origin. However, no 
monuments or finds from this period are represented in the study area.  
 
Medieval 
 
The medieval and post-medieval settlements of Welwick and Weeton lie astride the 
Patrington to Easington road and are over 1km inland from the Humber shore. They lie 
outside the main study area and are not at risk from erosion. 
 
Lying on the southern fringe of the parish is the site of Pensthorpe DMV (WE4) at TA 
3435 1885. The name of the village is of Scandinavian origin and means ‘Pening’s 
village’. It was mentioned in 1271 as ‘Penisthorpe’ but by 1841 only some detached 
pieces of land still bore the name. The village appears to have been totally lost to the 
Humber.  
 
In the early-medieval period the parish included an area of siltland which had been 
reclaimed from the Humber. This had been occupied by a hamlet known as Orwithfleet. 
The name of the hamlet means ‘stream near the remote wood’ and is of Scandinavian 
origin (VCH). The presence of Scandinavian settlements on reclaimed land by the 
Humber might suggest that only more marginal land was available to the Scandinavian 
settlers in the 9th and 10th centuries. This reclaimed land along with the settlement of 
Orwithfleet was totally submerged in the 14th century.  
 
Medieval and post-medieval ridge-and-furrow (WE2) appear to represent the remains of 
the southern part of Welwick’s open field system, lying on either side of the road that 
leads from the village towards the Humber. Most of this had been levelled by 1986 
however.  
 
Post-Medieval 
 
Outside the village the open fields were enclosed in 1771. Monuments of this date in the 
study area relate to the draining of the lower lying ground along the edge of the Humber. 
These include Weeton Beck or Fleet (WE5) which forms the eastern edge of the parish 
and drains into the Humber. A disused 17th-century sluice (WE6) at Weeton Clough is 
shown on an 1855 6” OS map. 
 
Modern 
 
The only monument of this date in the study area is the site of a World War 2 AA battery 
(WE3) located to the south of Humber Farm. It had originally had four emplacements for 
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3.7-inch anti-aircraft guns, a magazine and associated building. In 1992 the Fortress 
Studied Group visited the site and found the remains of the emplacement, evidence of 
the magazine and the base of a Nissen hut. They felt that although the remains were in 
poor condition, they were in little danger.  
 
Discussion 
 
There is no evidence from the study area, either of monuments or find spots, to suggest 
prehistoric or Romano-British occupation. 
 
Place name evidence suggests Anglo-Saxon and Anglo-Scandinavian occupation, but 
no finds or monuments of that date were seen in the assessment area. The villages of 
Welwick and Weeton lie far enough inland as not to be at risk from erosion. The 
medieval settlements of Pensthorpe (WE4) and Orwithfleet have already been lost to the 
Humber. 
 
The site of a 17th-century sluice (WE6) near the Humber at Weeton Clough may be at 
risk.  
 
The only WW2 monument (WE3) in the study area lies within 100m to 200m from the 
edge of the Humber, but it was not thought to be at risk in 1992. 
 
4.21 Grimsby (Maps 28, 29) 
 
Geology and topography 
 
The underlying solid geology of the area is composed of chalk from the Upper 
Cretaceous period (Neal 1988, 1 et seq). In turn is over lain by a drift geology of Skipsea 
Till (Catt 1990, 21–3) from the Tertiary period which in turn in the Grimsby area has been 
covered by estuarine and riverine derived alluvium (ibid, 10). Due to the largely urban 
nature of the parish the soils have not been classified (Ellis 1990, 30). 
 
The topography of the parish is one of low-lying, former marshland (mostly below 5m 
OD) which extends beyond the study area inland gradually rising to the Lincolnshire 
Wolds. A significant part of the study area for this parish was reclaimed during the 
various developments around Grimsby docks from the 18th century onwards.  
 
The majority of the land-use in the parish is taken up with the various docks and 
associated light industry. The remainder of the land is divided between residential areas 
and non-dock related light industry. 
 
Historical and archaeological summary 
 
Prehistoric 
 
Although there is no recorded evidence for prehistoric archaeology within the study area 
of this parish there remains a low/moderate potential for undiscovered remains to be 
encountered dating from the Neolithic period onwards. The reason for this is that due to 
the amount and range of prehistoric material recorded from the adjacent parish of 
Cleethorpes to the south (see below for details) and from the inland part of Grimsby 
parish undiscovered archaeological remains could well extend into the area currently 
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under consideration. For a summary of the potential for the immediately adjacent area 
see Wise (1990, 213–8). If there were any prehistoric remains present they would 
potentially include a similar range of material and site types to those recorded in 
Cleethorpes (see below). 
 
Late Iron Age/Romano-British 
 
The Roman period is represented by a single recorded find of a Roman lamp dredged 
up during the construction of the docks in the 1930s (GG108). The development of these 
docks covered a large area of mainly reclaimed land and foreshore and it is possible that 
this find, along with others from Cleethorpes to the south, represent the remains of an 
early salt industry (see Cleethorpes for a more detailed discussion). As with the 
prehistoric period, Wise (1990, 218–9) gives a good summary of the evidence for the 
immediate vicinity. 
 
Anglo-Saxon/Early Medieval 
 
Evidence for Anglo-Saxon activity within the parish as a whole is very limited. Historically 
the first reference to Grimsby is 866 when a 12th-century writer refers to a crossing point 
on the River Humber here (de Boer 1988, 28; Wise 1990, 220). This reference to 
crossing the Humber is echoed with the reference to two ferries operating from Grimsby 
in the Domesday Book some 220 years later (Knowles 1990, 361), showing the 
importance of and possibly continuous activity in the area. The location of this early 
settlement was presumably in the area of what developed into the medieval Haven, later 
to be called the West Haven. 
 
The place name Grimsby is recorded in Domesday Book as Grimesbi, meaning 
‘farmstead or village of a man called Grimr’ from the Old Scandinavian by and a personal 
name (Mills 1998, 156). As the name has an Old Scandinavian origin and the settlement 
was already known to be in existence prior to recording in 1086 an early medieval 
existence is strongly suggested although currently there are no recorded finds or sites of 
this date within the study area.  
 
Medieval 
 
As with the prehistoric and Romano-British periods there are very few recorded 
archaeological sites from the medieval period within the 1km study area of the coastline. 
The one major recorded site is the medieval haven of Pyewipe (GG32) in the area to the 
west of the current port. The importance of both the Haven (Pyewipe) and West Haven 
(slightly inland and within the medieval settlement) can be seen historically with the 
development of Grimsby into a borough by the late 12th century (Ambler 1990, 230). The 
settlement continued to develop as a port, not only for the fishing fleets, but for a degree 
of trade in various commodities such as wheat and wool. See Wise (1990, 220–5) and 
Ambler (1990, 227–34) for a more detailed summary. The majority of the development 
outlined above would have been within the settlement located slightly inland of the study 
area. 
 
The land within the area between the settlement and the old course of the River Humber 
was probably salt marsh that was used for seasonal grazing or as salterns for salt 
production to supply the fishing trade. There is also the possibility of foreshore activity 
relating to fish traps being located on either side of the mouth to the Haven. 
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The only other recorded medieval site is a find of pottery in the port area (GG62). This 
could relate to the development of the medieval port or simply be the remains of refuse 
dumped into the edge of the river, though in either case there is a low potential for other 
material to be encountered. 
 
Post-medieval 
 
Prior to the very rapid expansion of the post-medieval fishing industry in the 19th century 
the port had suffered a major decline. By the 15th to 16th centuries the settlement had 
declined due largely to the silting of the Haven along with changes in trade patterns and 
by 1697 Grimsby is described as ‘but a little poor town, not a quarter so great as 
heretofore’. However in the same year work was started on diverting the River Freshney 
into West Haven and the Haven in order to try to scour out the accumulated silt (Ambler 
1990, 236). This presumably had little overall effect as plans were again drawn up in 
1796 to revive the fortunes of the town. 
 
Modern 
 
The major attempt to revitalise the fortunes of Grimsby was with the work of the Great 
Grimsby Haven Company which from 1796 attempted to revive the fortunes of the 
heavily silted harbour (the Haven or Old Haven) now sited on the diverted River 
Freshney. Their aim was to build a floating dock that would attract trade away from 
Kingston upon Hull, however the development of the dock took far longer than expected 
and suffered badly from altered designs and poor engineering (Jackson 1983, 51). John 
Rennie was the engineer who solved the problems of building the dock and who later 
went on to build some of the early dock structures in Kingston upon Hull. The dock was 
finally opened on 30th December 1800 and although it was incomplete it was the largest 
dock in Britain at that time (ibid 238). Elements of this dock survive within the later 
developments of the 19th-century port; probably the most significant of these is Rennie’s 
Lock (GG50), which was constructed across the mouth of the Haven at TA 27235 10610 
to create the dock.  
 
After an initial rise in population the lack of a developed hinterland meant that the overall 
growth of the town fell to a rate little different from the rest of Lincolnshire. The origin of 
the subsequent rapid development of the modern port can be linked to the discovery of 
the ‘Silver Pit’ in the 1840s. This was the name given to the extremely productive fishing 
ground some 60 miles out into the North Sea on the edge of the Dogger Bank (Anson 
1944, 24; Tunstall 1962, 18). The simulltaneous growth of the railways allowed the fast 
and effective distribution of the catches, creating the conditions for the expansion of 
Grimsby’s fishing trade. 
 
The next stage in the development of the port was the construction of a new dock (later 
becoming known as the Old Dock) completed in 1801 on the site of the badly silted Old 
Haven. Later changes led to this dock being incorporated into Alexandra Dock as its 
southern arm when Alexandra Dock (GG61) was built in the 1870/80s. The dock over 
the Old Haven was quickly superseded by the construction of the Royal Dock (GG24) on 
reclaimed land to the north-east (opened in 1852) by a consortium of the Grimsby Dock 
Co and The Manchester, Sheffield and Lincolnshire Railway Company. This led to 
Grimsby becoming what could be regarded as ‘the first truly modern dock in Britain’ 
(Jackson 1983, 90) as it fully integrated the docks, railways and the means for rapid 
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unloading by the systematic and extensive use of hydraulic power. However, such was 
the demand and speed of expansion that in 1855 construction started on a further 
complex of docks and infrastructure. The first of these was the first fish dock to the east 
of Royal Dock in 1857; this was subsequently enlarged in 1866 and became known as 
No.1 Fish Dock (GG14). No.2 Fish Dock (GG40) was added to the south in 1878. In 
1879 Union Dock (GG51) was completed which joined the Royal Dock (GG24) to what 
was now known as the Old Dock which was redeveloped and became Alexandra Dock 
(GG61) in 1880. In 1900 No.2 Fish Dock was enlarged and in 1934 No.3 Fish Dock 
(GG34) was completed (Ambler, 1990, 238-40; Jackson 1983, 89 et seq. & 128 and 
King and Pulfrey, 1991, 6). The first Dock Tower (GG8), housing a hydraulic accumulator 
was built in 1851–2, modelled on an Italian original; a second tower followed in 1892 
(GG7). 
 
The rapid and almost wholesale development of Grimsby as a fishing port outlined 
above has lead to a predominance in the archaeological record of 19th-century and later 
buildings, possibly at the expense of an earlier landscape. These buildings can be 
divided into two main groups: those associated with the fishing industry and its allied 
trades (eg docks GG14, 24, 34, 40, 50, 51, 61, dock structures GG10, 6–8, 13, 39, 44, 
55, railways GG15, 17, 49, 63, fish smoking sheds GG16, 19–22, 25, 31, iron foundries 
GG45, 67, saw mills GG38, 90, 91, 93, 124, ropewalks GG53, 85); and those associated 
with the industries’ workforce (eg schools GG131, 143, 146, religious buildings GG80, 
88, 89, 92, 94, 96, 98, 107, 114, 129, entertainment GG110, 112, 113, 116, 119, 127, 
128, 130) etc. Although these buildings and their related infrastructure (eg tramways 
(GG97 & 103) and markets (GG105) are, generally, individually of limited archaeological 
or historical interest the urban landscape as a whole can be considered a good example 
of the rapid growth seen in the early 19th century. 
 
As with any settlement there has been constant change in relation to its built heritage. 
Typically this is seen in the loss of older buildings and the gradual evolution of the 
‘townscape’, but although there has been loss many buildings and structures 
representative of both the 19th and early 20th centuries have survived. Early 20th-
century survivals are primarily religious buildings (GG80, 88, 89, 92) and schools 
(GG131, 142, 145). 
 
In conjunction with the development of the commercial port there would have been 
several ship building yards of varying sizes. Originally these would have been for 
wooden sailing vessels but they would have developed quickly to be able to produce the 
iron and steel, steam-powered fishing vessels demanded by the industry. Documentary 
evidence from the 1890 OS map shows two complexes of shipyards. The first area is 
where the later entrance to the Fish Docks (NGR TA 2815 1130) was constructed and is 
now probably completely destroyed, though from an examination of aerial photographs it 
is possible that some remains could still be present within/under the later Fish Dock 
entrance structures. The second area was located immediately to the north of Rennie’s 
Lock (GG50) adjacent to the Union Dock (GG51). Aerial photographs show that these 
were still operating for some time after the Second World War but are now abandoned. 
Recording from aerial photography shows a concentration of shipwrecks (GG30, 35–7, 
41) close to the boatyards, along with at least one slipway (GG44). The extensive 
boatyards along the outer edge of the dock complex visible on the aerial photographic 
record may well have been built over earlier yards. This is because as an industry this 
location is well suited and as the size of vessels being built increases the deeper the 
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water required for launch and maintenance which in turn means that the structures tend 
to ‘creep’ seawards covering the earlier sites with later buildings. 
 
There are a number of wrecks scattered across the foreshore near the boatyard (GG1–
3). Although these wrecks have not been studied or dated, experience has shown that 
vessel remains which are visible tend to be of a post-medieval or modern date. Typically 
they are the remains of the small, often local, fishing vessels abandoned at the end of 
their working life and as such can be of regional significance when considering the 
variations and development of vernacular craft (eg Mannering 1997; March 2005; McKee 
1983). However, in this case with the close proximity of the shipbuilding yards these 
vessels may be associated with repair and/or dismantling and salvage carried out by the 
boatyards. This in turn could mean that with Grimsby being the home port for many of 
the vessels built in the yards, the wrecks may well reflect the development of the 
boatbuilding industry in this area during an important transitional period between sailing 
and steam-powered fishing vessels. 
 
Due to the soft and anaerobic nature of the mud foreshore there is a high potential for 
well preserved buried remains to be present in this area and also near the entrance to 
old medieval haven. This area as a whole appears to have remained largely 
undeveloped and consequently may contain extensive remains of this once important 
industry. 
 
Probably the biggest single impact on the archaeological landscape in the modern 
period was World War 2. Unsurprisingly, due to the importance of Grimsby as a major 
fishing port with a large dock facility, there were extensive military defences. These took 
the form of a large coastal gun battery (GG43) positioned on the outer wall of the Fish 
Docks which would have worked in conjunction with the searchlight battery further along 
the coast to the east in Cleethorpes parish (CL2), plus a series of complexes of 
pillboxes, wire entanglements and accommodation or command buildings (GG12, 27). 
The civilian population also received protection through the provision of air raid shelters 
(GG52, 102). 
 
Discussion 
 
From the descriptions of the recorded archaeology above it can be seen that currently 
there appears to be a low potential for further archaeological sites and material from all 
but the late medieval and post-medieval/modern periods. The reasons for this lie in the 
physical and environmental nature of the landscape and the rapid developments of the 
19th and 20th centuries. 
 
The coastal fringe along this part of North-East Lincolnshire is very low-lying with little 
rise in height for many kilometres inland; it is composed in the main of salt marsh. The 
coastal zone is, therefore, prone to frequent flooding both on a short-term seasonal 
basis and a long-term climatic/eustatic basis due to changes in sea levels. In turn this 
means that much human activity will have primarily focused on the various areas of 
slightly higher ground or else lie away from the edge of the Humber estuary (de Boer 
1988, 28; Wise 1990, 213) and therefore remains largely outside the current study area. 
 
However, there will have been some activity within the coastal margin, and depending 
upon the nature of the communities exploiting this resource the most likely form of 
activity will have been hunter-gathering or seasonal grazing, or possibly a combination of 
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the two. Unfortunately neither of these activities tends to leave much in the way of 
physical evidence, although one type of hunter-gathering which can leave traces is the 
use of fish traps or weirs. These structures are built on accessible, gently sloping 
foreshores and can stretch for many metres if not kilometres (Bannerman & Jones 1999, 
70; Godbold & Turner 1993; Salisbury 1991, 76); they can also survive well due to the 
nature of their construction into largely anaerobic sediments (see Cleethorpes parish 
below). The use of fish traps along the north-east coast is attested from at least the 
Neolithic/Bronze Age period onwards (Buglass 1994, 15). 
 
Another coastal fringe activity that has the potential to survive within the parish is the 
production of salt at salterns (see the Lincolnshire section below for details). Salt has 
been an important commodity for many thousands of years as a means of preserving 
food over the winter, and is particularly significant in the storage of fish. It is possible that 
the two activities, fishing and salt-production, may have been inter-dependent 
 
In addition to the environmental nature of the coastal fringe being unconducive to human 
occupation, the rapid development of Grimsby in the 19th century has probably 
destroyed, or at least damaged, any archaeological sites that once existed. This is 
suggested by the few recorded sites/finds from the study area dating to before the late 
medieval period, although admittedly approximately a third of the study area of the 
parish comprises land reclaimed for the construction of the docks. Having said this, 
some of the reclaimed area would originally have been foreshore: this could have been 
used for fish traps, been the location for beach-launched fishing vessels or conversely 
seen the wrecking of vessels running for the safety of the Haven; part of the area could 
also have been salt marsh, and may therefore contain salterns. Interestingly the earliest 
chart of the Humber produced c 1560 (Burleigh Chart) shows a very pronounced 
foreland in approximately the location of the modern docks. It is possible that the well 
known changes in landform seen on the opposite side of the River Humber around Sunk 
Island were also happening to a lesser extent along the southern bank, and that the area 
reclaimed for the modern docks was the remains of a now eroded/sunken landmass. 
 
All of this means that any potential foreshore remains are likely to be deeply buried, and 
will only become threatened by piling activity or major coastal erosion leading to the loss 
of parts of the current commercial port. 
 
Currently the archaeological and historical importance of Grimsby lies in the sequence of 
development of its harbours and docks. The early medieval origin of the town as an 
inland harbour and its subsequent movement downstream to the mouth of the River 
Freshney due to problems with silting and the increase in size of shipping, led on to the 
construction of the ill-fated floating dock and ultimately to the port’s later boom as a 
modern port with an integrated infrastructure. All of this, coupled with its rapid decline 
after World War 2, has meant that much of this sequence of change and evolution of the 
port is either still observable or potentially buried under parts of the old town. It is this 
sequence of evolution that is important archaeologically and could be compared to the 
development of other medieval ports both regionally (eg Hull and Goole) and nationally 
(eg Kings Lynn and Boston). 
 
Going hand in hand with the development of the various harbours is the development of 
the attendant shipping. Since Grimsby was at one time a major, if not the most 
important, east-coast fishing port, the type of craft using the port will have varied 
enormously (Starkey et al 2000). Accounts list boats from as far away as Bideford 

Rapid Coastal Zone Assessment – Project 3729 151



(Tunstall 1962, 18), which will have been built in their own traditional style. However, not 
only will the wooden fishing vessels have exhibited regional variation but steam trawlers 
will also have been particular to their area of origin. Thus, ship remains in and around 
Grimsby could well reflect the early development of steam fishing, an area which has 
been little studied archaeologically. 
 
4.22 Cleethorpes (Maps 28–31) 
 
Geology and topography 
 
The underlying solid geology of the area is composed of chalk from the Upper 
Cretaceous (Neal 1988, 1 et seq.). In turn is over lain by a drift geology of Skipsea Till 
(Catt 1990, 21-3) from the Tertiary period which in turn in the Cleethorpes area has been 
covered by estuarine and riverine derived alluvium (ibid, 10). Due to the largely urban 
nature of the parish the soils have not been classified (Ellis 1990, 30). 
 
The topography of the parish is one of low-lying, former marshland (mostly below 5m 
OD), which extends beyond the study area inland gradually rising to the Lincolnshire 
Wolds. One significant topographic feature within the parish is the low clay cliff of till 
which forms the Cleethorpes seafront (Wise 1990, 212). 
 
The majority of the land-use in the parish is used for residential purposes along with its 
attendant infrastructure and some light industry. The seafront has developed numerous 
amusement arcades and similar venues to serve the tourist industry, which originally 
developed during the Victorian period. 
 
Historical and archaeological summary 
 
Prehistoric 
 
Palaeolithic, Mesolithic and Neolithic 
 
There is no recorded evidence for prehistoric archaeology within the study area from the 
Palaeolithic or Mesolithic periods and only one poorly recorded spot find of a flint axe for 
the Neolithic period (CL57). 
 
Bronze Age 
 
Two or possibly three (one record may be a duplicate) Bronze Age stone axe hammers 
are recorded from this parish. The two sites which are poorly recorded and may 
duplicate each other are CL91 and 92, whilst the third was recovered from a peat bed on 
the beach with a fragment of a poplar wood handle still attached (CL17): this provided a 
radiocarbon date of c 1400 BC. Although the axe was found within the peat beds of the 
‘sunken forest’ on the beach, it dates to a later period.  
 
Two other stone axes (CL90, 135) have been recorded in this study area and although 
no date has been assigned to them, it is probable that they were also Bronze Age or 
Neolithic, as there have been finds of that date previously. However, as the material is 
no longer available for study more precise dating is not possible.  
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Even though the recorded evidence for pre-Late Iron Age activity in the study area is 
very poor, there is a moderate potential for remains to be encountered in the future. This 
is suggested by the recording of finds and sites (principally burial mounds) just inland. 
The presence of burial mounds implies some form of human activity or settlement in the 
study area, even if only temporary or seasonal. The location of such settlement is 
currently speculative but it may have focussed on the slightly higher ground formed by a 
morainic ridge and the eroded edge of the till along the coastline (see Wise (1990, 213–
8) for a more detailed discussion).  
 
Iron Age 
 
There are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period. 
 
Late Iron Age/Romano-British 
 
Limited evidence for Romano-British activity has been recorded in the study area in the 
form of a series of spot finds. These were six coins (CL10, 16, 37, 40, 49, 116), two 
fragments of pottery (CL28, 89) and a single quern stone (CL122). As with the 
prehistoric activity above there is an area of more intensive activity in the form of a 
Romano-British occupation site located just inland on a slightly raised spur of land at Old 
Clee (Wise 1990, 219) adjacent to the study area. 
 
If the settlement was located in this inland position then there is the strong possibility that 
the coastal fringe was being exploited for such activities as seasonal grazing, salt 
production and possibly even some form of beach launched fishing and/or trade. The 
latter may explain the presence of several Roman coins and pottery recovered from the 
foreshore (CL16, 28, 37, 40, 49, 89). 
 
Anglo-Saxon/Early Medieval 
 
Cleethorpes as a town is not recorded before the 17th century (Mills 1998, 87) as it is an 
amalgamation of three separate settlements (Oole, Itterby and Clee) and at least one of 
the original hamlets (Clee) has origins that are much earlier. The settlement of Clee 
(later becoming known as Old Clee) is recorded in Domesday as Cleia and the name is 
derived from the Old English claeg meaning clay, almost undoubtedly referring to the 
soils (ibid). 
 
Also mentioned in Domesday and now part of Cleethorpes was the village of Thrunscoe 
(CL115). The remains of this settlement were still visible as extensive earthworks on 
aerial photographs in 1945. 
 
Apart from the recorded place names and aerial photographic evidence for the location 
and origin of the earlier settlements there has only been one recorded spot find of 
medieval material. In 1937 a dagger described as Danish (which could be interpreted as 
possibly Viking) was found (CL108). Unfortunately, as with the majority of late 19th- to 
early 20th-century finds, the item is no longer available for study. 
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Medieval 
 
The settlement of Clee (later known as Old Clee) is show on the 1824 OS maps with two 
smaller settlements shown on the coast, both called Cleethorpe. These are in fact two 
settlements, Oole (CL61) to the north and Itterby (CL86) to the south (Wise 1990, 231) 
and the name presumably gained its ‘S’ when the two hamlets merged together (it is 
hence technically a plural, literally ‘the thorpes of Clee’). The hamlet of Oole (Hoole or 
Hole), also known as High or Upper Thorpe, is not mentioned in Doomsday but by c 
1565 had 13 families recorded. The former Town Street and market place of Hole is now 
Market Street in Cleethorpes (CL61) (Loughlin & Miller 1979, 166). 
 
As mentioned above the modern settlement of Cleethorpes also encompasses the 
remains of the deserted medieval village (DMV) of Thrunscoe (CL115). The settlement is 
mentioned in Doomsday and by 1563 had 16 families recorded. A group of buildings is 
shown on the OS 1st edition 1-inch maps (1824) and aerial photography from 1945 
shows a series of earthworks. The area is now partly developed and partly covered by 
Cleethorpes Cricket Ground (CL120). 
 
The importance of Thrunscoe can be seen from the granting to the Earl of Richmond and 
Lancaster the right to hold a weekly market on Thursdays together with a yearly fair at 
Michaelmas. The timing of the fair may have been connected with the east-coast herring 
and mackerel fishery as it moved south in the late summer and early autumn (Ambler, 
1990, 230–3), which in turn would suggest a well developed fishing industry, probably 
beach launched as Cleethorpes has no port. 
 
Apart from the placename evidence there is little in the way of physical remains recorded 
from the medieval period as a whole. There is poor documentary evidence suggesting 
that there was a chapel of ease within the parish (CL53), though its location is uncertain. 
 
For a summary of the development of Cleethorpes see Wise 1990 (225–34) and Ambler 
1990 (227–49). 
 
Post-medieval 
 
As mentioned above, the name Cleethorpes is of recent origin and reflects the growth of 
the three hamlets, probably starting in the 17th to 18th centuries (CL61, 86, 115) and, 
like Grimsby described above, the rapid expansion of Cleethorpes was tied to the boom 
in the fishing industry linked to the development of the railway infrastructure. This, 
however, came in the 19th century, and there is little of post-medieval date now extant. 
 
Modern 
 
With Cleethorpes’ close proximity to Grimsby and Grimsby’s advantage of port facilities, 
Cleethorpes grew and effectively became a part of Great Grimsby, providing 
accommodation and infrastructure to the workforce of the fishing and allied industries. 
This is reflected in the surviving built historic environment with many good examples of 
housing (eg CL19, 21, 34–6, 38, 42, 50, 65, 66, 85), schools (eg CL9, 68, 76, 79), 
religious buildings (eg CL7, 11, 39, 41, 45, 70), infrastructure (eg CL26, 29, 31, 33, 55, 
63, 72), the source of the clay for the brick buildings of the town (eg CL8, 22, 24, 47, 48, 
89, 93) and the railway (CL20), opened in 1848, with Cleethorpes Station (CL51) 
opening in 1863. In addition to what could be considered the ‘normal’ range of activities 
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of a coastal town the development of Cleethorpes as a seaside resort means that there 
is also a range of facilities relating to various forms of entertainment. These include 
public houses, such as the 19th-century Life Boat Inn (CL104), novelty rides, such as the 
late 19th-/early 20th-century bicycle railway and switchback railway (CL23, 27), the pier 
(CL52), the Clee Park Gardens & Pavilion (CL3) and the mid 20th-century Winter 
Gardens (CL111) for example. The pier opened in 1873, with a length of 365m, although 
it was subsequently reduced to its present 102m. 
 
However before this rapid growth the parish was still largely agricultural in nature and the 
various remains of these activities have been recorded in a range of sites, for example – 
a sheep fold (CL113) and wind pumps/windmills (CL13, 43, 67, 99, 130). 
 
Due to the wide expanse of the fine sediment of the foreshore adjacent to Cleethorpes 
there is a high potential for the survival of organic archaeological remains. This can be 
clearly seen in the recorded remains of the three shipwrecks (CL118, 131, 133) and up 
to possibly five fish wiers (CL5, 129). 
 
As already mentioned above most wrecks currently visible on the foreshore tend to be of 
a post-medieval or modern date and the three recorded here appear to be no exception. 
Wreck CL118 (Plate 32) has previously been briefly examined by the author (Buglass 
2002), and is definitely that of a post-medieval fishing boat. The wreck was that of a two 
masted wooden carvel-built 19th-century fishing vessel. It was lying with the stern 
pointing up the foreshore which could be taken as being indicative of accident rather 
than abandonment at the end of its working life. Nearby was a similar vessel though that 
one was more deeply buried and could not be examined in any detail and its location 
does not currently appear to be recorded. To the south-west of this site there are two 
further (probable) post-medieval wrecks (CL131, 133). Wreck CL133 appears to be that 
of a barge. 
 
A brief site reconnaissance was carried out in May 2007 in order to attempt to establish 
a more accurate location for the wish weirs and a better idea of their possible date. The 
site visit did not encounter the wooden posts of the weirs that had previously been 
clearly seen in the APs, but it did encounter several piles of unworked stones and a 
single large wooden post (Plates 30, 34: not yet fully located or numbered). These were 
in the area of post-medieval ship wrecks CL118 (see below) but the former do not 
appear to be associated with the wrecks as ballast; it is possible, therefore, that these 
features are the remains of other fish weirs and that the stones were used to weigh down 
the nets or to support posts, but they could equally be of a modern origin for the same 
purpose. Likewise the single wooden post currently does not appear to be associated 
with the wrecks and may either be part of a weir or the remains of a navigational marker.  
 
What the site visit did record was the condition of the wreck (CL118: Plate 32) previously 
recorded in 1999. The remains of the vessel were now seen to be standing almost 
completely clear of the surrounding sand. Internally the vessel had been swept 
completely clear of sand long enough for a covering of sea weed to develop. Externally 
the wreck had deep scours on its northern side which have acted to under cut the 
remains and is exacerbating its break up. Several areas of significant damage were 
visible at both the bow and stern with numerous loose planks and large, detached but 
otherwise intact sections of structure in the immediate vicinity. It is the authors view that 
unless the wreck is recovered by the sand in the near future it will probably break up 
completely within a year to 18 months.  
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Due to the erosion seen on Site CL118 a second wreck was now visible approximately 
100m to the south of CL118 (Plate 33: not yet fully located or numbered). Less of this 
vessel was exposed with 37 frames visible on the southern side and 25 on the northern 
but the keelson remained buried. It appears to be 15–30m long and about 7m wide. The 
remains were of a wooden, carvel built fishing vessel slightly smaller than CL118. It was 
also possible to clearly see the remains of the two further wrecks at Sites CL131 & 133 
though the tide was not sufficiently low to be able to carry out any form of inspection.  
 
Several areas of exposed clay were observed along various parts of the profile of the 
foreshore (Plate 31). It was not know at the time of the site visit if these clay beds were 
marine or fresh water in origin and where they lie in relation to the remains of the peat 
beds and submerged forest off this coast. If the sequence of marine transgressions was 
available then it may be possible to use the various exposures to try to determine were 
palaeo-environmental remains may lie. 
 
In addition to these few known sites there is extensive documentary evidence for further 
potential sites encompassing more of the post-medieval period. Data sources used to 
compile the maritime component of the National Monuments Record (NMR) show that 
historically many vessels have been lost along this section of coastline. A rapid 
examination of this record shows that there are a total of 17 vessels recorded as having 
been ashore at variously Cleethorpes Sand(s), Cleethorpes Beach, Clee Sand(s) and 
Clee Ness Sand(s) and range in date from 1771 to 1896 and whilst they are mostly 
English vessels as expected the list includes at least one foreign (Swedish) vessel. The 
implication of this is that there are potentially many other vessels of earlier dates that 
would also have been lost in the same or similar locations. 
 
As already mentioned there is evidence for foreshore activity in the form of a possible 
fish trap and fish weirs. Aerial photographs show a linear stone bank (CL5) which forms 
an arc around the area to its north and is very similar to fish traps seen elsewhere 
(Salisbury 1991, 76; Bannerman & Jones 1999, 70 et seq); traps of this type act to 
capture fish as the tide flows out in a particular direction. This type of construction is 
difficult to date stylistically and could be from any period from the later prehistoric 
onwards. Almost at the southern end of the parish c 3.6 km to the south of the stone trap 
there are a series of V-shaped wooden structures which are the remains of at least four, 
possibly five, fish weirs (CL129). These are constructed with the wide or open end of the 
trap facing up the beach with the side walls of the weir acting as a funnel to direct the 
fish on the falling tide towards some form of net or wicker trap at the narrow end. 
Typically these are constructed from timber posts with wattle/wicker work between them 
to act as the walls (Godbold & Turner 1993; Salisbury 1991).  
 
The aerial photographs clearly show the remains of at least three funnel-shaped traps 
here, comprising the remains of one trap and the arms of two others which are closest to 
each other which appear to form a funnel shape facing the wrong way. On the southern 
end of the southernmost fish trap there appears to be a further series of posts indicating 
a probable fourth trap. The photographs suggest that these traps are to be between 50m 
and 100m long, although there are no suitable features nearby to gauge size. Initially 
this would seem to suggest the traps are post-medieval in date but fish weirs of similar 
design up to 300m long recorded in Holbrook Bay on the Stour Estuary have been dated 
to the Saxon period (www.english-heritage.org.uk/server/show/conWebDoc.4177). The 
form of these features strongly suggest that the majority of the visible part of the trap is 
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actually the leader (Godbold & Turner 1993, 41), sometimes also known as hedges 
(Salisbury 1991, 76) which acts to funnel the fish to the trap proper at the narrow end. 
The trap itself can range from a simple net to a more complex structure made from 
wattle as seen on the Severn Estuary where they are know as known as putchers or 
putts (Godbold & Turner 1993, 43). If the traps were part of a large complex of structures 
then there is the potential for capturing large amounts of fish on each tide which in turn 
raises the probability that there would have been some form of access to the trap end of 
the weir for the removal of the catch, possibly by horse and cart or by hauling sledge 
across the sand flats. Traps of this size indicate a well-organised and significant industry 
and the potential for this to have been linked to the fishing and salt production industries 
is high.  
 
Fish traps are known to have been used along parts of the north-east coast since 
prehistory (eg the late Neolithic early Bronze Age example recovered from Hartlepool 
beach (Buglass 1994, 15) and examples have been recorded elsewhere from the Saxon 
and medieval periods onwards (Salisbury 1991, 76, www.english-
heritage.org.uk/server/show/conWebDoc.4177) in both documentary and physical forms. 
The good physical survival of these examples probably indicate a post-medieval origin 
though an earlier date cannot be ruled out in the light of dating similar structures from 
the Severn Estuary which placed several fish weirs to the 11th to 12th centuries 
(Godbold & Turner 1993, 40). It is also possible that the current remains are the end 
point of many decades of renewal and repair on a much older structure.  
 
As well as the trapping of fish proper there is also evidence for the capture and 
storage/raising of shellfish. A square oyster bed is recorded on the 1889 OS map 
(CL121) lying inside what appears to be a small sea bank (along with oyster beds within 
Grimsby docks (GG25). This sea bank (CL126) appears to lie in approximately the same 
position as an area of salt marsh shown on the 1824 OS and may well be the remains of 
it. The site reconnaissance was also able to establish that a significant amount of this 
sea bank/salt marsh remains as a feature along the high water mark, though no obvious 
trace of the oyster pit could be seen. The 1824 map shows this marsh stretching to the 
south and is named as the Fitties, a place name which occurs frequently further south 
along the coastline. The name Fitties is thought to mean an upper salt marsh pool 
(www.lincsbap.org/habitates/actionplan). By comparing the 1824 map with the 1889 and 
modern maps it appears that a large part of this area has been reclaimed and the course 
of the 1889 shoreline can still be traced within the modern landscape as it runs south 
into the adjacent parish of Humberston (HU11). 
 
Most of the changes in the later modern era have seen the demolition of older buildings 
but a few good examples of early 20th-century buildings are worth noting; the old 
Electricity Board Showroom (CL54) and Humberston Colonnade (CL95) for example. 
One area where Cleethorpes retains a typical coastal settlement identity is in the survival 
of its pier (CL104) and many of the amusement rides/arcades associated with the 
Victorian desire for seaside holidays (CL23, 27). 
 
Like Grimsby, Cleethorpes saw the construction of extensive defensive structures, 
mainly during World War 2 but including two late 19th- to early 20th-century Royal Navy 
Reserve gun batteries (CL69, 127). The World War 2 structures were located along the 
coastal margin to provide defence in depth against a variety possible enemy activities 
from bombing to full scale landings by either sea- or airborne troops. The defences 
included a searchlight battery (CL2), an anti-aircraft battery (CL143), pillboxes (CL14, 
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18), anti-glider ditches (CL137), anti-tank cubes/road blocks (CL18, 114) and probably 
the most extensive feature, what has been interpreted as a bombing decoy (CL136) 
designed to reduce the likelihood of Grimsby docks being damaged. All of these sites 
were supported by a series of military establishments (CL124, 141, 142) which contained 
pillboxes, barbed wire entanglements, accommodation blocks and command and control 
buildings. In addition to the military structures, air raid shelters (CL1, 71, 117) were 
constructed for the civilian population. Evidence for enemy attacks on the area can be 
seen in APs in the form of impact craters from bombing (CL125). 
 
The parish also retains evidence for much more recent conflicts in the form of Cold War 
observation posts for nuclear fall out (CL138) built in the area of the former bombing 
decoy. 
 
Discussion 
 
Unlike a proportion of the land within the study area for neighbouring Grimsby the 
modern settlement of Cleethorpes is not built on reclaimed land and as such there will be 
a greater potential for earlier archaeological sites to survive beneath the town. This can 
be seen just outside the study area to the west where what appears to have been a 
prehistoric barrow cemetery was cleared to make way for the 19th- to 20th-century 
cemetery and the already mentioned Romano-British occupation site. Both of these may 
well have had activity associated with them along the coastal margin. 
 
Evidence for medieval and later activity is always clearer through the use of place names 
and, in terms of the post-medieval period, surviving physical remains. Even though the 
place names for two of the precursors to modern Cleethorpes are of medieval date the 
physical evidence is generally lacking with the most obvious being the APs for the DMV 
of Thrunscoe. What remains do survive will lay under the modern settlement. 
 
This said the foreshore, along with the few surviving areas of open ground, will hold the 
potential for evidence relating to the exploitation of the area from all periods. As seen by 
the survival of the post-medieval vessels and fish traps there is a moderate to high 
potential that earlier examples could also survive though potentially these could be more 
deeply buried. This is particularly possible if the feature was at least partially made from 
posts/stakes driven into the foreshore sediments, as fish weirs and their leaders are. 
With the known presence of various religious houses in Grimsby there would have 
always been a demand for fish beyond the normal consumption level of the population, 
this could have lead to the development of more extensive foreshore fish trapping and 
probably a small, beach launched fishing fleet centred on Itterby and Oole. If there were 
beach launched fishing boats then this raises the potential for a related boat 
building/repair activity with its associated remains. It should be noted that both of these 
activities would have been small-scale and probably leave little in the archaeological 
record. 
 
Even if there were little in the way of direct seaborne communication with the 
Cleethorpes area the potential for frequent ship wrecks due to the presence of the 
extensive sand banks is high. As seen from the documentary accounts referred to above 
many vessels were stranded close to Cleethorpes this potential can be carried back in 
time, particularly when bearing in mind poor navigation equipment and charts. Therefore 
as the River Humber has been an important waterway for millennia (as demonstrated be 
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the Bronze Age boats from Ferriby) then there is a moderate potential for a wide range 
of vessels of different dates and types. 
 
The discovery of the Bronze Age axe in older peat beds (CL17) suggests that the once 
more extensive landscapes now being studied in the southern North Sea basin (known 
as Doggerland) may have been exploited in the study area in the past (Fleming 2004). 
The presence of the salt marsh pools in the area of Cleethorpes leisure centre (now a 
SSSI nature reserve) which has developed as a result of the presence of inter-tidal 
mudflats of Clee Ness Sands (a geological feature that has existed since the last ice 
age) could be seen as a parallel development to the meres of the Holderness coast 
further to the north. APs show extensive survival of peat beds on Cleethorpes beach, 
particularly in the area of the fish weirs (CL129), which indicates a moderate to high 
potential for the survival of palaeo-environmental information dating back at least as far 
as the end of the last ice age. 
 
The saltmarsh and associated peat deposits and sand dunes are fragile systems that 
can be transient in nature: historic maps show that since 1887, the mean high water line 
has receded 87m (www.nelincs.gov.uk). This means that any associated archaeological 
remains will also be at risk from erosion unless protected in some way. 
 
The results of the brief site reconnaissance have demonstrated that there is a high 
potential for unknown and unrecorded sites of several types to be present, depending 
upon the levels of beach erosion/accretion.  
 
4.23 Humberston (Maps 30, 31) 
 
Geology and topography 
 
The underlying solid geology of the area is composed of chalk from the Upper 
Cretaceous (Neal 1988, 1 et seq.). In turn is over lain by a drift geology of Skipsea Till 
(Catt 1990, 21–3) from the Tertiary period which in turn in the Humberston area has 
been covered by estuarine and riverine derived alluvium (ibid, 10). The soils in the parish 
are described as surface water gley soils. These soils are seasonally saturated due 
either to rainfall or the lateral movement of ground water (Ellis 1990, 33). 
 
The topography of the parish is one of low-lying land, some of it former marshland 
(mostly below 5m OD) which extends beyond the study area inland gradually rising to 
the Lincolnshire Wolds. A significant part of the study area for this parish is reclaimed 
land known as the Fitties, which was reclaimed during the 19th to 20th centuries.  
 
The land use is split between a small residential area in the north, a large holiday camp 
complex along the coast on the reclaimed land, and with the remainder being used for 
agriculture. 
 
Historical and archaeological summary 
 
Prehistoric 
 
The prehistoric period is only represented by two spot finds of stone implements; these 
are an Early Bronze Age axe and worked flints (HU6, HU10 respectively). There is no 
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other evidence for prehistoric activity though these spot finds are close to the edge of the 
original coastline and may represent exploitation of the coastal fringe. 
 
Late Iron Age/Romano-British 
 
There are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period. 
 
Anglo-Saxon/Early Medieval 
 
There are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period. 
 
Medieval 
 
There are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period. 
 
Post-medieval 
 
The spot find of a whetstone (HU5) is probably attributable to this period. Aerial 
photographic interpretation recorded a small area of post-medieval ridge-and-furrow 
cultivation (HU4) inland from the line of the earlier sea walls.  
 
Modern 
 
Evidence for the exploitation of the landscape in the early modern period comes 
primarily from the early editions of the Ordnance Survey (OS) with presence of a sheep 
wash (HU13), sheepfold (HU14) and Wadhouse Mill (HU12).  
 
Only a single wreck is recorded in documentary sources on Humberston Sands though 
this probably reflects the greater importance of Cleethorpes and Grimsby to the north 
and Tetney Haven to the south, which would tend to be referred to when describing a 
location.  
 
Probably the most significant change along the coast in this parish is the extensive 
reclamation of salt marsh in the area known as the Fitties. The OS map of 1824 shows 
an area of what appears to be salt marsh along the coast bounded by a bank with a 
track or path running along the top of it (HU11). By the 1889/90 editions the area now 
has a sea wall and is shown as dry land. The course of much of this sea wall can still be 
traced in the layout of the modern holiday camp. The area of reclamation has 
subsequently been extended further seaward to form the present coastline. Due to this 
reclamation there is a potential for possible buried remains from earlier activity and for 
evidence of the reclamation process itself to survive beneath the modern landscape. 
 
Starting on the southern edge of the parish and crossing the boundary with Tetney 
parish there are a series of saltern mounds recorded from APs (HU15). These mounds 
are the waste material from the evaporation process used to extract salt from seawater 
and can range in size from 50m to 250m. The mounds seen here are the northern end of 
a complex that runs south through much of Tetney parish and is discussed in more detail 
below. What can be seen with the salterns in this parish is that they run parallel to the 
modern shoreline almost a kilometre inland and would have originally been located at a 
point just above the high tide mark to be able to collect saltwater with ease but avoid 
being flooded by high tides and storm surges. 
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The later modern period has seen two significant developments in the parish. The first 
was the use of the Fitties as a naval decoy (HU7) and its associated military 
infrastructure (HU8) set up to try to lure enemy bombers away from commercial centres 
such as Hull and Grimsby docks. In addition to the decoy and associated buildings a 
system of trenches was dug into the saltern mounds (HU15) to take advantage of the 
slightly higher elevation as a defensive position against potential invasion forces. After 
the end of the war the military establishment was used as a Royal Observer Corps post 
to monitor Cold War Activity (HU4, 9). 
 
The second was the establishment of the holiday camp with its attendant (now removed) 
narrow gauge railway and stations (HU1, 2). The stations were at either end of the 
railway and acted to transport holidaymakers to and from the camp to the main road 
(www.homepage.ntlworld.com/david.enefer/lincs/lclr.htm). The holiday camp was built in 
and around the remains of the military camps and straddled the earlier sea defences.  
 
Discussion 
 
Due to the largely reclaimed nature of the study area within the parish coupled with the 
general lack of redevelopment little in the away of archaeological remains have been 
recorded. This does not preclude the possibility of potentially well preserved material 
surviving relating to the earlier exploitation of the coastal fringe surviving below the 
Fitties, particularly at what was the landward edge which could relate to both the fishing 
and salt production industries.  
 
Depending when the reclamation process started the various earlier shorelines may 
retain evidence for piling and other forms of sea defence/works relating, potentially, from 
the medieval period onwards. 
 
4.24 Tetney (Maps 31–34) 
 
Geology and topography 
 
The underlying solid geology of the area is composed of chalk from the Upper 
Cretaceous (Neal 1988, 1 et seq.). In turn is over lain by a drift geology of Skipsea Till 
(Catt 1990, 21–3) from the Tertiary period which in turn in the Tetney area has been 
covered by estuarine and riverine derived alluvium (ibid, 10). The soils in the parish are 
described as surface water gley soils. These soils are seasonally saturated due either to 
rainfall or the lateral movement of ground water (Ellis 1990, 33). 
 
The topography of the parish is one of low-lying land, much of it former marshland 
(mostly below 5m OD) which extends beyond the study area inland gradually rising to 
the Lincolnshire Wolds. A significant part of the study area for this parish is land which 
has been reclaimed probably since the medieval period and as recently as the late 19th 
to early 20th centuries. The land use is entirely agricultural. 
 
Historical and archaeological summary 
 
Prehistoric 
 
There are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period. 
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Late Iron Age/Romano-British 
 
There are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period. 
 
Anglo-Saxon/Early Medieval 
 
There are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period. 
 
Medieval 
 
Although there are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period within the study 
area for the parish the place name for Tetney is derived from the Anglo-Saxon personal 
name Taeta and –eg, or island (Room 2003, 471). This suggests that as the modern 
settlement is some 6km inland the study area was still very much marshland. It has been 
suggested that during the Norman period the sea dike or bank ran along a line through 
Tetney, North Cotes, Marshchapel, Grainthorpe and then continued further south 
(Hoskins 1981, fig 7, 80, 100). This means that whole of the study area is a post-
medieval landscape but with the potential for a prehistoric palaeo-landscape which once 
stretched out into the southern North Sea, as described above, buried beneath. 
 
Post-medieval 
 
With the landscape probably being entirely post-medieval in origin there has been 
relatively little time for human activity to modify what has been reclaimed. After the initial 
reclamation the land would have been used as salt marsh grazing and later arable 
agriculture. Evidence for agriculture can be seen in the presence of areas of post-
medieval ridge-and-furrow (TE18) just to the south of Low Farm (TE17). 
 
Prior to the construction of Louth Navigation (Site TE36) which allowed Tetney Haven to 
develop there were two havens within the parish with separate channels leading to them. 
The first was Tetney Haven located in much the same position as it is seen in the OS 
mapping but with a channel running closer to the shore and with an arm coming from it 
called Humberston Crike which appears to form a small landing place on Johnson’s map 
of 1775. The same map also shows the second haven and its associated channel at 
North Cotes. The North Cotes Haven (and is associated creek of Tuttle Crike) ran across 
the area of land to the north of what is now RAF North Cotes and can be seen in part as 
soil marks in APs. The 1775 plan shows the two distinct channels for the two havens but 
by the 1824 OS both the channel and North Cotes Haven have gone and the channel for 
Tetney Haven is now an amalgamation of the two former ones. 
 
As well as the routes of the channels the plan also records the sea bank as Tetney New 
Bank suggesting that it had not been long built in 1775 thus giving a partial chronology to 
the landscape. 
 
The construction of the Louth Navigation (TE36) by canalising the River Lud began in 
1767 and it was completed by 1774. The canal ran from Tetney Haven with its sea lock 
and sluice to Louth and this allowed Tetney to develop as a small port, to the detriment 
of Saltfleet. However its inland position restricted the size of vessels and amount of 
traffic it could handle (Boyes & Russell 1977, 304–15). The 1775 map clearly shows the 
Louth Navigation and the White House (Site TE 30) along with two square water filled 
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channels cut to the southern side of the Navigation which by the OS mapping have 
become filled and only show as soil/crop marks on APs. Although there is no obvious 
explanation for these two channels it may be that they were used to turn vessels around 
in order that they could then leave the Haven bow first or were to provide extra mooring 
space within the haven. 
 
Modern 
 
The most significant feature within the area is the extensive remains of the salt extraction 
industry (TE5, 23, 28, 32–5). These remains were once mounds composed of the silt 
residues and waste from the salt production process, which were piled into heaps to 
form substantial saltern mounds. Since the abandonment of the industry the mounds, 
and any associated features, have been ploughed smooth and the edges and detail of 
the mounds are now only visible as crop marks. 
 
The salterns at Site TE5 and HU14 survive as a linear feature running roughly parallel to 
the modern coastline and by comparison with the 1824 OS map it can be seen that they 
closely follow the line of what is described as the Old Bank and even appears to show 
two substantial mounds along its length (TE23) which correspond to the location of the 
crop marks from the APs. Documentary and AP research into the salt industry in the 
north east of Lincolnshire have shown that the Old Bank of the 1824 OS was actually 
built around 1576 and linked several (then abandoned) saltern mounds to form the new 
sea bank (Grady 1998, 89). Further investigation of the OS mapping from 1889 shows a 
footpath running along a very similar alignment to the Old Bank (TE11) and this may well 
be the remains of the route used for workers to and from the salterns and to export the 
salt, probably to Tetney Lock where it could be shipped further afield. The remains at 
Sites TE34 and TE35 not only contain the saltern mounds but the remains of buildings 
associated with the industry. Another possible related building could be the site of the 
White House (TE30), which lies close to the junction of the sea bank and Louth Canal 
(TE36) as it runs between Tetney Lock and Tetney Haven (TE10). The name may refer 
to the colour of stock piled salt ready for shipment. 
 
Little appears to have changed during more recent times with regard to the already 
reclaimed land though new areas of land gain can be seen from APs. The largest area of 
modern reclamation in the study area was a parcel of land immediately to the south of 
Tetney Haven which was reclaimed post 1889/90. 
 
As the development of the Louth Navigation allowed more trade via Tetney Lock the 
number of vessels lost approaching the entrance to the Haven increased. This can be 
seen in the documentary accounts for at least 20 vessels lost at or near Tetney Haven 
(TE10) and Tetney High Sands (two ships and one aircraft) (TE9) along with six located 
ship wrecks (TE1–4, 7, 8) on the foreshore and several offshore. 
 
In common with the rest of this coastline there was the construction of systematic 
defences during World War 2. These defences appear to be primarily related to RAF 
North Cotes to the south and form part of the defence complex for that base. The sites 
include pill boxes (TE6, 12, 14, 15, 22, 26, 27), a searchlight battery (TE29), slit trenches 
(TE20), barbed wire entanglements (TE21) and there was also the deliberate obstruction 
of the channel into Tetney Haven in order to disrupt any potential landings or raids 
(TE19, 24). The presence of RAF North Cotes to the south appears to have resulted in 
some enemy action as bomb craters are visible on APs along the shore line (TE16). 
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Discussion 
 
Although the landscape of the study area within this parish appears to be solely post-
medieval reclamation there is a good potential for the survival of evidence for the whole 
process of reclamation and how it was related to the widespread and once significant 
salt industry to be encountered. With the advancement of the shoreline by reclamation 
and the realignment of the havens and other potential landing places around Tetney and 
North Cotes Havens any remains associated with the earlier use of the area and its 
seaward approaches would now be buried and potentially well preserved. A good 
example of this potential is the two square channels recorded in 1775 but later filled 
in/silted up. Past experience has shown that features such as these are often used as 
dumping areas for vessels at the end of their working life and boat remains are often 
found in abandoned dock and other features (eg Buglass 1999). 
 
The extensive remains of salterns seen in this parish attest to this once widespread and 
important industry. It may be possible by investigation into the location of the sites in 
relation to topography and other landscape features to be able to determine the dates 
and sequence not only of the sites but the dates and nature of the reclamation of the 
foreshore. Although much work has already been done on this by Grady (1998) there is 
still a high potential for a deeper understanding of this industry and its relation to both 
the surrounding landscape and the sea, particularly as much of the fuel for the final 
boiling of the brine would have been imported coal. 
 
As the salt industry in Lincolnshire is known to have flourished in the medieval period 
until its eventual decline in the 17th century, it is possible that these salterns have a 
medieval origin. 
 
The twenty documented shipwrecks dating from 1798 to 1901 around Tetney Haven 
demonstrate the dangers of approaching a coastline with extensive sand banks in sailing 
vessels. These vessels were of a range of different types and nationalities and as such 
any remains surviving could be of importance in the evolution of late post-medieval 
vernacular boatbuilding.  
 
4.25 North Cotes (Maps 32–34) 
 
Geology and topography 
 
The underlying solid geology of the area is composed of chalk from the Upper 
Cretaceous (Neal 1988, 1 et seq.). In turn is over lain by a drift geology of Skipsea Till 
(Catt 1990, 21–3) from the Tertiary period which in turn in the Tetney area has been 
covered by estuarine and riverine derived alluvium (ibid, 10). The soils in the parish are 
described as surface water gley soils. These soils are seasonally saturated due either to 
rainfall or the lateral movement of ground water (Ellis 1990, 33). 
 
The topography of the parish is one of low-lying land, much of it former marshland 
(mostly below 5m OD) which extends beyond the study area inland gradually rising to 
the Lincolnshire Wolds. A significant part of the study area for this parish is land which 
has been reclaimed probably since the medieval period and as recently as the late 19th 
to early 20th centuries. The land use is entirely agricultural. 
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Historical and archaeological summary 
 
Prehistoric 
 
There are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period. 
 
Late Iron Age/Romano-British 
 
There are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period. 
 
Anglo-Saxon/Early Medieval 
 
There are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period. 
 
Medieval 
 
Although there are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period within the study 
area for the parish the place name for North Cotes is first recorded in c 1115 as 
Northcotis and is derived from the Old English word cot for ‘the huts or cottages’ thus the 
name means ‘cottages to the north of’ (Mills 1998, 90).  
 
As with Tetney to the north the modern settlement lies nearly 2km inland with the 
suggestion that the Norman sea dike or bank ran through the settlement and on south to 
Marshchapel and Grainthorpe (Hoskins 1981, fig 7, 80, 100). This would then mean that 
whole of the study area was a post-medieval landscape but with the potential for a 
prehistoric palaeo-landscape which once stretched out into the southern North Sea as 
described above buried beneath. 
 
Post-medieval 
 
With the landscape being mainly or possibly all totally reclaimed in the post-medieval 
period evidence for this activity would be expected to be still visible within the modern 
landscape. Grady (1998, 86) gives a date of 1638 for the sea bank running south from 
Tetney Lock with the Johnson’s 1775 plan showing North Cotes Haven to the north of 
this bank. However, with the 1824 OS map showing the area to the south of the 1638 
bank as largely blank with no discernable features and with the various roads terminating 
short of the study area, it would seem that once the sea bank was built the haven fell out 
of use and the immediate hinterland did not develop. 
 
Modern 
 
As already stated, the earliest Ordnance Survey maps of the area show that it was 
largely undeveloped at the start of the period, and it is not until the 1889/91 OS map that 
a small farm called the North Cotes Fitties (NC17) and New York Cottage (NC29) can be 
seen occupying the landscape. A road running just to the south of the farm appears to 
lead to slipway suggesting some form of coastal trade, probably of agricultural produce. 
 
The level of coastal trade can be gauged from both the number of documentary records 
for at least 28 wrecks at North Cotes Point (Site NC8) and the extant remains of three 
vessels wrecked within the parish (Sites NC2–4). These ships were probably attempting 
to reach Tetney, North Cotes or Grainthorpe Havens. The coastguard station (Site 
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NC24) would have been part of the safety measures in place for the recording and 
assistance of shipping along the Lincolnshire coast and forms part of a network seen 
along this coastline (NC24, 32). The fact that the channel and haven at North Cotes 
disappear means that there is a potential for earlier remains to be present along or 
adjacent to its former course and location. 
 
The majority of the study area within this parish is occupied by RAF North Cotes (NC14, 
18, 19) and its associated defensive perimeter. The airfield was first opened as North 
Cotes Fitties during World War 1, being used as an intermittent grass landing strip, but 
was fully operational by mid-1918 (NC19). It was then closed in June 1919 and 
reopened in 1927 as an Armament Practice Camp; an inter-war hangar still survives on 
the site. After re-designations in 1932 and 1936 as a Temporary Armament Training 
Camp (NC20) it became RAF North Cotes February 1940 (NC14). RAF Coastal 
Command and RN Fleet Air Arm units were based there. The airfield perimeter consisted 
of pillboxes (NC6, 7, 12, 16, 25, 26) along with several phases of buildings for command 
and control, accommodation etc. (NC5, 11, 13, 15, 21–3, 27) used during the lifetime of 
the airfield and its subsequent role as a Bloodhound missile base. For a more detailed 
account see www.raf-lincolnshire.info/northcoates/northcoates.htm. 
 
The site was extended later in the war, with various modifications to the runways, 
taxiways etc (NC18). After the war in October 1947 the camp was put into care and 
maintenance and then reopened in October 1963 as a Bloodhound SAM site (NC19), 
which it remained, with a short interval in the early 1970s, until 1990. The airfield itself 
was disused during most of the post-war years, and a number of buildings were 
demolished between 1982–3.  
 
The use of the mud and sand flats as a bombing range can be seen from the remains of 
various mounds which possibly related to various targets (NC5) which appear to have 
been accessed by a causeway (NC9) from the modern sea wall. Several impact craters 
(NC10) have been recorded from APs, which could either be from enemy action or as a 
result of poor aiming during practice runs. 
 
Discussion 
 
Probably the most significant feature of the recorded evidence for this parish is the lack 
of indication for activity relating to the saltern industry. There are several reasons why 
this once important industry may be absent. The first, and perhaps most obvious, is that 
the extensive development of RAF North Cotes (NC14, 18, 19, 20) has covered or 
removed the evidence. Secondly, the area was reclaimed after the industry had declined 
and there never was any salt industry present. Thirdly, the area was considered too 
remote to exploit as there was no suitable haven or terrestrial access to transport the 
product to market. From the evidence recorded so far it would seem that the industry 
had already declined prior to the building of the 1638 sea bank (Grady, 1998, 84 et seq). 
The location of RAF North Cotes will have covered at least part of the site of North Cotes 
Haven. 
 
As with Tetney to the north and the other parishes along this section of coastline there 
appears to be little potential for buried archaeological remains from the recorded 
evidence, however, as described above there is a potential for evidence relating to the 
medieval/early post-medieval reclamation to be recovered along with possible 
associated activities such as salt production and foreshore fish weirs. 
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The main feature of the study area is the airfield with its history of use from World War 1 
into the Cold War era. 
 
4.26 Marshchapel and Grainthorpe (Maps 34–36) 
 
Geology and topography 
 
The underlying solid geology of the area is composed of chalk from the Upper 
Cretaceous (Neal 1988, 1 et seq.). In turn is over lain by a drift geology of Skipsea Till 
(Catt 1990, 21–3) from the Tertiary period which in turn in the Marshchapel and 
Grainthorpe area has been covered by estuarine and riverine derived alluvium (ibid, 10). 
The soils in the parish are described as surface water gley soils. These soils are 
seasonally saturated due either to rainfall or the lateral movement of ground water (Ellis 
1990, 33). 
 
The topography of the parish is one of low-lying land, much of it former marshland 
(mostly below 5m OD) which extends beyond the study area inland gradually rising to 
the Lincolnshire Wolds. A significant part of the study area for this parish is land which 
has been reclaimed probably since the medieval period and as recently as the late 19th 
to early 20th centuries. The land use is entirely agricultural. 
 
Historical and archaeological summary 
 
Prehistoric 
 
There are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period. 
 
Late Iron Age/Romano-British 
 
There are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period. 
 
Anglo-Saxon/Early Medieval 
 
There are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period. 
 
Medieval 
 
Although there are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period within the study 
area for the parish the place name for Marshchapel is first recorded in c 1250 (Hoskins 
1981, 80) with the name appearing to be very literal as a chapel near or in a marsh. This 
would tie in with the names for the other settlements along the study area as being on 
the edge of an area of marsh or wet ground. 
 
As with Tetney and North Cotes to the north, the modern settlement lies nearly 2km 
inland, with the suggestion that the Norman sea dike or bank ran through the settlement 
and on south to Grainthorpe (Hoskins 1981, fig 7, 80, 100); in fact in 1595 the main 
street of Marshchapel is described as being the former sea bank (ibid, 100). This would 
then mean that whole of the study area was a post-medieval landscape but with the 
potential for a prehistoric palaeo-landscape which once stretched out into the southern 
North Sea as described above buried beneath. 
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Post-medieval 
 
There is some evidence for the earlier coastlines surviving within these parishes 
primarily in the form of cropmarks from aerial photographs (MC13, GR3, 4), but also in 
the possible alignment of an earlier route along the top of the old sea bank shown on the 
1824 OS which can now be seen as a curving road (MC11) and dated by Grady (1998, 
91) to 1770. 
 
Probably the most significant site within the study area of these parishes is Grainthorpe 
Haven (MC14). This was located on the landward edge of an area of now reclaimed salt 
marsh and would have provided not only refuge to small coastal shipping in adverse 
conditions but acted as a transhipping point for the trade in agricultural produce 
outwards and manufactured or not available locally goods inwards. A number of wrecks 
are recorded in the area, some of which may belong to this period (see below). 
 
Modern 
 
The importance of Grainthorpe Haven can be further seen in the number of small wrecks 
dotted along this section of coastline (MC2, 3) along with the numbers of vessels lost 
recorded in documentary sources and assigned to named locations; 42 at Haile Sand 
(MC4); three at Horse Shoe Point (MC5) and five at Marshchapel/Grainthorpe Haven 
(MC14). As with the other locations along the coastline the wrecks recorded in 
documentary sources are all late 18th to early 20th centuries but indicate a potential for 
earlier losses. Seen on both APs and cartographic sources the approach to Grainthorpe 
Haven has been formalised by the addition of pilings along both sides of the channel 
which would not only allow easier navigation but help prevent silting. The approach 
channel to Grainthorpe Haven can be seen to split into two channels some 800m 
offshore with the southerly channel leading to Summer Coates Haven. 
 
Forming part of the extensive defensive outer works for RAF North Cotes and anti-
invasion obstacles generally there are a number of World War 2 structures. These 
include a pill box (MC10), an anti-aircraft battery (MC9), aircraft observation post (GR1), 
beach defences (MC6 and GR2) and a range of military buildings (MC7, 12, GR2). 
Several impact craters (MC8, 12) have been recorded from APs which could either be 
from enemy action or as a result of poor aiming during practice runs for the bombing 
range to the south off North Somercoates. 
 
Discussion 
 
As with many of the parishes along this section of coastline much of the landmass has 
been reclaimed from the late medieval period onwards and therefore contains little 
obvious potential for earlier archaeological remains apart from the more deeply buried 
material relating to various marine transgressions after the end of the last glaciation.  
 
There are, however, two main areas of potential interest. The first of these is the nature 
of the reclamation processes used from the late medieval period onwards and the 
potential for well preserved buried remains of structures to survive under the modern 
landscape. The second is the use of the haven for the transportation of produce in and 
out of the area and what sort of infrastructure was related to this process and how much 
of it remains as an archaeological resource. 
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4.27 North Somercoates (Maps 35–37) 
 
Geology and topography 
 
The underlying solid geology of the area is composed of chalk from the Upper 
Cretaceous (Neal 1988, 1 et seq.). In turn is over lain by a drift geology of Skipsea Till 
(Catt 1990, 21–3) from the Tertiary period which in turn in the North Somercoates area 
has been covered by estuarine and riverine derived alluvium (ibid, 10). The soils in the 
parish are described as surface water gley soils. These soils are seasonally saturated 
due either to rainfall or the lateral movement of ground water (Ellis 1990, 33). 
 
The topography of the parish is one of low-lying land, much of it former marshland 
(mostly below 5m OD) which extends beyond the study area inland gradually rising to 
the Lincolnshire Wolds. A significant part of the study area for this parish is land which 
has been reclaimed probably since the medieval period and as recently as the late 19th 
early 20th centuries. The land use is entirely agricultural. 
 
Historical and archaeological summary 
 
Prehistoric 
 
There are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period. 
 
Late Iron Age/Romano-British 
 
There are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period. 
 
Anglo-Saxon/Early Medieval 
 
There are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period. 
 
Medieval 
 
Although there are currently no recorded sites or finds from this period within the study 
area for the parish the place name for North Somercoates is first recorded in 1086 
(Hoskins 1981, 80). The name appears to derive from the Old English Cotes for cottage 
or hut (Mills 1998, 90) and summer seeming to indicate a seasonal occupation; the north 
part is simply to differentiate it from South Somercoates. The name could be seen to 
suggest that seasonal (summer) occupation was undertaken in this area probably 
relating to the use of the marshes for grazing, salt production or similar activities.  
 
Like the other settlements along the coast the modern settlement lies nearly 3km inland 
with the suggestion that the Norman sea dike or bank ran through the settlement and on 
south to Grainthorpe (Hoskins, 1981, fig 7, 80, 100). This would then mean that whole of 
the study area was a post-medieval landscape but with the potential for a prehistoric 
palaeo-landscape which once stretched out into the southern North Sea as described 
above buried beneath. 
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Post-medieval 
 
The importance of coastal trade can be clearly seen in this parish with the two havens at 
Somercoates (NS10) and Grainthorpe (NS8); there are a number of associated wrecks, 
some of which may belong to this period (see below).  
 
The post-medieval reclamation of the area and its use as farm land can be seen from the 
presence of relic sea banks (NS34–6), Porter’s Sluice (NS29) to control the water levels 
in Porter Marsh, a windpump (NS27) and the earthworks of a possible croft (NS31) 
recognised from aerial photographs. The main sea bank built to reclaim what became 
Porter’s Marsh was built in 1638 (Grady 1998, 86) and this bank runs eastwards to 
Donna Nook where it then turns south.  
 
Modern 
 
A map of the sea bank at Donna Nook dated 1836 shows an interesting intersection of a 
road leading from North Somercoates to the head of the foreshore at a point where the 
samphire/salt marsh in front of the bank ends and the sand starts. This intersection 
coincides at a point called Stone Bridge and would appear to be to allow access to the 
sandy beach where it would be easier to tranship from small coastal vessels.  
 
Associated with North Somercoates and Granthorpe Havens are their known associated 
wreck sites (NC1–3, 19) along with twenty-three documentary losses linked to North 
Somercoates Haven and a further twenty-three records in the vicinity of Donna Nook 
(NS26). In addition to these, the establishment of a signal beacon for shipping in 1835 
(NS30), a Coastguard Station in 1844 (NS32), a rocket house (NS33) and a lifeboat with 
its own slipway (NS28) at Donna Nook in 1829 all show the importance of both 
preventing the loss of ships with beacons and rendering assistance should vessels 
become stranded. The 1836 map shows the Donna Nook lifeboat house along with a 
beacon and second house (called J Osborne’s house) both to its north and in front of the 
sea bank on the sands. This location for the beacon is different to the one currently 
recorded and probably represents a different beacon.   
 
The proximity of RAF Donna Nook just to the south of the study area means that there 
are the remains of a range of defensive features including numerous pillboxes (NS9, 15, 
17, 18, 24, 25), anti-aircraft gun emplacements (NS 16), gun emplacements (NS11, 37), 
beach defence works (NS21, 23, 38), a road block (NS14) along with the usual military 
buildings for accommodation and command (NS12, 13). 
 
The use of the sand and mud flats for bombing practice can be seen from the APs in the 
remains of various targets (NS4, 6, 22) along with more enigmatic remains that could be 
related to bombing (NS7, 20). 
 
Discussion 
 
With the amount of reclamation the importance of the history/archaeology this parish lies 
in its being a part of a wider landscape/seascape preserving the remains of the evidence 
for a widespread coastal trade involving small vessels operating from small havens and 
inlets along the coast. These vessels would probably have been engaged in the 
transportation of agricultural produce, salt and possibly fish out of the coastal margin to 
the larger centres of population for either consumption or processing and onward trade. 

Rapid Coastal Zone Assessment – Project 3729 170 



5 DISCUSSION & RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
5.1 Discussion 
 
The significance and potential impact on the archaeological resource has been outlined 
in Section 4. Clearly, national and local planning and heritage management policy insists 
that steps must be taken to preserve the resource from development where possible, but 
this is more problematic when dealing with natural processes, in this case principally 
erosion; the approach needs to be holistic. Shoreline Management Plans present an 
overall policy for coastal management, but do not deal with development, while 
Seascapes does outline human impact and use, area by area. 
 
From the point of view of development pressures, the planning process requires the 
archaeological resource on each development site to be evaluated on a case-by-case 
basis where such a resource is considered likely to be present. Property ownership 
within such a large area is naturally fragmented; although the main risk comes from 
relatively large land blocks such as caravan and holiday parks, other sources of potential 
damage caused by smaller scale developments are still a reality. Although there is 
generally a tightly-controlled development policy for the coastal area, which restricts the 
size, placing and nature of developments, an overall archaeological strategy will still be 
difficult to develop and implement. 
 
Period overview 
 
Prehistoric 
 
Palaeolithic 
 
Holderness, in common with other parts of the East Riding, was exploited during most 
periods of its history, although the pattern of that exploitation altered and changed 
emphasis over time. Although the Palaeolithic period occupies about 98% of the time 
this country has been occupied by hominids and modern humans, this assessment is 
concerned only with the later Upper Palaeolithic period, characterised by the 
replacement of Neanderthals with anatomically-modern humans, and a related change 
in tool technology, including the development of bone harpoon points; this change had 
already occurred in Europe before Britain was recolonised following the end of the last 
glaciation. 
 
The last ice sheets left northern Britain c 12,000BC, although arctic steppe and tundra 
conditions remained for about another two millennia. The climate became warmer after 
this, although there were periodic colder episodes. Pine and birch woodland began to 
develop from c 9,000 BC, and the area was increasingly colonised by large animals 
which preferred such conditions, such as deer, aurochs, and elk, gradually supplanting 
tundra species such as mammoth and woolly rhinoceros. The volume of water locked up 
in the form of ice sheets meant that sea level fell by c 125m during periods of peak 
glaciation, of which there were several during the course of the Quaternary, and 
probably lay c 100m below Ordnance Datum during the last ice age, when the area was 
uninhabited (Wenban-Smith 2002, 5). As a result, the North Sea basin at the end of this 
period was largely land (‘Doggerland’), bisected by river systems which in the Humber 
and East Anglian regions drained northwards (Coles 1998, 1999, 2000). The focus for 
post-glacial hunter-gatherer activity was therefore widely dispersed, with the lower-lying 
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regions of Doggerland probably more attractive than inland areas, particularly uplands. 
The retreat of the ice sheets, however, led to a rise in sea level, which flooded the area 
over a relatively short timescale, in the Late Palaeolithic and Mesolithic periods. 
Submerged terrestrial deposits containing artefacts, human remains, and evidence for 
the extensive game herds which traversed the area are therefore widespread across the 
North Sea basin, and prone to damage by aggregate dredging, deep-trawling and other 
activities 
 
Holderness formed the western fringes of the Doggerland area and there is some 
evidence from the region for Late Upper Palaeolithic activity., including a bone harpoon 
point from a quarry at Gransmoor near Driffield, dated by AMS to between 11500 and 
11100 BP. This proves that the area was being exploited at a time that larger groups had 
arrived in residential encampments, following earlier exploratory hunting bands. 
Seasonal hunting and fishing were undoubtedly pursued in the area, with the hunters 
taking advantage of the increasing variety and quantity of game and the improving 
climate during the Windermere Interstadial, although there was a return to cold 
conditions between c 11000–10000 BP (the Loch Lomond Stadial); the Gransmoor point 
was deposited during the Windermere Interstadial. 
 
The earliest periods are the least well represented in the archaeological record of the 
study area, as would be expected. The findspots are extremely sparse, with the majority 
coming from the beach; they could therefore have travelled from some distance from 
their original point of loss via longshore drift, although others may well have eroded from 
contemporary deposits.  
 
The discovery of a Middle Palaeolithic flint core on the beach at Sewerby Cliff (BR54) is 
for example, likely to fall into the latter category, since the area lies north of the area 
affected by drift, and there is Mesolithic activity on the cliffs above, implying that the area 
held an attraction. The findspot is located close to the exposure of the buried Ipswichian 
cliff line, and a series of animal bones, which demonstrate the long-term stability of 
beach deposits compared with the area to the south (Boylan 1967). Several Upper 
Palaeolithic flint flakes have been found near Hamilton Hill, Barmston, in the surface of 
natural sands and gravels (BA174), although their exact provenance is unknown. A flint 
blade in the area of a later lake settlement at Withow Gap, Skipsea (SK20), also lies in 
an area of Mesolithic activity. A barbed bone harpoon (SK29) may also be of this period.  
 
In Hornsea, a uniserially barbed bone point, presumably of Upper Palaeolithic date, was 
found in Hornsea beneath lacustrine peat during the construction of a gasholder in 1905 
(HO152), not far from Hornsea Mere; Further south still, at the northern end of Holmpton 
parish, a flint scraper was recovered (HM9) from the northern part of the parish. 
 
Other finds from the period comprise animal bones, which are only circumstantially 
contemporary: these include a mammoth tooth from the beach between Mappleton and 
Cowden (MA37), and the Palaeolithic is represented by an elephant’s tooth (WT28) from 
the beach at Owthorne near Withernsea. These at least suggest the presence of 
contemporary deposits within the eroding cliff. 
 
Mesolithic 
 
The Mesolithic period was a development of its predecessor, rather than a cultural 
break. As the climate warmed, woodland expanded, exploiting and enriching the deeper, 
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richer soils which were forming on the weathering surface of the frost-shattered rock, 
glacial tills and moraines. The variety of game animals and different environments led to 
an increase in the range of tools developed, and the similarity of these on both sides of 
the modern North Sea reflect the ubiquity of a common Mesolithic culture. Across 
Doggerland and modern Holderness, small natural lakes (meres) were increasingly 
colonised by plants and trees, and they became the home of fish, wild fowl and 
freshwater molluscs. In the Mesolithic period, the meres and wetlands would therefore 
have been a magnet for seasonal hunters, and Doggerland may even have been the 
core area for human activity in the British Isles/Scandinavian region. Aquatic plants, both 
salt- and freshwater, would also have been exploited for food, medicine, fuel, clothing, 
basketry, rope, and temporary shelters. The sea level was, however, still rising as more 
water was unlocked from the ice sheets, and had probably already reached c –65m OD 
at the beginning of the period, 10000 BP (Coles 1998), and perhaps –10m OD by the 
end (Jelgersma 1979). This rapid rise would have led to the migration of human and 
animal populations as the area broke into peninsulas and eventually, islands, the larger 
of which (such as Dogger) survived well into the Mesolithic; by the end of the period, the 
coastline would have reached a form approaching that of the present. The wetland 
landscape of Holderness survived as a remnant of Doggerland, with the added attraction 
of a coastal environment, and may have become the home of some of the displaced 
population from further east. 
 
In the study area, the presence of easily available flint, although not of the best quality, 
made the fringes of the chalk Wolds attractive, and the Bridlington–Sewerby–
Flamborough and Ulrome–Skipsea areas seems to have been a particular focus.  
 
A possible flint industry identified as Early Mesolithic to Late Bronze Age has been 
identified on Sewerby Golf Course (BR2), early evidence for the exploitation of the 
locally-occurring flint, although the suggested date range is rather broad. The next 
evidence is from much further south in the Barston area, where, a harpoon head (BA58) 
was recovered from near the low tide mark at the mouth of The Earl’s Dike. A nearby 
find of an elk antler (BA76) may indicate a prevailing cool local wooded environment. In 
Ulrome, a probable Mesolithic blade core (UL19) was included among a number of 
largely undated flints found during fieldwalking by the Humber Wetlands Project. 
 
Skipsea is an important area for the early prehistoric period, with several former meres 
represented, although only Withow Mere falls within the study area. Artefacts from the 
area of the Mere include a possibly Mesolithic bone spear point (SK29), and a barbed 
bone harpoon found in 1903 (SK17). These were recovered from among animal bones 
and antlers, including deer and elk/giant elk, in the case of SK17 from lake bed silts lying 
below 1.5m of peat Other provenanced and unprovenanced artefacts have been found 
in the parish, including an axe and core (SK5). The Withow area clearly includes one of 
the best opportunities locally for examining in-situ artefact-bearing deposits. The sole 
find from the study area in Hornsea was a barbed antler harpoon from below the low 
water mark (HO119). 
 
Further south, Sand le Mere in Roos parish presents another good opportunity for the 
study of in-situ deposits of early date. The remains of timber structures have been 
recognised at low water since at least the late 19th century (RO98); although, a 
Neolithic/Bronze Age date is more likely for these, natural deposits containing Mesolithic 
artefacts are likely to be present on what is now the foreshore. At Withernsea are the 
remains of a submerged forest of Mesolithic date, known as Noah’s Wood (WT30). This 

Rapid Coastal Zone Assessment – Project 3729 173



was uncovered during spring tides in 1839, when animal bones and freshwater mollusc 
shells, suggestive of a freshwater lake, were also recognised. The lake is the former 
Withernsea Mere (WT36), which Burleigh’s map of c 1560 shows to have been of 
considerable size even after it was permanently breached in the 15th century; Noah’s 
Wood was presumably located around the eastern end of the mere, while further traces 
of woodland were found near the western end of the mere in the 18th century (see 
below), associated with the remains of Bronze Age logboats (WT29). 
 
Neolithic 
 
Although Britain was cut off from the Continent during the Mesolithic period, following the 
submersion of the Channel land bridge, this was not a barrier to the arrival of agriculture, 
and perhaps other cultural ideas. Long and round barrows, representing collective 
burials, and cursus monuments were constructed on the Wolds, with settlements 
apparently concentrated in similar areas to those exploited previously; this in itself 
suggests continuity, rather than a break with the past. Farmers began to clear areas of 
woodland, and the decline of tree pollen and the arrival of cereals is attested in the 
archaeological record. There is also evidence for some erosion of the exposed soil 
surface in mere deposits, which has been attributed to land clearance. 
 
The Flamborough Head area contains evidence for a substantial Neolithic industry 
exploiting material extracted from the local till. Danes Dyke itself (FL36) has been 
assigned to this period, although it could be much later; it reflects a considerable 
investment in terms of labour, whether it reflects the will of a secular or religious elite, or 
a communal effort. Findspots in the area assessed include implements from near the 
northern cliff edge in Bempton (BE7, 5, 11), and scrapers from near Metlow Hill (BE26), 
while in Flamborough, flint knapping sites have been recognised at South Landing 
(FL156, 158), with a considerable number recovered from several locations during 
fieldwalking. In addition to local trade, a basalt axe was found at South Landing in 1975 
(FL157), and an unprovenanced Great Langdale axe fragment (FL79). Several 
occupation sites have been identified in the Dykes End/South Landing areas, including 
sites at Hartendale Gravel Pit (FL152), a little further east (FL146), and at Beacon Hill 
Quarry (FL151). A further possible site was found in association with the flint production 
area at South Landing (FL158). A possible flint industry has been identified on Sewerby 
Golf Course (BR2), as already mentioned. Hartendale, Beacon Hill and Sewerby Golf 
Course additionally reflect either continuity into the Bronze Age or later reoccupation. 
Isolated finds and small assemblages are relatively common in the Bridlington area (eg 
BR13, 27, 54, 60). 
 
In Carnaby, three unprovenanced stone axes have been found on Carnaby Moor, (CA3) 
and a fourth, of greenstone, comes from Wilsthorpe (CA4). 
 
At Barmston, the period is represented by a 26m diameter ditched enclosure, identified c 
200m inland (BA163), although this is perhaps more likely to be of Bronze Age date, 
given the presence of an occupation site to the east (BA166). Several stone and flint 
axes have also been recovered from the parish (BA122), and there have been a number 
of sizeable flint assemblages from organised fieldwalking, particularly in the area either 
side of Earl’s Dike, which seems to represent a channel overlying a former mere. Withow 
Mere, Skipsea, includes the remains of what has been interpreted as a settlement, 
although there are indications that at least some of the concentration of brushwood and 
twigs encountered in the late 19th and 20th centuries may be a natural accumulation, 
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perhaps as a result of beaver activity. Whether natural or not, an alder sample recovered 
between 1978–84 has been dated to the early Neolithic (3771–3370 cal BC), indicating 
the build-up of woody material during a period of peat formation; the peat itself ceased to 
form after 3363–2940 cal BC, with the ensuing siltation attributed to increased run-off 
following local woodland clearance. 
 
In Atwick, Hornsea, East Garton and Withernsea parishes, a number of artefacts have 
been found in the study area, including flints from an evaluation (HO75) and 
unprovenanced or unstratified stone axes, axe hammers, a quern and ploughstones 
(AT54, HO170, HO148, EG8, EG31, WT77). Ploughstones (flattened pebbles embedded 
in ploughshares to improve the cutting process and general durability) indicate 
agricultural activity. 
 
Not until Easington is reached is there further evidence for Neolithic occupation, from 
beneath two Bronze Age barrows (EA 105, 117) east of the flood defences. The main 
occupation site (EA119) dates from the early 4th millennium BC to the mid or late 3rd 
millennium BC, and consists of rows of postholes which were interpreted as marking the 
outline of a long rectangular building, with associated hearths and refuse pits. The finds 
assemblage was substantial, and included over 650 sherds of pottery, saddle querns, a 
very early loomweight, and over 750 pieces of worked flint, included a polished adze, a 
tranche-type arrowhead, narrow blades, knives and scrapers. Charcoal recovered from 
one posthole gave a radiocarbon date range between 3915–3650 cal BC. A nearby 
henge (EA104) may also be of late Neolithic date. 
 
From the south bank, the early prehistoric is very poorly represented, with a single 
Neolithic flint axe from the Cleethorpes area (CL57), reflecting the combination of natural 
accretion and deliberate reclamation in much of the area. 
 
Bronze Age 
 
The Bronze Age has been seen in the past as being triggered by the arrival of new 
peoples, characterised initially by the use of beaker-shaped vessels, the working of 
bronze, and the adoption of burials in round barrows, but it is more likely to represent a 
period where new ideas were absorbed, perhaps transported by relatively small numbers 
of settlers or itinerant craftsmen rather than mass migration or invasion. In fact, single 
burials in round barrows were already present in the late Neolithic, and the ‘Beaker’ 
period seems to have been a transitional late Neolithic/early Bronze Age phase, when 
copper was first exploited, and before bronze was commonly used (after c 2150 BC). 
The production and use of tools such as socketed axes spread rapidly, probably as 
woodland clearance expanded. The use of round barrows ended c 1400 BC with the 
adoption of urned cremation cemeteries, and secondary cremation burials in the mounds 
or ditches of existing barrows. Another feature of the period is the construction of the first 
linear dykes on the Wolds, perhaps marking tribal boundaries. 
 
Agriculture became more widespread, with wheeled vehicles in use alongside ‘scratch’ 
ploughs. Seaweed was probably used as a fertiliser, and settlement locations alongside 
coastal areas and tidal estuaries may therefore have been favoured. The warm, dry 
weather of the earlier part of the period, however, allowed the spread of settlements into 
upland areas which were later abandoned as the climate became colder and wetter, with 
the formation or expansion of blanket and lowland bogs. The construction of trackways 
or causeways across such lowland bogs allowed exploitation of these areas’ resources, 
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and a means of communication. As for the Neolithic period, physical evidence for 
settlements, as opposed to burial sites, has proved elusive. Early houses seem to have 
been irregular or rectangular like those of the preceding period, and either single or in 
small groups, although later settlements were were characterised by groups of circular 
houses and sometimes enclosed by defensive structures, the forerunners of Iron Age 
hillforts.  
 
The period is well-represented archaeologically, with barrows — individual and grouped 
— in several parishes. These include a concentration on Flamborough Head, with a 
group of four in Bempton (BE3), of which only one is still visible as a ploughed-out 
mound, a barrow from the Buckden Dyke area (BE4), two barrows near Metlow Hill 
(BE28, FL12), and several others no longer extant from the eastern part of the headland 
(FL20, 75, 93, 121). 
 
Other features include Buckden Dyke, a north–south entrenchment from Bempton (BE4) 
(which may be later). There is also an occupation site at Beacon Hill (FL151) and 
Hartendale (FL146); the former includes the remains of an early Bronze Age building, 
with contemporary pottery and evidence for flintworking. 
 
Bronze Age activity continued south into Bridlington, where a barrow existed at Marton 
Hall until c 1963 (BR11), with others in the Marton Road area (BR51), at Queen’s Park 
(BR73) and near Bridlington Quay (BR122), neither of which survive. Two extant 
examples remain just outside the study area at Butt Hill (MHU482, MHU488), with a third 
found nearby during a recent geophysical survey (SMW2006). The discovery of several 
artefacts, including a penannular bracelet from the Quay area (BR161) could represent 
the locations of former barrows such as BR122 rather than casual findspots. 
 
At Barmston, a Bronze Age occupation site next to Barmston Main Drain on the edge of 
a former mere, and including traces of timber structures (BA166), has been dated 
broadly to 1500–800 BC. It includes hearths, ovens, pits, postholes and cobbled 
surfaces, constructed on the surface of an earlier peat horizon, representing the infilling 
of the mere some time after 8590–8090 cal BC. The site was originally interpreted in the 
late 19th and early 20th centuries as a lake settlement, but the more recent dating of the 
mere peats has disproved that; there may, however, have been some later regrowth, 
perhaps sealing traces of a late Bronze Age/early Iron Age settlement phase. Three 
mounds to the north on Watermill Grounds (BA80) could well represent large barrows; 
the southernmost (probably now lost) seems to have included a central pit, which may 
have been an early excavation of the presumed primary burial area; these lie close to a 
large double-ditched enclosure of potential Neolithic or Bronze Age date (BA163). 
 
A number of unprovenanced artefacts have been recovered (eg BA120, 121, 123, 176, 
179), including spearheads and axes of various forms (including a side-looped 
spearhead, early flat axes and a flanged axe) together with flint assemblages, mainly 
from the Earl’s Dike area, sufficient to demonstrate an active local Bronze Age 
population. 
 
Evidence for the period from Ulrome includes two further possible ploughed-out barrows 
(UL67), a pit, containing artefacts (UL62), and several artefacts (UL37, 71), including a 
winged bronze axe, flanged axes, leaf-shaped and side-looped spearheads. Skipsea, 
Atwick and Hornsea have produced less evidence, comprising a few artefacts, including 
a debased beaker from near Withow Mere (SK28), looped spearheads (SK44, AT55), 
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early flat axe (AT67), and stone axe hammers, (AT61, HO151), the former datable to 
1650–1250 BC, although a possible Bronze Age/Iron Age settlement seems to have 
been based around Withow Mere (SK20). 
 
At Mappleton, Roos and Hollym are further possible barrows (MA51, RO18, RO68, HL9), 
while a burial attributed to the period has been found at Aldbrough (AL36). From 
Withernsea, two complete dugout canoes were apparently found in the 18th century 
(WT29), among the remains of a submerged oak and hazel forest, perhaps related to a 
former mere between Owthorne and Withernsea (WT36).  
 
Easington appears to have been an important centre of Bronze Age activity. Although 
there are a large number of undated cropmarks which may belong to this period, several 
barrows (individuals and small groups) have been located at various locations from Out 
Newton south to Kilnsea, and towards the Humber shore near Lockham Farm (EA18, 49, 
105, 117, 130, 138, 142, 159, 165–7, 169, 220). Of these, EA105 was excavated in the 
1990s when it was exposed by the tide, and overlay a Neolithic occupation site; a nearby 
henge (EA104) was also excavated at the same time, and contained a cremation dated 
2500–2000cal BC. A planked boat (EA163) was found on Kilnsea beach in 1996, lying in 
peat deposits representing a former mere. Other than fieldwalked flints, a relatively small 
number of provenanced and unprovenanced artefacts have been found in the area, 
including an axehead (EA92) and leaf-shaped spearheads (EA62, 312), and pottery, 
including fragments of cinerary urns (EA236); these have principally been recovered 
from Easington and Kilnsea beaches. 
 
On the south bank, artefacts from Cleethorpes and Humberston include axe hammers 
CL17, CL91/92, the first with part of a poplar handle attached, datable to c 1400 BC, and 
axes (CL90, 135, HU4). 
 
Iron Age 
 
As with earlier periods, the Iron Age reflects continuity rather than invasion as previously 
believed, the adoption of a new metal being the main difference between the late Bronze 
Age and early Iron Age. Tools of iron, which was brittle, were initially inferior to bronze, 
which could be hammered back into shape, but had the advantage that it did not need to 
be alloyed with other metals, and could be reforged, and there were other new 
developments, including the manufacture of wheel-thrown pottery. The settlement and 
land-holding patterns were probably little different, with the Wolds dikes remaining as 
land divisions. In the middle and late Iron Age, however, there is evidence for increasing 
sub-division, with the appearance of smaller fields, trackways, unenclosed settlements of 
circular huts, and hillforts, with characteristic grain storage pits, or in East Yorkshire, 
raised post structures, surrounded on the flatlands by a circular drainage gully. There 
may, in fact, have been a return to an increased dependence on livestock farming, as 
opposed to cereal production.  
 
Elsewhere in Britain, the identification of Iron Age burials is relatively rare. The ‘Arras’ 
culture which emerged principally in the East Riding area, is however best known for its 
square barrows and ‘cart burials’ which were a clear departure from the burial culture of 
earlier periods, and may be a reflection of the increased wealth of a new elite, with their 
prosperity perhaps based on cattle herds.  
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Although the largest concentrations of square barrows are on the Wolds, for example 
near Wetwang and Garton, there are a number of known and possible square barrows in 
the northern part of the study area.  
 
Four possible examples have been identified in Flamborough and Bempton parishes 
near Metlow Hill, (BE27, BE29; FL13), and Buckden Dyke (BE4). At Headlands Upper 
School, Bridlington (BR64), a square barrow is located near a field system of presumed 
later date. In Barmston, a north–south line of 6–8 square barrows has been identified 
south of The Earl’s Dike near Conygarth Hill (BA69), with a further example to the east in 
Sheep Walks (BA51). Three possible conjoined square barrows in Low Grounds (BA85) 
and a single example at Watermill Grounds (BA70) are located among the traces of later 
Iron Age settlements. A cart burial of either Iron Age or Anglo-Saxon date (HO34) was 
found near the seafront in the northern part of Hornsea; since this was close to an 
Anglian cemetery (HO30), the latter is more likely.  
 
Other features in the area may be of Iron Age date, although few have been definitely 
dated. There is a considerable problem with dating cropmarks where these have not 
been investigated, and even where they have, reports (particularly early examples) often 
do not give clear dates. Some features can therefore only be assigned a general Iron 
Age date, whereas the majority are often referred to in records as Iron Age/Romano-
British. The extent of features assigned to the later period demonstrates that the lack of 
precise dating serves to mask the density of occupation in the Iron Age proper. It must 
be remembered that areas of cropmarks represent a multi-phase palimpsest rather than 
a single phase of activity, and this is more apparent in complex monuments, where 
earlier elements are clearly cut through by later examples, or are on a different 
alignment. Even on excavated sites, the earliest phase is usually represented by a few 
features which are obscured by later recutting or extension. 
 
Those assigned a possible Iron Age date include Buckden Dyke, Bempton (BE4). 
Settlement traces on Sewerby Golf Course (BR29, 34) and a ditch (BR35) are probably 
of the later Iron Age. A late Bronze Age/early Iron Age ‘lake settlement’ was investigated 
near the mouth of Barmston Main Drain (BA166). Ditches containing Iron Age pottery 
have been recorded to the north in the cliff face (BA153, 132), while Iron Age pottery has 
been found immediately north of Barmston Beach Caravan Park in association with a 
flint scatter (BA112), but in an area of Iron Age/Romano-British settlement. In Ulrome, a 
ditch of non-specific Iron Age date containing pottery and animal bone was located near 
Seaside Caravan Park (UL33), and an Iron Age or later double ditch or two pits in 
section, with a coin and pottery, was exposed in the cliff nearby (UL41). Near Withow 
Gap, Skipsea, there is possible Bronze Age/Iron Age settlement activity (SK20) on the 
edge of the former mere. 
 
In Atwick, a number of structures have been identified; possibly all late: these include 
pits exposed in the cliff (AT20), and an Iron Age occupation site, with cremations, 
artefacts and iron slag, at Virginia Lodge in the village itself (AT36). A ditched enclosure 
near Low Skirlington (AT5) could be of Iron Age date. A ‘pit dwelling’ (possibly late) was 
discovered at Rolston, Mappleton parish (MA7), while a late Bronze Age or early Iron 
Age occupation site has been identified at Easington cliff (EA59). 
 
Other than pottery from fieldwalking, casual findspots are few, but include Coreltauvian 
gold staters from Princess Street, Bridlington (BR166), Barmston (BA173), Ulrome cliff 
(UL34), Atwick (AT56, 69), Hornsea (HO3, 153), and a bronze coin of the Catuvellauni 
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(HL23) from Hollym. Two coins of unspecified denomination were also found on 
Easington beach (EA61). A carved chalk figurine has been recovered from Withernsea 
(WT66).  
 
Late Iron Age/Romano-British 
 
The arrival of the Romans north of the Humber c AD 71 added new elements to the East 
Riding landscape, with the construction of a series of roads linking planned centres, 
such as Brough and Hayton. In the rural hinterland, the Iron Age culture continued to 
develop, with existing settlements becoming larger, and more elaborate patterns of 
enclosures and droveways emerging, increasingly surrounded by boundary ditches. 
‘Ladder settlements’ also appeared, often strung out along the new roads, taking 
advantage of improved communications to transport goods and materials. Villas were 
also constructed from the 2nd and 3rd centuries, in at least some cases replacing earlier 
farmsteads; examples include Rudston, Brantingham, Harpham and Welton Wold. 
Cereal production probably became more dominant, with the supply of the new towns, 
the Roman army and the villas driving an intensification of agriculture. Native industries 
such as pottery and ironworking continued, while new centres also started, for example 
in the vicinity of Holme upon Spalding Moor and North Cave. 
 
The difficulties in dating rural cropmark sites has already been outlined, and the number 
of monuments assigned to the generic late Iron Age/Romano-British period is therefore 
disproportionately large in some areas. In others, however, the presence of 
medieval/post-medieval ridge-and-furrow masks any features of earlier date; there is no 
reason to assume that the pattern of small nucleated settlements with adjoining field 
systems is not evenly spread across the study area. The cropmarks identified normally 
consist of enclosures, droveways and boundary ditches, although possible house sites 
are occasionally indicated. 
 
In Bempton, there are three areas of cropmark features (BE12, 22, 30). A considerable 
number have been identified in Flamborough parish, including FL6, 10, 25, 26, 29, 33, 
104, 110, 114, 118, 130, 131, 133, 139, 153, with parchmarks in the village (FL99), 
possibly representing early features.  
 
These are located inland, but on the cliff edge east of Dykes End are a group of 
enclosures and ditches (FL153). Excavations next to the cliff at Flamborough Quarry in 
1979 identified ditches and possible Romano-British burials (FL138). Beacon Hill has 
been traditionally associated with the site of a 4th-century Roman signal station (FL150), 
and late Romano-British pottery has been found in the area, including Crambeck ware 
(FL148). A site identified as a promontory fort was located on the northern cliff edge at 
Briel Nook (FL21), with three small ramparted enclosures further west near Gull Nook 
(FL2–4).  
 
The location of Bridlington at a sheltered haven at the east end of the road from Malton 
would have ensured that it was a focus for Romano-British settlement, although the 
location of any port is likely to lie 1–2 kilometres east of the present harbour. There are, 
however, traces of contemporary activity in the town and surrounding district, including a 
settlement outside the study area at Bessingby Hill, (MHU527), excavated in 1949. 
Between Sewerby Park and Danes Dyke, the evidence for occupation along the clifftop 
and its immediate hinterland continues from Flamborough parish in the form of a 
concentration of settlement features and artefacts (BR20, 29, 31, 34, 33, 35, 53). 
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Already lost are the final traces of a possible rectangular or square ditched camp 
(BR55), formerly located on the cliff edge south of the village, although the interpretation 
of this is uncertain; it may represent an Iron Age ramparted enclosure similar to the three 
examples on the north cliff at Gull Nook (FL2–4). 
 
At Headlands Upper School as already mentioned, a field system and square barrow 
(BR87) are present in the grounds, while a possible enclosure has been identified 
immediately north of the Hull–Scarborough railway line (BR87). Traces of Roman 
occupation near Bridlington Quay (BR165), include an alleged coin hoard (BR151), an 
urn from Prince Street (BR143), and a female skeleton with a bronze armlet from St 
Olinda Road (BR140). Further west is a stretch of bank and ditch (BR115). In the 
Hilderthorpe area are two areas of cropmarks (BR181, 189), of which the latter extends 
southward into Carnaby (CA2). Two other concentrations in Carnaby include enclosures 
and trackways CA16, 25. There is a more complex and regular series of features near 
Cliff Farm (CA25), which extends over the cliff edge. A fragment of 4th-century ‘signal 
station type’ pottery found on the beach near this point (CA11) suggests this may be a 
late Roman monument. 
 
Barmston also contains a number of cropmark complexes and isolated features, 
including BA1, 52, 70, 79, 85, 99, 101, 105, 128, 130. BA107 near Hamiltonhill Farm 
includes two possible rectangular huts, while BA113 near Barmston Beach Caravan 
Park is a possible settlement site, extending to the cliff edge, and consisting of several 
phases of ditched enclosures, boundary ditches and trackways. 
 
In Ulrome, there is comparatively little activity in the study area: in the area of a possibly 
contemporary double ditch (UL41) at Seaside Caravan Park is a probable Romano-
British pit broadly dated by pottery (UL36). A ditch and pottery were recorded on the cliff 
(UL11). An Iron Age/Romano-British enclosure was recorded just beyond the edge of the 
study area, but heading eastwards (UL51). The picture is the same at Skipsea, where a 
possible ring ditch east of Skipsea Grange (SK37) and a partly ploughed-out bank to the 
north, possibly flanked by ditches (SK35), and quite possibly much more recent, are the 
only monuments. In Atwick, the smelting site at Virginia Lodge (AT36) and enclosure at 
Low Skirlington (AT5) may be assigned to this or the preceding period. Hornsea, which 
could be expected from its later importance and the presence of the Mere to have been 
a centre of Romano-British activity, produces only undated ditches (HO20) and a ditch 
and enclosure (HO40) from the northern edges of the town. There is limited artefactual 
evidence for a Roman presence, including early–mid 4th-century coins of Magnentius 
(HO153) and Licinius (HO87), and pottery from a recent evaluation at The Levels 
(HO69). 
 
The period is better represented at Mappleton, where a number of cropmarks have been 
recorded, including MA5 (possibly not archaeological features), 19, 21, 39, 45, 54, 60. 
These features have not been investigated, but a substantial ditch containing 4th-century 
pottery, a gully and two pits, just outside the study area boundary (MA22), suggest the 
presence of a late Romano-British settlement.  
 
At Aldbrough three areas of cropmarks have been identified c 1km inland (AL12, 17, 35). 
Roman pottery and coins have also been found at different times in the cliff near the 
coastguard station (AL13), suggesting an unidentified settlement in the vicinity. The 
evidence from East Garton includes linear and curvilinear ditches of uncertain date 
(EG22) near Bracken Hill. There is no trace of a Romano-British ‘signal station’ and 
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enclosure said to have been located 250m inland in the north of the parish (EG3); it is in 
any case more likely that a structure of this type and date would have been located 
further east on a site now lost. 
 
There are a considerable number of probable late prehistoric features in Roos, including 
a trapezoidal enclosure near the cliff edge at Hooks (RO3), a road or track near the cliff 
at Monkwith (RO41), and other ditches/ring ditches and enclosures (RO21, 31, 35, 40, 
39, 67). The radiocarbon analysis of peat found on the foreshore at Sand le Mere 
(RO86) determined that it had formed c 2000BP, presumably within the former mere, 
although there was no indication of a settlement in the immediate area. 
 
In Rimswell, the largest of a cluster of enclosures and associated boundary ditches to 
the north-west of Withernsea (RM44) contains a possible hut circle with a diameter of c. 
20m. Further features in the parish include ditches and enclosures RM10, 13, 14, 42–5.  
 
There is little cropmark evidence for the period from the built-up area of Withernsea, and 
it is chiefly represented by local finds, including, a large oval pit containing Romano-
British pottery found during a watching brief in 1996 (WT52), fragments of possible 
cinerary urns (WT27), Roman pottery recovered from the cliff (WT73) and a quern stone 
(WT77) recovered prior to 1909. This seems to suggest a Romano-British presence in 
the parish. Roman occupation in Hollym is represented solely by an early 2nd-century 
Hadrianic denarius (HL22) from the beach, whereas undated cropmarks representing 
enclosures and field boundaries have been identified at Holmpton (HM58). The only 
dated artefact is a silver denarius of Faustus (HM36).  
 
Late Iron Age/Romano-British occupation in the large parish of Easington is, curiously, 
represented by artefacts and features mainly recorded along the rapidly-eroding cliff, 
rather than by earthwork or cropmark features. These include a quern (EA32) from the 
shore at Out Newton, sherds of pottery, including Huntcliff Ware (EA57, 97, 102), a plate 
(EA83) found in the village of Easington itself. Roman antiquities from the Kilnsea area 
(EA311) include kitchen middens and a number of finds from the Humber shore, 
including a complete pottery vessel and headless skeleton found in peat deposits at 
Kilnsea Beacon. ‘V’-shaped ditches containing artefacts have been seen in a number of 
locations on both the river and seaward side of Kilnsea, including a 1st-century ditch 
found on the Humber foreshore in 1962 (EA191).  
 
To the north of Kilnsea, fieldwalking undertaken by HWP north of Long Bank recovered 
95 sherds of 3rd- to 4th-century Romano-British pottery (EA144), suggesting an 
occupation site in the vicinity.  
 
In Skeffling, two rectangular enclosures (SE8, 12) may represent agricultural activity of 
the period. 
 
On the south bank, the Romano-British shoreline is located just inland of the study area, 
and the period is therefore represented by casual findspots, including coins (CL10, 16, 
37, 40, 49, 116), pottery (CL28, 89), a quernstone (CL122) and a lamp (GG108). Some 
of these artefacts may have been eroded from the shore prior to the accumulation of 
post-Roman silts, into which they were incorporated and subsequently exposed; others 
may have been deposited along the coastline in marine sediments originating elsewhere 
through the process of longshore drift. 
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Anglo-Saxon/Early Medieval 
 
The Anglo-Saxons arrived in the area as early as the 5th century, co-existing peacefully 
or otherwise with the remaining indigenous Romano-British population. The Vale of 
Pickering was certainly one route from the coast to the interior, with strings of early 
settlements along the carrs, and the Humber was almost certainly another gateway. 
Early burials have been found in the Sancton and Everthorpe areas, for example. The 
later part of the period saw the creation of most of the present settlements, although 
some have been lost, or are now represented only by farms. The present parish 
boundaries also began to come into being at some point in the period, perhaps quite 
late, although research elsewhere in England has demonstrated the probable survival of 
Roman villa or political boundaries in the parish system. Archaeological remains of the 
early and middle Saxon period, other than burial sites, are extremely sparse, but this is 
also the case for late sites, which largely lie beneath existing settlements, and have 
been destroyed or are otherwise inaccessible.  
 
The creation of the open field system and the core layout of many villages are probably 
the most enduring monuments of the period, albeit much modified and extended in later 
periods. The villages of Holderness were often built along a single street, sometimes 
with one or two back lanes and cross streets, probably later additions, and with a green, 
sometimes one at either end or in the centre. The church, where there was one, 
generally stood at one end. Of the Danish presence from their initial raids at the end of 
the 8th century to their occupation and settlement of the area in the 9th and 10th, there 
are very few traces, other than placenames and an extremely small number of artefacts. 
 
At the north end of Flamborough village are the remains of what appears to be a large 
ditched enclosure (FL47), which may pre-date the present road layout: it is not respected 
by the road leaving the village for North Landing, which bisects it at an angle, implying 
that it is earlier. Equidistant from the north and south cliffs, this could be interpreted as 
an early fort, either of Roman date (no evidence) or of earlier medieval origin, perhaps 
originating as a defensive work by or against Scandinavian intruders. Without further 
investigation, this cannot be confirmed, and there is no firm evidence currently that a 
single monument is represented by the apparent earthworks shown on a small number 
of wartime aerial photographs, or that the banks and ditches are necessarily of any great 
antiquity. Potentially, however, this is an extremely important site.  
 
The Sewerby area is best known for its important early to middle Saxon inhumation 
cemetery (BR25), and a single burial of the period was also investigated at Barmston in 
1982 (BA154). Further south, erosion has removed a number of important early 
settlements in Hornsea parish, but a further small early cemetery has been excavated at 
the Hydro site (HO30), suggesting the presence of a 6th-century settlement in the 
eastern part of the town, on a different site to the later village, which was located 
between the present church and mere.  
 
At Tunstall, the latter part of the period is unusually represented by the recovery of the 
C14-dated partial skeleton of a cow from the foreshore (RO86), but which seems to have 
either fallen into the lake at Sand le Mere or been buried there. In Easington, there was 
reputed to be a monastic site, founded in the 7th century, although there are no further 
details of the site, and its location has never been identified. 
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The south bank evidence is even sparser, limited to a ‘Danish’ dagger found in 
Cleethorpes in 1937 (CL108). 
 
Medieval 
 
The medieval period represents a continuation of the pre-Conquest pattern of settlement 
and land division, albeit largely under new tenure at manorial level and above. A form of 
feudal system was already starting to develop in the late Anglo-Saxon period from 
traditional patterns of obligation and service, but with the destruction or ejection of a 
large proportion of the native land-owning class, this was to go much further with the 
imposition of a more rigorous continental system under what was effectively a military 
occupation. The most obvious physical manifestation of this on the landscape came in 
the form of the construction of fortified manors and castles, such as Skipsea Brough. A 
large number of moated sites, constructed in the century or so after the Conquest, are 
present in East Yorkshire, many of them located in Holderness. Where manors 
descended into the early modern period, some moated sites survived in the study area 
and elsewhere as farms or country houses, but most were simply abandoned and 
replacement manor houses built on new sites either in the villages, or just outside. From 
the 12th century, monastic communities and granges were also constructed in 
considerable numbers. These various classes of monument have often left clear, 
identifiable remains, and the period is therefore better represented than its immediate 
predecessor. There is also a considerable body of documentary evidence for 
monuments which are no longer extant, including former manor houses, almshouses, 
wind and watermills. The sites of some of these are identifiable; others are not, although 
they may be encountered as chance finds. 
 
The open field system was retained and extended, sometimes with additional fields, 
pastures or commons added as surrounding waste or woodland was assarted. Traces of 
field systems, in the form of ridge-and-furrow, trackways, headlands and field 
boundaries, are still common, although declined considerably during and after World 
War 2, with the extension of arable cropping at the expense of old pasture, and the 
adoption of deeper ploughing techniques. 
 
Flamborough parish contains several extant medieval monuments, other than its church, 
including the Castle (FL94), in reality a fortified tower surrounded by the fairly extensive 
earthworks of a hall and ancillary buildings. There is also the site of a possible hall at the 
south end of the village (FL129). At the north end is what appears to be a substantial 
ditched enclosure (FL47), discussed in the previous section, although possibly of 
medieval date. Another important monument, and the only one at risk from coastal 
erosion, is the site of a medieval pier at South Landing (FL161), apparently represented 
by an area of chalk blocks and large cobbles. This probably dates from at least the early 
14th century, although the stonework may replace older timber structures. Burleigh’s 
map of c 1560 shows a possible second pier to the west, and this site would clearly be 
worth re-investigating, following initial surveys in the 1980s, which plotted the extant 
areas of stone (ref). 
 
Medieval Bridlington was located on two sites, the most significant being the present ‘Old 
Town’, located inland to the west of the Augustinian Priory precinct (MHU1626). The 
smaller settlement at Bridlington Quay did, however, include a harbour, granted to the 
Priory c 1135 (BR162); the north and south piers here seem to have been timber-framed 
with a rubble core, until as late as the 18th century, and may have been of similar 
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construction for much of the medieval period. Traces of the small settlement attached to 
the Quay have been excavated at Beck Hill (BR133), but there has been relatively little 
investigatory work in this part of the town, including the area around the harbour, where 
medieval waterfronts may by expected. There were probably few buildings of note, the 
area being mainly a fishing community, although warehousing and other structures 
associated with the commercial side of the port may be expected. 
 
Sewerby village retains its medieval layout, with the present hall at one end (BR32) 
occupying the site of its predecessor; some of the masonry from the earlier building 
remains in the 18th-century Sewerby Hall. A chapel was also built here c 1414 (BR61). 
Traces of a medieval building outlying the village (BR25) have been found to the east on 
the site of the Anglo-Saxon cemetery. West of Sewerby near Marton DMV (MHU967) is 
a ditched and banked enclosure (BR5), possibly fishponds associated with the village 
manor. South of Bridlington, Hilderthorpe DMV has been scheduled, and a large area 
remains as an extant earthwork (BR180). The eastern section, however, now lies below 
modern housing on the seafront, and the site was undoubtedly damaged by erosion 
before the present sea defences were constructed. Stonework and a skeleton found in 
Kingsgate (BR184) may indicate a site for the village’s medieval chapel (BR182). 
Similarly, Wilsthorpe DMV in Carnaby parish (CA15) consists of well-preserved 
earthworks, the eastern part under houses, with areas lost to the sea. In Barmston, a 
square ditched platform of medieval or later date (BA145) is one of the few monuments 
of the period, although a building was excavated south of the village in 1982 (BA154). 
Traces of Auburn (BA14) remain in the north of the parish, including a short section of 
street, several house plots, and the site of St Nicholas’ Chapel (BA24), although most 
has been lost to erosion, as has the whole of Hartburn (BA67) further south. A ploughed-
out moated site remains at Ulrome (UL63); the village itself contains earthworks 
representing former tofts, ponds and other features (UL57). In Skipsea, the former main 
settlement, Cleeton, survived into the post-medieval periods, but has been lost to 
erosion, while the main medieval monument, Skipsea Castle (MHU3403), and the village 
itself (MHU8944), lie outside the study area, as does the small planned settlement of 
Skipsea Brough (MHU8943) attached to the castle. Withow Mere, an important medieval 
fishery (SK28) had largely been lost to the sea by the 16th century, with the exception of 
part of the west end of the lakebed on the present beach. 
 
In Atwick, principal features of the village are the earthworks of a number of house 
platforms and other habitation features (AT50), indicating substantial shrinkage, 
although this probably occurred in the post-medieval period, about the time High 
Skirlington (AT8) was also reduced to a single inhabited messuage. The village 
monuments include a large scheduled cross shaft (AT35). 
 
As might be expected, Hornsea, with its church (HO67), moated rectory (HO60) and two 
medieval crosses (HO85, 110), includes more evidence for the period than the 
surrounding villages, although the parish itself lost several settlements, including the 
‘port’, Hornsea Beck with its pier (HO155, 168), Hornsea Burton (HO156) and Northorpe 
(HO11), all falling to the sea by the end of the 17th century or a little later. 
 
Mappleton has no medieval features other than the church (MA30), but the predecessor 
of the present Hall (MA27) was originally moated. An enclosure, field boundaries and a 
ditch have been identified north of the village (MA23), extending over the cliff. At the 
north end of the parish, Rolston (MA14) includes several areas of house platforms, plot 
boundaries, enclosures etc (MA11, 14, 16) and the moat of the original manor house 
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(MA17). On the cliff to the south-east, both Great Cowden (MA49) and Little Cowden 
(MA56) are now represented by eroding earthworks, including the possible remains of a 
manorial moat (MA42) at the former. Aldbrough parish included several townships, of 
which Thorpe Garth (AL31) and Ringbrough (AL51) remain as farmhouses. Ringbrough 
Farm includes a dubious moat (AL53), and there is a further possible moat near East 
Newton (AL45). Near the cliff at Low Farm/Hill Top Farm are the earthworks of a 
possible lost (or at least unrecognised) settlement (AL40). 
 
In East Garton, Garton itself lies outside the study area, but Grimston is represented by 
earthworks of the main street and adjoining house plots (EG10), now largely ploughed 
out, but including the moats of a manor house and possibly its garden (EG11, 24) and 
fishponds (EG13). In Roos parish, Tunstall village, with its ‘cranked’ plan, includes two 
areas of earthworks, the first (RO44) with a possible moat (RO45), the second including 
two small enclosures (RO73). Hilston, in the same parish, is also a shrunken settlement 
(RO12), while Monkwith (RO34) and Sand le Mere (RO95) have been entirely lost to 
erosion. Two isolated enclosures of medieval or later date (RO2, 4) have been identified 
in the north of the parish at Hooks. In Rimswell, the period is represented by the site of a 
lost chapel (RM35) at Waxholme. 
 
The medieval village of Withernsea (WT61) was an early casualty, being entirely lost in 
the 15th century; the present church (WT54) which replaced the original (WT20) is 
therefore also medieval, being completed in 1488. Neighbouring Owthorne (WT21) was 
also lost, although elements remained until the 19th century. A small medieval close or 
moated site (WT6) still remains on the cliff north of present Withernsea, although is 
presumably at risk of loss. There may have been a moat at Hollym (HL30) – one is 
shown on the 1st Edition OS – although nothing now remains. Further south at 
Holmpton, a moated site (HM45) may be the remains of a documented manor house 
(HM43). 
 
Easington village included a number of documented monuments, including a manor 
house (EA309), rectory (EA81), hall (EA320) and almshouses (EA321), all now lost to 
subsequent demolition and redevelopment, with the principal exceptions of the church 
(EA76), cross base (EA82) and ‘tithe barn’ (EA85). Elsewhere in the northern part of the 
parish, Out Newton medieval settlement has been lost to the sea (EA12), together with a 
moated site and chapel there (EA9, 13). There may also have been a medieval hospital 
nearby (EA11). Further south, Dimlington (EA45) and Kilnsea (EA189) have also been 
lost, the latter replaced in the mid 19th century by a new village further west; its original 
church (EA188) was finally lost in 1831. Ravenser (EA319) and Ravenser Odd (EA314) 
undoubtedly lie too far east to concern the project; stonework found at Old Den in the 
early 19th century (EA308), and thought to relate to Ravenser, lies to the west of Spurn, 
and must represent some other feature, perhaps even one of the missing Humber 
villages. Other settlements, including Hutton (EA139), Sunthorpe (EA183), Turmarr 
(EA60) and Northorpe were also lost in the medieval period: too long ago to have any 
recognisable remains. 
 
In the Humber estuary, Skeffling includes several sites of interest, including the lost sites 
of Burstall Priory (SE11), Burstall Garth (SE23) and the original St Mary’s church (SE22): 
the 1466 replacement (SE4) stands in the present village. The fact that the area is 
currently subject to sediment accumulation may mean that these sites survive to some 
extent under the current intertidal mudflats, although their exact locations are unknown; 
a protective seabank had been built by 1350 (SE16), although its location is uncertain. 
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Still extant at Winsetts are the moated site of a scheduled monastic grange (SE17) and a 
smaller moated site (SE14), possibly originally the manor of Winsetts township. In 
neighbouring Welwick, the site of Pensthorpe village (WE4) has been lost, although may 
survive in part beneath the present mudflats. 
 
Medieval and/or post-medieval ridge-and-furrow has been identified in most parishes, 
including Bempton (BE25, 31), Flamborough (FL34, 87, 128, 137), Carnaby (CA12), 
Barmston (BA131, 135), Ulrome (UL54), Skipsea (SK6, 38) Atwick (AT17), Hornsea 
(HO22, 31, 122), Mappleton (MA60), Roos (RO20), Rimswell (RM16, 21, 40), 
Withernsea (WT46), Holmpton (HM32), Easington (EA91), Skeffling (SE2) and Welwick 
(WE2). 
 
On the south bank, there are few sites in the coastal 1km, an exception being the haven 
of Pyewipe, Grimsby parish (GG32). Earthworks associated with the former settlement of 
Thrunscoe (CL115) formerly existed, but now lie beneath modern housing and 
Cleethorpes Cricket Ground. The study area to the south of here probably lies mainly in 
front of a medieval sea bank, and was probably grazing marsh. 
 
Post-medieval 
 
Early post-medieval England was largely characterised by a continuation of the medieval 
way of life. Materially richer, the patterns of landholding remained much the same, 
although new families were taking over from those who had benefited from the conquest, 
whether by marriage, inheritance, purchase, or royal grant. At the start of the period, 
much of the East Riding remained in the hands of the great ecclesiastical landowners, 
including the Archbishop of York, the collegiate churches (York and Beverley Minsters), 
and the abbeys. Within a few years, following the Dissolution of the Monasteries (1536–
40), large areas of new land entered the property market and was redistributed. 
Although this had profound impact on the sociological and economic affairs of the 
county, it had little initial archaeological impact in rural areas, beyond the actual 
demolition or partial demolition of monastic houses such as Meaux, Watton and 
Bridlington Priory. There was, however, an early movement towards the creation of 
houses with private parks on former monastic sites. 
 
A much greater impact was that of enclosure. This had been taking place since the 
medieval period as landholdings were consolidated and internal boundaries moved to 
create new blocks, or ‘closes’. This process was, however, unevenly applied and slow. 
The last few decades of the 18th century, and early years of the 19th, however, saw a 
dramatic upsurge of enclosure by means of parliamentary act. The open field systems 
largely disappeared in a period of less than a century, although many new fields retained 
some of the old furlong boundaries, while areas of older closes were often fossilised in 
the new pattern, particularly around the margins of settlements. Late ridge-and-furrow 
survives in some areas, such as Hollym (HL14, 16, 29) and Easington (EA35, 52, 162). 
 
A process of drainage, particularly of the lower-lying areas behind the coastal ridge, 
created new features from the 17th century onwards in the form of dykes and sluices 
(cloughs). Whereas the sites of those emptying into the North Sea, such as Tunstall 
Drain, have retreated with the flanking cliff, those emptying into the Humber may still lie 
on their original sites. These include the outfalls of Easington Clough (EA149, Ireland’s 
Clough (EA155), Firtholme Clough (EA158), Winsetts Clough (SE18), Skeffling Clough 
(SE15) and Weeton Clough (WE6). Seabanks, such as the Long Bank, Easington 

Rapid Coastal Zone Assessment – Project 3729 186 



(EA153), built 1771, and the Humber bank at Skeffling and Welwick (SE16), built in the 
17th century, protected the inland areas from seasonal floods at extremes of high tide; 
the latter replaced a medieval structure mentioned as early as 1350. Seabanks were 
also constructed on the south bank at Cleethorpes (CL126), Tetney (TE11, 25), Marsh 
Chapel (MC11, 13), Grainsthorpe (GR3, 4), and North Somercoates (NS34–6); of these, 
TE11 and MC11 were in existence by 1824, although the date of construction is 
unknown, the others may be later. 
 
Along with the new field systems came new roads, some of them created by turnpike 
acts, others rationalising existing roads or rerouting sections around the rectangular 
fields laid out by the enclosure commissions. New farms were created across the 
previously empty landscape, replacing many of the older buildings within the villages. A 
new class of gentleman farmers emerged, some of them descended from older families; 
most of the remaining medieval or earlier post-medieval manors were abandoned or 
rebuilt at this time, with the appearance of large residences such as Burton Constable 
and Sledmere House. Some settlements were removed in whole or part to make way for 
enlarged parks attached to the houses, as at Sewerby, where the Hall (BR32) replaced a 
16th-century building and earlier manor house. Other substantial residences of the 
period include Marton Hall (BR8) of 1672, and the 18th-century Marton Manor (BR3). 
Flat Top Farm at Hilderthorpe (BR179) originated in 1776 as a summer holiday home for 
the Sykes family of Sledmere, with fine views in the family apartments overlooking the 
bay from the first floor, and the farmer’s quarters at ground level. 
 
The post-medieval period in the study area is mainly represented by buildings located 
within the many settlements, whether towns, such as Bridlington, Hornsea, Grimsby and 
Cleethorpes, or smaller villages. Hornsea includes some notable buildings, including 
Low Hall (HO108) and Old Hall (HO62) in Hornsea, both built in the late 17th century by 
the prominent Acklam family, whose Grade II listed funerary monuments lie behind the 
latter (HO102–5). The present Hornsea Museum in Newbegin occupies the 17th-century 
Burns Farm. Moat Farm, East Garton, occupies the site of an earlier moated manor 
(EG11) with a second moat perhaps containing a garden (EG24). The house was listed 
in the 1672 Hearth Tax, but it was replaced in 1781–6 by Grimston Garth (EG21), a 
Gothic-style building standing in its own park to the south. Glebe Farm, Hilston (RO13) is 
of late 17th-century date. 
 
Bridlington was protected by a harbour and presumably sea defences during the 
medieval period, and the historic core (Bridlington Quay) has been at little risk from 
coastal erosion, beyond this, however, it was not until the construction of the 
promenades to the north and south that the cliffs were protected, although there was 
relatively little activity in these areas until the town became a destination for daytrippers 
and holidaymakers in the 19th century. Bridlington had substantial quay installations, 
including the stone-filled timber North and South Piers (BR162), and the harbour 
contained a 17th-century sluice (BR167) at the point where the Gypsey Race entered, 
these may survive as archaeological features; the site of the original North Pier could lie 
just outside the present harbour. Hornsea and Withernsea, by comparison, suffered 
considerable erosion. The satellite villages of Hornsea Burton, Hornsea Beck and 
Northorpe were all largely destroyed. Hornsea Beck was particularly important as the 
‘port’ of Hornsea, with its own pier (HO155), apparently lost by c 1609. Aldbrough and 
Mappleton, both listed as ports in 1565, have been badly affected by erosion, and the 
satellites of Great and Little Cowden have largely been eroded; Little Cowden had lost 
its church by 1690 (MA56). Kilnsea had a timber jetty in 1691 somewhere on the 
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Humber shore (EA203), and its site may still remain beneath the estuary mud, perhaps 
near the point where the elbow of Easington Road touches the coast. 
 
There is little of significance from the south bank at this period, partly owing to the fact 
that much of the area was being reclaimed and remained as grazing marshes (this is 
reflected in the 1824 map of North Cotes, for example), with agriculture, represented, for 
example, by late ridge-and-furrow in Humberston (HU4) and Tetney (TE18), apparently 
confined to the landward side of the old sea walls; the village centres principally lie 
outside the study area. At the beginning of the period, Grimsby was in decline, partly due 
to the silting of the Haven, and although there were attempts to restore its fortunes, 
including the diversion of the Freshney into the Haven to assist in scouring it, only the 
opening of a floating dock at the very end of the period in 1800 began the process of 
renewal; elements of the dock survived later developments, including the entrance lock 
of 1798–1800 (GG50). Cleethorpes, too, was to expand in the 19th century. To the south 
in Tetney, the construction of the Louth Navigation (TE36) from Tetney Haven to Louth 
allowed the development of the village as a small port. Grainthorpe and Somercoates 
Havens were also important to the local economy, providing small-scale loading and 
transhipment areas for local shipping and industries. 
 
In Roos, the seaward end of the mere which gave Sand le Mere its name was under 
constant attack from coastal erosion, and had been protected by a bank by 1622, 
although it is not shown on Burleigh’s map of c 1560, which instead depicts a small bay. 
This implies that the lake was breached several times, but as it still appears on 17th- and 
early 18th-century maps, it is assumed that the protective bank was effective until the 
cliff at either side had retreated so far as to make its maintenance untenable. Erosion in 
Withernsea parish, where the original settlements of Owthorne and Withernsea had 
been substantially destroyed by the end of the medieval period, continued, with the 
church of St Peter, Owthorne (WT21) virtually unusable by the end of the period. 
Withernsea mere seems to have survived as a large bay in the 16th century, but at some 
point in the period was filled, either by marine sediment or sand bars, much of which 
may survive behind the present seafront. 
 
Surviving farmhouses and other rural buildings survive in smaller numbers, and include 
Carr Farm (FL107) in Flamborough village, which retained part of its original cross-
passage form and Beacon Farm (FL123, 127), occupying the site of an earlier structure. 
Manor Farm, Barmston (BA138) is of late 17th- or early 18th-century date, and may 
incorporate elements of an earlier moated hall. High Skirlington Farm, Atwick (AT7) was 
built on the site of a DMV. Manor House Farm, Holmpton (HM48) is apparently of 17th-
century date, although rebuilt rather later. 
 
There are a few other notable classes of buildings, such as mills and lighthouses, the 
latter including the Old Lighthouse at Flamborough (FL138) Angell’s 1674 High and Low 
Lights, Spurn (EA241), and Smeaton’s 1776 replacements (EA 271, 272). Most pre-
19th-century windmills in the study area have been demolished; a few of these had been 
constructed on traditional sites, occupied by medieval or earlier post-medieval 
predecessors, such as an example on Mill Hill, Skipsea (SK4), where the medieval mill 
was replaced by c 1550, and there was still a working example in 1895, another in Mill 
Lane, Hornsea; the first postmill was recorded in 1584, and examples are shown on 
maps of 1663 and 1864. No former watermills now remain in the study area (eg BA61), 
have also gone; the limited number of suitable locations meant that these were often 
located on the sites of medieval mills. No horsemills survive (eg FL80, BA61, HO167). A 
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17th-century windmill in South Field, Mappleton (MA47) remains to this day in an 
unrestored condition, having been used until 1905. A medieval mill at North Field, 
Aldbrough, was rebuilt in 1685. Other examples of post-medieval industry have also 
largely disappeared, including 17th-century evidence for malting (HO162) and tanning 
(HO160, 169). 
 
Almshouses survive here and there, include examples in Barmston (BA142), now 
converted into two cottages; those constructed in Waxholme (RM34) and at Out Newton 
(EA20) have not survived. A small number of early schools were built, of which the 
example at Atwick (AT44) was built in 1715, and remained in use until 1877. 
 
Military structures feature during this period, which is unsurprising, considering the 
periodic threat from Spanish, Dutch and French sources. Some, such as the beacons 
erected as part of a coastal invasion warning system in the late 16th century, would have 
consisted largely of fire baskets set on poles, and have entirely disappeared, as have 
their late 18th- to early 19th-century counterparts, which were often built on the same 
traditional sites. Some of the 1588 beacons probably occupied sites used during earlier 
periods when invasion threatened, for example in 1539, but also at various times in the 
medieval period; these earlier beacons are likely to have been piles of firewood, 
assembled at short notice. A letter to Elizabeth I dated 1558 listed three beacons each at 
Kilnsea, Dimlington, Withernsea, Waxholme, Waxholme, Grimston, Aldbrough, 
Mappleton, Hornsea, Skipsea, Barmston, Bridlington, Flamborough, as well as Welwick 
in the Humber. An example of a later beacon survived on Standard Hill, Bempton in 
1829 (BE18), and one was replaced at Beacon Hill, Flamborough (FL150) in the early 
19th century, on a site used since the 16th century (and traditionally the site of a Roman 
signal station). Most of the coastal parishes to the south of Flamborough Head up to 
three beacons in 1588, but many of these sites have now been lost to erosion, including 
those at Skipsea (SK46) and Kilnsea (EA131, 137, 154): the peculiar topography of the 
Holderness coast included a chain of low gravel mounds along the cliff edge, several of 
which were still named ‘Beacon Hill’ on the first edition Ordnance Survey (eg in East 
Garton, EG25 and Easington, EA154). Of the three beacons in Barmston (BA170) in 
1588, one was reconstructed c 1800 on Hamilton Hill, and remained as late as c 1850. 
In Hornsea, two were erected as late as 1794. In Withernsea, one was replaced in the 
1780s, remaining until c 1830, and in Easington, a beacon remained until 1850 on 
Dimlington Highland (EA38).  
 
Other military structures of the period are rare. An artillery fort and battery had been 
constructed at Bridlington Quay to protect the harbour in the 17th century (BR102, 175). 
Semaphore stations were constructed near Flamborough lighthouse in 1796 (FL84) and 
on Spurn (EA281), where an artillery battery and barracks were added in 1798.  
 
Modern 
 
The joint agricultural and industrial revolutions combined to create the modern 
landscape from existing and new elements. The coming of the railways in the mid 19th 
century caused major alterations to the landscape, not just in terms of new infrastructure, 
but in the development of new residential estates and industrial or commercial 
enterprises. Mass tourism, particularly to the seaside, was another side-effect, leading to 
the development of towns such as Bridlington, Hornsea, Withernsea and Cleethorpes, 
and the later 20th-century growth of holiday camps and caravan parks. This reached a 
plateau in the mid 20th century, and a period of post-war decline was reflected in the 
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closure of the Hornsea and Withernsea rail links and the subsequent economic decline 
of the area. This has not yet been reversed, although the tourism and leisure/retail 
sectors are likely to hold the key. 
 
World War 2 (and to a lesser extent World War 1) resulted in the creation of a large 
number of military installations, from simple earthwork trenches and weapons pits to 
pillboxes, gun emplacements and airfields. Post-war, weapons ranges, radar sites, and 
nuclear fall-out monitoring posts remained, although these have now shut, ending a long 
tradition of military interest in the area, including the siting of beacons in the 16th and 
18th/19th centuries as part of an early warning system.  
 
Erosion continued at a rapid pace in Holderness, with a number of medieval settlements 
finally disappearing in the first few years of the 19th century; only a single farm remained 
at Little Cowden by 1854, rebuilt further inland subsequently (MA62). The entire eastern 
half of Great Cowden was also lost, and the village was effectively rebuilt inland, as was 
Owthorne, which had largely disappeared by 1844. A new St Peter’s church (WT24) was 
built inland in 1802, together with a vicarage (WT48) and school (WT47) in 1847–8. 
 
Conversely, the period was characterised south of the Humber by substantial 
reclamation of former salt marsh, particularly the Fitties, south of Cleethorpes. The 
existing system of sea banks (eg HU11) was replaced by sea walls, allowing the 
drainage of areas to the rear. The new land was used for agricultural purposes, with a 
few buildings appearing by the late 19th century (NC17, 29). The salt marsh had 
previously been used extensively for the production of salt by evaporation in the post-
medieval and early modern periods, leaving a series of saltern mounds along the original 
later post-medieval shoreline, as represented by the sea banks. The Humberston/Tetney 
complex (eg HU15, TE5, 23, 28, 32–5) now lies c 1km inland on the edge of the study 
area. There are traces of some buildings related to the industry. The salt was 
transported to the nearby Louth Canal (TE36) for transhipment. 
 
At the beginning of the period, the range of monuments represented is similar in many 
ways to that of the preceding period, but there was a change in emphasis through the 
19th century. Many medieval churches were rebuilt, with original detailing altered, and 
new structures constructed, quite often to what was considered a more pure ‘Early 
English Gothic’ style, although St John the Evangelist, Sewerby House, was neo-
Norman BR30). A large number of non-conformist chapels were also constructed. The 
majority of village houses which survive today were built during the period, often in a 
continuation of the vernacular style until the later 19th century, but thereafter 
increasingly as copies of alien urban architecture, including suburban Gothic or ‘Queen 
Anne’ style villas, terraced housing, and from the beginning of the 20th century, semi-
detached houses. 
 
Tourism led to the construction of buildings and often highly-decorative structures purely 
connected with the leisure industry, at first catering for ‘polite society’. In the final years 
of the 19th century and into the Edwardian and interwar periods, the seaside became an 
increasingly popular destination for working class day trippers taking advantage of bank 
holidays, days off, and cheap third class tickets on the extensive rail network. In 
Bridlington, where the railway station (BR109) was built in 1846, the North Promenade 
(Sea Wall Parade) and South Promenade allowed the expansion of the new town, 
together with a string of hotels and boarding houses, although there were few places of 
entertainment until the arrival of mass tourism at the end of the century, with the Victoria 
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defence structures may threaten buried remains, as could foreshore and commercial 
development. 
 
3 Lincolnshire 
 
As can be seen from the descriptions and discussion above much of the study area of 
the various parishes has been largely reclaimed since the end of the medieval period 
which means that there is a relatively low potential for archaeological remains for before 
that period. However, this said there is the possibility of the survival of material relating 
to the various land surfaces which have been recorded and reported upon along several 
parts of this coastline, most notably the submerged forest at Mablethorpe and Sutton on 
Sea to the south. Though historically (1796) its presence has been recorded as running 
for about 19km between Grimsby and Skegness (Tann 2004, 17). Any material relating 
to this would be more deeply buried but potentially well preserved by the covering of fine 
sediments and not eroded and dissected as the peat beds are seen in other areas (eg 
Cleethorpes beach and Hartlepool Bay).  
 
In terms of more recent history and archaeology the form and nature of the process of 
reclamation from the late medieval onwards can be seen from several strands of 
evidence. In terms of the documentary sources it can be seen in both the cartographic 
records from OS and other maps along with the first recording of various place names. 
The physical evidence in support of this can be seen in the remains of various sea banks 
and drainage systems. In addition to the visible remains work at other locations has 
shown that a wide range of information, particularly environmental, can be obtained from 
the buried features associated with the relic banks. 
 
Although the coastal margin has primarily been used for agricultural purposes the 
widespread and important development of the salt industry from the medieval period 
onwards in Lincolnshire can be seen in the extensive remains of saltern mounds which 
occur across several parishes. The location of the various salterns not only locates the 
industry but potentially adds much information to the development of the coastline 
through time as salterns tend to be located just above the high water mark. Therefore if it 
were possible to date the various salterns then the shape of the coastline at that time 
could also be inferred (see Grady 1998, 81-95 for details). 
 
An important aspect of the salt production industry would be the transportation of the 
finished product to a suitable market. With the remote nature of the Lincolnshire 
coastline in relation to land routes makes the use of the various drainage dikes and 
inshore waters an obvious choice for transportation. The remains of this system can be 
seen both in the various place names such as the Havens at Tetney, Grainthorpe and 
Somercoates along with the physical remains of canalised channels across the sand 
flats, establishing of locks and sluices and even the development of a canal. This system 
of communication would not only have served the salt industry but also allowed the 
movement of agricultural produce as well. 
 
Further evidence for inshore and offshore coastal trade can be seen both in the number 
of recorded wrecks of small vessels along the coast but in the large numbers of 
documentary records of losses as well. Although the documentary accounts all refer to 
post-medieval losses there is a potential for earlier wrecks relating to earlier coastlines 
and the activities along them. 
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The predominant use of the landscape within the study area has been for agricultural 
production and as such this leaves a relatively subtle range of archaeological sites 
beyond the establishment of field systems. Possibly the commonest agricultural use of 
the land was for different types of grazing on the various marshes and pastures. The 
evolution and extent of this activity can potentially be seen across the whole of the 
Lincolnshire and North East Lincolnshire study areas though it has perhaps been best 
recorded in the part of Lincolnshire to the south of this study (see Tann, 2004 for 
details). 
 
Lastly parts of the coastline were important during the various conflicts of the 20th 
century with the establishing of RAF bases along with their defensive infrastructure, 
much of which still survives in the modern landscape. 
 
The brief site reconnaissance confirmed what is intuitively known in that sites will cover 
and uncover depending upon the patterns of the weather, coastal currents etc. What it 
also demonstrated was that although there are many different types of site recorded 
even a brief visit to the foreshore can reveal both new sites and possible site types but 
also can quickly establish the condition of existing ones in order to provide site 
management information. 
 
5.2 Recommendations 
 
Although the nature of development within the study area means that archaeological 
work undertaken through the normal planning process will necessarily be piecemeal, the 
local SMR/HER provides a continually-updated area-wide deposit model based on the 
results of the evaluations as they are completed. This would potentially allow the 
identification of key sites as part of the impact assessment process by providing a 
predictive tool using MapInfo GIS-based system. 
 
In addition to the additional information gained through standard channels, however, the 
rate of erosion and coastal change means that it is imperative that investigative work is 
undertaken outside the planning process. Any impact of coastal erosion (or coastal 
development) upon buried features can only be mitigated if the full potential for the range 
of different site types is known and an idea of their current status is ascertained. To this 
end it is recommended that the following steps are considered in order to establish a 
base line of information from which to proceed. The recommendations form a hierarchy 
of investigation as it is recognised that it would be impractical to investigate every 
potential site to its full extent; also, preservation in situ will hardly ever be an option, 
unless a site is considered to be of such importance as to outweigh the expense of 
protection. 
 
Level 1 Investigations 
 

 Detailed fieldwalking and recording along the whole coastal margin of the study 
areas. 

 
These investigations would allow for the simple written description of the sites 
encountered along with sketch plans and photographs. Due to the remote nature of 
some parts of the study area site locations would be recorded by the use of hand-held 
GPS. 
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Based on the fieldwalking study above those areas of highest potential and/or threat 
would be selected for more detailed study. To this end the methods outlined below are 
suggested.  
 
Level 2 Investigations 
 

 Topographic survey of earthworks; 
 Borehole transects to establish levels of buried soils; 
 Trial trenching or test pit excavation; 
 Documentary research. 

 
The particular methodology employed would be determined by the nature and 
significance of the identified site. Once the work was completed and the results 
considered in relation to any threats posed then a full investigation could be considered. 
 
Level 3 Investigations 
 

 Full excavation; 
 Publication of results of excavation and documentary research. 

 
The following sections provide suggestions for targeted fieldwork; this is not exhaustive 
at this stage, and more detail will be provided in an updated project design, which will 
follow on from thie assessment. 
 
East Riding of Yorkshire 
 
Summary of general issues 
 
While Flamborough Head is relatively resistant to erosion, chemical and mechanical 
erosion are slowly attacking the cliffs, and period falls also occur where the rock face is 
weakened by undermining and cracking. Holderness between Barmston and Spurn is 
being aggressively eroded at a currently-accelerating rate, and is unlikely to reach stasis. 
The Humber coastline is mainly subject to accretion, although changes in the direction of 
the navigable channel occur frequently (a current move is destroying Read’s Island, 
further upstream, for example). The final breaching of Spurn may also have an impact on 
the mudflats to the rear. Organic remains survive on the Holderness foreshore, 
particularly around the sites of former meres, and there is a potential for recovering 
evidence for past landscapes and early occupation, although this is fast being lost to 
desiccation and erosion. 
 
Specific site investigations 
 
The following more specific areas should be targeted in addition to the general 
approaches outlined above. 
 
Bempton parish 

 Site visit to check the condition of the north end of Buckden Dyke (BE4); 
 Site visit to check the state of the clifftop (ROTOR) site at RAF Bempton (BE23). 
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Flamborough parish 
 Site visit to check the beach and clifftop between Danes Dyke and South Landing 

for artefacts related to the early flint industry and signs of eroding settlement 
features; 

 Site visit to examine and record the remains of the possible medieval harbour at 
South Landing (FL161), in particular to locate a second, western, pier; 

 Site visit to Briel Nook (FL21) to determine the condition of the excavated 
promontory fort; 

 Site visit to Gull Nook to search for evidence relating to three enclosures near the 
cliff edge (FL2–4); 

 Site and fieldwork investigation of the large enclosure at the north end of 
Flamborough village (FL47). 

 
Bridlington parish 

 Site visit to foreshore and clifftop between Danes Dyke and Sewerby to check for 
artefacts related to the flint industry and later settlement sites. 

 
Carnaby parish 

 Site visit to beach and clifftop in the vicinity of an eroding area of Romano-British 
features (CA6); 

 Site visit to examine whether there are traces of eroding elements of Wilsthorpe 
DMV (CA15). 

 
Barmston parish 

 Site visit to examine the area of three possible Bronze Age burial mounds (BA80) 
at least one of which may be actively eroding, or has already been lost; 

 Examination of the area around the mouth or Earl’s Dike for signs of a possible 
Bronze Age/Iron Age settlement (BA166) and organic deposits/?former mere; 

 Examination of the cliff for signs of eroding late Iron Age/Romano-British 
cropmark complexes (BA70, 79, 85, 113); 

 Site visit to examine the eroding area of Auburn DMV (BA17) for exposed 
features. 

 
Ulrome parish 

 Site visit to cliff to examine further evidence for eroding Iron Age/Romano-British 
features, or further exposures of twin ditches/pits UL41 and ditches UL33, UL10. 

 
Skipsea parish 

 Site visit to area of Withow Mere (SK19), which is actively eroding. Collection of 
organic material for possible radiocarbon dating, and the identification and 
collection of artefacts/ecofacts, recording of possible structural features. 

 
Atwick parish 

 Site visit to examine cliff in vicinity of previous finds (AT20) 
 
Hornsea parish 

 A site visit to the beach would only be helpful at times when the sand is absent, 
to determine whether any traces of a mere and related deposits remain; 

 Site visit to the cliff north of the town for traces of a settlement related to Anglian 
bone comb find HO17. 
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Mappleton parish 

 Site visit to Rolston Cliff to examine area near possible Romano-British 
cropmarks (MA5); 

 Site visit to areas of Great and Little Cowden DMVs to establish condition and 
examine any features revealed. 

 
Aldbrough parish 

 Site visit to the cliff in the area of the coastguard station where Roman coins and 
pottery have been found (AL13); 

 Site visits to the medieval earthwork sites on the cliff at Thorpe Garth (AL51), 
Grange Farm (AL44) and Low Farm (AL40); 

 Site visit to Ringbrough to ascertain the survival of the former battery site (AL52), 
one of several important World War 2 sites probably lost in the parish. 

 
East Garton 

 Site visit to ascertain the current condition of the medieval/early post-medieval 
fishponds (EG13). 

 
Roos parish 

 Site visit to foreshore and cliff around the Tunstall Drain outfall at Sand le Mere to 
check for exposures of organic deposits and/or structures related to the mere 
(RO93). Samples should be collected for potential radiocarbon dating. 

 
Rimswell parish 

 Site visit to the foreshore in the north near Sand le Mere (see above); 
 Site visit to the area of Waxholme for sings of eroding medieval settlement 

(RM31). 
 
Withernsea parish 

 Site visit to foreshore in Owthorne/North Withernsea area to identify traces 
related to a former mere (WT36) or Noah’s Wood (WT30), which may include 
evidence for occupation as early as the Palaeolithic, to at least the Bronze Age; 

 Examination of the area of a possible small moat or close on the cliff edge near 
Owthorne (WT6). 

 
Hollym parish 

 Site visit to examine the cliff for signs of possible Romano-British settlement in 
the Neville’s Farm area. 

 
Holmpton parish 

 Site visit to establish the current condition of post-war ROC post HM11 at Out 
Newton, formerly proposed for scheduling. 

 
Easington parish 

 Site visit to the area of the Neolithic occupation site (EA119), Late Neolithic/Early 
Bronze Age henge (EA104) and barrows (EA105/117) to determine any signs of 
further monuments; 

 Site visit to the area of the probable Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age settlement 
on Easington Cliff (EA59); 
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 Site visit to the possible Bronze Age barrow site (EA49) north of Easington Gas 
Terminal to determine the threat to the area from erosion; 

 Site visit to the area of possible Bronze Age barrows (EA218) and cremation 
cemetery (EA236) which lie in an eroding landscape; 

 Site visit to a Romano-British settlement site at Easington Cliff (EA96); 
 Site visit to a possibly lost medieval enclosure north of Easington (EA46); 
 Site visit to Godwin Battery area to monitor the current condition of the 

monument and related structures; 
 Site visit to ‘Spurn Fort’ area to monitor the current condition of the various 

monuments. 
 
Skeffling parish 

 Site visit to the foreshore, particularly the area of enclosure SE12 and the 17th-
century flood defences (SE16) to determine whether there is any current erosion, 
which may threaten the scheduled grange at Winsetts (SE17); 

 Site visit to determine whether earlier features may survive beneath foreshore 
deposits, such as Burstall Priory (SE11). 

 
Welwick parish 

 Site visit to determine whether there is any active erosion, and the potential for 
the survival of earlier features beneath the foreshore, such as Pensthorpe DMV 
(WE4). 

 
If possible, geophysical survey and trial trenching should be undertaken where sites are 
demonstrably at imminent risk, or where their future management may be affected by 
development or coastal protection considerations. Regular monitoring of the cliff and 
foreshore should also be carried out to maintain an updated conditions record. 
 
North East Lincolnshire & Lincolnshire 
 
Summary of general issues 
 
Although the coastal margin along this section of coastline is generally currently 
accreting there is always a potential for cycles of erosion to re-commence at some point 
in the future. In addition to the potential for erosion there is also a range of issues 
relating to the preservation of buried organic archaeological remains which would be 
threatened by any lowering of the water table as a result of improved drainage. 
Conversely the re-wetting of areas, particularly with salt water, as part of managed 
retreat or wetland creation schemes will also impact on the buried archaeological 
resource. 
 
Specific site investigations 
 
In tandem with the above generic investigations the following specific areas should be 
considered as the first part of any field validation prior to any generic investigations in 
order to better inform those investigations. 
 
Grimsby Parish 

 Site visits to assess the potential for the remains of the 19th-century boatyards; 
 Site visits to assess the age and significance of the wrecks around the port. 
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Cleethorpes Parish 

 Site visits to assess the potential of the remains of the various fish weirs; 
 Site visits to assess the age and significance of the wrecks along the foreshore; 
 Sampling of the peat beds along the foreshore along with their analysis: carbon 

dating should be undertaken; 
 
Humberston Parish 

 Site visits to assess the potential of the foreshore for unrecorded features 
(potentially further fish weirs and peat beds); 

 
Tetney Parish 

 Site visits to assess the potential of the foreshore for unrecorded features 
(potentially ship wrecks, fish weirs and peat beds); 

 Site visits to assess the age and significance of the wrecks along the foreshore; 
 Soil core transects should be taken to determine the presence or otherwise of 

palaeo-environmental material; 
 Topographic/field survey of the remains of the saltern mounds; 
 Trial excavation of selected features of the saltern industry; 
 Geophysical survey of the area of the potential medieval haven, now inland; 
 Trial excavation of any significant features identified by the geophysical survey; 
 Trial excavation across the sea banks to determine age and manner of 

construction; 
 
North Cotes Parish 

 Site visits to assess the potential of the foreshore for unrecorded features 
(potentially ship wrecks, fish weirs and peat beds); 

 Site visits to assess the age and significance of the wrecks along the foreshore; 
 Soil core transects should be taken to determine the presence or otherwise of 

palaeo-environmental material; 
 Site visits to assess the potential for unique military features within and around 

RAF North Cotes; 
 Recording of any unique military features within and around RAF North Cotes; 

 
Marshchapel/Grainthorpe Parishes 

 Site visits to assess the potential of the foreshore for unrecorded features 
(potentially ship wrecks, fish weirs and peat beds); 

 Site visits to assess the age and significance of the wrecks along the foreshore; 
 Soil core transects should be taken to determine the presence or otherwise of 

palaeo-environmental material; 
 Trial excavation across the sea banks to determine age and manner of 

construction; 
 Geophysical survey of the area of the potential medieval haven, now inland; 
 Trial excavation of any significant features identified by the geophysical survey; 

 
North Somercoates Parish 

 Site visits to assess the potential of the foreshore for unrecorded features 
(potentially ship wrecks, fish weirs and peat beds); 

 Site visits to assess the age and significance of the wrecks along the foreshore; 
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 Soil core transects should be taken to determine the presence or otherwise of 
palaeo-environmental material; 

 Trial excavation across the sea banks to determine age and manner of 
construction; 

 Geophysical survey of the area of the potential medieval haven, now inland; 
 Trial excavation of any significant features identified by the geophysical survey; 

 
For all of the parishes regular monitoring of the foreshore for material exposed by 
tidal/storm action should be undertaken. 
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