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Archaeological Field Evaluation at Tooley's Boatyard, Banbury (SAM 172) 1999 
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Interpretation 

The mortar-lined trough (FlOO) appeared to be contemporary with the earliest phases 
of the dockyard's development. However, with so little of the feature observable in 
the bottom ofTPl, it was difficult to assign a function to FlOO. The relatively fragile 
build ofFIOO indicated that it was built to perform a task which did not involve heavy 
wear, and it is also likely that FIOO was not in use for any great length of time. The 
layer of mixed clay which was seen near the bottom of each trial pit (1005, 4005; 
6003, 7004, and 10007) was interpreted as the ground surface extant at the time of the 
original construction of the boatyard. 

5.2 Trial-Pit 4 (Fig 3; Plate 2) 

Description 

TP4 was dug to examine an area of high resistance R2 and linear feature G 11. It was 
necessary to relocate this Trial-Pit slightly to the south in order to avoid the 
geotechnical boring-rig, which was on site at the time the archaeological works took 
place. 

The earliest layer was a clean, but redeposited orange clay horizon ( 4007) which was 
overlain by a mixed clay layer ( 4005) which, in turn, was sealed by a thin cinder band 
(4004). A south-southeast/north-northwest-aligned straight-sided trench (F400) was 
cut from the top of 4003, a very mixed layer which overlay 4004. The trench (F400), 
was probably the foundation for an ironstone wall, of which, only the base of course 
survived as a line of rotted ironstone ( 4002). Sealing 4002 was a dirty levelling 
deposit ( 4001) and the modern topsoil horizon ( 4000). The top of 4002 was located at 
92.3m AOD, while the top of 4004 was at 92m AOD. 

Interpretation 

The thin cinder band (4004) may be a yard or construction surface associated with the 
earliest phases of the dockyard. The ironstone-filled straight-sided trench (F400) is 
likely to be a later-19th century feature, which may be equivalent to the linear Ground 
Probing Radar feature G 11 (Fig 2), although it seems to be located about lm further 
west. The most likely interpretation is that it may represent a robbed-out building 
foundation or drain. 

5.3 Trial-Pits 6 and 7 (Fig 4; Plate 3) 

Description 

TP6 and TP7 were dug to examine the foundations of the smithy and any 
contemporary yard surfaces. The foundations of the smithy were substantial for a late-
18th century single-storey structure. 
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The brick walls of the smithy were constructed from the mixed clay horizon seen in 
other trial pits around the site, (6003 in TP6; 7004 in TP7). In TP6 the foundations of 
the northeast-facing wall (F600), extended nine brick courses, or 0.70m, beneath the 
modem ground surface with two steps to a depth of91.7m AOD. The foundations for 
the southwest-facing wall were more substantial. These had four steps, with a crude 
form of brick pile or stansion at the northwest comer, which extended I .3m beneath 
the modem ground surface to 91.5m AOD. The modem ground surface was over half 
a metre higher (at 93m AOD) on the southwest-side of the smithy and sealed a 19th­
century yard surface (F700), constructed at 92.7m AOD. 

Interpretation 

The difference in ground level between each side of the smithy was caused by a build­
up of demolition material against the southwest boundary of the boatyard. When 
originally constructed the first step in the foundation of the smithy was at 92.3m AOD 
on each side and the lowest step at 92.1m AOD. This indicates that the site of the 
boatyard was relatively level. The deeper foundations ofthe southwest-facing wall of 
the smithy may have been built into softer ground, which may even represent the infill 
an earlier archaeological feature. 

5.4 Trial-Pit 10 (Fig 5; Plate 4) 

Description 

Trial-Pit 10 was dug to examine the intersection of Ground Probing Radar anomalies 
G 1 and G2 (Fig 2). 

A natural deposit of gravel and clays (1008) was overlain by a 0.7m thick band of 
redeposited clay (10007). A northwest/southeast-aligned linear trench (F1002) was cut 
from the top of 10007 at 91.6m AOD. Trench F1002 corresponded to the Ground 
Probing Radar anomaly Gl. An irregularly-shaped depression (F1003) at the base of 
the cut for trench F1002 may have been the outline of a robbed foundation stone 
compressed into 10008 (depth at bottom 90.8m AOD). There were clear tip lines in 
the backfill ofF1002 (10005), which in tum was sealed by a mixed levelling deposit 
(10004). Two later slots (FlOOO and FlOOl) were cut through 10004, but only the 
edges of these features were seen in the northwest and southeast sides of the trial-pit. 
The fills of these slots, together with 10004, were overlain by a former gravely yard 
surface related to the later phases of the dockyard use (10001). This was, in tum, 
partially overlain by a recent deposit (1 0000) dumped when a new canal retaining 
wall was built in 1999. 

Interpretation 

The position of Ground Probing Radar anomaly G 1 indicated that it probably 
represented the line of an earlier canal wall which was subsequently robbed, and then 
back-filled with rubble, represented by anomaly G2. The depression (F1003) at the 
base of the robber trench (F 1 002) may be interpreted as the impression of a former 

4 



3 5 

5 



6 



7 



RANBU!~Y. 

Eirh:f anc~ 

.2 

2. 

2.1 



under 

or 

3. 

3.1 

can 

Less 

2 



G1 i seen 



2-·{ Cockspur 

1 

1999. 







Number Area 

1000 TPl 
001 TPl 

1002 'I'Pl 
1003 TPl 
FlO I TPl 
1004 TPl 
FlOO TPl 
1005 TP1 
1006 TPJ 

4000 TP4 
4001 TP4 
4002 TP4 
4003 TP4 
F400 TP4 
4004 TP4 
4005 TP4 
4006 TP4 

6000 TP6 
6001 TP6 
6002 TP6 
6003 TP6 
F600 TP6 
6004 TP6 
6005 TP6 

7000 TP7 
F700 TP7 
7001 TP7 
7002 TP7 
7003 TP7 
7004 TP7 
F70l TP7 
F702 TP7 
7005 TP7 

10000 TPlO 
10001 TPlO 
10002 TPlO 
FlOOO TPlO 
10003 TP10 
F1 TPJO 
10004 
0005 

Fl002 TPIO 
10006 TPlO 
Fl003 TFlO 
10007 fPlO 
10008 TPlO 

surface 
construction cut 

rotted ironstone 

foundation trench 
ash/clinker surface 

brkk tloor 
build ofF700 

wall 
construction cut 
build of F702 

?slot 
fill 

?slot 

?robber trench 

?natural 

also fills Fl 
cut into 1004 
butted with 1 006 
1006 

FlOO 
build ofFIOO 

ofF400 
F400 

4006 

backfill ofF400 

built from 6003 

7001, F702 

also tills F702 
cut F702 

for waH F70l 

Fl 

FlOOl 

cut F 
F1002 

fl003 



Context 

!005 

4001 

6000 
6001 
6002 
6004 

7003 

10004 
10005 
10006 

date 

17th/ 1 

19th 

19th 

18th/19th 

18th/19th 

18th/19th century 
18th/19th 
18th/19th 

cmmnents 

construction level 

backfill of robber 
backfill of robber 
backfill of robber 

canal wall 
canal wall 
canal wall 



Reprmlm:ed ih>m t!ie Onlmm.re 
Survey 1:50 Ollll m!!p of 1992 with the 
llermission oHhe O:mtml!~r· 
of Her J\bjesty'~ Stationery OOke 
©Cmwr< Cor1yriglit 
Lke11tee: Field Anha~ology Unit 

or Blrmingi:<llm 
Edg:haNtort 
Bh·naiflg~Hi§~l 

!U52TT 

41 

1 



irrugcted 
~n Shed 

Fig2 

Tcrmoc 

Concrete 
Cover ever 
Dry Dock 
Dra~n sump .. 

· ~ ~z:. ~-~ft) 

CJ Trial-Pits 

IIIII Test-Pits 

Scale 

1:125 



NW 

Oi 

S.2 w 4 

r 

F400 ---------

L 

J 

3 

1 

I 

- J 

E 

S2.5mAIJD 
:?": 

1m 



S.3 
N 

S.5 

~~- ~- ~ ~· ~ ,~,c 

·-•• o•-- ~-~ ~ - ~ - -~~ -· .--,u~- =-~- ~> 

7 

,J 

Smithy 

s SA 

Will! 

F&l.'Xl 

0 

0 

1 
L,,_ 

l.§Qq~ Un®xe!i!v<tl~id 

Brk:kW<!.I! 
(Suppcr!ing F!ocr ?) 



6 

Slump 

F1003 

Fi003 

0 

5 






