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1. NON-TECHNICAL SUMMARY 

1.1 An archaeological evaluation was undertaken April–May 2015 by Pre-Construct 

Archaeology Limited on land at Segedunum Museum, Wallsend, North Tyneside, 

Tyne and Wear. The work was carried out to inform the planning authority of the form 

and depth of any significant archaeological remains to allow a route to be designed 

for a proposed sewerage main that will minimise the impact on surviving 

archaeological remains. The work was commissioned by Gardiner & Theobald LLP 

on behalf of Kier Property.  

1.2 The site lies on the north bank of the River Tyne, south of Wallsend and the A187 

(Buddle Street), at central National Grid Reference NZ 30109 66045. The proposed 

scheme of works is to be undertaken within an area occupied by the museum car 

park to the south and a garden and footpath to the north (the site). 

1.3 The site was considered to have high potential for Roman period archaeological 

remains since it lies immediately to the east of Segedunum Roman fort, which has 

statutory protection under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 

1979. The scheduled area of the fort and the site is also incorporated within the 

Buffer Zone of the Hadrian’s Wall component of the transnational Frontiers of the 

Roman Empire World Heritage Site.  

1.4 Numerous small scale excavations undertaken in the early 20th century initially 

highlighted the potential survival of Roman archaeological remains within the area of 

the fort. Although the area of the Roman fort and its near vicinity was occupied by 

nineteenth-century terraced housing, extensive excavations undertaken during 1975–

85 demonstrated that significant Roman archaeological remains survived here, with 

this archaeological work broadly identifying the layout of the interior or the fort. 

Further excavations were undertaken in 1997–1998 with the aim to publically display 

selected remains of the fort’s interior which was previously exposed and to construct 

a new museum and a reconstruction of the fort bath house.  

1.5 The northern area of the proposed works partially lies within an area that was 

previously excavated as part of the 1997 archaeological works associated with the 

construction of the museum building. Elements of the outer defensive ditches of the 

fort and a road or trackway leading to the east gate were encountered in this area.   

1.6 The evaluation comprised three machine-excavated trenches (Trenches 1-3). Trench 

1 was sited to investigate the location of the proposed manhole and sewerage 

connections to the Segedunum Museum buildings and to define a safe zone between 

the fort’s outer defensive ditches for the reception pit for trenchless pipe laying, 

Trench 2 was sited to define a safe zone between the outer defensive ditches for 

trenchless pipe laying and Trench 3 was sited to identify an appropriate location for 

the drive pit and proposed manhole. 
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1.7 Deposits and features encountered within the trenches were placed with four broad 

phases of activity. The boulder clay ‘drift’ geological material (Phase 1) was the basal 

deposit recorded in each trench and generally comprised stiff to firm brownish yellow 

and reddish brown clay and clayey sand.  

1.8 Features and deposits of Roman date (Phase 2) were recorded in Trenches 1 and 2, 

overlaying the natural clay sub-stratum. In Trench 1 Roman remains were 

encountered at a depth of c. 0.70m below the present ground level. The earliest 

encountered deposits of Roman date comprised levelling deposits of probable 

second-century date laid down prior to the establishment of the defensive ditches. A 

substantial NW-SE aligned ditch truncating the levelling deposits from which third-

century pottery was recovered represents the outermost defensive ditch. This ditch 

had been partially excavated during the 1997 archaeological work and was covered 

with a breathable membrane prior to its backfilling with sand and stone. In Trench 2 

Roman remains were encountered at a depth of c. 0.80m below present ground level. 

Located in the central portion of the trench was a group of four inter-cutting sub-oval 

features, truncating the natural sub-stratum, which may represent occupation 

predating the defensive ditches. The postholes were overlain by a sandy clay deposit 

which was truncated by a NNE-SSW aligned ditch and ditch re-cut, the fills of which 

both produced second-century pottery. This may represent a field boundary or 

drainage feature associated with agricultural activity prior to the excavation of the 

third outer defensive ditch. At the eastern extent of Trench 2 a further element of the 

outer defensive ditch was partially exposed; this also produced third-century pottery.  

1.9 Phase 3 comprises post-medieval remains principally associated with the construction 

of residential terrace buildings that occupied the site by the late nineteenth century. 

Building foundations were recorded in Trenches 1 and 2 and levelling and 

consolidation deposits in all trenches.  

1.10 Phase 4 comprises modern activity. Various levelling deposits, structures and service 

features of modern date were recorded in all trenches. The uppermost deposits 

recorded in Trenches 2 and 3 were levelling and consolidation deposits and 

associated surfaces of asphalt forming the museum car park. In Trench 1 the 

uppermost deposits comprised garden soil and a concrete slab footpath and 

associated consolidation deposits that formed part of the museums pedestrian 

access. 

1.11 In summary, the evaluation trenches were sited to establish a safe zone between the 

fort ditches for the proposed sewerage works using a trenchless pipe laying method. 

Trenches 1 and 3 were sited to establish if archaeological remains of significance 

survived at the locations of the proposed reception pit to the north, the drive pit to the 

south and associated manhole locations. Trench 2 was sited specifically to establish 

the form and depth of any surviving archaeological remains. To this end Trenches 2 
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and 3 identified Roman period archaeological features and deposits that were 

considered to be of regional significance. All such archaeological remains were 

therefore hand excavated and recorded prior to the commencement of the proposed 

works associated with the new sewerage scheme. No archaeological deposits of 

significance were identified in Trench 3. 
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2. INTRODUCTION 

2.1 General Background 

2.1.1 This report details the methodology and results of an archaeological evaluation 

undertaken by Pre-Construct Archaeology Limited (PCA) in April–May 2015 on land 

at Segedunum Museum, Buddle Street, Wallsend, North Tyneside, Tyne and Wear 

(Figure 1). The work was carried out ahead of a proposed sewerage scheme linking 

Segedunum museum to a new pumping station being constructed within the former 

Swan Hunter shipyard with the location of the proposed works within the museum car 

park and gardens, centred at National Grid Reference NZ 30109 66045. The 

archaeological work was commissioned by Gardiner & Theobald LLP on behalf of 

Kier Property.  

2.1.2 The high potential for significant archaeological remains for the Roman period being 

present in this area has previously been established with the proposed works located 

immediately east of the scheduled area of Segedunum Roman fort and within the 

Buffer Zone of the Hadrian’s Wall component of the transnational Frontiers of the 

Roman Empire World heritage Site (Figure 2). The fort itself was extensively 

excavated in 1975–84 after the demolition of nineteenth-century terraced houses that 

occupied the site with further excavations undertaken in 1997–1998 associated with 

the establishment of a visitor centre focused on the Roman fort (Hodgson 2003).  

2.1.3 The proposed sewerage works lie partly within an area that had previously been 

excavated in 1997 as part of the scheme of archaeological works associated with the 

construction of the museum building. To date the results of the excavation 

undertaken in this area outside of the east gate of the fort have not been fully 

published, but an interim statement was provided in the publication detailing the 

1997–8 excavation inside the fort (Hodgson 2003, 19–21). At this location elements 

of the outer defensive ditches of the fort and a road extending north-eastwards from 

the fort’s east gate were identified, with activity dating from the second century to late 

third–early fourth century.  

2.1.4 The work described herein was undertaken according to a Written Scheme of 

Investigation (WSI) (Amec Foster Wheeler Limited 2015) which was approved by the 

Tyne and Wear Specialist Conservation Team at Newcastle City Council. The 

evaluation comprised three machine-excavated trial trenches; all located within the 

area of the proposed sewerage works within the museum car park to the south and 

the garden and museum access footpath to the north (Figure 2). 

2.1.5 The Site Archive (Site Code: SMW15) is currently held at the Northern Office of PCA 

and the retained element, comprising the written, drawn and photographic records, as 

well as a small assemblage of artefactual material, will be deposited with the Tyne 

and Wear Museums and Archives at Arbeia Roman Fort, South Shields, Tyne and 
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Wear. The Online Access to the Index of Archaeological Investigations (OASIS) 

reference number for the project is: preconst1-239092. 

2.2 Site Location and Description 

2.2.1 The site is located on the north bank of the River Tyne on land at Segedunum 

Museum, Buddle Street, Wallsend, North Tyneside, Tyne and Wear. The proposed 

work comprised the installation of a new sewerage services linking Segedunum 

Museum with a new pumping station being constructed within the former Swan 

Hunter shipyard to the south. The site is centred at National Grid reference NZ 30109 

66045 (Figure 1). 

2.2.2 The proposed archaeological evaluation trenches were sited at specific locations 

within the area between the museum building and the scheduled area of the fort to 

allow for trenchless pipe laying and to minimise disturbance to surviving 

archaeological remains. Trench 1 was located for the most part within an area of 

garden and the museum’s pedestrian access footpath to the north and Trenches 2 

and 3 were located along the eastern portion of the museum’s car park to the south 

(Figure 2).  

2.3 Geology and Topography 

2.3.1 The solid geology of the area of the site comprises sandstone bedrock of the Seventy 

Fathom Post Member. The drift geology of the area is formed by Pelaw Clay 

formation (information from the British Geological Survey website). 

2.3.2 The area of investigation lies on the northern valley side of the River Tyne; the river 

now lies c. 0.3 km to the south-east but the original deep water channel of the River 

Tyne is thought to have been situated near to the north bank in the Wallsend area, 

beneath the area formerly occupied by the Swan Hunter site. Groyning works in the 

early 19th century moved the channel southwards and much of the area developed 

as the shipyard was reclaimed from the tidal mud flats created by the shifting of the 

channel. 

2.3.3 The topography in the wider area of the site is generally flat with the proposed 

sewerage works to be undertaken within the area of the museum car park to the 

south and the garden and museum access footpath to the north. However the ground 

does slope from north to north reflecting the topography of the northern valley of the 

River Tyne; present ground level at Trench 1 was recorded at a maximum height of 

23.31m OD and at Trench 3 ground level was recorded at a minimum of 21.29m OD. 
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2.4 Planning Background 

2.4.1 The archaeological evaluation was carried out in advance of a sewerage scheme 

linking Segedunum Museum to a new pumping station being constructed within the 

former Swan Hunter shipyard. The Tyne and Wear Specialist Conservation Team 

headed by the County Archaeologist, at Newcastle City Council provides 

archaeological development control throughout Tyne and Wear. Consultation also 

took place with the Inspector of Ancient Monuments (Hadrian's Wall) Historic England 

due to the location of the site.  

2.4.2 The site is primarily of archaeological interest for the Roman period with the proposed 

sewerage works located immediately to the east of the scheduled area of 

Segedunum Roman fort which has statutory protection under the Ancient Monuments 

and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 (as amended). Although the proposed sewerage 

works is located outside of the scheduled area it does lay within the Buffer Zone of 

the Hadrian’s Wall component of the transnational Frontiers of the Roman Empire 

World Heritage Site (WHS). Although the formal WHS status does not extend into the 

area of the proposed works, archaeological remains of the Roman period within the 

WHS Buffer Zone relate to the same Roman frontier. It is also worthy of note that the 

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (Department for Communities and Local 

Government 2012) makes it clear that non-designated archaeological remains of 

demonstrably equivalent significance to designated assets should be managed 

through the planning system as if they were designated (NPPF, paragraph 139). 

2.4.3 The requirement to undertake the archaeological investigation is in line with planning 

policy at a national level, as set out in the National Planning Policy Framework 

(NPPF) (DCLG 2012). The NPPF came into effect in 2012, replacing Planning Policy 

Statement 5: ‘Planning for the Historic Environment’ (PPS5), to provide up-dated 

guidance for LPAs, property owners, developers, etc. on the conservation and 

investigation of the historic environment. Heritage assets - those parts of the historic 

environment that have significance because of their historic, archaeological, 

architectural or artistic interest - remain a key concept of the NPPF, retained from 

PPS5 (despite the deletion of PPS5, the PPS5 Historic Environment Planning 

Practice Guide remains a valid and HM Government endorsed document). 

Designated heritage assets are those designated under any legislation, for example 

World Heritage Sites, Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings, Conservation Areas, 

Registered Parks and Gardens, while LPAs are responsible for identifying non-

designated heritage assets, these being buildings, monuments, sites, places, areas 

or landscapes identified as having a degree of significance meriting consideration in 

planning decisions but which are not formally designated heritage assets. 

2.4.4 Chapter 12 of the NPPF ‘Conserving and enhancing the historic environment’ 

describes, in paragraph 126, how LPAs should ‘...set out in their Local Plan a positive 
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strategy for the conservation and enjoyment of the historic environment’ and details, 

in paragraph 128, that ‘In determining applications, LPAs should require an applicant 

to describe the significance of any heritage assets affected, including any contribution 

made by their setting. The level of detail should be proportionate to the assets’ 

importance and no more than is sufficient to understand the potential impact of the 

proposal on their significance. As a minimum, the relevant [Historic Environment 

Record] HER should have been consulted and the heritage assets assessed using 

appropriate expertise where necessary. Where a site on which development is 

proposed includes or has the potential to include heritage assets with archaeological 

interest, LPAs should require developers to submit an appropriate desk-based 

assessment and where necessary [the results of] a field evaluation’. 

2.4.5 North Tyneside Council is currently preparing its Local Development Framework 

(LDF), which will set out how the city will develop over the next 20 years. The LDF will 

replace the current Unitary Development Plan (UDP) which was adopted in 2002 and 

partially amended in 2007. The latter document contains the following relevant 

policies relating to archaeological remains in ‘Chapter 5 – The Environment: 

E19 

THE LOCAL PLANNING AUTHORITY WILL PROTECT THE SITES AND SETTINGS 

OF SITES OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL IMPORTANCE FROM DAMAGING 

DEVELOPMENT; AND WILL SEEK TO ENHANCE THE SETTING AND 

INTERPRETATION OF SITES OF A RCHAEOLOGICAL IMPORTANCE. 

E19/6 

WHERE ASSESSMENT AND EVALUATION HAVE ESTABLISHED THAT 

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT WILL AFFECT A SITE OR AREA OF 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL INTEREST THE APPLICANT WILL BE REQUIRED TO 

PRESERVE ARCHAEOLOGICAL REMAINS IN SITU UNLESS THIS IS CLEARLY 

INAPPROPRIATE OR DESTRUCTION OF THE REMAINS IS DEMONSTRABLY 

UNAVOIDABLE, IN WHICH CASE A PROGRAMME OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL 

WORKS WILL BE REQUIRED TO BE SUBMITTED AND AGREED WITH THE 

LOCAL PLANNING AUTHORITY BEFORE THE START OF DEVELOPMENT. 

2.4.6 A Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) was produced by Amec Foster Wheeler 

Environment & Infrastructure UK Limited (Amec Foster Wheeler 2015) and approved 

by the County Archaeologist and Historic England prior to the commencement of the 

archaeological evaluation. 

2.4.7 The specific aim of the evaluation was, therefore, to inform North Tyneside Council, 

the County Archaeologist and Historic England about the character, date, extent and 

degree of survival of any archaeological remains within the location of the proposed 
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works to allow minimal disturbance and also to inform the future management of the 

area immediately outside of the scheduled area of the fort. 

2.5 Archaeological and Historical Background 

Some of the following information is taken from the Swan Hunter Archaeological 

Evaluation (PCA 2013) and from Sitelines, the online Historic Environment Record 

(HER) for Tyne and Wear. The work of the individual authors responsible is 

acknowledged.  

Prehistoric 

2.5.1 A small assemblage of Late Mesolithic struck flint has been recovered as residual 

material during excavations undertaken at Segedunum fort. A number of pieces had 

evidently been rejuvenated from earlier struck flakes suggesting that Early Mesolithic 

or even Late Upper Palaeolithic material was discarded in the area (Waddington in 

Hodgson 2003, 35). 

2.5.2 Excavations undertaken at Wallsend have demonstrated that, prior to the construction 

of the Roman fort, an extensive area was being used for agricultural activity. Much of 

the area occupied by the fort was covered with cord-rig cultivation, represented by 

areas of ridge and furrows and plough marks (Hodgson 2003, 13). Plough marks were 

recorded running on many different alignments suggesting that the agricultural activity 

had taken place over a considerable length of time and there was evidence to 

demonstrate that some of these fields were still in use immediately prior to the building 

of the fort. 

2.5.3 The location of the settlement associated with this recorded agricultural activity 

remains to be identified, but it is thought most likely to have been situated under the 

northern part or to the north of the fort. 

Roman 

2.5.4 The Hadrianic fort of Segedunum was situated on an elevated spur of land, which at 

the time of construction lay at c. 29m above sea level and was defined by stream 

valleys to the east and west (Hodgson 2003, 11). The ground fell away sharply from 

the southern edge of the fort to the shoreline which in the Roman period, before 

alteration of the river channel and land reclamation, is estimated to have lain 100m 

from the south-east corner of the fort and 160m from the south-west corner. The 1.64 

acre Hadrianic fort accommodated a cavalry unit and, in the second half of the second 

century AD, the timber barracks were rebuilt in stone (Hodgson 2009, 69). In the third 

century AD, the barracks were again rebuilt, their plan rearranged to reflect a major 

reorganization of the garrison. Little is known of fourth-century AD occupation of the 

fort as agricultural and industrial activity has resulted in the destruction of much of the 

upper levels, but it certainly continued to be occupied into the late fourth century AD. 
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2.5.5 The easternmost section of Hadrian’s Wall, running between the south-eastern corner 

of the fort and the river and generally known as the Branch Wall, was first noted in 

1709 by Robert Smith and features in many other antiquarian accounts. These 

accounts indicate that it was at least 180m long and continued across the foreshore 

and into the river beyond the low tide mark (Bidwell 2009, 72). The extramural civilian 

settlement (vicus) attached to Segedunum fort was located in the area between the 

fort and the river, to the west of the Branch Wall. 

2.5.6 Archaeological work undertaken in 1997 formed an element of the Segedunum 

Archaeological Project ahead of the construction of the new museum shop, 

observation tower and café in the area to the east of the fort. The area of 

archaeological investigation comprised the footprint of the proposed building with 

extensions to the north, south and west. Trench 1 of the current evaluation lies within 

the area of the western extension. Four phases of Roman activity were identified 

during the 1997 excavation including second century agricultural activity (Phase 1), 

mid to late second century road and associated gully (Phase 2), early third century 

defensive ditches (Phase 3) and Phase 4 represents the late third–early fourth century 

backfilling of the defensive ditches and the establishment of a road. The excavations 

of the area to the east of the fort to date have not been published. 

2.5.7 An interim statement on the sequence of the development of the defensive fort 

ditches was provided in the publication detailing the 1997–8 excavation inside the fort 

(Hodgson 2003, 19–21). This is based on investigations undertaken in 1929 by the 

North of England Excavation Committee (Spain et al. 1930), in 1977 by Charles 

Daniels, in 1991 and in 1997. The inner ditch, which was observed in 1929 on all 

sides of the fort, was c. 6.40m wide with an unusually wide berm of c. 7m. 

Excavations in 1997 outside the west gate revealed the inner ditch with a second 

ditch 2m away which is projected to be 5.20m wide. A third ditch located 1.90m from 

the second ditch was of smaller proportions being 1.30m wide with a U-shaped 

profile. The 1997 excavations outside the east gate did not intercept the inner ditch 

but a 5.20m wide ditch which is presumed to be the second ditch was revealed at a 

distance of 18m from the fort wall. A third outer ditch at least 4m wide was located 

25–27m from the fort wall but as only the terminal was exposed its full width was not 

established. This outer ditch was constructed during the third century. The alignment 

of the road leading from the east gate demonstrates that the north portal of the gate 

was blocked at an early date and at least one building flanked the road in the second 

century. The main road out of the east gate seems to have been in use in all periods 

except the mid or later third century when the causeway across the outer ditch was 

narrowed to 1.50m. By the fourth century the outer two ditches had been infilled and 

the road was substantial, being at least 12m wide.  
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2.5.8 Roman activity has been recorded to the north-east of the fort, where excavations in 

1993 revealed a series of gullies interpreted as drainage channels or plot boundaries 

associated with cultivation of the land (Griffiths 1993). Large quarry pits were also 

encountered in the vicinity. The gullies and pits contained a significant quantity of 

Roman material dating from the second to early fourth century AD. It is considered 

most likely that this area of cultivated land was situated to the north of the line of 

Hadrian’s Wall due to the lack of available land in the area to the south; the Tyne ran 

immediately to the south of the vicus and land to the west of the fort seems to have 

been occupied by temples (Griffiths 1993, 33). Areas of agricultural land were 

associated with the frontier forts, so that some supplies could be acquired close at 

hand. 

2.5.9 Also to the north-east of the fort, an evaluation carried out in 2013 revealed a 

substantial, though horizontally truncated, ditch in trench 8 which was 3.25m wide 

and was probably aligned east-west (PCA 2013). This potentially represents a 

roadside ditch situated on the northern side of the road which ran eastwards from the 

east gate of the fort, or alternatively may represent a field boundary associated with 

agricultural activity recorded during earlier excavations to the north.  

2.5.10 The extramural civilian settlement (vicus) attached to Segedunum fort was located in 

the area between the fort and the river, to the west of the Branch Wall. There have 

been antiquarian accounts of archaeological remains in this area since the eighteenth 

century. In the first half of the nineteenth century, a bath-house, burials and a 

possible temple were reported to have been seen in the area immediately to the 

north-west of the Dry Dock. It is assumed that a riverside landing place or quay would 

have been located south of the fort (Hodgson 2009, 71). 

2.5.11 The scale and nature of the Segedunum vicus in the Antonine period are unknown 

and the one excavated area, located 25m south-west of the fort, did not see 

development until the late second or early third century AD (Hodgson 2003, 14). By 

this date there is evidence for intense settlement with closely packed buildings 

probably fronting onto a road that led south-westwards from the south gate of the fort.  

2.5.12 The vicus was enclosed in whole or part in the third century by a system of defensive 

banks and ditches. A north-south aligned rampart and three ditches which led up to 

Hadrian’s Wall 65m west of the fort seems to have been in place by the late second 

or early third century AD and these are assumed to represent the western side of the 

vicus defences (Hodgson 2003, 15). Investigations in the Swan Hunter site in 2001 

revealed lengths of a NE-SW aligned ditch and bank just above the High Water Mark 

of the Roman period (ibid.). Dating evidence from these features demonstrates that 

the vicus was defended along the river bank by the beginning of the third century. 

Antiquarian accounts also suggest that there was a quay on the foreshore, directly 

below the south gate or near to the Branch Wall; if this was the case then access 
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would have been needed through the foreshore defences (ibid., 17). Extensive 

deposits of material, interpreted at the time as Roman midden material, were noted in 

1903 within the Swan Hunter site, extending westwards for some 90m from the 

Branch Wall and similar deposits were noted in 1961 (Speed 2007).  

2.5.13 Activity in the vicus reached its peak in the mid third century AD when the slope south 

and west of the fort was densely packed with buildings; the excavated examples 

probably still fronted onto a road running south-west, possibly to the site of the baths. 

The south gate of the fort was blocked in the mid third century AD, which meant that 

there was no direct access at this point from the vicus to the fort; the only access 

point within the defended vicus area was via the Minor West Gate. 

2.5.14 Like most vici on the Wall, the Segedunum vicus and its defences were abandoned 

by the late third century AD. Pottery associated with the abandonment of the 

defences west of the fort and above the foreshore suggest that this occurred by the 

AD 270s (Hodgson 2003, 17).  

Post-medieval and Post-medieval Industrial 

2.5.15 Very little is known about the part of North Tyneside form the period between the end 

of the Roman occupation and the eighteenth century. The earliest surviving maps 

demonstrate that by the eighteenth century the location of the fort and the wider 

riverside area was occupied by open fields.  

2.5.16 Wallsend Colliery was established in the late eighteenth century with an exploratory 

shaft sunk in 1777 on the upper valley side of Tyne, to the immediate west of the 

Roman fort, in an area known as ‘Wall Laws’. By the time of the first edition Ordnance 

Survey map c. 1860, Wallsend Colliery was served by a waggonway which crossed 

the area now occupied by the Dry Dock and ran to Heaton Staithes on the river. This 

waggonway branched from the Gosforth and Kenton Waggonway, which served 

Bigges Main Colliery further to the north-west and ran to Coxlodge Staithes following 

the line of what is now Benton Way, immediately to the west of the Swan Hunter site. 

An early timber version of this waggonway - dating to the eighteenth century - was 

recorded in the summer of 2013 during work in the former Neptune shipyard, off 

Benton Way, immediately to the west of the former Swan Hunter shipyard site. 

2.5.17 By the time of the 1854 Ordnance Survey several substantial building ranges and 

associated formal gardens were present within the area of the fort and further 

buildings skirting the northern edge of the fort and immediately to the east and west of 

the Roman fort. By the late nineteenth century the North Tyneside riverside had 

become heavily industrialised with the area of the Roman fort and surrounding areas 

to the north, east and west now occupied by residential terraces.  
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Early Modern and Modern 

2.5.18 In 1914 the Staff Institute building was constructed along the eastern part of the site 

for Swan Hunters’ workers. A canteen was later constructed in 1941 south of the Staff 

Institute building with the two buildings linked by a gymnasium building.  

2.5.19 The residential terrace buildings that occupied the area of the Roman fort were 

demolished in the 1970–80s to make way for a car park. 

2.5.20 In 1997–1998 a program of archaeological and construction work was undertaken 

across the site to create a new museum centered on Segedunum fort. This comprised 

a museum building, including an observation tower and study centre, consolidation of 

the fort layout and a bath house reconstruction. Prior to the construction of the 

museum, the former gymnasium building linking the former Staff Institute building and 

canteen building was demolished with the latter buildings incorporated into the 

museum.   



 15 

3. PROJECT AIMS AND RESEARCH OBJECTIVES 

3.1 Project Aims 

3.1.1 The aim of the archaeological evaluation was to refine current understanding of the 

location, depth, extent and significance of archaeological deposits at the site through 

trial trenching, This was to inform the Local Planning Authority (LPA), as advised by 

the County Archaeologist, on the most suitable location for the proposed works for 

the sewerage scheme linking Segedunum Museum to a new pumping station being 

construction in the former Swan Hunter shipyard.  

3.1.2 The proposed work was undertaken east of the Scheduled area immediately outside 

the Roman fort. Although previous archaeological excavations undertaken within the 

vicinity of the proposed works remain unpublished, the archives were referred to prior 

to commencement of the archaeological evaluation. To this end previous 

archaeological investigations identified three parallel defensive ditches identified to 

the east of the fort and a road extending eastwards from the east gate.  

3.1.3 The proposed sewerage scheme is to be located within the car park to the south and 

within the garden and museum footpath access to the north, between the postulated 

locations of the two outermost defensive ditches, which would result in the sewerage 

spur to the north having to cross the outer defensive ditch. The principle sewerage 

connection can be installed using trenchless techniques between the two outer 

defensive ditches and below the maximum depth of potential archaeological deposits 

or features. Therefore the work was specifically designed to establish the depth and 

extent of any archaeological deposits or features within the location of the enabling 

pits for the installation of the principle sewerage connection and sewerage spur 

connecting the existing sewer at the museum. 

3.1.4 In sum, the archaeological evaluation was designed to: 

 identify the location of the outer fort ditches and to provide information for the 

proposed sewerage works to allow disturbance of archaeological deposits to 

be minimised. 

3.1.5 Additional aims of the project were: 

 to compile a Site Archive consisting of all site and project documentary and 

photographic records, as well as all artefactual and palaeoenvironmental 

material recovered; 

 to compile a report that contains an assessment of the nature and 

significance of all data categories, stratigraphic, artefactual, etc. 
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3.2 Research Objectives 

3.2.1 The specific research objectives of the archaeological evaluation were principally for 

the Roman, since the proposed sewerage works lay immediately to the east of the 

Segedunum Roman fort, the majority of which is a scheduled ancient monument and 

the Branch Wall portion of Hadrian’s Wall ran across it from the south-east corner of 

the fort to the River Tyne (Figure 2). The site also lies within the within the Buffer 

Zone of the Hadrian’s Wall component of the transnational Frontiers of the Roman 

Empire WHS.  

3.2.2 As a result of its location the archaeological evaluation was considered to have good 

potential to make a significant contribution to the existing knowledge of Wallsend in 

general and of the Roman frontier in particular. Specific research objectives to be 

addressed by the project were formulated with reference to existing archaeological 

research frameworks. Shared Visions: The North-East Regional Research 

Framework for the Historic Environment (NERRF), highlights the importance of 

research as a vital element of development-led archaeological work (Petts and 

Gerrard 2006). The two-volume Frontiers of Knowledge: A Research Framework for 

Hadrian’s Wall (HWRF) also identifies and prioritises an agenda of key themes 

research for the forts and their surroundings (Symonds and Mason 2009). The 

Hadrian’s Wall Management Plan (HWMP) sets out guidance in relation to the 

importance of Hadrian’s Wall, the need for understanding, monitoring and 

conservation.  

3.2.3 The NERRF identifies the following key priorities within the research agenda for the 

Roman period which are of direct relevance to this project:  

 Riii – The Roman military presence 

3.2.4 The Research Strategy of Frontiers of Knowledge was compiled to respond to gaps in 

knowledge pertaining to the archaeology of the Wall and associated extramural 

settlement activity as highlighted in the Research Agenda (Volume I of the 

document). A prioritised set of objectives was devised within eight main themes, three 

of which relate specifically to the forts and there surroundings, S5: The Forts and 

Extramural Settlement, A4: The Forts and Extramural Settlement and A5: Landscape 

and Environment  

3.2.5 In sum, the archaeological evaluation of the site had the following site-specific 

research objectives:  

 to assess the significance of any buried archaeological remains, specifically 

those of the Roman period, and to determine whether any remains 

encountered provide evidence for the forts outer defences and if those can be 

attributed to those recorded during previous excavations; 
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 to better understand the sequence and lifespan of the fort ditches in this area; 

 to provide information to inform future management of the archaeological 

remains outside the scheduled boundary; 

 to provide information to inform future management of the archaeological 

remains outside the scheduled boundary.  
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4. ARCHAEOLOGICAL METHODOLOGY 

4.1 Fieldwork 

4.1.1 The evaluation fieldwork was undertaken April–May 2015. All fieldwork was 

undertaken in accordance with the relevant standard and guidance document of the 

Chartered Institute for Archaeologists (CIfA 2014a). PCA is a CIfA-Registered 

Organisation. The evaluation was undertaken according to the WSI compiled by 

Amec Foster Wheeler (included as Appendix 5 to this report) which should be 

consulted for full details of methodologies employed regarding archaeological 

evaluation, excavation, recording and sampling. 

4.1.2 Archaeological trial trenching was considered as the most appropriate investigative 

tool to test the archaeological potential of the area. Three trenches (Trenches 1-3) 

were investigated; Trench 1 was located within the museums garden and access 

footpath to the north and Trenches 2 and 3 were located within the museum car park 

to the south (Figure 2). 

4.1.3 A summary of the rationale for the trenching (with trench dimensions) is set out 

below:  

 Trench 1 (c. 9m x 1m) – sited to investigate proposed sewerage connections 

to Segedunum museum buildings and define a safe zone between the fort 

ditches for a reception pit and manhole location. 

 Trench 2 (c. 8m x 2m) – sited to define a safe zone between the outer fort 

ditches for trenchless pipe laying. 

 Trench 3 (c. 4m x 4m) - sited to identify an appropriate location for drive pit. 

4.1.4 The central portion of Trench 1 was expanded (c. 3.40m x 3.40m) to allow for the 

location of a manhole and reception pit for the directional drilling rig. At this location 

archaeological remains were encountered at a relatively high level below present 

ground level and would have been impacted upon by the excavation of the reception 

pit. Previous archaeological work undertaken within this area partially excavated 

archaeological remains. Therefore it was decided that the surviving archaeological 

remains that would potentially be impacted upon by the excavation of the reception 

pit were to be fully excavated.  

4.1.5 In Trench 2 archaeological features and deposits encountered were partially 

excavated to establish the date, extent and degree of survival to allow a safe margin 

for the trenchless excavation. It was established that the trenchless excavation within 

this area would be carried out at a significantly greater depth than that of the 

established depths of surviving archaeological remains and it was therefore decided 

that these archaeological remains would not be impacted on by the proposed 
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excavation and were left in-situ. Where archaeological remains were left in-situ a 

breathable membrane was laid down prior to backfilling the trench. 

4.1.6 All trenches were set-out by PCA using a Leica Viva Smart Rover Global Navigation 

Satellite System (GNSS), with pre-programmed co-ordinate data determined by an 

office-based CAD Technician. The Smart Rover GNSS provides correct Ordnance 

Survey co-ordinates in real time, to an accuracy of 1cm.  

4.1.7 All trenches were mechanically-excavated by a back-acting ‘JCB’ with toothless 

ditching bucket under archaeological supervision. The trenches were excavated to 

the top of the first significant archaeological horizon, or the clearly defined top of the 

natural sub-stratum, whichever was reached first. 

4.1.8 Hand cleaning was undertaken in all trenches. All potential features were subject to 

partial or complete excavation within the trenches with photography and 

archaeological recording taking place at appropriate stages in the process. A 

selection of digital photographs is included as Appendix 4 to this report. All trenches 

were recorded, irrespective of whether or not they contained archaeological features. 

4.1.9 A Temporary Bench Mark was established at the site using the Smart Rover GNSS 

instrument. The height of all principal strata and features were calculated relative to 

Ordnance Datum and indicated on the appropriate plans and sections. 

4.2 Post-excavation 

4.2.1 The stratigraphic data generated by the project is represented by the written, drawn 

and photographic records. A total of 78 archaeological contexts were defined in the 3 

trenches (Appendix 2). Post-excavation work involved checking and collating site 

records, grouping contexts and phasing the stratigraphic data (Appendix 1). A written 

summary of the archaeological sequence was then compiled, as described below in 

Section 5. 

4.2.2 The artefactual material from the evaluation comprised a small assemblage of animal 

bone, pottery, ceramic building material, glass and metal-working debris. Individual 

finds of an iron nail shank and a copper-alloy coin were also recovered. Examination 

of the artefactual material was undertaken and relevant comments integrated into 

Section 5, with a summary report on the material included as Appendix 3. No other 

categories of organic or inorganic artefactual material were represented. None of the 

material recovered during the evaluation required specialist stabilisation or an 

assessment of its potential for conservation research. 

4.2.3 The palaeoenvironmental sampling strategy of the project was to recover bulk 

samples where appropriate, from well-dated stratified deposits covering the main 

periods or phases of occupation and the range of feature types represented, with 

specific reference to the objectives of the evaluation. To this end three bulk samples 
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were collected, one from the fill of the Roman outer defensive ditch in Trench and two 

samples from the fills of two postholes in Trench 2. These samples have been 

retained for assessment if required. 

4.2.4 The complete Site Archive will be packaged for long term curation. In preparing the 

Site Archive for deposition, all relevant standards and guidelines documents 

referenced in the Archaeological Archives Forum guidelines document (Brown 2007) 

will be adhered to, in particular a well-established United Kingdom Institute for 

Conservation (UKIC) document Walker, (UKIC 1990) and the relevant CIfA 

publication (CIfA 2014b). The depositional requirements of the body to which the Site 

Archive will be ultimately transferred will be met in full. 
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5. RESULTS: THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SEQUENCE 

During the evaluation, separate stratigraphic entities were assigned unique and individual ‘context’ 

numbers, which are indicated in the following text as, for example [123]. The archaeological sequence is 

described by placing stratigraphic sequences within broad phases, assigned on a site-wide basis in this 

case. An attempt has been made to add interpretation to the data, and correlate these phases with 

recognised historical and geological periods. 

5.1 Trench 1 (Figure 3 & Figure 6; Section 1; Plates 1 & 2) 

Phase 1: Natural sub-stratum 

5.1.1 The natural clay sub-stratum, [115], was exposed for a maximum distance of c. 13m 

by 2.70m across the base of Trench 1. This comprised firm mid brownish yellow clay 

encountered at maximum and minimum depths below present ground level of c. 

1.30m and 1.00m, and recorded at maximum and minimum heights of 22.17m OD 

and 21.88m OD, respectively. This deposit was directly overlain by Phase 2 Roman 

deposits, suggesting that little if any truncation of natural sub-stratum has occurred at 

this location. 

Phase 2: Roman and undated 

5.1.2 Directly overlying the natural sub-stratum was a c. 0.34m thick clay silt deposit, [111] 

(Section 1). This deposit was exposed at the south-western part of the trench for a 

distance of 3.38m NW-SE by 2.50m NE-SW, at a depth of c. 0.80m below the present 

ground level and was recorded at a maximum height of 22.49m OD. A small 

assemblage of finds was recovered including a single sherd of second-century 

samian pottery, ten fragments of ceramic building material and ten fragments of 

animal bone along with an iron nail shank and a copper-alloy denarius coin dating to 

AD 81 (see Appendix 3).  

5.1.3 Located at the south-eastern extent of the trench was a c. 0.26m thick clay silt 

deposit, [119]. This was exposed for a maximum distance of 1.60m NW-SE by 0.70m 

NE-SW, at a depth of c. 0.80m below present ground level and was recorded at a 

maximum height at 22.51m OD. A small assemblage of artefactual material was 

recovered from this deposit including three fragments of Roman ceramic building 

material and a single fragment of animal bone. This deposit directly overlay the 

natural sub-stratum, [115], and may represent a continuation of deposit [111].  

5.1.4 A substantial NE-SW aligned ditch [114] truncated levelling deposits [111] and [119], 

within the central portion of the trench. It was exposed for a maximum distance of 

3.36m NE-SW and was up to c. 3.94m wide by up to 0.90m deep with a wide U-

shaped base. The ditch was encountered at a depth of c. 1.20m below present 

ground level, at a maximum height of 22.61m OD. A small assemblage of finds was 

recovered from its single sandy silt fill, [113], including thirteen sherds of pottery 

broadly dating to the third century AD, twenty-two fragments of ceramic building 
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material, forty-nine fragments of animal bone and a single piece of window glass. This 

ditch represents outermost defensive ditch of the fort which was partially exposed and 

excavated during the 1997 archaeological excavations associated with the expansion 

of the Museum building. 

Phase 3: Post-medieval 

5.1.5 The earliest Phase 3 deposits encountered in Trench 1 comprised four levelling and 

consolidation deposits, [118], [112], [128] and [110], that were probably laid down 

prior to the construction of the late nineteenth-century residential terraces (Figure 6; 

Section 1). These deposits comprised variously coloured clayey silts and had a 

maximum combined thickness of 0.55m with the uppermost strata of these deposits 

encountered at maximum and minimum heights of 23.01m OD and 22.79m OD, 

respectively. A small assemblage of post-medieval finds was recovered from these 

deposits including pottery and a glass bottle. 

5.1.6 Located at the north-eastern end of the trench, truncating deposit [112], was a c. 

0.32m wide NW-SE aligned brick wall [129] built within a narrow construction cut 

[123]. This was exposed extending across Trench 1 for a distance of 1.60m, 

continuing beyond the limits of excavation. Only a single course survived to 0.16m 

high and this was encountered at a maximum height of 22.97m OD. It was built using 

unfrogged handmade red brick (230mm x 120mm x 70mm), bonded with a light grey 

lime mortar. No artefactual material was recovered from the clayey silt backfill [130] of 

the construction cut. This wall probably represents part of a structure associated with 

nineteenth-century residential terraced buildings that formerly extended across the 

site. 

5.1.7 Two linear features, [121] and [124], which truncated the upper strata of levelling and 

consolidation deposits probably represent services associated with the nineteenth-

century residential terraces. NW-SE aligned linear feature [121] was recorded in 

section extending across the central part of the trench and was 0.72m wide and 

0.30m deep, encountered at a maximum height at 23.01m OD. No artefactual 

material was recovered from its single sandy silt fill [125].  

5.1.8 Located at the north-eastern end of the trench was a NW-SE aligned linear feature, 

[124], recorded in section. Its north-eastern edge was truncated by a modern service 

trench, [107], and it was at least 0.30m wide by 0.75m deep, encountered at a 

maximum height at 22.25m OD. Its single fill, [127], comprised clay silt from which no 

artefactual material was recovered. 

Phase 4: Modern 

5.1.9 Located in the central part of the trench was the former archaeological trench, [117], 

that formed part of the 1997 excavations. This extended NW-SE across Trench 1 and 

was up to 2.90m wide and 1.40m deep. The area of the former excavation as 
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exposed in Trench 1 extended across the top of the central portion of the Roman 

ditch, [114], to the north-west and encompassed a section of the ditch that was fully 

excavated to the south-east. A breathable membrane had been laid down prior to the 

backfilling of the excavation area with c. 0.17m thick deposit of sand, [109], in turn 

was overlain by a deposit of stone, [108].  

5.1.10 The uppermost backfill of the 1997 excavation area was truncated along its north-

eastern edge by a NW-SE aligned service trench, [122], measuring 1.42m wide by 

0.46m deep. Its single stone fill, [126], contained an orange plastic duct and a blue 

plastic water pipe that was probably installed immediately after the excavation area 

had been backfilled; these services were live at the time of the current evaluation.  

5.1.11 Two deposits, representing 20th-century levelling activity were recorded in section at 

the south-western end of Trench 1; a c. 0.14m thick sand and a c. 0.23m thick 

deposit of stone, [105] and [116]. The uppermost of these strata was encountered at 

a maximum height of 23.11m OD. A NW-SE aligned concrete slab, [131], measuring 

0.80m wide and up to 0.10m thick directly overlay deposit [105]. It is unclear if this 

concrete slab represents part of an earlier path or discarded material associated with 

the concrete kerb located immediately to the south-west.  

5.1.12 The present footpath leading to the museum entrance was recorded at the south-

western extent of the trench and comprised c. 80mm thick concrete slabs, [103], and 

associated c. 70mm thick sand bedding deposit, [104]. Along the north-eastern edge 

of the footpath were concrete kerb stones and associated concrete bedding, [102]. 

5.1.13 At the north-eastern extent of the trench part of a substantial brick built manhole was 

recorded in a broad construction cut, [107], that was backfilled by stone [106].  

5.1.14 The present ground level in the area of Trench 1 comprised c. 0.30m thick loose 

sandy silt garden soil, [100], encountered at a maximum height of 23.36m OD. 

5.2 Trench 2 (Figure 4 & Figure 6; Sections 2 & 4; Plates 3–6) 

Phase 1: Natural sub-stratum 

5.2.1 The natural clay sub-stratum was exposed across the base of Trench 2 and 

comprised firm mid brownish yellow clayey sand, [217]. This was encountered at a 

depth of c. 1.10m below the present ground level, at maximum and minimum heights 

of 21.39m OD and 21.16m OD, respectively.  

Phase 2: Roman and undated 

5.2.2 A group of inter-cutting features was located in the central portion of Trench 2, 

including four presumed to be sub-oval features, [229], [231], [232], [236], a ditch 

[223] and ditch re-cut [227]. The four sub-oval features truncated the natural sub-

stratum on a roughly north-south alignment. Feature [229] was fully excavated and 

[23] partially excavated, features [232] and [236] remained unexcavated. Feature 
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[231] measured 1.20m north-south by 0.70m east-west and was up to 0.56m deep. 

Their fills, [228], [230], [233], [234] and [235], generally comprised variously coloured 

clayey silt and sandy silt from which only a single fragment of Roman tile was 

recovered from fill [230]. These features have been interpreted as possible postholes, 

although definitive interpretation is impossible. If they do represent postholes then 

they may represent an earlier phase of Roman occupation prior to the establishment 

of the outer ditch defences. 

5.2.3 A 0.48m thick deposit of firm sandy clay deposit, [212], was recorded in section for a 

distance of 2.40m NE-SW, overlying the natural sub-stratum and the backfill of 

posthole [231]. This may represent a dump/levelling deposit. Although no artefactual 

material was recovered from this deposit, it was truncated by a ditch [223] of probable 

late second-century date so predates this feature.  

5.2.4 A NW-SE aligned ditch, [223], extended across Trench 2 for a distance of 1.90m, 

truncating deposit [212] and posthole [231]. This was up to 1.50m wide and 0.60m 

deep and had a narrow V-shaped profile. A small assemblage of artefactual material 

was recovered from its single sandy clay deposit, [211], including two sherds of late 

second-century AD pottery, one fragment of ceramic building material and three 

fragments of animal bone (See Appendix 3). The form and size of this ditch suggests 

that rather than a defensive feature it may represent a boundary or drainage feature 

associated with the agricultural use of this area prior to the construction of the third 

fort defensive ditch to the east in the third century.  

5.2.5 Truncating the eastern edge of ditch, [223], a similarly aligned re-cut, [227], was 

exposed for a distance of 1.90m; this was up to 1.38m wide by 0.40m deep. A small 

assemblage of material was recovered from its single sandy silt fill, [210], including 

twelve sherds of pottery dating from the second century AD, eight fragments of 

ceramic building material and twenty-three fragments of animal bone. This feature 

represents the re-establishment of the earlier boundary, [223], once silted up, and as 

with ditch [223] probably forms part of a system of boundary or drainage features 

prior to the excavation of the third outer ditch. 

5.2.6 At the north-eastern extent of Trench 2 part of a NW-SE aligned linear feature, [216], 

truncated the natural sub-stratum. It was exposed for a maximum distance of 1.90m 

and was at least 1.40m wide and 0.68m deep. This feature is on a similar alignment 

to ditch [114] recorded in Trench 1 and represents the western side of the third outer 

defensive ditch of the fort. A small assemblage of finds was recovered from its single 

clayey silt fill, [215], including five sherds of late third-century AD pottery, two 

fragments of ceramic building material and twelve fragments of animal bone (see 

Appendix 3). 
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Phase 3: Post-medieval 

5.2.7 Two levelling and consolidation deposits, [214] and [226], were exposed for a 

distance of 3.60m NE-SW by 2.00m NW-SE across the central and north-eastern 

extent of the trench, directly overlying Phase 2 Roman deposits and features (Figure 

6; Section 2). These deposits comprised silty clay and clayey silt, respectively, and 

had a maximum thickness of 0.18m with the uppermost strata of these deposits 

encountered at maximum and minimum heights of 21.69m OD and 21.59m OD. 

Although no artefactual material was recovered from these deposits, they were 

probably laid down sometime in the late nineteenth century as ground preparation 

prior to the building of residential terraces. 

5.2.8 Located at the north-eastern extent of the trench, truncating levelling and 

consolidation deposits [214] and [226], was a c. 0.62m wide NW-SE aligned brick 

wall, [221], built within a narrow construction cut [222]. This extended across the 

trench for a distance of 2.00m, continuing beyond the limits of excavation. Only a 

single course survived; it was built with unfrogged handmade red bricks (230mm x 

120mm x 70mm), bonded with a light grey lime mortar. The construction cut was 

backfilled by c 0.16m thick compact gravel, [219], overlain by a c. 60mm thick 

concrete slab, [220], forming the sub-base for the brick wall. This wall probably forms 

part of the late nineteenth-century residential terraces which formerly extended 

across the site and is likely to be contemporary with similar walls recorded in 

Trenches 1 and 3.  

5.2.9 In the south-eastern end of the trench, a broad linear feature, [237], truncated 

levelling and consolidation deposit [226] and the fill [210] of Phase 2 Roman ditch re-

cut [227]. It was aligned NW-SE and was c. 3.82m wide by up to 0.30m deep, 

encountered at 0.85m below present ground level, at a maximum height of 21.67m 

OD. Its lower c. 0.34m thick sandy clayey silt fill, [209], produced a single sherd of 

early post-medieval pottery. No artefactual material was recovered from its c. 80mm 

thick sandy clayey silt upper fill, [208]. Due to the limited exposure of this feature its 

function is uncertain. Its shallow depth is likely to be the result of horizontal truncation 

associated with the demolition and subsequent levelling of the residential terraced 

buildings which occurred during the 1970s.  

5.2.10 A NW-SE aligned narrow linear feature, [224], truncated the upper fill of feature [237] 

and this measured c. 0.12m wide and was at least 0.60m deep. Its profile indicates 

that it probably represents a service trench associated with the terrace of houses.  

Phase 4: Modern 

5.2.11 Overlying the uppermost Phase 3 brick wall [221] and feature [237] were four 

deposits, [213], [206], [218] and [225], which represent demolition and levelling 

activity associated with the demolition of housing in this area in the 1970s. These 
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deposits comprised various compositions of clay, sand, silt and brick and concrete 

rubble and had a maximum combined thickness of 0.50m, with the uppermost stratum 

of these deposits encountered at a maximum height of 21.95m OD. 

5.2.12 The demolition and levelling deposits were overlain by three modern levelling 

deposits, [204], [205] and [207], generally comprising stone with the exception of 

crushed concrete deposit [204]. These deposits had a combined thickness of c. 

0.30m.  

5.2.13 The present ground level in the area of Trench 2 comprised c. 0.18m thick asphalt, 

[200], encountered at a maximum height of 22.57m OD and associated c. 0.12m thick 

sand, [202], and stone, [203], consolidation deposits.  

5.3 Trench 3 (Figure 5 & Figure 6; Section 3; Plates 7–8) 

Phase 1: Natural sub-stratum 

5.3.1 The natural clay sub-stratum, [306], was exposed for a maximum distance of c. 3.60m 

by 3.40m across the base of Trench 3. This comprised stiff mid reddish brownish 

clay, encountered at a depth of c. 1.30m below present ground level and recorded at 

a maximum height of 20.11m OD. This deposit was overlain by a substantial 

levelling/consolidation deposit; it is considered likely that natural sub-stratum had 

been horizontally truncated by Phase 3 post-medieval activity in this area. 

Phase 3: Post-medieval 

5.3.2 Levelling and consolidation deposit, [305], was exposed for a distance of 3.50m NW-

SE by 3.70m NE-SW and directly overlay the natural sub-stratum (Figure 5; Section 

3). It comprised c. 0.60m thick silty sand and was encountered at maximum and 

minimum heights of 20.53m OD and 20.47m OD, respectively. A single sherd of post-

medieval pottery was recovered from this deposit which was probably laid down 

sometime in the late nineteenth century as ground preparation prior to the building of 

residential terraces. 

5.3.3 A NE-SW brick wall foundation, [308], was recorded in section within a narrow 

construction cut, [309], measuring 0.30m wide by 0.31m deep. The wall foundation 

survived to three courses built in unfrogged red brick (230mm x 120mm x 70mm), 

bonded with light grey lime mortar. This wall is probably contemporary with walls 

recorded in Trenches 1 and 2 representing part of a building associated with the late 

nineteenth-century residential terraces. 

Phase 4: Modern 

5.3.4 The earliest Phase 4 deposit representing 20th-century levelling activity comprised a 

c. 0.18m thick deposit of sandy silt, [304], which extended across Trench 3, 

encountered at a maximum height of 20.65m OD.  



 27 

5.3.5 This was overlain by a buried c. 0.12m thick asphalt surface, [302], and associated c. 

60mm thick sandy gravel consolidation deposit, [303]. The buried asphalt surface was 

encountered at maximum and minimum heights at 20.81m OD and 20.69m OD.  

5.3.6 The present car parking surface in the area of Trench 3 comprised c. 0.18m thick 

asphalt, [300], and associated c. 0.46m thick stone, [301], consolidation deposit. A 

substantial c. 0.22m thick concrete slab, [307], was partially exposed at the south-

western corner of the trench and probably represents further consolidation for the 

present surface. The asphalt surface was encountered at a maximum height at 

21.43m OD.  
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6. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS  

6.1 Conclusions 

6.1.1 Geological deposits and archaeological deposits and features encountered during the 

evaluation have been assigned to four phases of activity: 

Phase 1: Natural sub-stratum 

6.1.2 Boulder clay representing the drift geology of the area was the basal deposit 

encountered within all three trenches and generally comprised firm to stiff brownish 

yellow and reddish brown clay and clayey sand. Substantial levelling activity has 

been undertaken during the nineteenth and twentieth centuries across the area in the 

vicinity of the trenches; the level at which the natural deposits were encountered 

reflects the original natural topography.  

6.1.3 The fort of Segedunum was situated on an elevated spur of land, which at the time of 

construction lay at c. 29m above sea level and was defined by stream valleys to the 

east and west (Hodgson 2003, 11). The ground fell away sharply from the southern 

edge of the fort to the shoreline which in the Roman period, before alteration of the 

river channel and land reclamation, is estimated to have lain 100m from the south-

east corner of the fort and 160m from the south-west corner. The original deep water 

channel of the River Tyne is thought to have been situated near to the north bank in 

the Wallsend area, beneath the area formerly occupied by the Swan Hunter site. 

Groyning works in the early 19th century moved the channel southwards and much of 

the area developed as the shipyard was reclaimed from the tidal mud flats created by 

the shifting of the channel. 

6.1.4 The maximum height of the natural sub-stratum was 22.17m OD in Trench 1 to the 

north and the minimum height in the southern portion of the site was 20.11m OD in 

Trench 3, reflecting the sloping valley side of the Tyne. The depth below present 

ground level at which the natural sub-stratum was encountered varied from a 

maximum of c. 1.40m in Trench 3 and a minimum of c. 1m in Trench 1.  

6.1.5 Horizontal truncation of the natural sub-stratum was evident in Trench 3 and to a 

lesser extent in Trench 2, where truncated features and deposits of Roman date were 

encountered. No horizontal truncation had occurred within the area of Trench 1 with 

Phase 2 Roman features and deposits recorded directly overlying the natural sub-

stratum.  

Phase 2: Roman and undated 

6.1.6 Roman remains were recorded in Trenches 1 and 2 which were situated to the north 

and south of the road leading out of the east gate, respectively, between the 

projected lines of the second and third fort defensive ditches. A trench excavated 

during the 1997 excavations was located within Trench 1. Features encountered in 
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Trench 2 could potentially represent activity prior to the construction of the third outer 

defensive ditch in the third century and second-century deposits were also recorded 

in Trench 1.  

6.1.7 Dating evidence recovered from the Roman features in the evaluation trenches 

supports the postulated development of the ditch system outlined in the 2003 

publication of the fort excavations (Hodsgon 2003, 18–21). In the Hadrianic period 

and through the second century AD the eastern side of the fort was surrounded by an 

inner ditch with a 7m-wide berm between ditch and fort. A second ditch located 2–3m 

beyond the inner ditch is also considered to be primary. This ditch was exposed in the 

1997 excavations close to east gate, 18m from the fort wall, and in this area was 

5.20m wide. At least one building flanked the south side of the road leading out of the 

east gate of the fort in the second century and this would have been north of 

Hadrian’s Wall as the Branch Wall runs south-eastwards to the River Tyne from the 

south-east corner of the fort. The main road out of the east gate seems to have been 

in use in all periods except the mid or later third century when the causeway across 

the outer ditch was narrowed to 1.50m. A third outer ditch was added in the third 

century, this was located 25–27m from the fort wall. Where excavated in the 1997 

trench this was at least 4m wide, but as only the terminal was exposed its full width 

was not established. By the fourth century the outer two ditches had been infilled and 

the road leading out of the east gate was substantial, being at least 12m wide.  

6.1.8 A group of four inter-cutting postholes or small pits recorded in the central part of 

Trench 2 did not produce any datable artefactual material. They were overlain by a 

sandy clay deposit which was truncated by a NW-SE aligned ditch from which 

second-century pottery was recovered. At 1.50m wide and 0.60m deep this is more 

likely to represent a boundary or drainage ditch possibly associated with agricultural 

activity, rather than forming part of the forts outer defences. This ditch had silted-up 

and been re-cut with second-century pottery also recovered from the fill of the recut. 

This artefactual material and the location of this group of features between the 

second and third ditches indicate that the features were associated with activity 

external to the fort defences in the second century. Agricultural activity has previously 

been identified to the north-east of the fort; excavations in 1993 revealed a series of 

gullies interpreted as drainage channels or plot boundaries associated with cultivation 

of the land (Griffiths 1993). Areas of agricultural land were associated with the frontier 

forts, so that some supplies could be acquired close at hand. In Trench 1 a deposit of 

material overlying the natural sub-stratum produced second-century artefactual 

material and a first-century coin. This was truncated by the outer defensive ditch. 

6.1.9 The third outer defensive ditch was exposed in Trenches 1 and 2 at depths of c. 

1.20m and c. 1.10m below existing ground level. It is assumed that the original 

ground surface in this area had been horizontally truncated, probably in the 
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nineteenth century during the construction of the terraced houses, truncating the 

upper part of the Roman ditches. In Trench 1, which was sited in the area of a 1997 

excavation trench and close to the ditch terminal adjacent to the road, the ditch was 

c. 4m wide and 0.90m deep. In Trench 2 only the western side of the outer defensive 

ditch was exposed. Third-century pottery was recovered from the feature in both 

trenches. 

6.1.10 A small assemblage of Roman artefactual material was recovered from the 

investigations comprising 33 sherds of pottery, 21 pieces of Roman tile, a coin, a nail 

and a small quantity of animal bone and metal working debris (see Appendix 3). The 

fabrics represented in the pottery assemblage are typical of those found at Wallsend 

Roman Fort and include Dressel 20 amphora (olive-oil carrying), 10 sherds of samian 

and coarse wares. The ceramic building material also includes the range of fabrics 

typical for Wallsend fort with box tiles, roof tiles and floor tiles present. A voussoir box 

tile is of interest and adds to the small number of this type of tile recovered from 

Wallsend; so far the only other examples have been recovered from the area of the 

Branch Wall. The coin is a Domitian, AD 81, Denarius, mint of Rome.  

Phase 3: Post-medieval and undated 

6.1.11 Deposits interpreted as representing nineteenth-century consolidation and levelling 

were recorded overlaying Phase 2 Roman deposits and features in Trenches 1 and 2 

and Phase 1 natural sub-stratum in Trench 3. Such deposits were laid down prior to 

the construction of residential terraced housing that occupied the site by the late 

nineteenth century and comprised various compositions of clayey silt in Trenches 1 

and 2 and silty sand and sandy silt in Trench 3, and ranged in thickness form a 

maximum and minimum of 0.50m in Trench 2 to 0.70m in Trench 3.  

6.1.12 In Trenches 1, 2 and 3, elements brick structures were partially exposed comprising 

NE-SW and NW-SE aligned foundations. The structural remains recorded in all three 

trenches probably represent elements of residential terraced buildings that occupied 

the site by the late nineteenth century. Variously aligned linear features representing 

services and drainage features were recorded in Trenches 1 and 2. These were 

probably utilities associated with the nineteenth-century terraced housing. These 

features were overlain by modern levelling deposits. 

Phase 4: Modern 

6.1.13 Demolition and levelling deposits with a combined maximum thickness of 0.60cm. 

were recorded in Trench 2. Brick and concrete rubble in these deposits probably 

derived from the demolition of the nineteenth-century terraced buildings during the 

1970s. 

6.1.14 Trench 1 was sited partially within the area of the archaeological excavation that was 

undertaken in 1997 associated with the construction of the museum buildings. The 
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former excavation trench extended across the central portion of Trench 1 In this 

earlier trench part of the forts outer defensive ditch was partially exposed and 

excavated. The excavated portion of the ditch and the excavation area had been 

covered with a breathable membrane prior to its backfilling with sand and stone to 

protect the remaining in situ Roman archaeological remains. 

6.1.15 Various drainage and service features were recorded in Trench 1, including a 

construction cut for a brick manhole located immediately to the north-east of the 

trench that truncated the uppermost strata of Phase 3 levelling and consolidation 

deposits and modern services that were inserted into the upper strata of the 

archaeological trenches backfill. All of these were in use at the time of the evaluation. 

6.1.16 A buried asphalt surface and associated stone consolidation layer was recorded in 

Trench 3 directly overlaying Phase 3 levelling and consolidation deposit and is 

probably of late 20th century date. The present ground surface in Trenches 2 and 3 

comprised an asphalt surface and associated stone consolidation deposits that 

formed the museum car park and in Trench 1 by garden soil, concrete slab footpath 

and associated consolidation deposits that forming the pedestrian access to the 

museum. 

6.2 Recommendations 

6.2.1 In summary, Roman remains of second-century date potentially pre-dating the forts 

outer defensive ditches were recorded in Trenches 1 and 2. The full width of the third-

century outer defensive ditch was exposed in Trench 1 to the north of the road 

leading out of the gate and the western side of this ditch was exposed to the south of 

the road in Trench 2.  

6.2.2 Previous unpublished excavations within the fort and its outer defences have 

produced large artefactual assemblages and the evaluation trenches located east of 

the fort in the current archaeological work have demonstrated that archaeological 

deposits with significant artefactual assemblages do survive within this area. The 

results of the archaeological evaluation and previous archaeological excavation 

indicate that the proposed scheme of works had the potential to disturb Roman 

archaeological remains of local importance, specifically within the areas of Trenches 

1 and 2.  

6.2.3 The main broad aim of the evaluation was to inform the Local Planning Authority 

(LPA), as advised by the T&WSCT and the client regarding the extent, depth and 

nature of archaeological deposits within the location of the proposed sewerage works 

with the specific aim of minimising the disturbance of buried archaeological remains 

and to inform future decisions on the management of the archaeological remains 

outside of the scheduled area of the Roman fort. 
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6.2.4 The evaluation has established that although substantial horizontal truncation has 

occurred across the majority of the area outside of the scheduled area, 

archaeological remains of local significance associated with the forts outer defences 

and also Roman period features and deposits that pre-date the third-century 

defensive features are located to the east of the east gate. 

6.2.5 In Trench 1 preservation in situ of these remains could not be reasonably warranted. 

Where archaeological remains of significance were identified they were 

archaeologically excavated to allow for the proposed works to proceed, therefore no 

further archaeological fieldwork at this location is recommended. 

6.2.6 In Trench 2 the aim was to establish a safe zone to allow for the trenchless pipe 

laying. To this end the location and depth of Roman archaeological remains was 

established and partially excavated to allow for the reasonable clearance for the 

trenchless pipe laying, therefore no further archaeological fieldwork at this location 

was required. 

6.2.7 No archaeological remains were identified at Trench 3 due to the substantial ground 

levelling that was probably undertaken during the nineteenth century within this area. 

No further archaeological fieldwork at this location was required. 

6.2.8 Further analysis of some elements of the artefactual assemblage from the evaluation 

is recommended including specialist analysis of the animal bone and metal-working 

debris. The pottery assemblage requires a fully quantified ceramic archive catalogue 

which, although too small to be published, should be added to the existing database 

of Wallsend pottery. As with the pottery assemblage, the tile assemblage should be 

added to the existing database of the tile material from the Segedunum fort site. The 

coin requires publication. 

6.2.9 It is recommended that the results of this evaluation should be included in any future 

publication detailing the investigations undertaken ahead of the redevelopment of the 

Swan Hunter shipyard.  
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SMW 15:  CONTEXT INDEX

Context Trench Phase Type 1 Type 2 Interpretation

100 1 4 Deposit layer Topsoil
101 1 Number not used
102 1 4 Masonry Footpath Concrete kerb blocks
103 1 4 Masonry Footpath Concrete paving slabs
104 1 4 Deposit Layer Bedding for paving slabs [103]
105 1 4 Deposit Layer Levelling/consolidation
106 1 4 Deposit Fill Fill of services [107]
107 1 4 Cut Discrete Modern services filled by [106]
108 1 4 Deposit Fill Fill of 1997 excavation trench [117]
109 1 4 Deposit Fill Fill of 1997 excavation trench [117]
110 1 3 Deposit Layer Levelling/consolidation
111 1 2 Deposit Layer Levelling 
112 1 3 Deposit Layer Levelling/consolidation
113 1 2 Deposit Fill Fill of ditch [114]
114 1 2 Cut Linear Ditch filled by [113]
115 1 1 Deposit Layer Natural boulder clay
116 1 4 Deposit Layer Levelling/consolidation
117 1 4 Cut Linear 1997 excavation trench filled by [108], [109]
118 1 3 Deposit Layer Levelling/consolidation
119 1 2 Deposit Layer levelling
120 1 Number not used
121 1 3 Cut Linear Service trench filled by [125]
122 1 4 Cut Linear Modern service trench filled by [126]
123 1 3 Cut Linear Construction cut for wall [129]; backfilled by [130]
124 1 3 Cut Discrete Modern service filled by [127]
125 1 3 Deposit Fill Fill of service trench [121]
126 1 4 Deposit Fill Fill of modern service trench [122]
127 1 3 Deposit Fill Fill of modern service [124]
128 1 3 Deposit Layer Levelling/consolidation
129 1 3 Masonry Wall Brick wall in construction cut [123]
130 1 3 Deposit Fill Backfill of construction cut [123]
131 1 3 Deposit Structure Concrete slab
200 2 4 Deposit Structure Asphalt surface
201 2 3 Deposit Fill Fill of service trench [224]
202 2 4 Deposit Layer Levelling/consolidation for surface [200]
203 2 4 Deposit Layer Levelling/consolidation for surface [200]
204 2 4 Deposit Layer Levelling/consolidation
205 2 4 Deposit Layer Levelling/consolidation
206 2 4 Deposit Layer Levelling/consolidation
207 2 4 Deposit Layer Levelling/consolidation
208 2 3 Deposit Fill Fill of ditch [237]
209 2 3 Deposit Fill Fill of ditch [237]
210 2 2 Deposit Fill Fill of ditch re-cut [227]
211 2 2 Deposit Fill Fill of ditch [223]
212 2 2 Deposit Layer ?Earthwork bank deposit
213 2 4 Deposit Layer Demolition/levelling
214 2 3 Deposit Layer Levelling
215 2 2 Deposit Fill Fill of ditch [215]
216 2 2 Cut Linear Ditch filled by [215]
217 2 1 Deposit Layer Natural boulder clay
218 2 4 Deposit Layer Levelling
219 2 3 Deposit Fill Fill of construction cut [22]; wall [221]
220 2 3 Deposit Structure Concrete pad for wall [221]; construction cut [222]
221 2 3 Masonry Wall Brick wall in construction cut [222]
222 2 3 Cut Linear Construction cut for wall [221]; consolidation [219] and concrete 

pad [220]
223 2 2 Cut Linear Ditch filled by [221]
224 2 3 Cut Linear Service trench filled by [201]
225 2 4 Deposit Layer Demolition/levelling
226 2 3 Deposit Layer Levelling
227 2 2 Cut linear Ditch re-cut filled by [210]
228 2 2 Deposit Fill Fill of pit/posthole [229]



SMW 15:  CONTEXT INDEX

Context Trench Phase Type 1 Type 2 Interpretation

229 2 2 Cut Discrete Pit/posthole filled by [228]
230 2 2 Deposit Fill Fill of posthole [231]
231 2 2 Cut Discrete Posthole filled by [230]
232 2 2 Cut Discrete Posthole filled by [233]
233 2 2 Deposit Fill Fill of posthole [232]
234 2 2 Deposit Fill Fill of pit/posthole [236]
235 2 2 Deposit Fill Fill of pit/posthole [236]
236 2 2 Cut Discrete Pit/posthole filled by [234], [235]
237 2 3 Cut Linear Ditch filled by [208], [209]
300 3 4 Deposit Structure Asphalt surface
301 3 4 Deposit Layer Levelling/consolidation
302 3 4 Deposit Structure Asphalt surface
303 3 4 Deposit Layer Levelling/consolidation
304 3 4 Deposit Layer Levelling/consolidation
305 3 3 Deposit Layer Levelling/consolidation
306 3 1 Deposit Layer Natural boulder clay
307 3 4 Deposit Structure Concrete slab
308 3 3 Masonry Wall Brick wall in construction cut [309]
309 3 3 Cut Linear Construction cut for wall [308]
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ROMAN POTTERY, TILE AND SMALL FINDS ASSESSMENT 

By Alex Croom 

INTRODUCTION 

The assemblage consists of 44 sherds of pottery, 22 fragments of ceramic building material, four small finds, and 

some metalworking debris and animal bone from trenches in the area of the fort ditches.   

SUMMARY 

The majority of the Roman pottery dates after the late third century. There is some second-century samian and a 

first-century coin. 

POTTERY 

There is one sherd of Dressel 20 amphora (olive-oil carrying), 10 sherds of samian (generally small in size), and 

one sherd of burnt wallside mortarium. There are no fine wares, and 21 sherds of coarse wares 

The fabrics represented are typical of those found at Wallsend Roman Fort.  

Table 1: Pottery spot dating (only the latest dated pottery type is mentioned) 
 

CERAMIC BUILDING MATERIAL 

There are 21 pieces of Roman tile, one fragment of modern pantile and 23 scraps. 

  

Type No. 
Imbrex 4 
Tegula 12 
Box 3 
Bessalis 2 
Pantile 1 
Scraps 23 

 Table 2: Ceramic building material 

The assemblage includes the range of fabrics typical for Wallsend, including very pale orange and scraps over-

fired to red and grey. The tegulae fragments include a wide flange, a tall flange, and an incomplete cutaway 

flange (113, 230). The most unusual tile is very thick and has what appears to be an extremely tall flange, but it is 

unfortunately incomplete (119). There are three fragments of box tile, one of which is a voussoir tile, 110mm wide. 

This has rough finger-marking keying and the remains of a small circular vent (119). There is a single example of 

a tile with a dog paw-print impression (113). 

ANIMAL BONE 
There was no evidence of bone working in the assemblage. 

Context No. Pottery Date 
111 1 samian C2 
112 5  post-Roman 
113 13 calcite-gritted rounded everted rimmed cooking pot; Crambeck reduced 

ware flanged bowl 
270+ 

118 4 1 sh early post-medieval post-Roman 
209 1 Early post-medieval post-roman 
210 12 BB1 plain-rimmed dish, grey ware flat-rimmed bowl C2+ 
211 2 BB2 base late C2+ 
215 5 calcite-gritted ware large cooking pot/storage jar Prob. 270+ 
305 1 Samian post-Roman 



SMALL FINDS 
There were two finds of Roman date and one of post-medieval date. 

 
context object 
111 iron nail shank 
112 post-medieval bottle 
113 blue-green matt/glossy window glass 

 
COIN 
obv. IMP CAES DOMITIANVS AVG P[M] 
Laureate head, right. 
 
rev. TR P COS VII DES VIII PP 
Wreath on curule chair. 
 
Domitian, AD 81 
Denarius, mint of Rome, RIC 18 
 
METALWORKING DEBRIS 

There were three fragments of ferrous metalworking debris, including a piece of probable hearth bottom (306). 

DISCUSSION 

Most of the pottery comes from the third outer ditch and is late third century or later in date (113, 215). The pottery 

from other features is second or third century in date. All are typical for the site. The voussoir box tile is an 

interesting addition to the small number of this type of tile recovered from Wallsend; so far the only other 

examples have been recovered from the area of the Branch Wall.  

 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

ARCHIVE REPORT 

The pottery requires a fully quantified Ceramic Archive catalogue (as defined by the Study Group for Roman 

Pottery guidelines: Darling 1999). It could be incorporated into the existing database of Wallsend pottery, which 

includes identification by fabric and quantification by weight, sherd count and EVE (estimated vessel equivalents). 

Likewise the tile assemblage, which has some interesting elements to it, although small, should be added to the 

catalogue of tile from the site. 

PUBLICATION REPORT 

The assemblage is too small to be considered by itself, but information on the pottery and tile should be included 

in the existing reports of the finds from outside the fort. The coin requires full publication, but again should be 

included in the existing report. 

CONDITION AND CURATION 

The Roman pottery and two sherds of early post-medieval pottery should be retained; the rest can be discarded.  

TILE 

Most can be discarded; the tiles from 119, 230 and the tile with the paw-print from 113 should be retained. 

ANIMAL BONE 



The stratified material should be retained. 

The post-medieval glass and the iron nail can be discarded. 

BIBLIOGRAPHY 

Darling, M. (ed.), 1999, Guidelines for the Archiving of Roman Pottery,  
Study Group for Roman Pottery, Guidelines Advisory Document 1. 
 



 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX 4 
PLATES 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Plate 1. Trench 1, overview, showing ditch [114], the third outer defensive ditch of the fort, looking 
north-west (scale 1m)  

Plate 2. Trench 1, showing ditch [114], the third outer defensive ditch of the fort looking north-east 
(scale 1m)  



 

Plate 3. Trench 2, general, pre-excavation showing ditch [223], ditch re-cut [227] and ditch [216], 
the third outer defensive ditch of the fort in the background, looking north-east (scale 1m)  

Plate 4. Trench 2, ditch [216], the third outer defensive ditch of the fort, north-west section 
(oblique view) , looking east (scale 1m)  



 

Plate 5. Trench 2, ditch [223] and re-cut [227], NW facing section (scale 1m)  

Plate 6. Trench 2, ditch [223] and re-cut [227], SSE facing section (oblique),  looking north (scale 1m)  



 

Plate 7. Trench 3, overview,  looking east (scale 1m)  

Plate 8. Trench 3, north-east facing section (scale 1m)  



APPENDIX 5 
WRITTEN SCHEME OF INVESTIGATION 

































































PCA
PCA SOUTH

UNIT 54
BROCKLEY CROSS BUSINESS CENTRE

96 ENDWELL ROAD
BROCKLEY

LONDON SE4 2PD
TEL: 020 7732 3925 / 020 7639 9091

FAX: 020 7639 9588
EMAIL: info@pre -construct.com

PCA NORTH
UNIT 19A

TURSDALE BUSINESS PARK
DURHAM DH6 5PG
TEL: 0191 377 1111

FAX: 0191 377 0101
EMAIL: info.north@pre - construct.com

PCA CENTRAL
THE GRANARY, RECTORY FARM
BREWERY ROAD, PAMPISFORD

CAMBRIDGESHIRE CB22 3EN
TEL: 01223 845 522
FAX: 01223 845 522

EMAIL: info.central@pre - construct.com

PCA WEST
BLOCK 4

CHILCOMB HOUSE
CHILCOMB LANE

WINCHESTER
HAMPSHIRE SO23 8RB

TEL: 01962 849 549
EMAIL: info.west@pre - construct.com

PCA MIDLANDS
17-19 KETTERING RD

LITTLE BOWDEN
MARKET HARBOROUGH

LEICESTERSHIRE LE16 8AN
TEL: 01858 468 333

EMAIL: info.midlands@pre-construct.com




