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land at Pynesfield, Maple Cross, Rickmansworth, Hertfordshire 
Between April 2017 and July 2018, Archaeological Solutions Ltd (AS) conducted an 
archaeological excavation on land at Pynesfield, Maple Cross, Rickmansworth, Hertfordshire 
(NGR TQ 0330 9040; Figs. 1 - 2). The excavations were carried out according to the 
requirements of advice received from Hertfordshire County Council Historic Environment 
Advisor (HCC HEA), which were required to comply with a planning condition on approval for 
extraction (Planning Ref. APP/M1900/W/16/3153814). 

The site is located within the Colne Valley, in an area that is considered to be archaeologically 
prolific for many periods. To the west of the site, excavation at Denham Park Farm recorded 
prehistoric struck flints and Iron Age and Romano-British features. The Pynesfield and Denham 
Park Farm sites represent two separate windows on to prehistoric and Romano-British activity 
on flanks of the valley of the river Colne. Activity at Pynesfield appears to be peripheral to the 
main focus of settlement particularly in the late Bronze/early Iron Age and the Romano-British 
periods. The activity at Denham was also considered peripheral, although perhaps less so than 
the current site, and it may be suggested that the main focus of occupation in these periods 
was located somewhere between the two sites. Activity preceding the late Bronze Age was 
limited to a small number of pits, perhaps representing episodic occupation of the area. 

Following Roman occupation, there is no evidence of activity until the medieval period. This 
consisted of a series of ditches distributed across the site. Within the southern part of the site, a 
greater concentration of ditches can be seen to form an enclosure, possibly for the containment 
of animals. Post-medieval archaeology can be seen represent continued use and adaptation of 
this enclosure, the addition of new enclosures and the first evidence for gravel or chalk 
extraction.
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SUMMARY

Between April 2017 and July 2018, Archaeological Solutions Ltd (AS) 
conducted an archaeological excavation on land at Pynesfield, Maple Cross, 
Rickmansworth, Hertfordshire (NGR TQ 0330 9040; Figs. 1 - 2). The 
excavations were carried out according to the requirements of advice received 
from Hertfordshire County Council Historic Environment Advisor (HCC HEA), 
which were required to comply with a planning condition on approval for 
extraction (Planning Ref. APP/M1900/W/16/3153814). 

The site is located within the Colne Valley, in an area that is considered to be 
archaeologically prolific for many periods. To the west of the site, excavation 
at Denham Park Farm recorded prehistoric struck flints and Iron Age and 
Romano-British features. The Pynesfield and Denham Park Farm sites 
represent two separate windows on to prehistoric and Romano-British activity 
on flanks of the valley of the river Colne. Activity at Pynesfield appears to be 
peripheral to the main focus of settlement particularly in the late Bronze/early 
Iron Age and the Romano-British periods. The activity at Denham was also 
considered peripheral, although perhaps less so than the current site, and it 
may be suggested that the main focus of occupation in these periods was 
located somewhere between the two sites. Activity preceding the late Bronze 
Age was limited to a small number of pits, perhaps representing episodic 
occupation of the area. 

Following Roman occupation, there is no evidence of activity until the medieval 
period. This consisted of a series of ditches distributed across the site. Within 
the southern part of the site, a greater concentration of ditches can be seen to 
form an enclosure, possibly for the containment of animals. Post-medieval 
archaeology can be seen represent continued use and adaptation of this 
enclosure, the addition of new enclosures and the first evidence for gravel or 
chalk extraction. 
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2.3.1 Topography, geology and soils 
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2.3.2 Archaeological and historical background 
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2.3.3 Previous Archaeological work 

In considering the archaeological potential of the study area, various factors 
must be taken in to account, including previously recorded archaeological 
sites, previous land-use and disturbance and future land-use including 
proposed development. The site itself contains no previously recorded 
heritage or environmental assets. It may however have the potential to 



contain unrecorded assets. The proposed development occupies a sizeable 
area of land and this alone serves to increase the probability of some remains 
of some period being present, purely as a random sample of an 
archaeologically rich landscape. 

A narrow range of sites and finds have been recorded for the study area in the 
Historic Environment Record although several of these are in the vicinity of 
the site. The post-medieval canal and chalk pit comprise the only HER 
records for the site itself but other near-by entries include two Saxon or 
medieval manorial sites a post-medieval mill and an Iron Age Roman 
occupation site. 

From consideration of the geological sequence it is not considered that the 
site has potential for  lower or middle Palaeolithic material. The terrace 
deposit which forms the site geology is the latest in the stratigraphic sequence 
in the formation of the Middle Thames Valley and its tributes and reflects a 
period of downcutting (and thus erosion of all previous gravel deposits, 
including and Palaeolithic occupation sites) followed by deposition of 
reworked gravel (Wymer 1999, fig 10;6). It is though likely that the gravel 
mass will contain some lower and/or middle Palaeolithic flintwork. 

For later periods, the site can be considered to have moderate potential and it 
is possible that archaeological deposits of almost any period can be expected.

The detailed magnetic gradiometer survey has not identified any anomolies 
that can be confidently attributed as being of an archaeological origin. Five 
discrete positive area anomalies of a possible archaeological origin have been 
noted within the data set; however, these features may equally be related to 
changes in geology or pedology. A large linear area of magnetic disturbance 
dissects the data set in the central region of the survey area. This anomaly is 
of an uncertain origin, but may be related to a former road or track. 

The evaluation has identified a small number of archaeological deposits of 
likely  medieval date, along with a low density of prehistoric activity. None 
of the dating, however, is secure, being based on tiny amounts of pottery. 
Possible late Bronze Age features comprised a ditch (1) in Trench 12 in the 
north of the site which contained a single sherd of possible late Bronze Age 
pottery and a gully (15) in Trench 62 at the south of the site which also 
contained a sherd of pottery of late Bronze Age date. Three struck flints were 
also recovered, one from gully 13 in the same trench (62) as gully 15. There 
are a small number of undated features which might also be of prehistoric 



date such as ditches/gullies in trenches 3, 21, 25, 50, 57, 58 and 81 but there 
is no evidence to suggest they are not later. 

Medieval activity was represented by substantial lengths of ditch. In trenches 
14, 17 and 18 an east-west ditch was recorded likely  representing a 
single ditch that was over 125m in length. It was dated by the fact it cut a 
spread in Trench 14 which contained a sherd of early medieval pottery (12th – 
14th century), it can thus be this date or later. 

Another stretch of medieval ditch was recorded in the south-eastern part of 
the site on a north-south axis. A linear was seen in trenches 60, 61, 69 and is 
likely the same feature making the ditch at least 150m long. It was dated by 
three sherds of medieval pottery and also contained two horse shoes. 

Trench Context Type Spot Date Dating 
Evidence

Table 1: Summary of features recorded during the 2012 trial trench evaluation.



2.4.1  Excavation Methodology 

pro forma

2.4.2  Deposit Model 
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Table 2 The phases of activity represented at Pynesfield, Maple Cross, Rickmansworth
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Table 3: Early Neolithic features and contexts 



Table 4: Early Bronze Age feature 

Table 5: Phase 1.3 context 
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Table 6: Phase 1.4 Post-built structure 

Ditches

c c.
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Table 7: Phase 1.4 ditches 

Dispersed Features

in situ

in situ
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Table 8: Phase 1.4 Dispersed Features 







Table 9: Phase 1 Neolithic to early Iron Age (undated) features 
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Table 10: Phase 2 Romano-British features 
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Andrew Peachey 

in situ

Total
F W 

Total 72 816 519 3298 591 4114 
Table 23: Quantification of Flint by Type (F: frequency, W: weight in grams) 

Methodology & Terminology



Raw Material 

Reduction strategies and lithic technology 





Table 24: Proportions of debitage by flake type, profile and size 

in
situ



Table 25: Length/Breadth ratios of blades and related implements 



Table 26: Length/Breadth ratios of scraper types 



c

Distribution of struck flint 

Debitage Total 

F W 

Total  
Table 27: Quantification of Struck Flint by Feature Group (F: frequency, W: weight in grams) 



Technological comparisons and conclusions 

c

in situ



Andrew Peachey 

Prehistoric

Sub-total  2711 13516 0.82 

Roman 



Sub-total 205 724 0.15 

Total  2916 14240 0.97 
Table 28: Quantification of pottery by feature group and period 

Methodology

et al

The Prehistoric Pottery 



Total  2704 100 13568 100 0.82 
Table 29: Quantification of prehistoric fabric groups 

Early to Middle Neolithic Pottery 



c
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Early Bronze Age Pottery 

Middle Bronze Age Pottery 



Late Bronze Age to Early Iron Age Pottery 

c



c

The Roman Pottery 

Total 205 751 0.15 
Table 30: Quantification of Roman pottery by fabric 
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Table 31: Quantification of sherds by fabric 

The Pottery







Table 32: Quantification of pottery by context 

Andrew Peachey 

Total 162 4738 
Table 33: Quantification of CBM & fired clay 



Julie Curl 

Methodology

The bone assemblage 



Table 34: Quantification of the faunal remains by feature type, period, weights and counts 



Table 35: Quantification of the faunal remains by feature type, species and NISP. 



Plate 1. A range of bones from the dog skeleton from Pit fill 3142. Showing the short face, 
longer lower jaw and sloping nasal area. 



Plate 2. The sacrum and some of the vertebrae from the dog skeleton from  Pit fill 3142 
showing degenerative wear, lipping and exostoses.  

Discussion and conclusions 
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Table 36:  Distribution of samples by Phase 

Triticum aestivum/turgidum

Hordeum Avena

Triticum aestivum

Quercus

Ulex



Rubus Solanum nigrum
Urtica dioica Rumex

Ajuga reptans Solanum nigrum

Rubus

Ranunculus Batrachium Carex

Conclusions
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The Character of the Phase 1.4 archaeology
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The Post-Built Structure
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Between April 2017 and July 2018, Archaeological Solutions Ltd (AS) conducted 
an archaeological excavation on land at Pynesfield, Maple Cross, 
Rickmansworth, Hertfordshire (NGR TQ 0330 9040; Figs. 1 - 2). The 
excavations were carried out according to the requirements of advice received 
from Hertfordshire County Council Historic Environment Advisor (HCC HEA), 
which were required to comply with a planning condition on approval for 
extraction (Planning Ref. APP/M1900/W/16/3153814). 

The site is located within the Colne Valley, in an area that is considered to be 
archaeologically prolific for many periods. To the west of the site, excavation at 
Denham Park Farm recorded prehistoric struck flints and Iron Age and Romano-
British features. The Pynesfield and Denham Park Farm sites represent two 
separate windows on to prehistoric and Romano-British activity on flanks of the 
valley of the river Colne. Activity at Pynesfield appears to be peripheral to the 
main focus of settlement particularly in the late Bronze/early Iron Age and the 
Romano-British periods. The activity at Denham was also considered peripheral, 
although perhaps less so than the current site, and it may be suggested that the 
main focus of occupation in these periods was located somewhere between the 
two sites. Activity preceding the late Bronze Age was limited to a small number 
of pits, perhaps representing episodic occupation of the area. 

Following Roman occupation, there is no evidence of activity until the medieval 
period. This consisted of a series of ditches distributed across the site. Within the 
southern part of the site, a greater concentration of ditches can be seen to form 
an enclosure, possibly for the containment of animals. Post-medieval 
archaeology can be seen represent continued use and adaptation of this 
enclosure, the addition of new enclosures and the first evidence for gravel or 
chalk extraction. 
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Scale 1:25,000 at A4
Fig. 1   Site location plan
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Fig. 31   Pottery illustrations
Scale 1:4 at A4 
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