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Introduction 
In April 1994, an archaeological evaluation was undertaken by Lindsey 
Archaeological Services on behalf of Engineering Consultancy Services along 
the route of the Caistor Western Bypass, from the parish boundary of Caistor 
and Nettleton to North Kelsey Road. This consisted of geophysical survey and 
limited excavation, in order to investigate the archaeological potential of the 
bypass corridor. 

Location: Topography and Geology 
The bypass route skirts the west side of Caistor, linking the A46 between 
Caistor and Nettleton with North Kelsey Road on the western edge of Caistor, 
TA 110 004/TA 107 013 (Fig. 1). The bypass has a total length of c.1.1 km, 
c.650 m of which were investigated through excavation. The northern section 
of the route is situated c.39 - 45 metres above sea level, with land sloping away 
gradually to the south and the west: the Caistor/Nettleton parish boundary, 
marked by a deep down-cutting stream, is c.6 m below the level of North 
Kelsey Road. The local geology consists of wind-blown silty sand drift 
deposits. 

Fieldwork 
Aerial photography has identified an extensive crop mark site in the field to the 
north of Navigation Lane, crossed by the bypass along its eastern side, at TA 
1055 0125, RCHM refs. 2920/26,27,34; 2921/29, 32,33,35. 

A magnetometer survey was carried out in January 1994 along the complete 
length of the route by the Landscape Research Centre Ltd, in order to define 
possible archaeological features which will be destroyed by the development: 
thirty c.30 x 30 m grids were surveyed. The results of the survey, relevant to 
the excavations, will be discussed in conjunction with this report. 

In April 1994, eight trenches were dug by machine, between 14 and 15 m in 
length x 1.5 m in width, to examine possible features indicated by the 
geophysical survey (Fig. 1). Archaeological features were assigned numbers 
for recording purposes, which are referred to in the text. 

Date, Type and Extent of Archaeological Activity 
Geophysical survey and excavation have shown that no archaeological 
features, earlier than post-medieval in date, will be affected by the northern 
section of the bypass route. 



Trenches 1. 2 and 3 
Three trenches at the northern end of the bypass route, 1, 2 and 3, proved that 
the high sub-circular magnetic spots in the geophysical survey grids 27 - 30 
were caused by rubble, probably the result of modern dumping and levelling 
during the construction of the road and industrial estate. A patch of concrete in 
grid 28, c.0.4 x 0.4 m in size, and hard core mixed in the topsoil, cut through by 
the machine in Trench 2, were observed during the field work. The intense 
anomaly in the SE corner of grid 30 is almost certainly caused by a stack of 
bricks, actually within the survey grid, alongside the fence of the adjacent 
house. 

The only features defined in Trenches 1 and 2 (Pis. 1 and 2) consisted of a 
field drain, defined by F10 and F14, aligned N -S (Pis. 3 and 4) and two 
modern wheel ruts, F12 and F16 in Trench 2, shown to be cutting the field 
drain and which are still visible on the surface (PI. 5). 

Trench 3, aligned N -S, defined archaeological features, but these proved to be 
post-medieval in date (Pis. 6 and 7). A V-shaped linear ditch, F18 (2.4 m wide 
x 0.8 m deep), aligned E -W (PI. 8), contained willow-patterned pottery, iron 
nails and a wooden fence post, lying in its base. The ditch was shown to be 
cutting a row of fourteen parallel gullies, F20, on its north side, extending 
5.80m to the edge of the trench (PI. 9). These were parallel to the ditch, each 
apparently cut by the gully to its south. 

The shallow U-shaped gullies measured between 0.15-0.8 m in width x 0.03-
0.2 m in depth. They are interpreted as plough furrows, and would appear to 
represent one phase of activity as they do not show numerous recuts or 
disturbance. As they are bounded on their southern side, but at the same time 
cut by, ditch F18, it would seem likely that the ditch has been recut at some 
point and marks an earlier field boundary to which the furrows are associated. 
The material recovered from the gullies was of post-medieval date, including 
fragments of pottery and glass, a fragment of clay pipe stem and a horse shoe. 
This evidence and their alignment suggests that F18 and F20 are closely 
related in time. 

The modern field boundary, a wire fence c.20 m to the south, may have 
replaced ditch F18: a projection of the ditch may connect it with the field 
boundary, marked by a large hedge and ditch, which still defines the edge of 
the field c.300 m to the west of Trench 3. 

The gullies have been cut by a field drain, F24 (PI. 10), consisting of clay 
drainage pipes: this is aligned on the same orientation, indicating that the drain 
was laid while the ditch was open. Furthermore, the machine driver 
commented that he had filled in a ditch running E-W at the west end of the 
same field, possibly the continuation of F18. 



Trench 4 
Trench 4, immediately to the north of Navigation Lane and to the west of the 
sewage treatment plant, failed to define archaeological features, despite the 
suggestion of three weak linear magnetic anomalies aligned E-W (PI. 11) 
Particular attention was paid to these anomalies, given the crop mark evidence 
indicating a sub-rectangular enclosure complex at the western end of the same 
field, but no features could be defined through excavation. No artefactual 
evidence was found in the trench. 

It is considered unlikely that archaeological features are sealed by blown sand 
beneath the subsoil (c.0.2 m of which was stripped by machine), given the 
clear crop marks at the west end of the field. The magnetometer survey would 
not define features sealed below the subsoil, due to the rapid fall off in clarity of 
definition with depth. Furthermore, a test pit was dug to a depth of c.0.7 m but 
produced only undisturbed anaerobic sand. Therefore, the anomalies are more 
likely to be the result of modern cultivation, particularly given that the magnetic 
susceptibility was high for this survey grid. 

The field is strewn with modern debris, such as bricks and plough shares, 
which is probably responsible for the magnetic anomaly in the north-east 
corner of grid 23. 

Trenches 5, 6, 7 and 8 
The stretch of bypass between Navigation Lane and Caistor/Nettleton parish 
boundary showed no significant magnetic anomalies, but the section had a low 
magnetic susceptibility. A semi-circular anomaly in grid 22 was investigated 
by excavation (Trench 6; PI. 12), defining a possible sub-linear gully, F22 (1.1 
m wide x 0.1 m deep), aligned N-S (PI.13). No finds were recovered from this 
feature. A weak sub-linear anomaly in grid 23 (Trench 5), aligned N-S, is 
probably little more than a modern cultivation mark as excavation failed to 
locate any features (PI.14). 

Trenches 7 and 8 failed to define archaeological features (Pis. 15 and 16), 
confirming the results of the magnetometer survey. Trench 8 showed no 
evidence of activity on the Caistor side of the parish boundary, despite the 
discovery of 4th-century AD Romano-British cinerary urns on the southern side 
of the boundary (Nettleton), c.250 m to the west of the bypass route (SMR No. 
50217). 

Summary 
Geophysical survey and trial excavation along the northern section of the 
Caistor Bypass route failed to define archaeological features earlier than post-
medieval in date. A single field boundary, ditch F18, probably dating to the 
19th and 20th centuries, marked the extent of archaeological features. Given 
the lack of evidence from the fieldwork, it is suggested that activity on the 
western side of Caistor was possibly concentrated to the east of the stream 
running N -S along the east side of the bypass route, from North Kelsey Road 
to the Caistor/Nettleton parish boundary. 



EXIST'MC ROAD S r O p p r 
F O O T W A r s TO REMAIN 

ENGLISH 
ESTATES 

DRAINS TO BE 
D TO PROPOSED 
SYSTEM 

PROPOSED T O O T ^ A < 

PROPOSED 
F O O T W A Y 

BALANCING PONDS 

Fig. 1 Caistor Bypass. Position of geophysical survey grids and 
excavation trenches along the northern half of the route. Based 
upon 1:2500 OS map annotated by Lincolnshire County Council, 
Dept of Highways and Planning. (LAS licence AL50424A) 
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PI. 1. Trench 1. 

PI. 2. Trench 2. 

View north. 

View north showing two wheel ruts. 
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Pi. 3. Trench 1. Field drain (10). 

PI. 4. Trench 2. Field drain (14). 



PI. 5. Trench 2. Wheel rut (16). 

PI. 6. Trench 3. View south. 



PI. 7. Trench 3. View south after excavation. 

PS. 8. Trench 3. V-shaped ditch (18). 
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PI. 9. Trench 3. P l o u g h furrows at north end of trench. 

PI. 10. Trench 3. Field drain (24) cutting through plough 
furrows (20). 
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PI. 11. Trench 4. View north. 

PI. 12. Trench 6. View east. 



PI. 13. Trench 6. 

PI. 14. Trench 5. 

Gully (22). 

Modern plough marks across the trench diagonally. 



PI. 15. Trench 7. View east. 

PI. 16. Trench 8. View south. 


