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1. Summary 
 The project 
1.1 This report presents the results of an archaeological evaluation conducted in 

advance of a proposed development on land off Driffield Road, Molescroft, Beverley. 
The works comprised the excavation of 15 targeted evaluation trenches.  

   
1.2 The works were commissioned by URS and conducted by Archaeological Services 

Durham University. 
 
 Results 
1.3 Archaeological deposits including ditches, pits and gullies cut were present in 

trenches 4, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 13. The ditches recorded in trenches 4 and 13 are 
likely to be modern field boundaries depicted in the historic mapping. No dating 
evidence was recovered from the fills of the features identified elsewhere. The 
majority of the features were identified in the south and east of the area. 

 
1.4 In the northern part of the PDA, a deep layer of colluvial overburden was recorded in 

trenches 1, 2, 4, 6, 7 and 14. This reflects the general topography of the area. In 
Trench 6, this deposit was excavated to a depth of over 2m and was interpreted as 
representing the location of a former pond or depression. 

 
1.5 No archaeological deposits were recorded in trenches 1, 2, 5, 7, 14 and 15. 
 
1.6 Furrows, the remains of medieval or post-medieval ploughing, were recorded in 

trenches 3, 9, 10, and 12, cutting into the natural. 
 
1.7 Variations in the underlying natural geology, possibly representing palaeochannels, 

were recorded in trenches 2 and 7. 
 
1.8 A small assemblage of animal bone and plant macrofossils was recovered, but no 

dating evidence.  
 
 Recommendations 
1.9 No archaeological resource was identified which requires preservation in situ. 
 
1.10 A programme of archaeological recording associated with the development may be 

required in the south and east of the area. 
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2. Project background 
 Location (Figure 1) 
2.1 The proposed development area (PDA) is located on land off Driffield Road, 

Molescroft, Beverley (NGR centre: TA 501945 440977). The PDA covers an area of 
approximately 8.7 ha and is located to the north and west of the A1035. 

 
 Development proposal 
2.2 The proposed development area has been granted planning permission for 

residential development subject to planning conditions (Application no: 
DC/13/01795/STPLF; HAP SMR casework reference: PA/CONS/1854. 

 
 Objective 
2.3 The objective of the scheme of works was to assess the nature, extent and potential 

significance of any archaeological resource within the PDA, so that an informed 
decision may be made regarding the nature and scope of any further scheme of 
archaeological works that may be required in relation to the development. 

 
 Specification  
2.4 The works have been undertaken in accordance with a Written Scheme of 

Investigation provided by URS (2014; Appendix 1) and approved by the planning 
authority.  

 
 Dates 
2.5 Fieldwork was undertaken between 19th and 28th May 2014. This report was 

prepared for June 2014. 
 
 Personnel 
2.6 Fieldwork was conducted by Matthew Claydon (Supervisor), Alan Rae, Beverley Still, 

Nathan Thomas (Supervisor), Rebekah Watson and Ben Westwood. This report was 
prepared by Nathan Thomas, with illustrations by David Graham. Specialist reporting 
was by Dr Louisa Gidney (animal bone), Dr Helen Drinkall (flint), Jennifer Jones 
(building materials and iron objects) and Lorne Elliott (palaeoenvironmental). The 
Project Manager was Daniel Still. 

 
 Archive/OASIS 
2.7 The site code is BMD14, for Beverley Molescroft Driffield Road 2014. The archive is 

currently held by Archaeological Services Durham University and will be transferred 
to The Hull and East Riding Museum in due course. Archaeological Services Durham 
University is registered with the Online AccesS to the Index of archaeological 
investigationS project (OASIS). The OASIS ID number for this project is archaeol3-
180697. 

  
 
3.  Landuse, topography and geology 
3.1 At the time of the archaeological works, the PDA was an arable field under cereal 

crop. 
 
3.2 The PDA slopes down to a natural valley in the north. The elevations vary from 

between 23m OD in the south-east corner to 13m OD in the north-east. 
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3.3 The underlying solid geology of the area comprises Flamborough Chalk of the 
Cretaceous Period, which is overlain by Devensian Diamicton clays with pockets of 
sands and gravels (BGS 2014). 

 
 
4. Historical and archaeological background 
 Previous archaeological works 
4.1 A geophysical survey of the PDA has been conducted as part of the scheme of works 

(Phase Site Investigations Ltd. 2013). The survey detected a number of linear and 
curvilinear anomalies in addition to responses representing former ridge and furrow 
cultivation. 

 
4.2 In 2009 and 2011 a geophysical survey, trial trenching and a desk-based assessment 

were carried out on land to the north of Woodland way by Prospect Archaeology 
(2011). This site is located immediately to the east of the PDA. The results of the 
geophysical survey identified ridge and furrow anomalies and a number of linear 
anomalies. The linear features were investigated during the trial trenching, one of 
which proved to be Ings Drain, a large ditch containing 19th century artefacts. The 
remainder of linear features were both east-west and north-south aligned ditches 
probably associated with earlier drainage of the land. Pottery of an Iron Age or early 
medieval date was recovered from two of the ditches 

 
4.3 Further background research on the PDA is presented in the WSI (URS 2014) and will 

not be repeated here in full. Cartographic evidence from the 19th century indicated 
that the PDA was formerly partitioned into five smaller fields by north-west to 
south-east oriented boundaries. A small chalk pit is also visible in the mapping that 
has been detected by the geophysical survey.  

 
 
5. The evaluation trenches (Figure 2) 
5.1 Fifteen trial trenches were machine excavated in locations determined by URS. This 

included targeting anomalies identified by the geophysical survey, areas outside of 
the geophysical survey and areas within the geophysical survey that were ‘blank’.  

 
 Trench 1  
5.2 This trench was 30m by 1.5m, and was located over a number of isolated magnetic 

anomalies. The natural geology [3], a reddish brown compact sandy gravel with 
patches of orange brown clay, was identified at a depth of between 0.8m to 0.9m 
below ground level (BGL) (15.19m to 15.7m OD). Immediately above the natural was 
a mid orange brown sandy clay subsoil [2: 0.5m to 0.6m deep]. Above the subsoil 
was a modern topsoil [1: 0.3m deep], a mid grey brown silty clay. The anomalies 
identified by the geophysical survey may be caused by variations in the underlying 
geology. 

  
 Trench 2 
5.3 This trench was 30m by 1.5m, and was located over two linear magnetic anomalies. 

The natural geology [3], a reddish brown compact sandy gravel with patches of 
orange brown clay, was identified at a depth of between 0.8m to 1.1m BGL (14.4m 
to 15.6m OD).Variations in the natural were recorded coincident with the identified 
anomalies. It is probable that these represent the courses of former palaeochannels. 
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Immediately above the natural was a mid orange brown sandy clay subsoil [2: 0.5m 
to 0.8m deep]. Above the subsoil was a modern topsoil [1: 0.3m deep], a mid grey 
brown silty clay. 

 
 Trench 3 
5.4 This trench was 30m by 1.5m, and was located over a series of parallel linear 

magnetic anomalies. The natural geology [3], a mid orange brown clay, was 
identified at a depth of between 0.3m to 0.5m BGL (20.6m to 21.1m OD).Cutting the 
natural was a series of five shallow furrows [F19: 1-2m wide and 50mm deep] 
coincident with the identified magnetic anomalies. Immediately above the identified 
features was a modern topsoil [1: 0.3m to 0.4m deep], a mid grey brown silty clay.  

 
 Trench 4 (Figure 3) 
5.5 This trench was 30m by 1.5m, and was located over a linear magnetic anomaly. The 

natural geology [3], a mid reddish brown sandy clay, was identified at a depth of 
between 0.7m to 0.9m BGL (14.1m to 14.8m OD). Immediately above the natural 
was a mid orange brown sandy clay subsoil [2: 0.3m to 0.5m deep]. Cutting the 
subsoil [2] was a ditch [F13: 4.5m long, 0.65m wide and 0.16m deep]. F13 was 
oriented north-west to south-east and was filled with a dark grey silty clay [12] that 
contained a fragment of CBM. F13 was interpreted as the course of a former field 
boundary. Above the feature was a modern topsoil [1: 0.4m deep], a mid grey brown 
silty clay. The linear geophysical anomaly was not identified and the recorded linear 
feature was not detected by the geophysical survey. 

 
Trench 5 

5.6 This trench was 30m by 1.5m, and was located over a series of linear magnetic 
anomalies. The natural geology [3], an orange brown sandy clay, was identified at a 
depth of between 0.4m to 0.5m BGL (14.7m to 14.9m OD). Immediately above the 
natural was a modern topsoil [1: 0.4m to 0.5m deep], a mid grey brown silty clay. No 
archaeological features or deposits were identified. 

 
Trench 6 (Figure 5) 

5.7 This trench was 30m by 1.5m, and was located to confirm the course of an identified 
linear anomaly. The natural geology [3], a reddish brown compact sandy clay with 
common chalk fragments, was identified at the south-east end of the trench at a 
depth of 1.7m BGL (12.4m OD). Cutting the natural was a linear cut F21 oriented 
approximately north to south and coincident with the edge of a large positive 
magnetic anomaly. Filling F21 to a depth of over 1.8m was a mid orange brown 
sandy clay that contained fragments of animal bone. This deposit was homogenous 
across the length of the trench and did not appear to differ from the subsoil [2] 
identified elsewhere on the site. The base of the deposit was not reached at the 
south-east end of the trench. At the north-west end of the trench, natural sands and 
gravels were encountered at 2.1m BGL (11.9m OD). Considering the location of this 
feature in relation to the PDA’s topography, it is possible that F21 represents a 
former pond or depression that has filled up with colluvium. Immediately above the 
subsoil was a modern topsoil [1: 0.3m deep], a mid grey brown silty clay. 

  
Trench 7 

5.8 This trench was 30m by 1.5m, and was located over a linear magnetic anomaly. The 
natural geology [3], a mid orange brown gravelly clay with patches of light pink clay 
with chalk fragments, was identified at a depth of between 0.6m to 1.5m BGL 
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(12.2m to 13.1m OD). The trench was deepest at its northern end and became 
shallower with the rise in topography to the south. Variations in the natural were 
recorded and it is probable that these again represent the courses of a former 
palaeochannel. Immediately above the natural was a mid orange brown sandy clay 
subsoil [2: 0.3m to 1.2m deep]. The subsoil/colluvial deposit was again deepest at 
the northern end of trench. Above the subsoil was a modern topsoil [1: 0.3m deep], 
a mid grey brown silty clay. 

 
Trench 8 (Figures 3, 6) 

5.9 This trench was 30m by 1.5m, and was located over a linear magnetic anomaly. The 
natural geology [3], an orange brown sandy clay, was identified at a depth of 0.7m 
BGL (14.0m OD). Cutting the natural [3] was a pit [F17: 2m long, 1.7m wide and 
0.65m deep]. F17 was filled with orange brown sand [16]. Cutting fill [16] was 
possible linear ditch [F18: 1.5m long, 1.9m wide and 0.1m deep]. F18 was filled with 
a light brown sandy clay [15]. No dating material was recovered from the feature. 
F17/18 corresponds with the identified linear geophysical anomaly. It is possible that 
the features are part of the same feature. Immediately above the features was a 
brown sandy clay subsoil [2: 0.4m deep]. Above the subsoil was a modern topsoil [1: 
0.3m deep], a grey brown silty clay.  

 
 Trench 9 (Figures 3, 7) 
5.10 This trench was 30m by 1.5m, and was located over a series of linear magnetic 

anomalies. The natural geology [3], a mid yellow/orange clay, was identified at a 
depth of 0.5m BGL (18.7m to 19.5m OD).Cutting the natural was a series of four 
shallow furrows [F19: 0.5m wide and 40mm deep] coincident with the identified 
magnetic anomalies. Cutting the natural [3], at the eastern end of the trench, was a 
shallow gulley [F7: 2.8m long, 0.59m wide and 0.13m deep]. F7 was oriented north-
east to south-west and was filled with a mid grey brown silty sand [6]. No dating 
material was recovered from the feature. F7 corresponds with the location of an 
identified linear magnetic anomaly. Immediately above the features was modern 
topsoil [1: 0.5m deep], a mid grey brown silty clay. 

 
Trench 10 (Figures 4, 8) 

5.11 This trench was 30m by 1.5m, and was located over a series of linear magnetic 
anomalies. The natural geology [3], a mid grey brown silty clay, was identified at a 
depth of 0.45m BGL (22.5m to 21.8m OD). Cutting the natural were two shallow 
furrows [F19: 0.5m wide and 60mm deep] coincident with the identified magnetic 
anomalies. Cutting the natural [3], at the western end of the trench, was a pit [F9: 
1.06m long, 0.95m wide and 0.16m deep]. F9 was filled with a mid grey brown sandy 
silt [8] that contained fragments of animal bone. No dating material was recovered 
from the feature. F9 corresponds with the location of a discreet positive magnetic 
anomaly. Immediately above the identified features was a modern topsoil [1: 0.45m 
deep], a mid grey brown silty clay. 

 
 Trench 11 (Figures 4, 9) 
5.12 This trench was 30m by 1.5m, and was located over two linear magnetic anomalies. 

The natural geology [3], an orange brown sandy clay, was identified at a depth of 
between 0.8m to 0.95m BGL (15.9m to 16.9m OD). Cutting the natural [3] was a 
ditch [F11: 2.1m long, 1.13m wide and 0.29m deep]. F11 was oriented north to 
south and was filled with a mottled orange brown clayey sand [10]. No dating 
material was recovered from the feature. F11 did not correspond with the identified 
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linear anomalies and was not detected by the geophysical survey. Immediately 
above the feature was a mid orange brown sandy clay subsoil [2: 0.5m to 0.65m 
deep]. Above the subsoil was a modern topsoil [1: 0.3m deep], a mid grey brown 
silty clay. 
 
Trench 12 

5.13 This trench was 30m by 1.5m, and was located over a series of parallel linear 
magnetic anomalies. The natural geology [3], a yellow brown sand (north-west) 
varying to a mid orange brown sandy clay (south-east), was identified at a depth of 
between 0.5m to 0.9m BGL (18.8m to 19.5m OD). The trench was deepest at the 
north-west end. Cutting the natural was a series of three shallow furrows [F19: 1.5m 
wide and 50mm deep] coincident with the identified magnetic anomalies. 
Immediately above the identified features was a mid orange brown silty clay subsoil 
[2:0.2m to 0.7m deep]. Above the subsoil was a modern topsoil [1: 0.3m deep], a 
mid grey brown silty clay. 

 
Trench 13 (Figures 4, 10) 

5.14 This trench was 30m by 1.5m, and was located outside the geophysical survey area. 
The natural geology [3], an orange brown sandy clay, was identified at a depth of 
between 0.3m to 0.5m BGL (21.0m to 21.7m OD). Cutting the natural [3] was a ditch 
[F5: 1.5m long, 1.18m wide and 0.55m deep]. F5 was oriented north-west to south-
east and was filled with a dark grey brown silty clay [4]. Fill [4] contained fragments 
of animal bone. No dating material was recovered from the feature. F5 was 
interpreted as the course of a former field boundary. Immediately above the feature 
was modern topsoil [1: 0.3m to 0.5m deep], a mid grey brown silty clay. 

 
Trench 14 

5.15 This trench was 15m by 1.5m, and was located at the north of the PDA. The natural 
geology [3], an orange brown sandy clay, was identified at a depth of between 1.2m 
to 1.3m BGL (13.7m OD). Immediately above the natural was a mid orange brown 
sandy clay subsoil [2: 0.9m to 1m deep]. Above the subsoil was a modern topsoil [1: 
0.3m deep], a mid grey brown silty clay. No archaeological features or deposits were 
identified. 

 
Trench 15 

5.16 This trench was 15m by 1.5m, and was located at the north-east of the PDA. The 
natural geology [3], an orange brown sandy clay, was identified at a depth of 
between 0.7m to 0.9m BGL (13m to 13.2m OD). Immediately above the natural was 
a mid orange brown sandy clay subsoil [2: 0.3m to 0.5m deep]. Above the subsoil 
was a modern topsoil [1: 0.3m deep], a mid grey brown silty clay. No archaeological 
features or deposits were identified. 

 
 
6. The artefacts 
 Animal bone assessment 
 Results 
6.1 A small assemblage of animal bone fragments was recovered from context [2], a 

thick subsoil layer. Largely complete bones appear to have been deposited but have 
fragmented subsequently. Fragment counts are therefore of the bones originally 
present, not the freshly broken fragments. Further identifiable finds of faunal 
remains were present in context [8], a pit fill, and context [4], possibly a ditch fill, 
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along with unidentifiable small fragments from sample <1> from [4] and sample <3> 
from [8]. The identifiable fragments are listed in Table 1. 

  
 

Context 2  8  4 

Cattle 1  2  1 

Horse 6     

 Table 1: Fragment counts for the species present 
 
6.2 It can be seen from Table 1 that a restricted range of species is represented. The 

cattle fragments comprise a mandible from context [2] with molars 1-3 present, 
giving a Mandible Wear Score (MWS, Grant 1982) of 47, comparable with 16 year 
old Dexter cows (Gidney 2013, 154). A mandibular third molar at Tooth Wear Stage 
(TWS) k and fragments of a further tooth in context [8] may represent the remains 
of a mandible from an animal of comparable age. Part of a distal femur with fused 
epiphysis, from an adult animal, was found in context [4]. 

 
6.3 The horse elements from context [2] appear to derive from one right hind leg. There 

is a femur, with epiphysial ends fused, a calcaneum and two other tarsal bones, a 
fused distal metatarsal and one lateral metatarsal. There are dog gnawing marks on 
the fused proximal calcaneum. It is unclear whether this find represents partial 
recovery of a complete burial or disposal of waste from horse meat fed to dogs. 
 

 Discussion 
6.4 This small assemblage demonstrates that remains of elderly cattle and horse were 

disposed of on site. Preservational conditions appear to be favourable in contexts [2 
& 4] but poorer in context [8]. It is not clear whether this reflects variation in the 
soils or the age of the deposits. 
 

 Recommendation 
6.5 No further work is recommended on the present assemblage but it should be 

retained for integration with future finds if further excavation is proposed. 
 

 Flint assessment 
 Results 
6.6 A flint was hand recovered from context [4] and three further small pieces came 

from sample <6> from context [16]. All were found to be natural. 
 

Recommendation 
6.7 No further work is recommended. 
  
 Building materials assessment 
 Results 
6.8 A small fragment of roofing tile was found in ditch fill context [12]. It is slightly 

curved, 15mm thick, with just one short length of original edge. This is a piece of 
post-medieval pan tile. 

 
6.9 A flake on undateable brick or tile came from context [4]. 
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 Recommendation 
6.10 No further work is recommended. 
 
 
 Iron objects assessment 
 Results  
6.11 A large, apparently complete horseshoe 145mm long x 148mm wide was found 

unstratified. It appears to be fullered around one side only, the arm terminating in a 
small calkin. The other arm has a wedge-shaped end. The shoe is a 19th century 
type. 

 
 Recommendation 
6.12 No further study is recommended; the shoe can be discarded.  
 
 
7. The palaeoenvironmental evidence 
  Personnel  
7.1 Sample processing, assessment and report preparation were conducted by Lorne 

Elliott.  
 

Archive 
7.2 The residues were discarded following examination. The flots and charred plant 

remains will be retained at Archaeological Services Durham University. 
 

Summary of results 
7.3 Evidence of domestic waste is represented by the presence of animal remains, 

charcoal, clinker/cinder and a few charred plant macrofossils of food plants. The 
poor condition of the charred remains and the absence of diagnostic material 
provide little information about the age of the features.  

 
 Methods  
7.4 A palaeoenvironmental assessment was carried out on six bulk samples, taken from 

pit, gully and ditch fills of unknown origin. The samples were manually floated and 
sieved through a 500μm mesh. The residues were examined for charcoal, nutshells, 
fruitstones, small bones, shells, pottery, flint, glass and industrial residues, and were 
scanned using a magnet for ferrous fragments. The flots were examined at up to x60 
magnification using a Leica MZ7.5 stereomicroscope for waterlogged and charred 
botanical remains. Identification of these was undertaken by comparison with 
modern reference material held in the Environmental Laboratory at Archaeological 
Services Durham University. Habitat classification follows Preston et al. (2002). Plant 
nomenclature follows Stace (1997). 

 
7.5 Selected charcoal fragments were identified, in order to provide material suitable for 

radiocarbon dating. The transverse, radial and tangential sections were examined at 
up to x600 magnification using a Leica DMLM microscope. Identifications were 
assisted by the descriptions of Schweingruber (1990) and Hather (2000), and 
modern reference material held in the Environmental Laboratory at Archaeological 
Services Durham University.  
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7.6 Snail remains were identified to species using the descriptions of Cameron (2008) 
and Kerney & Cameron (1979). Nomenclature follows Anderson (2005) and habitat 
classifications follow Cameron (2008) and Kerney & Cameron (1979). 

 
7.7 The works were undertaken in accordance with the palaeoenvironmental research 

aims and objectives outlined in the regional archaeological research framework and 
national resource agendas (Roskams & Whyman 2005; 2007; Hall & Huntley 2007; 
Huntley 2010). 

 
 Results 
7.8 The samples comprised small fragments of charcoal, clinker/cinder, coal and modern 

roots. Tiny fragments of indeterminate calcined and unburnt bone [4], fish bone [16] 
and animal tooth enamel [8] were also present. Identified charcoal was 
predominantly oak, with hazel, willow/poplar, cherry family, the Maloideae 
subfamily and heather also recorded. Charred botanical remains included poorly 
preserved indeterminate cereal grains [6], grass seeds [6, 8, 16] and a nutshell 
(hazel) fragment [8]. The remains of the burrowing snail Cecilioides acicula (Müller) 
were present in [16]. These are almost certainly intrusive and of no interpretative 
value. Material suitable for radiocarbon dating is present for deposits [6], [8] and 
[16]. The results are presented in Table 2.2 (Appendix 2). 

 
 Discussion 
7.9 Evidence of domestic waste is represented by the presence of animal remains, 

charcoal, clinker/cinder and a few charred plant macrofossils of food plants. The 
poor condition of the charred remains and the absence of diagnostic material 
provide little information about the age of the features. 

 
 Recommendations  
7.10 No further analysis is required for the plant macrofossils due to their low numbers 

and poor preservation. If additional work is undertaken at the site, the results of this 
assessment should be added to any further palaeoenvironmental data produced. 

 
 
8. The archaeological resource 
8.1 Archaeological deposits including ditches, pits and gullies cut were present in 

trenches 4, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 13. The ditches recorded in trenches 4 and 13 are 
likely to be modern field boundaries depicted in the historic mapping. No dating 
evidence was recovered from the fills of the features identified elsewhere. The 
majority of the features were identified in the south and east of the PDA. 

 
8.2 In the northern part of the PDA, a deep layer of colluvial overburden was recorded in 

trenches 1, 2, 4, 6, 7 and 14. This reflects the general topography of the PDA. In 
Trench 6, this deposit was excavated to a depth of over 2m and was interpreted as 
representing the location of a former pond or depression. 

 
8.3 No archaeological deposits were recorded in trenches 1, 2, 5, 7, 14 and 15. 
 
8.4 Furrows, the remains of medieval or post-medieval ploughing, were recorded in 

trenches 3, 9, 10, and 12, cutting into the natural. 
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8.5 Variations in the underlying natural geology, possibly representing palaeochannels, 
were recorded in trenches 2 and 7. 

 
8.6 A small assemblage of animal bone and plant macrofossils was recovered, but no 

dating evidence.  
 
 
9. Impact assessment 
9.1 Groundworks associated with the development have the potential to remove or 

truncate archaeological deposits of unknown date across the south and eastern part 
of the site. 

 
 
10. Recommendations 
10.1 No archaeological resource was identified which requires preservation in situ. 
 
10.2 A programme of archaeological recording associated with the development may be 

required in the south and east of the area. 
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Appendix 1: Written Scheme of Investigation 
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Appendix 2: Data tables 
 
Table 2.1: Context data 

The  symbols in the columns at the right indicate the presence of artefacts of the following types: P pottery, B 
bone, M metals, F flint, I industrial residues, G glass, C ceramic building material, O other materials.  

No Area Description P B M F I G C O 
1 All Topsoil         

2 1;2;4;
6;7;14 Subsoil         

3 All Natural         
4 Tr13 Fill of ditch F5         

F5 Tr13 Cut of ditch         
6 Tr9 Fill of gully F7         

F7 Tr9 Cut of gully         
8 Tr10 Fill of pit F9         

F9 Tr10 Cut of pit         
10 Tr11 Fill of ditch F11         

F11 Tr11 Cut of ditch         
12 Tr4 Fill of ditch F4         

F13 Tr4 Cut of ditch         
14  void         
15 Tr8 Fill of furrow F18         
16 Tr8 Fill of pit F17         

F17 Tr8 Cut of pit?         
F18 Tr8 Cut of Furrow         
F19 All Cut of furrow (general)         
20 All Fill of furrow         
21 Tr6 Cut of pond?         
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Table 2.2: Data from palaeoenvironmental assessment 
Sample   1 2 3 4 5 6 
Context   4 6 8 10 12 16 
Feature number  5 7 9 11 4 17 
Feature  ditch gully pit ditch ditch pit 
Material available for radiocarbon dating   -  () - - () 
Volume processed (l)   8 10 10 10 10 19 
Volume of flot (ml)   30 50 40 30 30 30 
Residue contents          
Bone (calcined) indet. frags (+) - - - - - 
Bone (unburnt) indet. frags (+) - - - - - 
Flint (number of fragments) ?worked - - - - - 3 
Tooth (animal - enamel fragment)  - - 4 - - - 
Flot matrix          
Bone (unburnt) indet. frags - - (+) - - - 
Bone (fish) indet. frags - - - - - (+) 
Charcoal   (+) ++ + + (+) (+) 
Clinker / cinder  ++ + + ++ ++ ++ 
Coal  ++ (+) - + + + 
Heather twigs (charred)  - + - - - - 
Roots (modern)  + ++ ++ ++ ++ ++ 
Snails terrestrial - - - - - ++ 
Uncharred seeds   + (+) - (+) (+) + 
Charred remains (total count)         
(c) Cerealia indeterminate grain - 2 - - - - 
(t) Corylus avellana (Hazel) nutshell frag. - - 1 - - - 
(x) Poaceae undiff. >2mm (Grass family) caryopsis - 1 1 - - 2 

[c-cultivated; t-tree/shrub; x-wide niche.  (+): trace; +: rare; ++: occasional; +++: common; ++++: abundant 
() may be unsuitable for dating due to size or species] 
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Appendix 3: Stratigraphic matrices 
    Trench 1                        Trench 2                         Trench 3                        Trench 4 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
    Trench 5                         Trench 6                        Trench 7                        Trench 8 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
            Trench 9                                         Trench 10                                 Trench 11 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
     
   Trench 12                     Trench 13                       Trench 14                     Trench 15 
 
 
 

1 Topsoil 

2 Subsoil 

3 Natural 

1 Topsoil 

20 Fill F19 

F19 Furrow 

3 Natural 

1 Topsoil 

2 Subsoil 

3 Natural 

1 Topsoil 

12 Fill F13 

F13 Ditch 

2 Subsoil 

3 Natural 

1 Topsoil 

2 Subsoil 

3 Natural 

1 Topsoil 

2 Subsoil 

F21 Cut 
 

3 Natural 

1 Topsoil 

2 Subsoil 

3 Natural 

2 Subsoil 

15 Fill F18 

F18 Ditch 

16 Fill F17 

F17 Pit 

3 Natural 

1 Topsoil 
 

1 Topsoil 

6 20 Fill 

F7 F19 Cut 

3 Natural 

1 Topsoil 

8 20 Fill 

F9 F19 Cut 

3 Natural 

1 Topsoil 

2 Subsoil 
 

10 Fill F11 

F11 Ditch 

3 Natural 

1 Topsoil 

2 Subsoil 
 

20 Fill F19 

F19 Furrow 

3 Natural 

1 Topsoil 

4 Fill F5 

F5 Ditch 

3 Natural 

1 Topsoil 

2 Subsoil 

3 Natural 

1 Topsoil 

2 Subsoil 

3 Natural 
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Figure 5: Trench 6, looking north-west, with F21 in foreground 
 

 
 
Figure 6: F17/18, Trench 8, looking west 
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Figure 7: F7, Trench 9, looking north-east 
 

 
 
Figure 8: F9, Trench 10, looking north 
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Figure 9: F11, Trench 11, looking south 
 

 
 
Figure 10: F5, Trench 13, looking north-west 
 


