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ABSTRACT (Figs. 1 & 2)

This document details the results and working methods of an archaeological excavation
conducted by Pre-Construct Archaeology at the former Shippam's Factory and
Shippam’s Social Club, Chichester between January and July 2008, with two additional
phases of excavation conducted during December 2006 and January 2007. The
archaeological excavation was funded by Kier Property Developments Ltd and advised
upon by Gifford Archaeology.

Pre-Construct Archaeology, under the management of Gifford Archaeology, had
conducted a number of archaeological evaluations and watching briefs during 2004 and
2005 (Taylor 2004; 2005a; 2005b). The initial phases of archaeological investigation had
demonstrated that archaeological deposits survived in situ on both the Social Club and
the Factory. As a consequence of the initial results, Gifford, on behaif of Kier Property
Developments, designed a mitigation strategy for the site and after the completion of a
Tender process the archaeological mitigation was undertaken and managed by Pre-
Construct Archaeology.

The majority of the archaeological investigations were funded by Kier Property
Developments Ltd, however, following the sale of the northern part of the site (Areas A
& C) the investigation of Areas C1 and C2 was funded by KingsOak Developments Ltd.
Andy Shelley and Phil Emery of Gifford were archaeological advisors to the clients.

The archaeological assessment of the Shippam’s sites assesses the results of the main
areas of excavation and does not, with the exception of the watching briefs conducted in
Area D, incorporate the majority of the evaluations and watching briefs conducted during
2004, 2005, 2006 and 2007. However, all site investigations will ultimately be integrated
into the publication of the site.

The archaeological excavations discussed in this assessment were conducted between
3" January and 18" July 2006 with secondary and tertiary phases conducted in
December 2006 and January 2007.

Summary of Archaeological Results

Phase 2: Prehistoric

In accordance with the general pattern seen in previous excavations within Chichester
minimal evidence existed for pre-Late lron Age occupation. However, it remains
possible that the construction of a large north-south orientated ditch, located beneath
the Chichester City wail, may date to the Late Iron Age period and form part of the
“Chichester Entrenchments”.

Phase 3:a/b/c: AD43-70

Plentiful evidence existed in Areas A to indicate the development of the site in the
decades post-dating the Roman Conquest. The well-preserved remains of an east-west
street lain out in the mid 1% century crossed the central area of the Factory and at least
three sub-phases of activity were evident.

Evidence of this phase of activity was largely lacking in Area B as a consequence of
later truncation.

A large north-south (?7) orientated ditch, possibly dating to the Late Iron Age period and
backfilled during the decades following the Roman Conquest, was present beneath the
existing city wall in Area E.

Phase 4: Late 1% century:

The latter half of the 1% century in Area A was typified by a general increase in activity to
the northwest and south of the “Shippam’s” street frontage and a southern street-side
ditch was established during this phase.

Once again evidence of this phase of activity was largely lacking in Area B as a
consequence of later truncation.
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Phase 4/5: Late 1%-2™ century

The outer of the two ditches encircling the civitas was investigated in Area D. No dating
evidence was found to confirm or disprove its date of construction, thought to be during
the 2™ century, although it was apparent that the ditch had been deliberately backfilled
prior to the construction of the civitas wall in the 3 century.

Phase 5: 2™ century

The 2™ century is considered a “boom” time on site with plentiful evidence for timber
structures, probably representative of street-side workshops, present in Areas A, B and
C. These structures were often associated with wells and dome ovens/furnaces
suggesting low-level industrial activity was being undertaken in this part of the northeast
quadrant.

Phase 6: 3" century

A general decline in activity is evident in Areas A, B and C during the 3" century,
although those areas to the northwest of the “Shippam’s” street and to the north of East
Street appear to have remained occupied. The deposition of a widespread gravel
surface to the northwest of the “Shippam’s” street in Area A may indicate that a change
in land use occurred at this time.

Two coin hoards were deposited during this phase, one in the southeast of the Factory
(Area B) and one to the central north of the “Shippam’s” street (Area B).

The remains of the 3" century civitas wall were recorded in cross section during the
removal of old service trenches passing through the current city wall (Area E).

Phase 7: Late 3"-4" century

No evidence exists to indicate that the northeast of Area A was occupied during the late
394" century whilst the land to the southeast and northwest of the “Shippam’s” street
was largely abandoned. However, to the south of the “Shippam’s” street a phase of
redevelopment appears to have been undertaken.

In Area B the frontage of East Street appears to have remained occupied into the 4™

century.

The robbed out remains of a 4" century bastion, constructed against the civitas wall,
were found on the southern boundary Area D. Excavation through a dl'[Ch believed to be
contemporary found that it contained no fills securely dated to the 4™ century, however,
its establishment is nonetheless believed to be contemporary with the construction of
the bastions, whilst its gradual infilling dates to later phases.

Phase 8: 5"-7" century

A solitary pit in Area A comprised the only feature assigned to Phase 8 on both the
Factory and Somal Club parts of the site. The pit may represent opportunistic activity
beyond the 4™ century.

Phase 9: 8™-10" century

Contexts dating to the Middle Saxon/Late Saxon period were found throughout Areas A,
B and C and pottery retrieved from the Phase 9 contextis indicates that the site was
reoccupied between ¢ AD700-850. The majority of features were found in the north of
the Factory, which may indicate a focus of setliement, existed in the vicinity at this time.

Phase 10: 10"-12" century

The presence of numerous pits dating to the 10™-12" centuries attests to the general
reoccupation of Areas A, B and C during the Late Saxon/Norman period. The pits were
clustered along two different alignments suggestive of two sub-phases of activity.

A number of fills dating to the 10"-12" century represent the earliest fills within the 4"
century (?) ditch in Area D, whilst demolition material from around the bastion also dates
to this phase.

Phase 11: 13"-14" century
Occupation of the Factory site as a whole, with the exception of the northernmost parts
of Area A and most of Area C which appear to have been abandoned, continued

e
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s
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1.6.14

1.6.15

throughout the 13™-15" centuries. Of particular note was the presence of a 13" century
(?) bread oven (?) adjacent to East Street site in Area B suggestive of a bakery on site.

Phase 11/12: 13"-17" century

One pit and a dump layer represent Phase 11/12 activity in Area D suggesting the area
was little utilised between the 13" and 17" centuries despite the suggestion that a civil
war earthwork may have been located within its boundary.

Phase 12: 15"-17" century

During the 16M.17" centuries the north, northwest and central west of Area A appear to
have been largely abandoned and it is probable that these areas were in use as
gardens. Constructed adjacent to East Walls were the flint foundatlons of a previously
undocumented building and associated cellar backfilled in the late 17" century.

A number of cellars dating to this phase were also found adjacent to the East Street
frontage in Area B. The pottery collected from the Phase 12 contexts indicates the
growth of trading contacts at this time with a notable increase in imports compared to
previous phases.

Phase 13: 18™-19" century

in Area A no structural remains of East Walls Brewhouse were found aithough the
animal bone assemblage obtained from the area to the north of where the brewhouse is
thought to have been may indicate the presence of a contemporary Tawyer. The north,
northwest and central west of Area A remained in use as gardens.

During the 181" century the frontage of East Street in Area B was heavily developed
as evidenced by the numerous wells and soak-aways present.

Abundant evidence was found for the reuse of Area D during the 18"-19" centuries.
Dump deposits, masonry foundations, horticultural deposits etc support the premise that
the area was in use as an orchard. Contemporary with the use of this extramural area
for horticultural use was a phase of reconstruction of the city wall (Area E).

Phase 14: 19"-20" century

Masonry remains, soak-aways and a cache of early 20" century porcelain Shippam’s
paste pots represent the latest phase of activity on the Factory site (Areas A and B).

A number of Eostholes and dump layers represent the latest phase of activity in Area D
during the 19M-20" century.
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INTRODUCTION (Figs. 1 & 2)

This assessment details the results of archaeological excavations, conducted and
managed by Pre-Construct Archaeology Ltd (PCA), at the former Shippam’s Factory
and Shippam’s Social Club, East Walls, Chichester. The archaeological assessment of
the Shippam’s sites assesses the results of the main areas of excavation and does not
incorporate the majority of the evaluations and watching briefs conducted during 2004,
2005, 2006 and 2007. Some of the phases of investigation have previously been
documented (see Taylor 2004; 2005a; 2005b; 2005¢) and all site investigations will
ultimately be integrated into the publication of the site.

The majority of the archaeological investigations were funded by Kier Property
Developments Ltd, however, following the sale of the northern part of the site (Areas A
& C) the investigation of Areas C1 and C2 was funded by KingsOak Developments Ltd.
Andy Shelley and Phil Emery of Gifford were archaeological advisors to the clients.

The Site is located in the northeast of Chichester and consists of the former Shippam’s
Factory and Shippam’s Social Ciub (hereafter “the site”). These two distinct areas are
physically separated by the city wall and connected by a tunnel that passes through it.
The National Grid Reference for the centre of the site is SU 864 048,

The former Shippam’s Factory (Site Code WSHF04; Areas A, B & C) is located within
the city walls in the northeast quadrant of Chichester. Until recently it had been occupied
by disused Factory processing halls, ofﬂce and workshop areas, open yards and
basements constructed during the 20" century, which together comprised Shippam’s
Factory. The Factory part of the site is bound to the south by East Street, to the east by
East Walls, to the north by East Row and to the west by the rear of properties fronting
Little London.

The former Shippam’s Social Club (Site Code: WSSCO05; Areas D & E) is located
outside of the city walls to the northeast of the former Shippam’s Factory. The former
Social Club is bound by an area of undergrowth and trees to the north, a community
centre to the east, a car park to the south and the city wall to the west. Adjoining the
southwest corner, and providing access to the former Social Club is a tunnel cut through
the city walls.

Both the former Shippam's Factory and the Shippam’s Social Club are located within
Archaeological Priority Zones as defined by Chichester City Councils Unitary
Development Plan. In addition Chichester City Wall is defined as Scheduled Ancient
Monument (SAM 101) and both the tunnel and a 10m zone on the external face of the
wall were interpreted by English Heritage as constituting part of the scheduled area.

Prior to the main phase of excavation the following phases of archaeological
investigation and research were undertaken:

2004 Geo-technical window samples WSSCO05 (Beasley 2004).

2004 Geo-technical test pits WSHF04 (Taylor 2004).

2005 Evaluation WSSCO5 (Taylor 2005a).

2005 Evaluation Area A WSHF04 (Taylor 2005b).

2005 Watching Brief Areas A/B (Area B) (Taylor 2005¢)

2005 Research Design (Taylor 2005d)

2005 Written Scheme of Investigation (Taylor 2005e)

2005-2006 Demolition watching brief (This phase of work will be detailed as part of the
publication of the site)

Due to the nature of the project it was necessary to divide the site into a number of
areas and sub-areas. These areas and sub areas are shown in figure 2 and referred to
throughout the text.
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Excavation of the Shippam’s sites demonstrated that a complex, multi-phased sequence
of intra-mural and extra-mural activity was present. The periods represented on site are
listed below:

Phase 1: Natural

Phase 2: pre-Roman
Phase 3 (a/b/c): AD43-70

Phase 4: late 1% century
Phase 5: 2™ century
Phase 6: 3" century
Phase 7: late 3°-4" century
Phase 8: 5" century
Phase 9: 8"-10" century
Phase 10: 10"-12" century
Phase 11: 13"-14" century
Phase 12: 15"17" century
Phase 13: 18"-19" century
Phase 14: 19"™-20" century

10

486500

107500

103000

© Crown copyright 1997. All rights reserved. License number 36110309

© Pre-Construct Archaeology Ltd 2008

Figure 1
Site Location
1:25,000 at A4
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PLANNING BACKGROUND

Archaeology is, as a result of the publication of Planning Policy Guidance 16
(Department of Environment 1990) a material consideration in the granting of planning
consent. Planning Policy Guidance 16 (PPG 16) provides planning authorities with a
staged approach to the consideration of archaeological remains that may survive on a
proposed development site and states that where there are nationally important
archaeological remains ... that are affected by a proposed development there should be
a presumption in favour of their physical preservation (Dok 1990, A8).

PPG16 also states that,

“There will no doubt be occasions, particularly where remains of lesser importance are
involved, when planning authorities may decide that the significance of the
archaeological remains is not sufficient when weighed against all other material
considerations, including the need for development, to justify their physical preservation
in situ, and that the proposed development should proceed. ... Planning authorities will,
in such cases, need to satisfy themselves that the developer has made appropriate and
satisFactory arrangements for the excavation and recording of the archaeological
remains and the publication of the results. If this has not already been secured through
some form of voluntary agreement, planning authorities can consider granting planning
permission subject to conditions which provide for the excavation and recording of the
remains before development takes place. Local planning authorities may, as a matter of
last resort, need to consider refusing planning permission where developers do not seek
to accommodate important remains (DoE 1990, B28).

The Environment Policy of the Chichester District Council Local Plan (1999, Section 62)
states that:

“Where development is proposed that is likely to affect a known or suspected site of
archaeological interest developers will be expected fo comply with a number of
requirements set out in Policy BE3 [of the Local Plan]. These include submitting an
archaeological assessment and field evaluation with planning applications”.

Section BE3 (i) of the Local Plan states that:

“Applicants will be required to include, as part of their research into the development
potential of a site a desk-based archaeological assessment and where appropriate a
field evaluation of the archaeological remains”.

As part of the Client's planning application, an Archaeological Desk-Based Assessment
(DBA) was commissioned for the site to provide supporting information on the potential
for archaeological remains to be encountered during development of the site (Evans
2004). Since the completion of the original DBA a Research Design has been compiled
for the Shippam’s sites detailing the archaeological periods and remains that are
anticipated to exist on site (Taylor 2005d). Both reports have demonstrated that pre-
Roman, Roman, Saxon, medieval and post-medieval deposits should be anticipated on
site.

Prior to the mitigation of the site archaeological investigations within the confines of the
Shippam’s Factory and Shippam’s Social Club have been limited to archaeological
watching briefs and archaeological evaluations (Beasley 2004; Taylor 2004; 2005a;
2005b; 2005¢). The watching briefs and evaluations found that significant quantities of
Roman, medieval and post-medieval archaeology exist in situ, archaeological deposnts
that will inevitably be impacted on during the redevelopment of the site.

The western boundary of Shippam’s Social Club was comprised of Chichester City Wall,

Scheduled Ancient Monument 101. It was considered, as a consequence, that any
development on site may affect the surroundings of the Scheduled Ancient Monument

13




and Scheduled Ancient Monument consent was obtained for all phases of work located
within the 10m vicinity of the city wall.

14

4

4.2

4.3

GEOLOGY AND TOPOGRAPHY

The British Geological Survey indicates that the natural deposits on site are Quarternary
Valley Gravels overlying Tertiary Reading Beds that in turn overlie Cretaceous Upper
Chalk (British Geological Survey, One Inch Series, Sheet 317, Chichester). Previous
excavations on and in the vicinity of the site indicate that Valley Gravels are to be found
at heights between 12.65m OD to 12.50m OD. .

A naturally deposited “brickearth” horizon post-dating the upper Pleistocene valley
gravel horizon is to be found on site at heights between 13.10m OD and 12.95m OD.
The natural brickearth, a brown, silty clay, is found deposited on coastal plains as a
result of erosion of the solid geclogy. The location of Chichester on the coastal plain has
ensured that the city has been at risk from flooding throughout its history.

The ground surface at the time of excavation was generally flat and ranged between
13.5m OD and 14.5m OD. 20th century buildings, surfaces and basements associated
with the sites former use as Shippam’s Factory and Shippam’s Social Club, had
occupied the site prior to the commencement of demolition.

15
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

Introduction

The archaeological background of the site has been comprehensively detailed by the
author in “Former Shippam’s Factory and Shippam’s Social Club: Research Design for
Archaeological Investigations”. Gifford: Unpublished Report (Taylor 2005d). The
following “Archaeological and Historical Background” summarizes this document report.

Pre-Late lron Age

The potential for recovering archaeological deposits pre-dating the Late Iron Age was
considered to be generally low as very few finds have been made in the immediate
vicinity of the site or within the wider Chichester area. However, the presence of a
limited number of artefacts nonetheless suggested the possibility that hitherto
unforeseen archaeological deposits dating to the pre-Late Iron Age period might be
present.

L.ate lron Age

The potential for recovering archaeological deposits dating to the Late Iron Age period
was considered to be moderately high for, whilst evidence of the pre and early Iron Age
periods is limited, the hundred years prior to the Roman Conquest are relatively well
represented in the vicinity of the site. The important Roman palace at Fishbourne is
located a short distance to the southwest of Chichester and there is evidence to suggest
that the palace site and Roman Chichester were the successors to a Late Iron Age
settlement and trading centre at the heart of an enclave defined by the Chichester
Entrenchments, a series of extensive ditched and banked earthworks (Down 1989; J.
Kenny, pers. comim.).

Roman
The potential for recovering archaeological deposits dating to the Roman period was
considered to be very high. Abundant evidence for the Roman period is known for the
vicinity of the site and archaeological work on the Shippam’s sites prior to mitigation
demonstrated that deposits of this date remained in situ (Taylor 2004; 2005a; 2005b;
2005¢).

Evidence has been found within Chichester to suggest that there was a military
presence from the Roman Invasion in AD43 onwards. Excavations in the northwest
quadrant found 1% century legionary equipment and evidence for timber structures
dating to soon after AD43, possibly representative of military barracks (Down 1978a).
Elsewhere military equipment, including a sword and bronze fittings, were excavated
between County Hall and the Cattle Market (Down 1988) and ditches and military
equipment were found in excavations at St Martins Lane/Little London (Samuels 2002).
Excavations in the northwest quadrant found evidence for industrial activity, including
pottery kilns producing imitation Gallo-Belgic wares, which were possibly associated with
providing for the military (Down 1978a).

The location of the Roman fort and its vicus has not been securely established and
there is speculation that it may have originally been aligned to Stane Street and that it
may potentially be located in the vicinity of the Shippam’s sites (J. Kenny pers. comm.).
This theory is based on the suggestion that Stane Street preceded the foundation of
Roman Chichester, being of military origin, and was established to connect docks in
Chichester Harbour with the River Arun, near Pulborough. The relatively unfavourable
location of Roman Chichester on the flood plain of the River Lavant may have been
determined by the former existence of a fort sitting astride Stane Street at a suitable
distance from the port and respecting the nearby (7) centre of the client kingdom (J.
Kenny pers. comm.).

Excavations in the northwest quadrant found evidence to suggest that the street plan of
Chichester was laid out, and public buildings begun, at the end of 1% century and were
not completed until the end of the 2" century (Down 1978a). The new civitas was known
as Noviomagus Reginorum a name that translates as the ‘new market of the Regini’ (the

17
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:

latter a tribal name meaning ‘proud ones’ or ‘stiff ones’) (Magilton & Rudkin 1999). The
basic planned grid of the civitas, which is still recognisable today, was laid out in c.
AD70-85. This consisted of four main streets (North, South, East and West Streets)
which crossed to form a central area where the Roman forum was consequently
constructed. The awkwardness of the street plan to the alignment of Stane Street
suggests that a shift in the orientation of the settlement occurred in the latter half of the
1% century (J. Kenny, pers. comm.).

Excavations along the line of East Street have found plentiful evidence of masonry
structures and associated mosaics and tessellated pavements. These include:

= Excavations to the west of Shippam’s Factory at the Church of St. Andrew in the
Oxmarket found a post 2™ century tessellated pavement bounded by a wall to
which painted plaster was still attached (Down 1981).

e Excavations at 30 East Street found a masonry building complete with mosaic
and tessellated floors (Magilton 1987).

» Excavations at Adcock’s site to the south of East Street encountered the edge
of Roman East Street possibly suggesting that East Street was originally wider
or has shifted to the north of its original position. Roman masonry and an
occupation layer containing early 2" century samian was encountered which
was sealed by a clay deposit associated with the bank of the civitas wall (Down
1978b).

» Excavations in the Central Car Park (David Greig Site) found multiple phases
and sub phases of occupation on site dating to the Roman period (Down 1974).

Watching briefs and evaluations conducted on the Factory in 2004 and 2005
demonstrated that deposits and features dating to the Roman period remained in situ
(Taylor 2004, 2005a; 2005b; 2005¢).

It is commonly considered that the civitas was surrounded by two ditches during the 2™
century which were replaced by a stone wall in the late 3™ century (Down & Rule 1971;
Down & Magilton 1993). Part of the more eastern of the two ditches and the remains of
the Roman wall foundations were exposed during the evaluation of Shippam’s Social
Club and indicated that the Victorian rebuild of the wall has shifted some two metres to
the west of its original position (Taylor 2005a). Additional archaeological work has been
conducted immediately to the south of Shippam’s Social Club at East Walls Car park
whereby both of the earlier defence ditches were encountered during the course of the
work (Taylor 2005f).

Excavations to the east of the standing city walls in the 1950’s found evidence to
suggest a third ditch was constructed in the medieval period. However, reappraisal of
the data suggests that the ditch dates to the 4" century and is contemporary with the
construction of bastions on the outer face of the civitas wall (Magilton 2003). Whilst a
large ditch conforming to the 1950’s description was encountered during archaeological
evaluations at Shippam’s Social Club and East Walls Car park it was only possible to
establish that the ditch was backfilled in the early medieval period and its precise date of
construction remains unknown. Despite this, the working hypothesis remains that the
ditch dates to the 4" century and remained visible throughout the post-Roman periods
(Taylor 2005a; 2005f).

In 1972 a 4" century bastion was excavated to the south of the Shippam’s Social Club
(Down 1971) and whilst archaeological investigations prior to mitigation found no
evidence for a bastion on the site it was anticipated that a bastion may exist.

Roman settlement may have existed outside of the city walls prior to and following the
formal demarcation of the town and it was considered possible that occupation deposits
dating to the Roman period may be encountered during future intrusive work. There was
also the possibility that Roman burials may have been present on the site for burials had
been excavated in the St Pancras area and these may have continued north-westwards
towards the site (Down 1971).
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Early/Middle Saxon

The potential for recovering archaeological deposits dating to the Early/Middie Saxon
periods was considered to be low. There is limited evidence of an Early/Middle Saxon
presence within Chichester and it would seem that there was a hiatus of activity within
the walled settlement after the collapse of Roman occupation.

Middle/Late Saxon

The potential for recovering archaeological deposits dating to the Middle/Late Saxon
periods was considered to be high for there is growing evidence to suggest a
Middle/Late Saxon presence within Chichester both in the form of occupation deposits
and cemetery sites.

Occupation within Chichester seems to have been limited until the very end of the
Saxon period when during the late 9"early 10™ century it was refortified to fend off the
Danish Invasions. The first reference to Cisseceaster (Chichester) appears in AD895
when it is said to be named after Cissa, son of Aelle, the founder of the south Saxon
kingdom and again in the Domesday Book of 1086 whereby it is referred to as Cicestre
(Mawer & Stenton 19886).

It is recorded that land was granted to Brihthelm, Bishop of Chichester and his brethren
by King Eadwig in AD956 (Sawyer 1968) and this bequest of land has been interpreted
by some to be an indication that a pre-Norman conquest Minster may have existed in
Chichester (Samuels 2002).

The city layout in the 10" century retained the basic elements of the Roman civitas, with
North, South, East and West Street existing on the same line as the Roman
predecessors although slightly shifted in position (Morgan 1992). It is considered that
when the Normans invaded in 1066, established land divisions already existed within the
city walls (Down & Rule 1971). During excavations in the northwest Quadrant during the
1960/70’s evidence of Late Saxon occupation was found in the form of features
containing 9" and 10" century coins and pottery, suggesting a reoccupation of the
walled settiement at this time (Down 1978a).

To the southwest of Shippam’s Factory, at 69-70 East Street, six skeletons were found
which yielded radiocarbon dates suggesting a Middle/Late Saxon date, although it
should be noted that an Early/Middle Saxon date could not be discounted (Magilton
forthcoming). In addition a former employee of Shippam’s Factory reported that during
building work on the Factory in the 1970's three skeletons of varying alignments were
discovered (Kenny 2005). Whilst it was unknown if the bones were human it was
speculated that they may have represented possible burials dating to the Middle/Late
Saxon period.

The watching briefs and evaluation conducted at Shippam’s Factory prior to mitigation
found significant quantities of Saxo-Norman pottery (Taylor 2004; 2005b; 2005¢). Whilst
it was not possible to state if the pottery was deposited in the Late Saxon or Early
Norman period it appeared that there was an increase in activity on site during this
transitional period.

Archaeological evaluations at Shippam’s Social Club and East Walls Car Park also
demonstrated that significant quantities of Saxo-Norman pottery were present, again
demonstrating that there was an increase in activity during this transitional period
(Taylor 2005a; Taylor 2005f).

Medieval

The potential for recovering archaeological deposits dating to the medieval period was
considered to be high for there is abundant evidence to suggest major reoccupation and
development within the walled settiement throughout the medieval period.

After the Norman Conquest, a castle was constructed in the northeast corner of the

walled settlement and its erection is usually ascribed to Roger de Montgomery. The
castle was of a Motte and Bailey type and made use of the pre-existing defences of the
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Roman settlement (Magilton 1995). A watching brief conducted at Shippam'’s Factory
found Saxo-Norman pottery and cut features in the north of the site and it is plausible
that these may form spatial boundaries present during this period.

After the conquest, Chichester developed as a prosperous market town based on its
proximity to the ports and agricultural land located nearby. When Chichester became a
borough it was permitted to hold regular markets where cattle, wool and grain were
regularly traded. Merchants formed influential guilds and a Guildhall had been
constructed in South Street by the 12" century. Chichester developed as an established
and important port and by 1353 it controlled the wool trade. In the 14" and 15" centuries
pilgrimages to the shrine of St Richard de Wych, Bishop of Chichester, further increased
trade within the city (Evans 2004).

Excavations close to the 13" century church of St Andrew in the Oxmarket, to the west
of the Shippam'’s sites, found the remains of timber structures dating from the 11"
century onwards flanking East Street (Down 1974).

Archaeological investigations at East Walls Car park found evidence for two north-south
aligned ditch “type” features which may represent medieval defence/boundary ditches
external to the urban settlement (Taylor 2005f). The most western of the ditches, close
to the existing city wall, may have been encountered during investigations at Shippam’s
Social Club site whilst the more eastern ditch appears to have been unrecognised
probably as a consequence of the alignment of the feature which is such that it would
have converged on site with the ‘4th century” ditch (Taylor 2005f).

Post-medieval

The potential for recovering archaeological deposits dating to the post-medieval period
was considered to be high for there is abundant evidence to suggest major development
within the walled settlement throughout this time.

The commercial expansion of Chichester witnessed in the medieval period continued
into the post-medieval period with the settiement being a leading manufacturer of
woollen cloth and a major port. During this period some of Chichester’s major industries’
clothing, malting, tanning, metal working, blacksmithing and bell founding, were located
close to the East Gate and Eastern city walls (Evans 2004).

Despite the profitable trade industries within Chichester it would seem that by the late
17" century much of the city was in a state of deterioration. Documentary evidence
describes that many of the houses were built of timber with jettied upper stories, the
streets were unpaved and the city walls were crumbling (Evans 2004). Recently
discovered photographs from the 1950's, documenting the construction of the northern
basement on the Factory site, clearly show the presence of a timber framed building on
site at this time and it was considered possible that archaeological evidence of this
building, and others, may survive below the current land surface.

Excavations at the Central Car Park (David Greig site) to the east of the Shippam’s
Factory found numerous small post-medieval buildings not shown on old maps of the
city. The excavators concluded that "..it is evident that none of the maps before
Gardner (1769) are of any real value in trying to locate minor buildings...” (Down 1974).
Thus it was anticipated that considerably greater occupation may have been made of
the site than is suggested by the early maps.

William Stukeley's map of 1723 indicates that a Civil War defensive earthwork may have
crossed the Shippam’s Social Club site. Archaeological evaluation of the site found no

evidence and it was considered that the earthwork was probably levelled after the .

Parliamentarian victory and evidence for its presence was probably no longer present
(Evans 2004; Taylor 2005a).

In the 18" century occupation appears to have been confined to the frontage of East
Street with open land and occasional trees to the north. From 1723 onwards the
occupation along East Street appears to have intensified and spread along East Walls
and East Row with the land behind the buildings remaining as garden plots. During the
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19" century more buildings were built on the Shippam’s Factory site with the
construction of East Walls Brewery and Mait House and a Methodist Chapel (Evans
2004).

Archaeological watching briefs and evaluation conducted at Shippam’s Factory prior to
mitigation found that evidence for post-medieval activity on site was largely lacking and
with the exception of a sherd of 18" century pottery no finds dating to the post-medieval
period were retrieved (Taylor 2004; 2005b; 2005c). Photographs documenting the
construction of the northern basement on the Factory in the 1950’s suggest that the site
suffered from wide spread horizontal truncation at this time.
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL METHODOLOGY (Fig. 2)

General Methodology

The removal of ground level surfaces, and subsequent mechanical excavation were
undertaken using a 360° mechanical excavator fitted with a flat bladed ditching bucket.
All mechanical excavation was conducted under archaeological supervision.

Mechanical excavation continued through undifferentiated deposits in spits of no greater
than 200mm until either significant archaeological, or natural, deposits were
encountered.

Following fill clearance, all faces of the excavation areas requiring examination were
cleaned using appropriate hand tools. Investigation of archaeological deposits was by
hand, with cleaning, examination and recording both in plan and section.

Recording was undertaken using the single context recording system as specified in the
Museum of London Site Manual. Plans were drawn at a scale of 1:20, and full or
representative sections at a scale of 1:10. Contexts were numbered sequentially and
recorded on pro-forma context sheets.

Temporary benchmarks were transferred to the site from the Ordnance Survey
benchmark located on the northern side of East Row at the junction with East Walls.
The benchmark had a value of 14.72m OD.

A controlled metal detecting strategy was conducted throughout the mitigation phase of
works. This consisted, when space allowed, of establishing staging areas adjacent to
areas of excavation whereby archaeological spoil was stored in a context specific area
and scanned by a member of a local metal detecting society (Areas A: Access Road:;
Ad; A5, AG, A7, A8, A9; A10; B1; B3). In those areas where space was limited metal
detection of in situ deposits and archaeological spoil heaps was undertaken (Areas A1;
AZ; A3, A11; A12; B4, B5/6; B11; B12; B13; D). No metal detection was undertaken in
Areas C1, C2 and E.

As part of the mitigation of the site a full photographic record was maintained. This
comprised both colour, black and white and digital formats. In addition publication
photography was undertaken by the PCA photographer (Cheryl Blundy).

In Areas A and C, unless stated, excavation of cut features did not exceed a depth of
1.20m below the excavation horizon. When fills remained /n situ at this depth, i.e. wells
and deeply cut cesspits, they were investigated using a mechanical excavator, under
archaeological supervision, on the last day of excavation within an area. Deeply cut
features and wells were barriered off throughout the excavation and boards were
provided to allow safe access. In Areas B, D and E a policy of preservation in situ was
adopted with all archaeological deposits being preserved below construction levels.

Site Codes & Areas of Investigation

The site was assigned two site codes WSHF04 (Shippam’s Factory) and WSSCO05
(Shippam’s Social Club). As a consequence of the developer's programme of works
these two parts of the site were further divided into a number of areas and sub-areas
detailed below.

WSHF04 Area A

Area A comprised the northern two thirds of the Factory site. As part of the development
of the site an underground car park was to be created and as a consequence full
excavation of the archaeological deposits present within Area A was required. Due to
the size of the Area and the requirements of the developers programme the area was
divided into 13 sub areas, detailed below.

WSHF04 Area A Access Road
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Area A Access Road was located on the eastern side of the Factory site adjacent to oo
East Walls. The area was physically divided in two by a 20" century foundation with the e
southern part bound to the east by the retained Shippam’s Factory fagade, to the south

by basements associated with the Factory and to the west by Area A2. The northern -
part was bound to the east by East Walls, to the north by Area A1 and to the west by P
Area A12.

A 5m grid was established from which archaeological contexts were located. i ;
WSHFO04 Area A1 N
Area A1 was located on the eastern boundary of the site adjacent to East Walls. The i
area was bound by Area A11 to the north, a basement associated with the Factory to -
the west and by Area A Access Road and Area A12 to the south. )
A 5m grid was established from which archaeological contexts were located. h
WSHF04 Area A2 ;
Area A2 was located centrally to the site, immediately to the west of Area A Access

Road. The area was bound to the north by Area A12, to the west by A5 and to the south

by a basement associated with Shippam’s Factory.

A baseline was established from which archaeological contexts were located.

. g R

WSHFO04 Area A3

Area A3 was located in the northwest of the site and was bound to the north by Area C1,
to the west by Little London and to the south by Area A4. Area C1 and a basement
associated with the Factory bound the area to the east.

A 5m grid was established from which archaeological contexts were located.

WSHFO04 Area A4
Area A4 was located alongside the western boundary of the site and comprised the
single largest area undertaken during the excavation. The area was bound to the north
by Area A3 and a basement associated with the Factory, to the west by Little London
and Sadlers Walk, to the south by basements associated with the Factory and to the
east by areas A5-A10,

A 5m grid was established from which archaeological contexts were located.

WSHF04 Area A5, A6, A7, A8, A9 and A10

Located immediately to the east of Area A4 were a series of small sub-areas physically
created by the presence of a number of structural foundations of the former Shippam’s
Factory. The sub-areas were entitied A5, A6, A7, A8, A9 and A10 and were excavated
in conjunction with each other. The sub-areas collectively were bound to the west and
north by Area A4, to the south by a basement associated with the former Factory and to
the east by Area A2 and Area A12.

Baselines were established from which archaeological contexts were located.

5115 LR LR LR LR OO OO O
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WSHF04 Area A11 >
Area A11 was located in the northeast of the site and was bound to the north by East
Row, to the east by East Walls, to the south by Area A1 and to the east by Area C2 and v
a basement associated with the former Factory. V
A grid was established from which archaeological contexts were located. B

WSHFO04 Area A12 .
Area A12 was located immediately to the west of Area A Access Road and Area A1 and
was bound to the north by a basement associated with the former Factory, to the west
by areas A5-A10 and to the south by Area A2.
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Two baselines were established from which archaeological contexts were located.

WSHF04 Area B

Area B comprised the southern third of the Factory site. The area was excavated to a
pre-determined project leve!l with areas of deeper excavation in areas of pile locations
and service ftrenches. Archaeological deposits below the project level have been
preserved in situ below the newly constructed buildings.

The southern part of the Factory had suffered heavily during the construction of
Shippam's Factory resulting in a highly fragmented archaeological horizon. As a
consequence of the heavy truncation of the area generally, Area B was divided into a
number of sub-areas that are detailed below.

The original former Shippam’s Factory facade, adjacent to East Walls, was retained as
part of the redevelopment of the site. As a consequence of health and safety
considerations the immediate area adjacent to the fagade was recorded under watching
brief conditions and as such is not discussed as part of the assessment but will be
incorporated in future publication of the site.

WSHFO04 Area B1

Area B1 was located in the southeast of the site and was bound to the east by East
Walls and to the south, west and north by basements associated with the former
Factory.

As a requirement of the developer's programme, in agreement with James Kenny
(Chichester District Council), the area was split into a number of priority sections. This
required that the northern, western and eastern parts of Area B1 be excavated to project
level in advance of the excavation of the central and southern parts. Initially, these
priority sections were assigned separate sub-area titles e.g. Area B1, B2, B7, B8, B9
and B10, however, following the completion of the area the sub-areas were
amalgamated under the title “Area B1”.

Archaeological material existing below the project level was preserved in situ as a
requirement of the planning application for the site.

A 5m grid was established from which archaeological contexts were located.
WSHF04 Area B3

Area B3 was located to the north of Area B1 and comprised a small area of excavation
separated by foundations associated with the former Factory. The area was bound to

the north and west by Area B1, to the south by an electricity sub station and to the east

by East Walls.
A baseline was established from which archaeological contexts were located.

WSHF04 Area B4
Area B4 was located to the northwest of Area B1 and was bound to the east, south and
west by basements associated with the former Factory and to the north by Area B5/B6.

A baseline was established from which archaeological contexts were located.

WSHF04 Area B5/B6

It had been previously considered that the Area B5/B6 had been fully truncated by
Shippam’s Factory basements, however during groundworks on site it was found that
archaeological deposits remained in situ and the area was excavated accordingly.

Area B5/B6 was bound to the south by Area B4 and to the north, east and west by

basements associated with the former Factory. Area B5/B6 and Area B4 formed an
island of untruncated archaeology within the central south part of the site. '
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Baselines were established from which archaeological contexts were located.

WSHF04 Areas B11, B12 and B13

The differential depths of the basements in the southern part of the Factory ensured that
a number of archaeological cut features remained in situ. This area was excavated in
sections, which are defined as Areas B11, B12 and B13.

Area B11, B12 and B13 were located in the southeast of the site and was bound to the
south by East Street, to the east by East Row, to the north by Area B1 and to the east by
the continuation of basements associated with the former Factory.

Baselines were established from which archaeological contexts were located.

WSHFO04 Area C

Area C was defined as the remaining parts of the Factory site not located within the
footprint of the development and not anticipated to be significantly at risk. For the most
part, Area C was investigated under watching brief conditions, however, following an
alteration to the development design, a sizable area was excavated at the north of the
site following the completion of the main phase of excavation.

WSHF04 Area C1

Area C1 was located in the northwest corner of the site and was bound to the north by
East Row, to the west by Little London, to the south by Area A3 and a basement
associated with the former Factory and to the east by Area C2.

A baseline was established from which archaeological contexts were located.

WSHF04 Area C2

Area C2 was located in the central north of the site and was bound to the north by East
Row, to the west by Area C1, to the south by a basement associated with the former
Factory and to the east by an unexcavated part of Area C.

A baseline was established from which archaeological contexts were located.

WSSCO05 Area D

Area D was located to the east of Chichester city walls and encompassed the area of
site formerly occupied by Shippam’s Social Club. The area was bound to the west by
Chichester City Wall, to the south by East Walls car park, to the west by a community
centre and to the north by open ground.

An area extending 10m from Chichester City Wall comprised part of Scheduled Ancient
Monument 101: Chichester City Wall. Scheduled Ancient Monument consent was
obtained prior to all below groundwork conducted in this area.

As a consequence of the partial scheduling of Area D intrusive groundworks in this area
were limited to pile locations, foundation locations and service trenching. When

necessitated, isolated areas of excavation were conducted which are detailed below. In

addition a comprehensive watching brief was conducted, which is discussed below.

WSSCO05 Trench JK

Trench JK formed the continuation of evaluation Trench 2 (Taylor 2005a) and was
excavated to obtain a cross section through a Roman ditch encountered during the
earlier evaluation.

The trench was located in the central part of Area D immediately to the east of the
defined scheduled area.

BN

The trench was stepped at 1.20m intervals to maintain safe working conditions.
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A baseline was established from which archaeological contexts were located.

WSSCO05 Area D Trench SPT

Trench SPT was located to the west of Trench JK, within the scheduled area, and was
excavated to investigate a Roman ditch which was to be impacted by 5 pile locations
associated with the redevelopment.

Due to the limited size of the trench, in addition to the depth of the archaeological
deposits, Trench SPT was shored once a depth of 1.20m was obtained with the shoring
plates subsequently dropped at ¢.0.30m intervals. Sections were drawn prior to the
maintenance of the shoring plates.

A baseline was established from which archaeological contexts were located.

WSSCO05 Area D Trench PS

A pump station was installed as part of the redevelopment of Area D. Whilst previous
work within Area D had suggested that the depth of the trench was unlikely to impact on
significant archaeological deposits the trench was located within the scheduled Area and
was thus subject to an archaeological watching brief. In the event, it was discovered that
a previously unknown bastion was located in this part of the site and detailed recording
of the area of investigation was undertaken.

Trench PS was located in the southwest of Area D adjacent to East Walls car park and
to the east of Area E.

During the watching brief it was discovered that a previously unknown bastion was
partially located within the watching brief area. The archaeological significance of the
bastion, in addition to its location within the scheduled area, necessitated that no further
excavation took place within the trench following its discovery. The bastion remains
were cleaned, photographed and comprehensively recorded before being covered with
protective sheeting and sterile sand. The bastion remains were subsequently preserved
in situ.

A baseline was established from which archaeological contexts were located.

WSSCO05 General Watching Brief

Watching briefs were conducted on the excavation of foundation locations to the south,
east, north and west of Area D. Significant archaeological deposits were rarely
encountered during the watching brief due to the limited depth of the interventions and
no archaeological excavation took place.

WSSCO05 Area E
Area E was defined as the tunnel area below Chichester City Wall and was fully located
within the Scheduled Ancient Monument area.

Owing to the fact that the modern wall was constructed along the line of the original
civitas wall no intrusive work was permitted. However, a number of pre-existing service
trenches had been excavated through the tunnel during the 20" century and as part of
the redevelopment of the site these trenches were reused for new services.

The foundations of the original civitas wall exposed during this phase of work were
cleaned, comprehensively recorded and photographed. Prior to the backfilling of the
area the archaeological remains were covered with protective sheeting and sterile sand
and the masonry remains were preserved in situ.

A baseline was established from which archaeological contexts were located.
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7.1.4

7.1.5

7.7

7.1.8

7.1.10

7.1.11

THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SEQUENCE: AREAS

Area A Access Road (WSHF04; Appendix 1 - Table 1)
Area A Access Road was located on the eastern side of the site adjacent to East Walls.
Natural brickearth was encountered throughout (Phase 1).

No contexts have been attributed to Phase 2.

Excavation identified a phase of street construction and limited land utilisation of the
southern street frontage during the post-Conquest period (Phase 3a/b/c; Figs. 3,4 & 7).
Due to extensive truncation dating to later periods the E-W orientated street survived in
a heavily truncated state and its full width was not apparent.

During the late 1572 century ditches were constructed on the southern and northern
side of the street, however as a consequence of later truncation only the southern
street-side ditch was present in this area. The northern street-side ditch had been
constructed as a boxed sewer, with vertical sides and flat base, and measured c. 0.80m
in width by ¢.0.60m in depth. Timber constructed buildings, one of which was associated
with a dome oven/furnace, occupied the southern street frontage. Contained within one
Phase 5 pit [1227] were significant quantities of hammerscale indicative of smithing in
the near vicinity which in addition to the evidence gained from sampling oven/furnace
[1224] suggests that metal working was undertaken adjacent to the southern street
frontage during Phase 5 (Appendix 14) ( Phases 4 and 5; Figs. 5, 6 & 7).

Area A Access Road appears to have been largely abandoned during the later half of
the Roman period (Phases 6 & 7; Figs. 8 & 9).

No contexts have been attributed to Phase 8.

Two pits represent Phase 9 activity in the area demonstrating small-scale reuse of this
part of the site in the Middle/Late Saxon period (Fig. 11).

Abundant evidence, in the form of numerous cesspits, exists for the reoccupation of
Area A Access Road during the 10™-12" centuries (Phase 10). It would appear that the
pits were organised on two separate alignments, one orientated NW-SE and the other
orientated E-W. Whilst the latter alignment most probably represents the rear of
property boundaries fronting East Street it is not clear at present what spatial boundary
dictated the former alignment. It is probable that further refinement of the site phasing
will demonstrate a number of sub-phases within Phase 10 (Fig. 12).

Whilst the presence of a number of pits dating to the 13"-14"™ centuries, and most
probably representing the rear of properties fronting East Street, indicate continued
usage it would appear that utilisation of the area was less concentrated during this
period (Phase 11; Fig. 13).

A Phase of construction was undertaken alongside the East Walls frontage during the
17" century (Phase 12). The purpose of the building is unknown at present however the
fill [1150] of a contemporary pit contained high quantities of charred grain and weed
seeds which may relate to the activities being undertaken (Appendix 13; Figs. 14 & 15"
Plate 7).

Evidence for the existence of East Walls Brewhouse was present in the form of *

contemporary pits, wells and soak-aways (Phase 13), however, no structural remains of
the Brewhouse survived. A number of horse burials were assigned to Phase 13. Horse
burial [1010] was identified as a male aged between 11-12 years, the pit also contained
skeletal elements of 6 other dismembered horses. Horse burial [1070] was identified as
a male aged between 11-12 years, the disposal pit also contained skeletal remains of 2
other dismembered horses (see alsc [1772]). It is estimated that the horses stood
between 1.44m and 1.64m in height, in keeping with the stature of heavy/cart horses at-
this time. The presence of pathologies associated with heavy working conditions may
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indicate that the carcasses represent dray horses, possibly from East Walls Brewhouse
(Appendix 1, Fig. 16; Plate 8).

Structural elements of the Factory bundlngs and a pit containing a cache of porcelain
Shippam'’s paste pots represent the late 19' "20™ century activity in the area (Phase 14;
Fig. 17).

Areas A2, A5, AB; AT; A8; A9; A10 & 12 (WSHFO04; Appendix 1 - Table 2)
Areas A2, A5, AB; A7; AB; AZ; A10 & 12 were located to the west of Area A Access
Road. Natural brickearth was encountered throughout (Phase 1).

No contexts have been attributed to Phase 2.

Whilst fragmentary remains of the E-W aligned “Shippam’s” street and ephemeral
evidence of its post-Conquest frontages survived (Phase 3) it was not until the late 1
century (Phase 4) that the frontages, particularly the southern frontage, were developed.
A bell (SF570), possibly for use by livestock, retrieved from Phase 4 pit fill [2148]
(Appendix 5) and charred grain, retrieved from the Phase 4 street-side ditch fill [3478]
might suggest that animal husbandry and grain processing were being undertaken in the
vicinity (Appendix 13; Figs. 3, 4 & 5).

Continued development of the street-side frontages, particularly the southern frontage,
is evident during the 2™ century (Phase 5) and it is probable that buildings were present
on the southern side of the street into the 3rd century (Phase 6) whereon two hearths
were constructed and a gravel surface lain. A neonate burial [3490] is associated with
Phase 5 activity (Appendix 11; Figs. 6 & 8).

No contexts have been attributed to Phases 7 and 8.

A group of pits dating to the 8™-10" century were excavated indicating some
reusefreoccupation during the M|ddle/Late Saxon period (Phase 9) whilst the presence
of a second group of pits dating to the 10"-12" centuries and a third group of pits dating
to the 13"™-15" centuries, both of which probably represent the rear of properties fronting

East Street, indicate a continuity of land use during the medieval period (Phases 10 and .

11). A pipeclay venus figurine (SF1277) was retrieved from Phase 11 gardensoil [3282] "
and whilst the figurine is clearly residual it is possible that it may represent a votive
offering associated with an earlier Roman building (Appendix 5; Figs. 11, 12 & 13).

The general absence of contexts attributed to Phases 12, 13 and 14 suggest that this.

area was largely peripheral throughout the post-medieval and modern eras. Contexts of
note in these phases are the eastern half of a Phase 13 horse disposal pit [1773],
partially recorded in Area A Access Road (Appendix 12), and a Phase 13 pit fill [3536]
which contained a Masonic clay pipe (Appendix 8; Figs. 14, 16 & 17).

Area A1 & Area A11 (WSHF04: Appendix 1 - Table 3)

Areas A1 and A11 were located to the north of Area A Access Road and encompassed
the remaining land adjacent to the East Walls frontage in the north of the site. Natural
brickearth was encountered throughout (Phase 1).

No contexts have been attributed to Phase 2.

With the exception of a group of pits attributed to Phase 4, the archaeologlcal evidence
indicates that the area was not greatly utilised during the 1St and 2" centuries (Phases
3, 4 and 5). In addition, asides from a dome oven/furnace located in the very northeast
of the sate there is a general lack of evidence to indicate that the area was utilised during
the 3" century (Phase 6). The presence of a cowbell in pit fill [3946] (Appendix 5) may
indicate that this part of the site was utilised for animal husbandry and agricultural -
purposes on the periphery of the developed street frontages (Figs. 3, 5, 6 & 8).

No contexts have been attributed to Phases 7 and 8.

32

.

LRGN RO SO

7.3.5

7.3.6

7.3.7
7.4
7.4

7.4.2

7.4.3

7.4.4

7.4.5

7.4.6

7.4.7

7.4.8

7.5
7.51

7.5.2

Whilst only one pit has been dated to the Middle/Late Saxon period (Phase 9) in this
part of the site, abundant evidence, in the form of numerous cess-pits, exists for the
reoccupation of the area during the Late Saxon-Norman period (Phases 10). At present
it is unclear as to which street frontage these pits are associated, although it is probable
that they relate to property boundaries fronting Late Saxon-Norman manifestations of
East Walls and East Row. The pits contained sizable quantities of discarded pottery
particularly pit [1819] which contained 332 sherds including two near complete vessels
and an anthropomorphic jug fragment (Appendix 3; Figs. 11 & 12).

The area continued in use during the 13".15" centuries (Phase 11) and to a lesser
extent through the 16th-17th centuries (Phases 12). An increase in activity is evident
during the 18"™-19" centuries and it is possible that the numerous animal carcasses (at
least 11 horses between the ages of 8 and 20+ years, are represented in pit [1823] and
at least four in pit [1823]) may indicate that a Tawyer existed to the north of East Walls
Brewhouse (Phase 13; Appendix 12). A clay pipe originating from London (?) dated to
1610-1640 was retrieved from a Phase 13 foundation backfill L3556] and whilst residual
may indicate that an affluent owner was present during the 17 century. Phase 13 pit fill
[1822] contained the largest clay tobacco pipe assemblage on site, with 12 pipe bowls
retrieved (Appendix 8; Figs. 14 & 16).

No contexts have been attributed to Phase 14.

Area A3 (WSHF04; Appendix 1 - Table 4)
Area A3 was located in the northwest corer of the site. Natural brickearth was
encountered throughout (Phase 1).

No contexts have been attributed to Phase 2.

The presence of a limited number of pits dated to the post-Conquest period (Phase 3)
and the late 1% century (Phase 4) suggest that a low level usage of the area was
undertaken at this time. Whilst activity in the area increased during the 2nd century,
particularly in the southern part, (Phase 5) the area appears to have existed on the
periphery of development and may represent yard/garden areas (Figs. 3, 5 & 6).

Activity in the area continued throughout the 3™ century (Phase 6) and the late 3'9/4"
century (Phase 7) whereby it seems that timber structures existed (Figs. 8 & 9).

No contexts have been attributed to Phase 8.

Perhaps the strongest evidence for reoccupation/reuse of the site during the Middle/Late
Saxon period (Phase 9) was produced during the excavation of Area A3, possibly
indicating the focus of reoccupation was located to the north of the site. Features
included a small “sunken feature building”, postholes and pits. The continued use of the
area during the Late Saxon/Norman period (Phase 10) is apparent from the presence of
numerous pits, including pit [2893] which contained a large assemblage of 171" century
pottery (Appendix 3; Figs. 11 & 12). 5

The relative lack of archaeological features attributed to Phases 11, 12 and 13 confirms
that this area of site, which is shown as a garden area in historical maps, was only
occasionally utilised from the 13" century onwards (Figs. 13, 14 & 16).

No contexts have been attributed to Phase 14.

Area A4 - Central (WSHF04; Appendix 1 - Table 5)

Area A4 Central was located on the western side of the site adjacent to Sadlers Walk
and together with Area A4 South and Area A4 Northwest comprised the largest single
area of excavation. Natural brickearth was encountered throughout the area (Phase 1).

No contexts have been attributed fo Phase 2.
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Dominating the area were the remains of the “Shippam’s” street (Phase 3c) which
spanned a distance of ¢.26m E-W and measured c.4m in width. Excavation through the
street demonstrated that a N-S orientated fence line (Phase 3b) and E-W orientated
ditch (Phase 3a) existed beneath. The earlier ditch measured ¢.1.40m in width by
¢.0.50m in depth and was possibly associated with the initial establishment of the civitas
grid. A second contemporary E-W ditch, measuring ¢.2.60m in width by ¢.1.20m in
depth, was located to the north of these contexts (Phase 3a). Environmental samples
taken from slot [4187], excavated through the ditch below the street, contained
moderate quantities of charcoal and occasional charred grain indicative of domestic
waste disposal (Appendix 13; Figs. 3, 4 & 7; Plates 1 & 2).

At some time during the post-Conquest period (Phases 3a, 3b & 3¢) buildings were
established to the north and south of the street, most probably representing small
workshops and/or trattoria. Environmental sampling of Phase 3 contexts [3799], [4024],
[3715] and [4090] demonstrated that low to moderate quantities of charcoal were
present whilst pit fill [4078] contained occasional charred grain which may relate to the
oven/furnace usage in this area. Associated with this phase of activity was grave [4324]
which contained two neonate burials (Appendix 11). It is anticipated that further
refinement of the site phases will demonstrate that at least 3 sub-phases of activity are
present within what has currently been termed as Phase 3 (Fig. 3).

Minimal evidence for rebuilding during the late 1% century (Phase 4) and 2™ century
(Phase 5) was found in the area although E-W aligned street-side ditches were
constructed to the north and south of the street. The southern ditch had gradual sloping
edges and measured ¢.1.35m in width by ¢.0.40m in depth whilst the northern ditch had
been constructed as a boxed sewer, with vertical sides and flat base, and measured

¢.1.00m in width by ¢.0.75m in depth. The concentration of pits to the south of the street-

during Phase 5 is of note however, the significance of this pit group is at present
unqualified (Figs. 6 & 7).

A burnt horizon sealed the Phase 5 deposits and the area was subsequently covered
with a widespread gravel surface. Whilst it is unknown what purpose this open area
served, the alteration in land use may suggest that a change in landownership took
place (Phase 6). Disarticulated neonate remains were found in Phase 6 pit fill [3065]

(Appendix 11) and an “ox goad” (SF1372) was retrieved from pit fill [3796] (Appendix 5;

Fig. 8).

Itis possible that a sizable building, robbed out in the late 34" century (Phase 7), may
have been constructed during the earlier phase and as such it is probable that pit [3410],
which contained a hoard of ¢.1000 3™ century coins (Appendix 4), may have once been
associated with it. It is also possible that the burial of a smashed samian bow! and lamb

within the internal part of the building may represent a closure deposit (Appendix 12,
Figs. 8 & 9; Plate 4).

No contexts were attributed to Phase 8.

The singular presence of a pit dating to the 8"-10" centuries (Phase 9) indicates that the
area was subject to minimal utilisation during the Middle/Late Saxon Period. Charred
grain was found in pit fill [2876] and is probably associated with food production
(Appendix 13). A number of pits, postholes and a tentative “sunken feature building”
represent the Late Saxon/Norman activity in the area (Phase 10). In addition, two rows
of postholes, cut through the upper fills of the Roman street-side ditches, may represent
Late Saxon/Norman fence lines or a structure constructed astride the defunct street
(Figs. 11 & 12).

The relative lack of archaeological features attributed to Phases 11, 12 and 13 suggests
that this area of site was only occasionally utilised from the 13" century onwards (Figs.
13, 14 & 16).

No contexts have been attributed to Phase 14.
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Area A4 — South (WSHF04; Appendix 1 - Table 6)
Area A4 South was located to the south of Area A4 Central aside the western boundary
of the site. Natural brickearth was encountered throughout (Phase 1).

No contexts have been attributed to Phase 2.

A number of pits, postholes, foundation pads and a small dome oven/furnace suggestive
of a possible workshop, have been attributed to the post-Conquest period (Phase 3). An
iron (?) ferrule was retrieved from pit fill [4080] (Appendix 5; Fig. 3).

No contexts have been attributed to Phase 4.

During the 3" century and late 3"/4" centuries (Phases 5 and 6) the area appears to
have been occupied by a number of timber buildings fronting the southern side of the
“Shippam’s” street. Associated with the Phase 6 building was neonate burial [3317] and
disarticulated neonate bone was also found within pit fill [3284] (Appendix 11). Chop
marks on the bone of a Phase 6 sheep burial, aged 3-4, [3577] suggests the flesh was
consumed before burial and may represent ritual feasting (Appendix 12; Figs. 6 & 8).

No evidence was found for the existence of structures during Phase 7 to the south of
the street and it would appear that the area was only subject to minimal utilisation.
However, a number of pits have been assigned to this phase including one pit which
contained disarticulated neonate bones [3263] (Appendix 11; Fig. 9).

No contexts have been attributed to Phase 8.

The presence of a of pits dating to Phases 9, 10 and 11 indicate that this area of the site
was periodically utilised between the 8" and 15" centuries and are probably associated
with the rear of properties fronting East Street. Environmental sampling from a possibie
hearth [3320] in Phase 10 found occasional charred weed seeds which may represent
food preparation or by products of crop processing discarded onto an open fire
(Appendix 13; Figs. 11, 12 and 13; Plate 6).

No contexts have been attributed to Phases 12 and 13.

The presence of a horticultural feature suggests that the area existed as open garden
land during the late 19"/20" century (Phase 14; Fig. 17).

Area A4 - Northwest (WSHF04; Appendix 1 - Table 7)

Area A4 Northwest was located to the north of Area A4 Central adjacent to the western.

boundary of the site. Natural brickearth was encountered throughout the area (Phase 1).
No contexts have been attributed to Phase 2.

The remains of a post-Conquest building, represented by a threshold and floor make-
up, were located adjacent to the western boundary of the site probably fronting a N-S
street located to the west of the site boundary (Phase 3). The presence of an
oven/furnace within the structure and a metal worker's basket located to the east
suggests that a metal workshop was in existence. Environmental sampling of the oven
infil} [3751] and the metal worker’s tray [4258] found that low levels of charcoal were
present, probably derived from the burning of fuel as part of the industrial process
(Appendix 13). One neonate burial [4246] was associated with Phase 3 activity and
disarticulated neonate bone found in a possible brickearth floor slab [4156] may
represent a previously unrecognised foundation deposit. Fragments of adult human
bone were also present within posthole fill [4267] (Appendix 11). Following refinement of
Phase 3 it is anticipated that at least 3 sub phases of activity will be evident (Figs. 3 &
4.

The area to the northwest of the street continued to develop throughout the late 1** and

2" centuries (Phases 4 and 5) and it is evident that a number of “workshops”, probably
fronting a N-S street located to the west of the site boundary, occupied the area.
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Associated with the Phase 4 occupation was a grave [3990], containing two neonates
(Appendix 11). Disarticulated neonate bone was also retrieved from pit fill [3991]
(Appendix 11; Figs. 5 & 6, Plate 3).

Environmental sampling of Phase 5 pit fills [3906] and [4035] found that relatively high
quantities of charcoal were present, in addition occasional charred grain was present
within [3821] and high concentrations of charred grain were present within [3881]. It is
possible that the charred material may represent waste from the workshops (Appendix
13). Fragments of a jar imported from the Isle of Wight were found within Phase 5
beamslot [3159] (Appendix 2) and a chopped horn core was retrieved from [3699],
suggestive of horn-working industry on site (Appendix 12; Fig. 6).

The transition between Phases 5 and 6 was marked by a burnt horizon. Overlying the
burnt layers was a wide spread gravel surface within which 4 neonates and a samian
bow! containing a coin had been buried (Phase 6). In addition a Phase 6 pot and dog
burial in pit [3578] maybe represent a ritualised deposit associated with iron smithing
(Appendix 14). The presence of beamslots, post pads and postholes dating to this
phase may suggest that timber structures once stood on the gravel surfaces. Neonate
burial [3899] is contemporary with Phase 5 activity whilst neonate burials [3211], [3560],
[3652], [3740] are associated with Phase 6 activity (Appendix 11; Fig. 8).

With the exception of six pits no other contexts have been phased to the late 3%/4"
century (Phase 7). Whilst the absence of intrusive Phase 7 features may indicate the
disuse of the area, it may also suggest the continued use of this part of the site as an
open gravelled area (see Phase 6) where quantities of waste material may not have
accumulated in significant quantities (Fig. 9).

A pit excavated in Area A4 Northwest represents the only feature dating to the 5"
century to be excavated during the excavations (Phase 8). Whilst significant, the
singularity of the feature renders further discussion impossible at present (Fig. 10).

The presence of pits dating to the 8"-10" century (Phase 9) and to the 10™-12" century
(Phase 10) indicate that the area was utilised during the Middle Saxon/Late
Saxon/Norman period. A number of pits dated to the 13™-15"™ centuries indicate this part
of the site continued to be utilised (Phase 11; Figs. 11, 12 & 13).

No contexts have been attributed to Phase 12.

The relative lack of archaeological features attributed to Phase 13 suggests that this
area of site was only sporadically utilised during the 18"19™ century (Fig. 16).

No contexts have been attributed to Phase 14.
Area C1 & C2 (WSHFO04: Matrix 12: Table 10)

Areas C1 and C2 were located in the north of the site adjacent to East Row. Natural
brickearth was encountered throughout (Phase 1).

No contexts have been attributed to Phases 2, 3, 4 and 5.

Evidence for occupation of this area during the Roman period was found in the form of a
dome oven/furnace, a well, pits and postholes (Phase 6). However, the dating of the
group of features as a whole is tentative and it is possible that further refinement of the
phasing may indicate that Phase 5 activity is also present (Fig. 6).

No contexts have been attributed to Phases 7 and 8.

Pits and a small post-built structure indicate the reuse and reoccupation of the area

during the Middle/Late Saxon period (Phase 9) whilst the presence of pits dating to the
10" 12" centuries indicates its continued use in the Late Saxon/Norman period most
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probably associated with an earlier manifestation of East Row (Phase 10; Figs. 11 & 12;
Plate 5).

The presence of a cluster of pits dating to Phase 11 indicates continued low-level usage
of the area whilst the general absence of features assigned to Phase 12 suggests that
the area was largely unused during the 16"-17" century (Figs. 13 & 14).

No contexts have been attributed to Phases 13 and 14.
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Plate 1: Street [4018] & Ditch [4144] (Area A4; Phase 3a & 3c; looking west)

Plate 2: Street [4018] (Area A4; Phase 3c; looking west)
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Figure 6

Phase 5 (2nd cntury) Areas A & C
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Plate 4:

Coin Hoard within [3410] (Area A4; Phase 6; looking west))
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Plate 6: Sunken Feature Building [2274] (Area A3; Phase 9; looking north)




£V 12 062! |
O RV sealy (AInuso Y1zl - yi0}) 01 8seyd
¢l amnbiy

e e -
e |
804
3:@ an
D

e e

S
8

m\ e e -
| <)) =
[ 1) 1802 )

_ 2002 _

| - | .z08
| S6L1 Pos Y

JW s0sz
ﬁJ_
__ 6zee -
I B 1082
1O
| e
\_ 6022
L.
............... ~.

|
808¢ 28t \ \

N
o o - om, om o,
LT i . o b 1A 3

P s SOOURCENE B RnaartIm MY ARURTORuET  On B

RS ——

8002 D11 ABojooByDIY 1NNSUOD 01 ()

Woe

— _—__—______/-____-/

p——

e

*LE.

L.

2
/& vl

o

feoe

S &SRS

I..-.l:x
L TR
8162
v20¢
¥962_6I5E G
2 e QOmm 1662
o (@] & %mmmm
ozee
E J 14 oo 1v6e
oveE
(O
we()) O
D 0652 v6e
0258

0 ealy

® ®

n




£V 1B 0G2: 1
09V sealy (Amuad Uiyl - YIEL) | | 8Seyd

€1 ainbiy

800¢ Pr1 ADojosEUDNY 10nNSU0D-3ld (&)

woce

el Mgl Jem

!,

~ .

Otree

e o i L
el

T
-
D
<
Q
~ \E{j
Jre}
j )
~
Q
@
~
—
———

g
8
!8
8
g "

[ = e

m \

i , \ v
__ Ilv _ w \.
_ GBLE _ / Nmm .—
J \ N _
s - -

5
\._-_——-———/-\‘\

/w | -/
i N |
U _ v ealy

e ————————
-

~

i

“C

E6YE

e i o
—— e
—~—
©
&
o
o

w
_’ .\ waz (O
L s N
LT e e y
llllll T—
||||| U N e
1 F L1y _ ! = /-/_.
vllu/, aB0LY y _ _ 2ol
N //: Oé: \ _ ...lvu,vL O <
N -~ ”(. llllllllllll P — —t

> H DB A H DB DD DD B DB ® DD




€V 1B 0GZ: |
O RV sealy (AInuad yi/ - YiG|) | eseyd

1 eInbiy

8002 P11 ABojoseyoly 1NNsSUOD-ld @

Wwoe

\_-__.-__..._J

EELL

[ ,
e

LELL

e o i
el Ml

— .
~.

——li
Sl UL =
e e

)
‘.
!
a8

| , o
_ 3 ! _ /
] L - _\
\\ _ \ L.
m w, r\:/ lllllll \nlln\ain/uix/
_ ez / — ™ e T e _

\ - / >

L / _*

/ |

et
Rt

[%
&
20
&
],/"—“\~/
o o T e e e e e e i i T T T e

~ e ————
——m e T T T

v Baly

——
—
e —— [
. —————

5

—

e ———
—

\\
N\
-
k R

e " i 30 Y _'Illlll/ —_
e || e T T T
{ _ - -
TN aws/ )| __
N \ T ___ I Deay
~_ e L I —

NS Y (EETmORmGn  fom (Romeavemmor Ass posnenamenned e s




w @ W

B W W W W W W W w

W

& &

@

13.08m OD

Section 78
Area A2
South facing elevation of cellar wall [1065]

13.08m OD 13.08m QD

Section 79
Area A2
West facing elevation of cellar wall [1065]
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13.08m OD

Figure 15
Sections 78 and 79
1:40 at A4
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7.9
7.91

7.92

7.9.3

7.9.4

7.9.5

7.9.6

7.9.7

7938

7.9.9

Area B1 (WSHFO04; Appendix 1 - Table 8)

Area B1 was located in the southeast of the site and was bound to the north, west and
south by basements associated with the Shippam’s Factory buildings. Natural brickearth
was encountered throughout the area (Phase 1).

No contexts have been attributed to Phase 2.

Sparse evidence was found to indicate that the frontage of East Street was developed
during the immediate post-Congquest period, which, is unexpected given that East Street
feeds directly into Stane Street, presumed to be the main route to London (Phase 3). It
is probable that the lack of evidence for early street-side activity in this area is a
consequence of both the numerous 20" century basements present and also the
possibility that buildings, fronting a precursor of East Walls, are located below the
retained fagade of Shippam’s Factory (Fig. 18).

A similar scarcity of evidence was retrieved for the latter half of the 1% century (Phase 4)
and once again the lack of evidence for this phase is probably related to the high density
of later truncation in the south of the site. However, the presence of an alignment of
large postholes may indicate that the area to the east of the site boundary, below the
retained fagade, was occupied by buildings (Fig. 19).

During the 2m century (Phase 5) the frontage of East Street was either developed or
existing buildings were extended to the north. Included in the contexts assigned to this
phase were a neonate burial, a large dome oven/furnace and a well possibly associated
with a workshop and residence fronting East Street. Analysis of the neonate bones
within grave [2551] found that two neonate burials had been interred (Appendix 11; Figs.
20 & 21; Plates 9 & 10).

Phases 6 and 7 demonstrate similar patterns of activity and it would appear that the
area was occupied by timber built street-side structures throughout the 3 and 4"
centuries. It should be noted that the features assigned to Phases 6 and 7 appear to be
organised along a NWW/SEE alignment suggesting that the E-W alignment of the
Roman precursor of East Street was not the main spatial influence at this time. A
dispersed hoard of ¢.430 coins appears to have been deposited in Phase 6 (Appendix
4). A copper finger ring with green glass intaglio SF949 [2455] and a “ring key” SF881
[2051] were retrieved from Phase 7 contexts (Appendix 5; Figs. 22 & 23).

No contexts have been attributed to Phase 8.

The only evidence of the reuse of the area during the Middle Saxon/Late Saxon period
was a solitary pit (Phase 9). Whilst the lack of evidence for this phase of occupation in
the south of the site suggests that the focus of Middle Saxon/Late Saxon activity was
located further to the north, as witnessed during the excavation of Area A, it remains
possible that the density of later pitting may have removed much of the evidence of this
phase, and earlier, activity. However, during the Late Saxon/Norman period (Phase 10)
numerous pits attest to the redevelopment of the northern frontage of East Street, some
of which, [2392] and [2446], contained significant quantities of hammerscale potentially
indicative of smithing in the vicinity (Appendix 14). Development of the East Street
frontage continued throughout the 13™15" centuries and the presence of a 13" century
oven may attest to the presence of a bakers on site (Appendix 9; Phase 11). Two
Roman military buckles (SF376) and (SF1022) were found residually within Phase 11 pit
fills [1933] and [2598] (Appendix 5; Figs. 24, 25 & 26; Plate 11).

Activity in this area of the site appears to have waned during the 16™-17" centuries
(Phase 12) before the East Street frontage was fully developed during the 18"-19"
centuries (Phase 13). A glass urinal base was retrieved from Phase 12 pit [1976]
(Appendix 7) whilst Phase 13 pit fill [1556] contained a clay tobacco pipe bowl marked
“H L” probably made by either Henry Lauder or Henry Leigh, both Chichester pipe
makers in the 19" century (Appendix 8). In addition Phase 13 pit fill [1558] contained
two wig curlers which may indicate that a professional (master craftsman) was living or
working in this part of the site (Appendix 8; Figs. 27, 28, 29 & 30; Plate 12).

I




7.9.10

7.10
7.10.1

7.10.2

7.10.3

7.10.4

7.10.5

7.10.6

7.10.7

The dearth of cut features relating to Phase 14 attests to the consistent use, and
subsequent lack of modification, of the south of the site as the main part of Shippam’s
Factory during the 20™ century (Phase 14; Fig. 31).

Areas B3, B4, B5, B6 B11, B12 and B13 (WSHF04; Appendix 1 - Table 9)

Areas B3, B4, B5, B6 B11, B12 and B13 were located to the north, northwest and south
of Area B1. The sub-areas had suffered greatly during the construction of Shippam’s
Factory and where the natural brickearth had been fully removed by 20" century activity

natural gravel was exposed (Phase 1).
No contexts have been attributed to Phase 2.

Few archaeological features dating to Phase 3, 4, 5 and 7 were excavated and whilst
this may indicate a lack of activity in the area during the Roman period it is more
probable that the lack of evidence relates to high levels of 20" century truncation. A
military buckle (SF224) was recovered from Phase 5 pit fill [1626] (Appendix 5; Figs. 18,
19, 20 & 23).

No contexts have been attributed to Phase 6 and 8.

The presence of a number of pits dated to the 10™-12" centuries (Phase 10) suggest an
increase in activity in the area, associated with properties fronting East Street, although
this may simply be a conseguence of the depth to which the Late Saxon/Norman pits
had been dug, ensuring their survival. Two pits dated to the 13™-15" centuries indicate
that the area continued in use (Phase 11; Figs. 25 & 26),

No contexts have been attributed to Phase 12.
Masonry foundations indicate the presence of an 18"-19" century building (Phase 13),

whilst a well, backfilled with meat paste production waste, represents Shippam'’s Factory
activity in the area (Phase 14; Figs. 29 & 31).
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Figure 18
Phase 3 (AD43-70) Area B
1:250 at A4




Figure 19
1:250 at A4

Phase 4 (Late 1st century) Area B
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Figure 20
Phase 5 (2nd century) Area B
1:250 at A4
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Figure 21
Sections 87 and 100
1:40 at A4
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Figure 22
Phase 6 (3rd century) Area B
1:250 at Ad
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Figure 23

Phase 7 (Late 3rd-4th century) Area B

1:250 at A4
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Figure 24
Phase 9 (8th-10th century) Area B
1:250 at A4
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Figure 25
Phase 10 (1oth-12th century) Area B
1:250 at A4
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Figure 26
Phase 11 (13th-14th century) Area B
1:250 at Ad4
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Figure 27

Phase 12 (15th-17th century) Area B

1:250 at A4
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Figure 28
Section 89
1:40 at A4
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7.1
7414

7.11.2

7.11.3

7114

7.11.5

711.6

7117

7.11.8

7.11.9

Areas D & E (WSSCO05; Appendix 1 - Table 11)

Areas D and E were located on the eastern side of the city walls. The natural brickearth
in this area appears to have been largely quarried away and in most instances, with the
exception of the Area E investigations, the upper natural horizon was represented by
natural gravel (Phase 1).

One undated posthole represents pre-Roman activity in this area of the site (Phase 2),
however the feature was seen in the section of a modern service trench passing through
Area E and is by no means conclusive proof of activity on site prior to the Roman
Congquest (Fig. 35).

Seen in the same section was a N-S (7) orientated ditch, and subsequent recut,
exceeding 4.50m in width (Phase 3). Investigations to the south at Cattlemarket found a
similar ditch which has been suggested comprised part of “The Chichester
Entrenchments”, an arrangement of Late Ilron Age earthworks. Whilst it remains
probable that the ditch cut itself dates to the Late lron Age, its backfilling would certainly
appear to date to the decades following the Conqguest (Figs. 35).

Two ditches, of which only the outer ditch was investigated during the investigations of
Area D, encircled the civitas at Chichester prior to the construction of the civitas wall
(Phase 4/5). The ditch exceeded 4.00mm in width and contained cultural material
mdlcatmg it was backfilled before the construction of the civitas wall in the latter half of
the 3" century (Appendix 2; Phase 6; Figs. 33 & 35).

The N/S remains of the wall encircling the civitas were recorded in cross section during
the removal of old service trenches passing through the current city wall (Phase 6). The
masonry remains, which measured 2.43m in width and survived to a height of 0.48m,
had been constructed from flint and mortar above a roughly lain flint raft. No dating
evidence was retrieved dunng the recording exercise although it is believed its
construction dates to the 3™ century (Figs. 34 & 35; Plate 13).

During the 4" century bastions were attached to the civitas wall and the remains of one
of the bastions was partially located astride the southern boundary of Area D (Phase 7).
The bastion appears to have been square in plan and, as seen, measured 1.66m N-S
by 1.756m E-W and survived to a height of 0.70m. The eastern face of the bastion was
located 5.00m from the external face of the civitas wall. Reused worked stone had been
used in the bastions construction suggestive of either a lack of traded materials or a
hasty construction programme (Appendix 9; Figs. 36 & 38; Plate 14).

Apparently contemporary with the construction of the bastion was the installation of a
ditch ¢.13.00m from the outer face of the civitas wall. The ditch, which measured
¢.12.00m in width by c.2.54m in depth, contained no fills securely dated to the 4"
century, however, its establishment is nonetheless believed to be contemporary with the
construction of the bastions, whilst its gradual infilling dates to later phases (Figs. 36 &
37).

No contexts have been attributed to Phases 8 and 9.

A number of fills dating to the 10"™-12" century represent the earliest fills within the ditch
(Phase 10) whilst demolition material from around the bastion also dates to this phase.
One pit and a dump layer represent Phase 11 and 12 act|V|ty in Areas D and E
suggesting the area was little utilised between the 13" and 17" centuries (Figs. 37, 38,
39 & 40).

7.11.10 Abundant evidence was found for the reuse of the site during the 18"™-19" centuries

(Phase 13). The assemblage of dump deposits, masonry foundations, horticultural
deposits etc support the premise that the area was in use as an orchard at this time.
Contemporary with the horticultural use of Area D was a phase of reconstruction of the
city wall (Figs. 35 & 40).
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. . h
7.11.11 A number of postholes and dump layers represent activity in this Area during the 19"
20" century (Phase 14; Fig. 41).
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Figure 32
Phase 3 (AD 43-70) Areas D & E
1:100 at A4
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Figure 33
Phase 4/5 (Late 1st-2nd century) Areas D & E
1:250 at A4
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Figure 34

Phase 6 (3rd century) Areas D & E

1:250 at A4
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Figure 36
Phase 7 (Late 3rd-4th century)Areas D & E

1:250 at A4
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Figure 37
Section 4 and 23
1:40 at A3
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Figure 38
Sections 39 and 40
1:40 at A4
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Figure 39
Phase 11 (13th-14th century) Areas D & E
1:250 at A4
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Figure 40
Phase 13 (18th-19th century) Areas D & E

1:250 at A4
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Figure 41
Phase 14 (19th-20th century) Areas D and E
1:250 at A4
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PHASED SUMMARY

Phase 1: Natural

Natural brickearth was encountered across the Factory excavations. Spot heights on the
natural brickearth demonstrate that the intra-mural part of the site is typified as an area
of flat level ground with little variation in height.

The natural brickearth horizon within the confines of the former Social Club had been
largely quarried away and in most instances the upper natural horizon was represented
by natural gravel.

Phase 2: Prehistoric

In accordance with the general pattern seen in previous excavations within Chichester
minimal evidence, which consisted of residual worked flints in later contexts (Appendix
10), existed for pre-Late Iron Age occupation on site. As a consequence it would appear
that the Shippam’s site conforms to the general pattern previously recognised within
Chichester whereby the area was sporadically utilised with a dearth of evidence to
suggest that a focus of occupation existed in the near vicinity.

Whilst @ number of research questions regarding the Late Iron Age period were
highlighted in the Research Design, to date, only one pre-Roman context has been
identified on the Shippam’s site. However, the presence of a number of features
excavated on the Factory site, provisionally assigned to Phase 3 yet feasibly dating to
Phase 2, a ditch on the Social Club, backfilled in the mid 1% century and possibly
forming part of the “Chichester Entrenchments”, and residual Late Iron Age material in
later contexts may yet indicate that low-level Late Iron Age activity either existed on site
or in the vicinity.

Whilst future refinement of the site phasing may identify some pre-Roman activity on
site it is believed unlikely that evidence for this phase of activity will greatly increase.

Phase 3: AD43-70

The well-preserved remains of an east-west street, spanning a distance of ¢.58m
(Phase 3c), crossed the central area of the Factory site. The gravel metalling had been
lain above layers of redeposited natural brickearth, which in turn over lay a north-south
alignment of postholes (Phase 3b) and one of two east-west orientated ditches (Phase
3a). The ditch pre-dating the road surfaces may represent an element of the original
surveyed civitas street grid.

Contemporary with the construction of the street/fence line/ditches was the development
of both the north and south frontages. Areas of the Factory site subject to notable
development at this time were identified to the northwest and to the southwest of the

1an

“Shippam’s” street.

Seen in the section of a service trench passing through the city wall was a large north-
south (7?) orientated ditch and subsequent recut. Whilst it remains probable that the ditch
cut itself dates to the Late lron Age, its backfilling dates to the decades following the
Roman Conquest.

Phase 4: Late 1°' century
The latter half of the 1° century was typified by a general increase in activity across the
Factory site, yet, once again much of the activity was centred to the northwest and south

of the “Shippam’s” street. Culturai material retrieved from the southern street-side ditch
indicates that it was in use at this time.

Phase 4/5: Late 1°-2" century

Two ditches, of which only the outer ditch was investigated during the investigations of
the Social Club site, encircled the civitas at Chichester during the 2™ century (7). The
ditch exceeded 4.00m in width and appears to have been backfilled before the
construction of the civitas wall in the latter half of the 3™ century (see Phase 6).
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8.11

Phase 5: 2" century

The 2™ century can generally be considered a "boom” time on the Factory site.
Evidence for timber structures, possibly workshops, was found across the site, even in
the relatively undeveloped northeast area. During this period a sewer “box drain” was

LT

constructed on the northern edge of the “Shippam’s” street.

Numerous Phase 5 contexts contained copper, lead and iron waste material suggestive
of metal working industry on site. Spatial analysis of those contexts containing waste
material may highlight zones of activity (Appendix 14).

Phase 6: 3" century

A decline in activity is evident on the Factory site during the 3 century. The northeast of
the site appears to have been largely abandoned as were the areas to the south of the
street. However, those area to the northwest of the street and the area to the north of
East Street appear to have remained occupied although the deposition of a widespread
gravel surface to the northwest of the “Shippam’s” street may indicate that a change in
land use occurred at this time. Two coin hoards were deposited during this phase, one
in the southeast of the Factory and one to the central north of the “Shippam’s” street
(Appendix 4).

The remains of the 2.43m wide 3" century civitas wall were recorded in cross section
during the removal of old service trenches passing through the current city wall. Whilst
the method of construction was evident, the wall foundation had been built above a flint
raft, no dating evidence was retrieved during the recording exercise.

Phase 7: Late 3"-4™ century

No evidence exists to indicate that the northeast of the Factory site was occupied during
the late 3"/4" century whilst the land to the southeast of the “Shippam’s” street was also
largely abandoned. Activity to the northwest of the street also declined although to the
south of the “Shippam’s” street a phase of redevelopment appears to have been
undertaken. The frontage of East Street appears to have remained occupied into the 4"
century.

The robbed out remains of a square 4" century bastion, constructed against the civitas
wall, were found on the southern boundary of the Social Club site. Believed to be
contemporary with the bastion was the establishment of a ¢.12m wide by ¢.2.54m deep
ditch located ¢.13.00m from the outer face of the civitas wall and 7.00m from the
eastern face of the bastion. Whilst the ditch contained no fills securely dated to the 4"
century, its establishment is nonetheless believed to be contemporary with the
construction of the bastions, whilst its gradual infilling dates to later phases.

Phase 8: 5"-.7" century

A solitary pit comprises the only feature assigned to Phase 8 on both the Factory and
Social Club parts of the site. The pit was located, to the northwest of the “Shippam’s”
street and may represent opportunistic activity beyond the 4" century.

Phase 9: 8"-10" century

Contexts dating to the Middle Saxon/Late Saxon period were found across the Factory
site. However, the majority were found to the north, which, in addition to the presence of
a sunken feature building and a post built structure, may indicate that a focus of
settlement existed in the vicinity at this time. However, it should be noted that later
truncation in the south of the site was extensive and may have largely removed
archaeological deposits dating to this phase.

Pottery retrieved from the Phase 9 contexts indicates that the site was reoccupied
between c.AD700-850. All of the pottery types were of local production with no evidence
found to indicate the utilisation of continental trade contacts at this time (Appendix 3).

Phase 10: 10"-12" century
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The presence of numerous pits (¢.124) dating to the 10"™-12" centuries, probably
representing the rear of property boundaries fronting East Street and potentially East
Row, attests to the general reoccupation of the Factory site during the Late
Saxon/Norman period.

Pottery retrieved from the phase 10 contexts indicates technological changes during this
phase (appendix 3) and it is probable that a number of sub phases will be identified
during further refinement of the site phases. The pottery assemblage also indicates that
small-scale trade with the continent was taking place (Appendix 3). In addition
numerous fragments of bone working waste were retrieved indicative of bone working
industry on site (Appendix 6).

A number of fills dating to the 10™-12" century represent the earliest fills within the 4"
century (?) ditch on the Social Club, whilst demolition material from around the bastion
also dates to this phase.

Phase 11: 13"-14™ century

Occupation of the Factory site as a whole, with the exception of the northernmost Parts,
which appear to have been in use as gardens, continued throughout the 13 P15
centuries as evidenced by the presence of pits associated with properties most probably
fronting East Street. Of particular note are the presence of a 13" century (7) bread oven
(7) adjacent to East Street and the presence of a number of “ventilators” within cesspits
(Appendix 3).

The pottery retrieved from the Phase 11 deposits indicates the usage of a variety of
forms which may assist in identifying activities and spatial zones on site (Appendix 3).

Phase 11/12: 13"-17" century

One pit and a dump layer represent Phase 11 and 12 activity in the Social Club site
suggesting the area was little utilised between the 13" and 17" centuries despite the
suggestion that a civil war earthwork may have been located within its boundary.

Phase 12: 15"-17" century

During the 16™-17"™ centuries the north, northwest and central west of the Factory site
appear to have been largely abandoned and it is probable that these areas were in use
as gardens. Constructed adjacent to East Walls were the flint foundations of a building
and associated cellar backfilled in the late 17" century. It is unknown what purpose this
building served although a group of contemporary pits located to the north of the
building may elucidate on this. A number of cellars dating to this phase were also found
adjacent to the East Street frontage.

The pottery collected from the Phase 12 contexts indicates the growth of trading
contacts at this time with a notable increase compared to previous phases being evident
(Appendix 3).

Phase 13: 18"-19™ century

During the 18"-19" century the frontage of East Street appears to have been heavily
developed as evidenced by the numerous wells and soak-aways present. Whilst no
structural remains of East Walls Brewhouse (est. late 18" century) were found. Sporadic
pitting can be found elsewhere on site although it would nonetheless appear that the
north, northwest and central west of the site remained in use as gardens. The animal
bone assemblage from the eastern part of the Factory adjacent to East Walls may
indicate the presence of a Tawyer on site (Appendix 12).

None of the contexts dated to Phase 13 contained any pottery imports, however, the
presence of residual material in later contexts suggests that imported wares were in use
at this time (Appendix 3). The presence of copper alloy wire and pin making waste in pit
fill [1822] is suggestive of pin production on site (Appendix 6).

Abundant evidence was found for the reuse of the Social Club site during the 18™-19"
centuries. The assemblage of dump deposits, masonry foundations, horticultural

141




8.16
8.16.1

8.16.2

in use as an orchard. Contemporary

deposits etc support the premise that the area was struction of

with the use of this extramural area for horticultural use was a phase of rec
the city wail.

Phase 14: 19™-20" century . o Shiopars
Masonry remains, soak-aways and a cache of early 20 century porcelain pp
paste pots represent the latest phase of activity on the Factory site.

A number of postholes and dump layers represent the latest phase of activity on the
Social Club site during the 19"-20" century.
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9.4.7

9.4.8

RESEARCH QUESTIONS

Background

A site-specific research design (Taylor 2005d) was compiled prior to the mitigation of the
Shippam’s sites. This detailed the archaeological and historical background as a whole
and detailed a number of research questions pertinent to the site both by pericd and in a
multi-phased context. For the most part it has been largely impossible to address the
these questions at the assessment stage and the research questions detailed in this
document will require consideration during the publication of the site,

Detailed below are the revised research objectives raised during, and after, the
excavation of the site (See Taylor 2005d for original research questions).

Pre-Late lron Age

To what extent will further refinement of the site phasing indicate a pre-Late Iron Age
presence on site?

With the absence of cut features assigned to the pre-Late Iron Age period how might the
presence of residual flints on site be explained?

Late lron Age

A ditch, located below the modern city wall, was recorded in section and it is possible
that it may be a continuation of a ditch encountered during excavations at Cattlemarket
and thus may comprise part of the Chichester Entrenchments. To what extent can the
presence of Roman pottery within the ditch fill be seen as indicating its deliberate
backfilling following the Roman congquest?

To what extent will further refinement of the site phasing indicate a Late Iron Age
presence on the Factory site?

Roman

The excavation and recording of a slot through the “4™ century” civitas ditch found no
evidence of a primary fill dating to the 4™ century. As a consequence is it possible to
continue to assume that the ditch dates to Late Roman period?

High quantities of neonate burials, dating to numerous phases of occupation, were found
during the excavation of Shippam’s Factory. Is the density of burials, in addition to the
longevity of the practice, paralleled on other Roman sites? If not what are the
implications for understanding the practice on the Shippam’s site? Are the density of
burials related to the possible low socio-economic status of the resident population?

in addition to the presence of articulated burials, disarticulated neonate bones were
found within a number of cut features and it is anticipated that more will be identified as
the post excavation process proceeds. To what extent does the presence of
disarticulated neonate bones indicate deliberate, as opposed to residual, deposition? If
deposition is considered deliberate do the associated finds, particularly unusual animal
types as witnessed in Silchester, suggest ritual deposition?

To what extent, given the presence of neonate burials adjacent to a stoke hole at the
bathhouse excavations in Chapel Street, can the location of a number of neonate burials
adjacent to ovens be suggestive of a ritual association between the two? Is this practice
seen elsewhere in Chichester or other Roman sites?

Is there any evidence from associated pits to suggest the usage of the numerous ovens
on the Shippam’'s sites? If yes, is it possible to identify different usage e.g.
domestic/industrial through time and space?

Have the investigations on the Social Club advanced our knowledge of the civitas
defences at Chichester?

No in situ evidence was found to suggest that substantial structures had occupied the
Factory site e.g. mosaics, hypocausts, masonry. Is it a fair assumption to suggest that
the building technigues employed represent the low socio-economic status of the
resident population? Is this supported by the cultural material retrieved on site?

To what extent can an absence of structural evidence in parts of the site during the
Roman period be attributed to the ephemeral nature of the construction techniques
employed in this part of the civitas? In addition, can any predictions be made with
regards the longevity of the structures?
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Given that Stane Street is believed to be the main route to London what are the
implications of the relative lack of development adjacent to the eastern terminus of East
Street? Is it possible that the main route to London was from North Street and that Stane
Street was simply a military installation which quickly fell out of use? .
In the late 394" century widespread gravel surfaces were deposited above an earlier
phase of, possible, industrial buildings to the northwest of the “Shippam’s” street. How
are we to understand the implications of this dramatic change of spatial usage?

In what ways have the Shippam’s excavations supported the premise that civitas streets
are located to the west, north and east of its boundaries?

Can any conclusions be drawn from the distribution of pits in association with strqctures’?
Is there any evidence to indicate patterns of distribution of pit types as evident at
Silchester? _

What conclusions can be drawn from the lack of occupational accumulation on site e.g.
deposition of layers, despite continued, though not dense, occupation throughout the
Roman period? "

What conclusions can be drawn from the decline evident during the 4™ century and how
does the Shippam’s site relate to other sites in Chichester in this respect?

What conclusions can be drawn from the presence of reused worked stone within the
construction of the 4™ century bastion and what are the social implications that may have
necessitated the use of such pieces within the fabric of the structure?

Early-Middle Saxon

One feature was identified as dating to the initial post-Roman period. Can the feature be
considered an anomaly or is it possible that given the number of features, which could,
stratigraphically, be assigned to this period that occupation continued into the post-
Roman era?

Given the propensity of modern street names ending in derivatives of “Wic” to the east of
the city walls is it possible that the population shifted to the east of the walled settlement
following the Roman occupation? In addition, was it a consequence of a resident
population in relatively close proximity to the northeast quadrant that led to it, possibly,
being a focus of occupation in the Saxo-Norman period?

Middie/Late Saxo-Norman

Can the civitas street crossing the Factory part of the site be considered to have served
as a spatial boundary during the Middle/Late Saxon period?

Are there any conclusions to be made from the robbing of the Shippam’s bastion in the
Saxo-Norman period?

To what extent can the spatial distribution of pits, as a representation of property
boundaries, in the Saxo-Norman period be seen to have dictated the later tayout of this
part of Chichester?

Many of the cesspits dated to this period are positioned along east-west alignments in
the central part of the site. Can these be considered to define the rear of property
boundaries fronting East Street? If so, what are the implications of such long property
boundaries and what may they suggest with regards the economic status of the resident
population?

What cultural and environmental evidence exists to indicate activities on site? Is it
possible to recognise changes in time and space throughout the Saxo-Norman period?

Medieval

To what extent do alignments of cesspits represent property boundaries during the
medieval period? If so, is it possible to recognise a greater longevity/density of use
between separate plots?

To what extent can the oven located adjacent to East Street be considered to indicate
the presence of a bakers on site during the 13" century? Does the environmental data
support this premise?

it would appear that during the later half of the medieval period a spatial shift, from north
to south, took place on site. Aside from the importance of East Street as a market area,
is there any other evidence to indicate why the northern part of the Factory site became
less important?

Post-medieval
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9.8.1

9.8.2
9.8.3
9.8.4
9.8.5

9.8.6

9.9
9.9.1

9.10
9.10.1

Can individual properties be identified from the distribution of cellars, soak-aways and
wells along the East Street frontage? If so, which historically known buildings do they
represent?

|s there any evidence from associated pits to indicate the usage of the 17" century
building adjacent to East Walls?

How have the excavations on the Factory added to our understanding of East Walls
Brewhouse?

Does the absence of archaeological evidence for civil war activity on the Social Club
negate the premise that a civil war earthwork once existed?

The city wall was rebuilt during the post-medieval Period. Can the rebuilding of the wall
be related to the “Grand Tours” taken during the 17", 18" and early 19" centuries?

To what extent had post-medieval truncation, both horizontal and vertical, negatively
effected the preservation of earlier archaeological deposits across the site? To what
extent can this be considered to have skewed initial interpretations of zones of activity
throughout all phases?

Multi-Phased Development

The “Research Design” for the site acknowledged that that to gain a meaningful
understanding of the site it would be necessary to view the site from a multi-phased, in
addition to a phased, perspective.

“Excavation of Shippam’s Factory offers the opportunity to examine the development of
an urban centre site throughout multiple periods. It is anticipated that evidence of shifting
alignments, streets and land boundaries will be present on the site, potentially allowing
processes of change and/or continuity transcending a number of archaeological phases
to be recognised. In addition, analysis of artefactual and environmental evidence
retrieved within these spatial boundaries potentially offers the opportunity to consider
change and/or continuity of use (e.g. craft or industrial production, and domestic
occupation of vary kinds and intensity) throughout these periods.

With regards to the Shippam’s Social Club, a research objective of particular importance
is to enhance the understanding of the construction, development, decline and reuse of
the city defences during the Roman, Saxon, medieval and post-medieval periods. Whilst
several phases of development throughout these periods have been defined, the extent
to which the evidence on the present site supports established theories regarding the
history of Chichester’s defences needs to be tested.

The spatial separation of Shippam’s Factory and the Shippam’s Social Club by the City
Wall inevitably creates two discrete sites with distinct stratigraphic sequences, albeit
tenuously linked beneath the wall. However, whilst the Shippam’s Social Club site is
essentially extra-mural in nature, the archaeological sequence outside of the City Wall is
arguably relevant to a consideration of the history of activity within. The investigations of
each of the Shippam’s sites, undertaken in tandem, will allow the changing function and
status of the city defences to be correlated with the evoiving character of intra-mural
occupation.” (Taylor 2005d)

Archaeological Methodology

The mitigation phase of work demonstrated that property boundaries, potentially dating
to the Saxo-Norman period, had been maintained in the construction of Shippam'’s
Factory. As a consequence areas of open and developed land during the medieval and
post-medieval periods roughly correlated with the layout of the Factory buildings. Due to
logistical considerations much of the investigation of the factory prior to mitigation was
concentrated in the undeveloped open areas and thus could not evaluate the density of
medieval and post-medieval archaeology present below the Factory buildings. What can
be learnt from a reappraisal of the pre-mitigation methodology?

9.10.2 To what extent did the policy of Preservation in situ contribute to a coherent

understanding of the archaeological sequence encountered on Shippam’s Social Club?



10 CONTENTS OF THE ARCHIVE

10.1  Paper Records |
10.1.1 WSHF04 |
|

Registers Sheets 1 Ring Binder
Context Sheets (3943) 9 Ring Binders
Environmental Sheets (585) 2 Ring Binders
Plans 10 Ring Binders
Sections (96) 1 Ring Binder
5, 10.1.2 WSSCO05 |
. Registers Sheets 0.25 Ring Binders 1
Contexts Sheets (209) 0.50 Ring Binders |
Environmental Sheets (26) 0.25 Ring Binders
Plans 0.50 Ring Binders
Sections (31) 0.50 Ring Binders

10.2 Photographs
10.2.1 WSHF04/WSSC05

Colour (medium format) 105 Slides
Black and White (medium format) 105 Prints
Black and white (35mm) 2226 Prints
Colour {35mm) 2226 Slides
Digital 36 Folders

10.3 The Finds
10.3.1 WSHF04

Pottery 302 boxes
Building Material 52 boxes
Unprocessed Building Material 57 crates
Processed Animal Bone 47 boxes
Unprocessed Animal Bone 50 crates
Lithics 3 boxes
Metal 18 boxes
Glass 17 boxes
Small Finds 13 boxes
Coins 7 boxes
Human Bone 4 boxes
Iron Stag and Debris 28 boxes
Clay Tobacco Pipe 4 boxes
Wall Plaster 7 boxes
Mixed 3 boxes
10.3.2 WSSC05
Pottery 3 boxes
Building Material 6 boxes
Bone 3 boxes
Glass 1 box
Small Finds 2 boxes

10.4  Deposition of the Archive

ﬁ%&% 10.4.1 The completed archive, comprising paper records and artefactual material, will
' eventually be deposited with the Collections Discovery Centre, Fishbourne, West Sussex
_ under the site codes WSHF04 and WSSCU5.
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11

11.1.2

11.1.3

11.14

11.1.5

11.1.6

11.1.7

11.1.8

11.1.9

IMPORTANCE OF RESULTS AND PUBLICATION OUTLINE

Importance Of The Results

The complex archaeological sequence encountered during the investigations at the
former Shippam’s Factory and Shippam’s Social Club offers the opportunity to discuss
the occupation of a multi-period, intra and extra mural site.

Numerous research questions have been raised which offer the opportunity to enhance
archaeological understanding of urban land use throughout the Roman, Saxon, medieval
and post-medieval periods. This is particularly pertinent given that Shippam’s site
appears to represent occupation by a low socio-economic population throughout multipie
periods, an element of society that has so often been over looked in the archaeological
record.

Much discussion exists regarding the role of the Atrebatic south coast during the years
before, during and after the Roman Conquest and, be it negative evidence or not, the
excavations on the Shippam’s site will significantly contribute to this lively debate.

The multiple Roman phases identified on site offer a host of opportunities to further our
knowledge of this period. Of particular note is the potential for discussing use and
definition of space both within and outside the city walls, industrial and domestic
practices, ritual practices and, ultimately, the development and decline of the northeast
quadrant of the civitas at Chichester.

The presence of an Early Saxon pit and the unexpectedly plentiful evidence for Middle
and Late Saxon occupation on the site is of particular importance when considering the
abandonment and reoccupation of the walled settlement. The implications of Middie/Late
Saxon occupation within the northeast quadrant of Chichester is particularly pertinent
when considering the eventual establishment of the Norman castle a short distance to
the north of the site.

The development and use of the site throughout the medieval period, whilst not
extensive, is of significance in that it appears to have been spatiaily dictated by the
preceding periods.

The presence of a previously undocumented building pre-dating East Walls Brewhouse
is of importance, as is the possible evidence for a tawyer in the later post-medieval
period. The complex post-medieval sequence witnessed in the south of the site adjacent
to East Street also offers the opportunity to further understand the growth and
development of Chichester during the post-medieval period.

The vast quantities of cultural material retrieved during the excavations, which need to
be considered in both time and space to be fully understood, are of particular
importance. 1t is anticipated that when considered fully the data should enhance our
knowledge domestic activities, industrial activities and trade, amongst others, throughout
all periods.

It is of particular importance that the findings from the Shippam’s site, when published,
be assimilated with excavations in the Chichester area and elsewhere in Britain and the
continent.

11.1.10 To summarise the Shippam’s excavations are of local, regional and national importance

11.2
11.2.1

and require full and comprehensive publication to fully understand the complex
sequence of activity on site.

Further work

This assessment report is a necessarily brief summary of the complex archaeological
sequence recorded at the Shippam’s Factory and Shippam’s Social Club and as a
consequence a significant amount of further work is required before the site can be
taken forth to publication. Listed below are the quantifiable tasks that require completion:
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11.2.2 General

11.2.3 Roman

11.2.4 Post-Ro

Incorporation of evaluations and watching briefs conducted before and after the
main phase of excavation ‘

Refinement of site phases particularly with regards the definition of sub-phases
and consideration of those contexts containing residual, intrusive or no cultural
material

Full Incorporation of completed specialist assessments (the majority of the
specialist reports were compiled prior to assignation of provisional phases to
contexts undated by stratigraphic position or datable finds)

Spatial analysis of all phases of activity to be conducted in conjunction with
specialist data, in particular assignation of pit groups and recognition of
individual buildings

Historical Research of post-medieval phases

General Research associated with both the original and additional research
questions detailed for the site

Pottery (Appendix 2)

The assemblage should be quantified using the measures of weight and
estimated vessel equivalents (Orton et al. 1993) in addition to sherd count

The development of the Rowlands Castle industry over time should be charted
and illustrated (perhaps with a type series)

Pottery supply to the site and how it changes over time should be explored using
quantified statistics

Key groups of pottery illustrating specific site aspects should be discussed and
illustrated

Functional analysis of the pottery groups may be useful, especially where groups
can be linked to particular structures or activity zones

Given the absence of late fourth-century activity the residual Roman pottery will
need to be scanned for diagnostically late fabrics

The imported pottery should be discussed and illustrated where required

The Samian and Arretine ware should be discussed by Geoff Dannell and the
Samian stamps by Brenda Dickinson

The amphora should be discussed by David Williams

The mortaria should be discussed by Kay Hartley

man Pottery (Appendix 3)

The pottery types need to be compared with the existing fabric series housed by
Chichester Museum, but as that fabric series is out dated, then pottery
specialists (Luke Barber, Duncan Brown and Ben Jervis) and other ceramic
reference collections need to be consulted. Local, official pottery type codes are
required for the publication, but if that does not exist or needs to be updated,
then a new coding system may need to be generated from that used for this
report.

The post-Roman pottery from the evaluations needs to be reviewed as to its
importance with the excavation assemblages. Contexts [1000] and [2337]
onwards were only given a basic scan, then these contexts require further spot
dating. A number of the larger contexts require analysis in full and to include rim
estimated vessel equivalents (EVE's) and weight as part of their quantification.
This will allow for comparison of different temporal assemblages on site to see if
there are changes in forms, functions and will provide useful statistical
information for comparison with other sites in Hampshire, Sussex and the South
East.

Stratigraphical analysis of the ceramic sequence is required to determine better
dating of the different pottery types. Other dating evidence, such as coins, clay
tobacco pipes, small finds and historical documentation of the land use will be
beneficial to the dating of the pottery types

Spatial distribution of temporal changes in pottery groups and different functions
of the ceramics may indicate if activity shifted around the site or if different land
plots show varying activities
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The ceramics associated with Shippam’s potted paste Factory are an important
contribution to Chichester's local history and need to be discussed and
photographed

Approximately 40 vessels require illustration to supplement the publication text
Chemical analysis of the purple residue on the inside of the 11™ century vessel
recorded in context [2554].

Evidence for pottery production is very meagre on the site and consists of a G3
jar rim with cracked surfaces and could represent either a waster or second.
Other industrial activity recorded on the site is represented by a medieval
crucible with an internal slag type product, but this is residual in a 1600-50 dated
deposit and therefore does not require further analysis.

11.2.5 Coins (Appendix 4)

11.2.6 Roman

The primary use of the coins will be to aid the phasing of the site.

A number of coins (¢.70) from stratified contexts have been selected for x-ray
and/or cleaning.

Prior to publication ¢.50 coins will need to be fully identified using Roman
Imperial Coinage.

The publication should include a summary coin list {perhaps as an appendix)
containing sufficient detail to be of use to other numismatists

Analysis of the site’s coin loss in relation to a local and national context is
recommended using the methodology advocated by Reece (1991 and 1995).
Unusual or noteworthy coins should be mentioned in the publication.

Some work on assessing the residuality and redeposition of the coins may be
useful once the final phasing has been produced.

The hoards should be published but it is not thought necessary to clean and
identify all the coins (unless other factors like museum display need to be
considered), given that they are probably all sc-called ‘barbarous radiates’.
Examination of a small sample may be necessary to confirm this impression.
Analysis of module size may, however, be a useful approach (see above).

small Finds (Appendix 5)

The ironwork and copper alloy objects should be x-rayed to aid identification and
to provide an archival record

A small number of objects need conservation or cleaning

The brooch assemblage needs to be fully identified and individual examples
classified according to standard typologies

The other categories of small find need to be fully identified. A large number of
objects need to have parallels established for them

The identified finds require discussion by phase using functional categories such
as those used by Crummy (1983)

The spatial distribution of the finds also needs to be explored along with any
particular associations with structures or buildings

The finds should be compared with other sites in Chichester and other urban
assemblages

A large number of objects will require illustration. The total number cannot be
quantified until the ironwork has been x-rayed and all objects identified as fully
as possible

The large collection of nails can be rationalised before archiving with only a
representative sample retained. The same is probably true of some of the lead
and other metal waste

11.2.7 Post-Roman Small Finds (Appendix 6)

The metal and small finds from Shippam’s Factory form a significant
assemblage, contributing both to the understanding of the site and to the
development of Chichester in the post-Roman period, and should be included in
any publication of the site. Further work should be undertaken to fully identify
and discuss the various objects and categories represented, and to relate them
to activities reflected in the wider archaeological site record.
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The ironwork and copper-alloy objects require x-raying

The bone-working waste will need further analysis by a specialist

A number of objects will require illustration, in particular the Late Saxon hooked
tags, the medieval seal matrix and box mounts, and the early modern dress
accessories. The exact number will be determined once the iron objects have
been xrayed.

11.2.8 Glass (Appendix 7)

Thirteen items (12 Roman, 1 medieval) require illustration and a catalogue with
discussion for the Roman and medieval fragments is required.

The requirement for the post-medieval assemblage can be left under
advisement. A very short discussion could be prepared for the latest material,
contemporary with the paste Factory. However, if a more detailed discussion of
the bespoke paste jars is required then the services of someone more
specialised in such things should be secured.

11.2.9 Clay Pipe and Hair Curlers (Appendix 8)

Further research is required on the possible clay tobacco pipe makers
represented in the assemblage. More complete or better moulded examples of
the pipes in the assemblages should be sought in the Chichester Museum
archives to provide better sourcing to possible pipe makers. A list of Chichester
clay tobacco pipe makers can also be compiled from new information provided
by lan Hale of Chichester Museum.

Spatial distribution of the clay tobacco pipes and hair curlers should be studied
to see if they relate to documented changes in land uses on the site
Approximately nineteen clay tobacco pipe bowls require illustration to
supplement the publication text

11.2.10 Building Materials (Appendix 9)

The representative sample of multi-phased building material studied,
demonstrates that significant information, particularly new fabric types, can be
gleaned from the building material assemblage. Analysis of the Roman
assemblages would aid in identifying where and how early local kin
manufacture took place and comparison should be made with possible kiln sites
and ceramic assemblages in the region.

It is suggested that a representative sample of the ceramic and stone
assemblage is retained due to its unique character. This sample will be
determined following discussions the Archive Centre at Fishbourne.

11.2.11 Lithics (Appendix 10)

11.2.12 Human

Further study of the densities and distribution of the burnt flint, taken with
consideration to context, both within individual features and spatially across the
site, and with regard to the material’s relationship with other deposited materials,
may help elucidation of its use in industrial processes and discard practices
occurring at the site.

The struck assemblage is small and residual but does demonstrate prehistoric
activity at the site spanning many millennia. Further work on the arrowhead
typology is warranted (following Clark 1935 and Green 1980) and the
assemblage should be briefly described for publication, alongside illustrations of
the most typologically and technologically distinct pieces.

Bone (Appendix 11)

The results of the assessment indicate an ongoing practice throughout the
Roman period to inter very young babies within a developed area of the town.
Infant burials are often found within the boundaries of towns, often in building
foundation deposits or deposed of within ditches and shafts and it is seen as a
normal practice for this period (Watts 1989). However comparison should be
made with contemporary sites to analyse any associations with particular types
of building and also to compare the age distribution of the burials. What is very
noticeable within the Shippam’s assemblage is the close correlation of age at
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death for all of the infants. There are a number of reasons for infants dying
during the perinatal period, it could be the result of entirely natural causes
causing still birth or death shortly following birth or it could indicate a practice of
infanticide, as Mays (1993) has suggested for a number of Roman sites. Full
osteological analysis of the remains is required in order to establish age at death
more accurately so that these comparisons can be made and any pathologies
identified.

11.2.13 Animal Bone {Appendix 12)

As far as is known the Shippam’s post-medieval horse bone collection is the
largest of its type excavated so far in Sussex and in consequence holds the
potential of making a valuable contribution to our understanding of the local
post-medieval equine stock. The dates of the assemblages (late 18" to early
19" century) is of significance as this was the period when horses in other
counties such as Lincolnshire were undergoing marked improvement (see
Bewick 1790, reprinted 1980; 10). However, it is believed that the Sussex horses
in contrast remained isolated from the attention of the livestock improvers, a fact
reflected in Rev. Arthur Young's survey of Sussex, in which he reported “The
horses employed in the husbandry of the county have nothing in them which
deserves particular notice” (Young 1813:376) [see also article by Armitage
1991]. Based on the Shippam’s evidence there does nevertheless appear to
have been marked progress made in the breeding of tall robust working horses
[at least in the vicinity of Chichester] and the horse bone assemblages therefore
merit  further detailed osteological study with a view to full
documentation/publication.

From an historical viewpoint, it would be interesting to establish the apparent
connection between the brew house and the horse burials, if indeed there was
one. Apart from the obvious suggestion that some of the horse burials are
remains of dray horses there might be other connections. In this regard it is of
interest that a similar find of horse burials ({though earlier) elsewhere in the
country, at Elverton Street, Westminster, documented by Cowie & Pipe (1999:
244) makes reference to a slaughterhouse established in the 1520s by John
Henbury, who was both a local brewer and butcher.

Although only a few comparatively small samples of the total very large
quantities of recovered Roman and medieval animal bones were studied for the
purposes of this assessment, the material examined certainly appears to
indicate the rest of the bones from the 4700 contexts excavated has the
potential for providing insight into the diet and food procurement strategies of the
site inhabitants during these periods, and also to provide evidence of craft
activities that utilized animal products as the raw material (e.g. horn working). Of
special interest to other archaeologists and historians of ritual practices in
Roman Britain will be the animal burials associated with the Roman foundation
deposits at the Shippam’s site — and these burials will need to be explained in
the context of similar examples from other Roman sites in Britain.

11.2.14 Environmental Samples (Appendix 13)

The rapid bioarchaeological assessment indicates that for particular phases, and
certain contexts, remains are present in suitably high concentrations to justify
further analysis. These remains will provide useful information on the
palaeoenvironment, palaeoeconomy and palaeodiet, and in particular the
following research themes could be addressed by analysis of the charcoal and
charred seeds: woodland cover, woodland exploitation and fuel wood use,
woodland management, evidence for imported wood, cereal cuitivation and
processing, and the composition of agricuitural fields.

Further samples from other contexts may be worthy of analysis, but these will
need to be selected on the basis on feature or context specific research
questions, which can be formulated at the pre-analysis stage project meeting.

11.2.15 Iron Slag and associated debris (Appendix 14)
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¢ The remaining slag not examined at assessment requires examination,
quantification and inputting on the computer data spreadsheet.

e Any material from soil samples unprocessed at time of assessment will also
require examination, quantification and inputting on spreadsheet. It is not known
how much of this there is so time cannot be estimated.

e As well as full phasing and contextual information, plans of the site showing
relationships of features containing slag to each other and to any structures will
be required.

s To analyse and write up the slag for publication.

11.3  Publication outline

11.3.1 The complexity and nature of the archaeological sequence found during the excavation
of Shippam’s Factory and Shippam’s Social Club warrants comprehensive publication. It
is therefore recommended that the site be published as part of the Pre-Construct
Archaeology monograph series. A brief synopsis of the proposed monograph contents
are detailed below although details of the layout should not be considered fixed as they
may be subject to revision later in the publication process. The publication will to a large
extent be a synthetic text with much of the finds information integrated into the main text.
However, certain key aspects of the finds assemblages will be discussed in chapters
devoted to specialist reports. Catalogues and tables will to a large extent not be included
in the publication but will either be appended on an accompanying cd or available on a
relevant website. It is proposed that the publication will be in the order of 150-200 pages
in length. The monograph will be peer reviewed by one or more archaeologists who are
deemed most experienced in this area of research. Individuals will be approached once
the draft is nearing completion.

Archaeological Investigations at Shippam’s Factory and Shippam’s Social Club, East
Walls, Chichester, West Sussex
PCA Monograph Series
Author Jo Taylor
Frontispiece
Title Page
Contents
Contributors
Figures
Tables
Summary
Acknowledgements

Chapter 1 Introduction
Circumstances of the Investigations
The Monograph and the Archive
Geology and Topography
Archaeological and Historical Background

Chapter 2 Evidence and Interpretations of Pre-Roman Activity
Before the Conguest (Phase 2)

Integrated chapter, including lithic report, assessing the dearth of features, the
presence of residual material and the implications for understanding the site within the
prehistoric landscape generally and the Late Iron Age landscape, e.g. the Atrebatic
Oppidum, specifically.

Chapter 3 The Roman Archaeological Sequence
The Conquest and the Civitas: Phases 3a/b/c
Development: Phases 4 and 5
Decline and Abandonment: Phases 6, 7 and 8

Chapter 4 Roman Specialist Reports
Pottery by James Gerrard & Malcolm Lyne
Coins by James Gerrard
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Small Finds by James Gerrard

iron Slag and Related Debris by Lynne Keys

Glass by John Shepherd

Building Materials by Kevin Hayward

Human Bone by Ellie Sayer

Animal Bone by Philip Armitage

Environmental Samples by Nick Branch and Archaeoscape

Chapter 5 Discussion Of Roman Activity
Stane Street and the Early Roman Settiement

The archaeological evidence from the Shippam's investigations suggests that a
reappraisal of the importance of Stane Street, beyond the post-Conquest period, is
necessary. So to is the extent to which the site can be considered to form part of the
original planned grid of the civitas. This sub-section will assess the early development of
the site and its environs, with discussion of the extent to which the infrastructure
established during the immediate post-Conquest period dictated the usage of this part of
Chichester over the following centuries.

Roman Life in the Northeast Quadrant

It will be necessary to spatially assess the archaeological evidence to identify
patterns and shifts in distribution, by phase, across the site. The social and economic
implications of the archaeological evidence will be discussed, particularly the
discrepancies of the Shippam’s excavations, e.g. the absence of masonry buildings,
when compared to evidence elsewhere in Chichester.

Identification and discussion of the zones and nature of activity e.g. street side
taverna’s, workshops, open gravelled areas etc, and their implications for discussing the
socio-economic status of this part of the civitas. In addition, the relatively early decline,
when compared to sites elsewhere in Chichester, will be discussed.

Discussion of the implications of high levels of neonate burials and “foundation
deposits” throughout multiple phases of Roman activity. Particular focus will be made in
assessing patterns of distribution on site, notably the apparent association between
ovens and neonates. Reference to relevant excavations within Chichester and other
sites in the region, e.g. Silchester, will be made.

The Civitas Defences

Discussion of the evolving nature of the civitas defences, comparison with
evidence from elsewhere in Chichester and discussion of the extent to which they
should be considered definitions of space and, in some instances, statements of
grandeur as opposed to having served a true defensive purpose.

With regards the civitas wall the implications of differential levels of contraction
within the civitas generally will be assessed. It will also be necessary to discuss the
construction of the bastions, in particular the reuse of monumental stonework, and
associated ditch within the wider political landscape of the 4" century.

Chapter 6 The Saxon and Medieval Archaeological Sequence
Post-Roman Hiatus and Middle Saxon Reoccupation: Phases 8 and 9
The Late Saxon/Early Medieval Settiement: Phase 10
Medieval Cesspits and Property Boundaries: Phase 11

Chapter 7 Saxon and Medieval Specialist Reports
Pottery by Chris Jarrett
Small Finds by Méarit Gaimster
Iron Slag and Related Debris by Lynne Keys
Building Materials by Kevin Hayward
Animal Bone by Philip Armitage
Environmental Samples by Nick Branch and Archaeoscape

Chapter 8 Discussion of the Saxon and Medieval Activity
The Saxon and Medieval Settlement
A significant amount of research will be undertaken for this chapter including:
consideration of the theories regarding the location of the nearby Saxon settlement prior
to the reoccupation of the walled area; an assessment of sites within the walled
settlement known to exhibit evidence of Middle Saxon occupation (including residual
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Chapter 9

Chapter 10

Chapter 11

Chapter 12

and in situ evidence); identification of parallels elsewhere in the region, and country, for
reoccupation of walled settlements during the Middle and Late Saxon periods.

Analysis and discussion of land boundaries in addition to assessment of the
spatial distribution of material e.g. identification and interpretation of differential zones of
activity and usage.

The Late-Medieval and Post-Medieval Sequence
East Walls Frontage: Phases 12 and 13

Fast Street Frontage: Phases 12 and 13

Chichester City Wall; Phases 12 and 13

Shippam's Factory and Social Club: Phase 14

Late-Medieval and Post-Medieval Specialist Reports
Pottery

Small Finds

iron Slag and Related Debris

Glass

Clay Pipe and Hair Curlers

Building Materials

Animal Bone

Discussion of Late-Medieval and Post-Medieval Activity
The Northeast Quadrant during the Post-Medieval Period ‘

Research of documentary and cartographic evidence in correlation with
archaeological results. Identification of landowners, property boundaries, trades and
industries etc throughout the post-medieval period.

Discussion of the reconstruction of the city wall and historical relevance e.g.
influence of the Grand Tour.
The Shippam'’s Legacy

Research of documentary and cartographic evidence in correlation with
archaeological results. To include comparison of diverse assemblage of Shippam’s
paste pots with the Shippam’s advertising archive held at the Chichester District
Museum.

Conclusions

Bibliography
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Appendix 1: Area Context Registers

Table 1: Area A Access Road ;

Site Code | Context No| PlanNo | Type | Descripton.. | N-5 | E-W |Depth| High | Low |Phase
WSHF04 1000jn/a Fill Fill of [1001] 2.62 250 10.22 113.93 |n/a 14
WSHF04 1001]1001 Cut Pit 2.62 [2.50 ]0.22 113.93 13.71 |14
WSHF04 1003in/a Fill Fill of [1004] 140 [2.60 10.70 [13.81 In/a 13
WSHF04 10041004 Cut Pit 140 [2.80 |0.70 113.81 |12.90 |13
WSHF04 10051005 Masonry {Drain within [1008] 1.60 [1.20 [0.70 |13.89 In/a 14
WSHF04 1006/1005 Fill Fill of [1008] 1.60 {1.20 040 1{13.58 In/a 14
WSHF04 10071005 Fill Fill of [1008] 1.60 [1.20 10.70 113.88 |n/a 14
WSHF04 1008{1008 Cut Construction cut for [1005] 2.48 14.30 |0.70 113.87 |13.18 |14
WSHF04 1009[1005 Masonry |Floor within [1008] 0.74 [1.45 10.60 [13.69 |n/a 14
WSHF04 1010[1010 Fili Fill of [1004] - horse burial 140 [2.80 [0.70 |13.60 |n/a 13
WSHF04 1011in/a Fill Fill of [1012] 0.40 |0.82 10.30 [13.43 |n/a 14
WSHF04 1012[1012 Masonry |Soak-away within [1014] 0.62 [1.00 10.64 [13.89 {13.43 |14
WSHF04 1013|n/a Fill Fill of [1014] 0.65 [1.03 10.64 [13.89 jn/a 14
WSHFO04 1014[1014 Cut Construction cut for {1012] 0.65 (1.03 10.78 [13.91 ]13.13 {14
WSHF04 1015n/a Fill Fill of [10186] 0.66 11.13 j0.70 [13.90 in/a 13
WSHF04 1016]1016 Cut Pit 066 11.13 |0.70 [13.90 |13.20 |13
WSHF04 1017|n/a Fill Fifl of [1018] 0.74 10.29 ]0.33 [13.80 |n/a 11
WSHF04 10181018 Cut Pit 0.74 0.29 10.33 [13.80 |13.47 |11
WSHF04 1019]1019 Masonry |Foundation within [1020] 1.00 |0.80 (055 [13.75 In/a 14
WSHF04 102011020 Cut Construction cut for [1019] 3.10 [2.55 0.55 ]13.88 {13.31 |14
WSHF04 1021|n/a Fili Fill of [1023] 0.80 |1.04 10.30 113.56 infla |5
WSHF04 1022|n/a Fill Fill of [1023] 0.80 252 [0.25 [13.46 infa |5
WSHF04 1023[1023 Cut Ditch 0.80 [2.52 [0.44 113.56 [13.12 |5
WSHF04 1024)n/a Fill Fill of [1066] 340 [2.45 ]0.50 [13.68 |n/a 12
WSHF04 1025[n/a Fill Fill of [1066] 3.40 |2.45 |0.48 |13.69 In/a 12
WSHF04 1026in/a Fill Fill of [1066] 3.40 245 10.22 [12.65 In/a 12
WSHF04 1027|n/a Fill Fill of [1029] 3.10 [2.36 {0.30 |13.92 |n/a 14
WSHF04 1028[1028 Masonry |Foundation within [1029] 121 [1.06 [0.16 [13.96 |13.87 |14
WSHF04 10291029 Cut Construction cut for [1028] 3.10 [2.36  |0.25 [13.92 [13.57 {14
WSHF04 1030jn/a Fill Fill of [1034] 234 (240 1045 [13.72 |n/f<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>