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Land at Friar’s Mill, 58 Bath Lane, Leicester:
an archaeological evaluation 2003

Summary

An archaeological evaluation, by means of auger survey and trial-trenching, of land at
Friar's Mill, 58 Bath Lane, Leicester (centred on NGR SK 580046) was undertaken
during May 2003. The work was carried out by Birmingham University Field
Archaeology Unit and commissioned by John Samuels Archaeological Consultants on
behalf of BWB Partnership. The evaluation was required by Leicester City Council, in
advance of the submission of a planning application involving proposals for the
redevelopment and change of use of the site. The purpose of the evaluation was to test for
the survival of significant archaeological remains within the site, and to provide an
indication of the importance, date and extent of such remains.

The site is situated on the east bank of the River Soar and comprises the 19" century

Friar's Mill building, a Pump House and the frontage of nos. 16-24 Bath Lane (Grade I

listed buildings), a modern dye works building and associated vard. Previous

-archaeological work at the site comprised of a desk-based assessment (JSAC 2003) of

existing archaeological knowledge about the site. The assessment found that the site has

high potential for the survival of archaeological features and deposits dating ﬁ’om the
- Roman and medieval periods. Several archaeological investigations close to the site have

found evidence of features and deposits dating to the Roman and medi_eva_l'. periods and o s
. earlier investigations, within the site, recovered Roman and medieval finds. In particular, - =~
- it-was found that the site might contain buried archaeological remains associated with -

. Roman and medieval settlement activity, the p _
bl ‘medieval town wall, and the site of a medieval Dominican Friary. e

stulated alignment of the Roman and e

+ Two trenches, located in the southern part of the site, were all that it was possible to
- excavate during the evaluation. This was due to the presence  of standing factory - .
. buildings covering most of the site, Information about underlying. deposits here was

recorded by means of an auger survey. The results of the cvaluation showed that river

 gravels are present at a depth of 3,55.4.25m below the curront ground sigfuce. Deposits

- overlying these river gravels, are probably alluvial layers associated with the former
. - counse of the River Soar. The date.of these deposiis was unclear, due to the high potential -

. for residual and inirusive finds. Information obtained during the auger survey also
suggests alluvial deposits are present, overlying river gravels at other parts of the site.

A steep-sided cu containing stone foundations was located at the east-
southerly trench, 2.5m below the modern ground surface, cutting the probable alluial
deposits. These foundations may be interpreted as a riverside revetment, platform or
' foundason. T fnds recovered nay suges his o e




the site in the late 18" and 19" centuries, and these can be related to buildings shown on
early Ordnance Survey maps.

The results of the evaluation suggest features and deposits dating to the Roman and/ or
medieval periods are more likely to be present in the eastern part of the site, close to the
Bath Lane frontage. Other parts of the site may have been wet, low-lying and prone io
flooding and consequently not occupied before the post-medieval period. A river channel
and/ or a wet marshy area may have occupied the majority of the site until the post-
medieval period. However, only a small part of the site was investigated, therefore the
conclusions drawn here about the rest of the site can only be tentative, at present.

1.0 Introduction

D This report describes the results of an archaeological evaluation, by means of trial-
trenching and auger survey, carried out by Birmingham University Field Archaeology
Unit (BUFAU), of land at Friar’s Mill, 58 Bath Lane, Leicester (Fig. 1, hereafier referred
to as the site). The work was commissioned by John Samucls Archaeolo gical Consultants

- -and carried out on behalf of BWB Partnership. The site is the subject of -a proposed

- change of use of Friar’s Mill, the Pump House and nos. 16-24 Bath Lane (Grade 11 listed

- buildings), demolition of the remaining dye works and redevelopment of the site for :

-“residential dwellings. The evaluation is intended to provide information concerning the

- archagological potential of the site prior to the submission of a p_lan_ning application. o

. This evaluation work was recommended by the planning authority on the advice of the = = -
- ~Leicester City Archacologist, after appraisal of the known archaeological information on ~* e
| thessite, including a desk-based assessment (JSAC 2003). The evaluation is.in accordance < ¢
- with-a Design Brief prepared by the City Archaeologist, Leicester City Museum Service - -
~ - (LCMS 2003), dated 6th May 2003 and a specification by BUFAU. (BUFAU 2003), - - -
. approved by the City Archacologist, ‘The evaluation adheres to the guidelines set downin '
.. the' Standard and Guidance Jfor: Archaeological ‘Field Evaluation: (Institute of Field = @

. Archacologists 2001). The project was carried out in accordance with PPG 16 (DoE =

O 16" May 2003 a it visit was made by the City Archacologis, fo the pupose of

_monitoring the ficldwork.

- archive consisls of. Ix Ad file of context and foature records. 1x A4 file of

he pape

orchole records, 1x A4 file of assemblage summary record shects, 1 x A4 file of

P



2.0 Site location and description

The proposed development site (centred on NGR SK 580046, Fig.2) covers a total of
0.72 ha and is bounded by industrial buildings to the north, Bath Lane to east, former
industrial buildings to the south and the canalised River Soar to the west (Fig. 2). Most of
the site is occupied by the Grade II listed 19™ century Friar’s Mill (LC 1550), Pump
House (LC 1551), Bath Lane buildings (LC 1552) and by modem factory buildings
currently owned and used by Donisthorpe and Company 1Ltd, part of the Amann group.
An asphalt surfaced car park and hardstanding area covers the south part of the site and
the north boundary of the site is formed by a narrow asphalt surfaced delivery access
road.

The site lies at a height of ¢. 55m AOD. The underlying geology of the site is river
alluvium and sand and gravel underlain by Keuper Marl.

3.0 Archaeological background

- An archacological desk-based assessment of the site was carried out .in March 2003

- (JSAC 2003). This desk-based assessment and the Design Brief (Leicester City Museum
-2003) gives the detailed archaeological background. and only a summary will be given

- here. The desk-based assessment found that the site has high potential for the survival of

‘archaeological features and deposits dating to the Roman and medicval periods. Several -
- “archaeological .investigations close to the site -have 'found evidence of features and
" deposits dating to the Roman and medieval periods. In particular, it was found that the

. site might contain buried archaeological .remains associated with Roman and medieval =~
- settlement activity, the postulated alignment of the Roman and medieval town wallanda

-~ medieval Dominican Friary, o0

11973 a trench was dug within the site and arfefacts dating from the Roman period to

. the postmedioval period was recovered (SMR S0SE.NB). Pottery dated to the medieval .

_. . and post-medicval periods was also. found, In 1988, limited evaluation of the sitebythe
- Leicester Archacological Unit by. means of five trial pits recovered Roman and medieval =~

. artefucts. Medieval finds were recovered from the top of silty brown loam spreads. Tnone.

Interpreted by the excavator as possibly ditch. fill and truncated rampart material Roman =~~~

These archacological contexis werc sealed by 1.5

finds included pottery, tile, fragments of opus signinum, painted wall plaster and mortar. .~




During April and May 2003 an evaluation was carried out by University of Leicester
Archaeological Services (pers comm. J. Meck) at the site of the Merlin Works,
immediately to the south of the Friar’s Mill site. Evidence of terracing and levelling
activity during the Roman period was revealed together with the remains of at least one
substantial high status Roman building. No evidence of the Roman waterfront was found.
However evidence of part of the medieval river channel was recorded. Further
archaeological investigation, carried out in July 2003, south of the Merlin works site
(pers. comm J. Meek) revealed evidence of the Roman town defences, in the form of a
waterlogged channel or ditch on the river side with a steep-31ded cut to the east, 3-4m
wide. The steep-sided cut contained stone and rubble, in places, together with material
associated with robbing activity. In some places, areas of defensive walling and
foundations survived.

4.0 Aims

The aims of the evaluation were to establish the likely presence or absence of any
archaeological deposits and features within the site and to define their character, extent,
quality and preservation. The evaluation is the first stage of archaeological fieldwork and

o will provide information to facilitate the formulation of a mitigation scheme which may
_1nvolve further investigation and recording or preservatlon of any. archaeolo glcai remains
in advance of deveiopment where approprlate - -

o _The researeh ob] eetwes of the arehaeolo g10a1 evaluatlon were to

2% . estabhsh the form funetlon and date of any archaeologreal deposrts and features

~.within the site, using all approprlate scientific and anaIytlcal technlques el

. reco gmse and. 1nvest1gate aetlvrty and occupa’aon areas .

B . recover’ paleo environmental Temains. 1nclud1ng Waterlogged deposrts to deﬁne the
L "___nature extent and s1gn1ﬁcance of survwmg deposits and features. - '

e examine - the ev1denee for settlement development wrthm the hlnterland around Syl

" Lelcester

o attempt- 10. recover artefactua} remams to assmt 1n the development of the local and'_'_ : A
A regronal type ser1es LR I _ : R _ :

One 34m long .

E nt o f archaeo oglcal____1eldwork was restncted due 1o the preseuee of
s standlng buﬂdmgs 1n use as_busmess preml_ses A total of two trenches were_' ex_eavate" L




. possible.

doorway in an area, which requires access at all times, and consequently only the
excavalion of a small trench was practicable.

A wheeled 360° excavator with a breaker, toothed and a toothless bucket was used to
remove modern overburden. This was monitored by a qualified archaeologist at all
times. Machining was down to the top of the uppermost significant archaeological
deposit or to the top of the subsoil if no archaeological deposits survived. Subsequent
cleaning and excavation was by hand. Where possible modern features were removed to
provide a section through any earlier archaeological stratigraphy. Where this was not
possible a combination of sondages and/or augering was used to assess the depth of
stratigraphy. Spoil from machine excavation, and hand excavation was temporarily stored
on site. A representative sample of archaeological features was excavated. Recovered
finds were cleaned, marked and remedial conservation work will be undertaken where

necessary. Finds were catalogued, analysed and quantified in accordance with the existing
Leicester type series, where appropriate,

The environmental sampling policy followed the broad guidelines contained in the

BUFAU Guide to On-Site Environmental Sampling (copy available on request).
- Recording was by means of pre-printed pro-formas. for contexts and features,

.. supplemented by plans (at 1:20 and 1:50), sections (at 1:10 and 1:20), monochrome print
~and colour slide photography. -~ g T e e T L

- Further investigation of areas currently in use as factory premises was by auger survey.
At ten locations the factory floor or yard surfaces were drilled through by a diamond drill
to cnable the hand augering to be carried out (see attached plan). An archacologist then
performed .the subsequent augering and recorded the resulting cores. This enabled a

- profile of the depth of natural and alluvial deposits. across the site. to be recorded.

. However, at some locations obstructions were encountered and full profiles were not

L 6]A“ge” survey (Fig.3) o

Boreholel
0-0.2m concrete floor = - .
0.2-0.5m crushed stone(floor levelling laye




:.:._:-'-_0 0'3m _concrete yard surface

1.8-3.2m dark brown/ black orgamc s1lty clay

0.7-1.3m dark grey/ black sandy clay with lenses of clean red clay containing sherds of
19t century pottery, fragments of brick and mortar (augering terminated at 1.3m due to
obstruction)

Borehole 3

0-0.3m concrete floor
0.3-0.7m crushed stone and gravel (floor levelling layer)

0.7-1.6m dark brown silty clay with lenses of clean red clay, containing fragments of
mortar and abundant charcoal flecks.

1.6-2.85m clean mid brown sandy clay with charcoal flecking
2.85m sand and gravel

Borehole 4

0-0.2m concrete floor
0.2-0.8m crushed stone and tarmac (floor levelling layer and former carpark surface)
0.8-1.5m brown sandy clay containing fragments of mortar, brick and sandstone and

~abundant charcoal flecks.
1.5-1.95m brown clay with occasional stone fragments and charcoal flecks.
. 1.95-2.70m clean sterile brown silty clay and occasional lenses of sand and gravel
2732 brown silty clay with abundant sand and gravel :
- +3.2-3.75m organic black silty clay ' .
S 75m sand and gravel -

L '_:-Borehole 5

L _:ﬁ : '.O 0 2m concrete ﬂoor _ :
o }__"0 2-0. 85m crushed stone (ﬂoor levellmg layer) :
S 0. 85m stone obstruc‘uon (augerlng temnnated at 0 85m)

- :;Borehole 6

.1;;8m' mid brown s1lty clay contannng brlck and charcoal

3'2m '

';"'k._brown/black sﬂty clay containing: stone' bnck and'charcoal
:1m stone obstruction (augering: ternnnated at2. lm)'--




s -S'.'._._Trench 1 (F1gs 4 and 5 Plate 1)

Borechole 8

0-0.1m tarmac

0.1-0.2m crushed stone and gravel

0.2-1.95m brown silty clay containing fragments of mortar, brick, ash, and post-medieval
pottery.

1.95 -2.55m dark brown silty clay with charcoal flecks.

2.55-3.07m organic black silty clay with abundant charcoal flecks

3.07m sand and gravel

Borehole 9

0-0.2m concrete

0.2-0.3m crushed stone and gravel

0.3-1.8m brown silty clay containing fragments of brick and flecks of charcoal
1.8 -2.95m dark brown silty clay with charcoal ﬂecks

2.95 sand and gravel

. Borehole 10

- .0-0.2m concrete :
~0.2-0.3m crushed stone and gravel g '
- 0.3-1.8m black clay-silt containing fragments of bnck and ash
1.8 -1.9m mortar (possible surface) ' - e
Sl 9m 2.03m black clay-silt containing fragrnents of brlck ash and 19th century pottery i
' 2. 03m stone obstructlon (augenng terrninated at 2. O3m) C o

E 62 Tnal rrenches

: "':':'-"-:_Thrs trench was. 34m Iong X 4m wrde and was’ excavated toa maxnnum depth of 4. Om_fé" S
_-(51 60m AOD) below the. present tarmac: yard surface. The. trench was stepped for safety"_;' S
reasons: and was: ahgned east-west, The natural sand and- gravel subsoﬁ (1017) was not'_': L
~exposed in-most of the trench, due to safety reasons. Natural sand : :
~only exposed in two sondages at the west and east ends of the trench The sand and gravel ;
:_-:-10_1_-} Was: located at 3.55m (51. 431n_AOD) below the present gro it the west .
end ‘of the trenc 1 AOD), at-

Plate 3)

ravel 1017 was™




silts or clayey silts (1021-4). At the east end of the trench natural sand and gravel 1017
was overlain by a brown silty clay (1011), 0.55m deep.

Overlying context 1011 was a mid brown sandy silty clay (1010) with lenses of yellowish
brown sandy silty clay, at least 1.15m deep (information from augering suggested this
layer may be up to 1.65m deep in places). Context 1010 contained fragments of tile and a
sherd of medieval pottery. Overlying context 1010, close to the centre of the trench was
an organic black sandy clay silt with lenses of yellow silty sand (1004), 1.6m wide and
0.40m deep, containing sherds of medieval pottery, fragments of post-medieval tile,
worked stone, iron nails and animal bone. Context 1004 may be the silted up fill of a
channel (F103), aligned roughly northeast-southwest.

Overlying contexts 1010 and 1004 towards the west end of the trench was a dark brown
sandy silty clay (1012), at least 1.05m deep. Above contexts 1012 and 1018 was a
greenish brown silty clay (1013) containing fragments of tile and animal bone, up to 1.0m
deep, becoming shallower to the east. ' ' '

At the east end of the trench contexts 1011 and 1010 were cut by a vertical-sided flat
- based feature containing possible stone foundations (F102, Plate 2), 2.50m (52.72m
AQD) below the modern ground surface. F102 was at least 3m wide -and 1.40m deep,
“orientated northeast-southwest, extending beyond the east end of the trench. It was made

~of tightly packed limestone within-a clay matrix (1003) containing sherds of Roman and

- medieval poitery, fragments of Roman tile, brick fragments and a piece of unworked flint.

- Context 1003 was sealed by a laycr of gravel and greenish grey sandy silt (1015), 0.20-

- 0.55m deep, containing sherds of medieval pottery, clay pipe stem, brick and mortar -

- fragments, animal bone and modem finds, Layer 1015 was in tumn, scaled by a greenish - |
- brownsilty clay (1014) containing lenses of sand and gravel. Layer 1014 was overlainby - -
--a layer of charcoal-rich silt (1007), 0.07m deep, containing sherds of medieval pottery,a

b " fragment of brick or tile and a fragment of modern drainpipe. Partly overlying layer 1007

 Were two deposits, (1005 and 1006, not illustrated) filling slight shallow hollows. Deposit =~

. 1005 was ayellow mortar, 0.05. deep, containing  post-medieval clay pipe, ‘brick -

deep, containing sherds of medieval pottery and fragments of modern tile,

Contexts 1005-1007, 1013, and the western part of 1010 were scaled by a dark brown or -
black silty sandy clay loam (1008), 0.80-220m deep, containing sherds of Roman and -
medieval poltery, fragments of post-medieval clay pipe stem, post-medieval brick and tile
fragments, animal bone and post-medieval finds. A deposit of teddish brown clay (1006)

s visible

- fragments, an iron nail and animal bone, Deposit 1006 was reddish brown clay silt; 0.10m




machining took place at this part of the trench. Another construction trench for a north-
south aligned brick wall (F104) cut layer 1008, at the west end of the trench. Overlying
1008, F100, F101, ¥104 and F105 was a layer of brick rubble (1000) containing modern
finds, which was sealed by crushed stone which forms the present yard surface.

Trench 2 (Fig. 5, Plate 4)

This trench was 4.30m long x 1.85m wide, was excavated to a depth of 3.10m (52.17m
AOD) below the present tarmac yard surface and was aligned northwest-southeast. The
natural subsoil was not revealed here, due to safety reasons. However information from a
geotechnical borehole (borehole WS 3: BWB Environmental 2003) immediately adjacent
to the north of the trench suggests the natural gravels are at a depth of 3.7m below the
present tarmac yard surface.

The earliest context revealed was an organic black clay silt (2006) containing small flecks
of fired clay (possibly brick or tile). Context 2006 was not fully excavated, but was at

~ least 0.30m deep. Overlying context 2006 was a light greyish brown silty clay with lenses
~-of greenish grey clay (2005), 1.40m deep, containing unworked flint, fragments of brick
~and tile, roof slate, mortar and animal bone. This was sealed by a dark brown or black
. silty sandy clay loam (2004), 0.60-0.95m deep, containing unworked flint, sherds of
- Roman, medieval and post-medieval pottery pottery, fragments of brick and tile, iron
- - fragments, oyster shell and animal bone. Above 2004 was a cobbled surface (2003, not
- illustrated), 0.15m thick, which was present only in the eastern side of the trench. Cobbled -
.. “surface 2003 and context 2004 were sealed by a layer of brick rubble, slate, mortar and
- sand (2002), 0.10-0.55m deep. Layer 2002 was cut by a construction trench (F200) fora .-
- wall (2007) made.of red brick of 19™ century date. Layer 2002 and wall F200 were =~
" overlain by a cobbled surface (2001), 0.10m thick, and this was, in turn, sealed by alayer .~ .
. of crushed stone capped by the present tarmac yard surface (2000), with a combined -
thicknessof0.25m. oo oaes (R Wi @ combined




7.0 Finds

7.1 The pottery by Annette Hancocks

Table 1: Finds quantification and spot dates

o005
iy -g4x mortar'._(374g),

Context/ | Description and quantification Spot dating LMARS
feature - type fabric
Tr. 1
1003 11x Roman ceramic tile {1098g), 1x modern ceramic brick | medieval (12%- 13" century Medieval:
(F102) (47g), 2x medieval pottery (10g), 3x Roman ceramics AD) with residual 2" century | LY 1-5
including 2 samian sherds (18g), 1x flint (6g) and 1x | AD Roman Roman;
limestone fragment (419g) SAM, GW
1004 animal bone (168g), 3x 19" century ceramic tile (246g), 2x | 19" century AD with residual | Medieval:
(F103) mortar (58g), 2x iron nail (33g), 2x medieval pottery (26g) | medieval LY 1-5
1005 animal bone (117g), 4x mortar (90g), 5x brick (45g), 1x | 18™ century AD
iron nail (7g) and 1x post-medieval clay pipe bowl (15g)
1006 3x medieval pottery (55g) and 5x modern ceramic tile | modern tile? Intrusive Medieval:
(18g) 12%/13% century AD LY 1-5; IG
1007 1x modem ceramic brick/tile (17g), 1x ceramic drain (58g) | modern material intrusive Medieval:
and 4x medieval pottery including rim (58g) 12" — 13" century AD LY 1-5
1008 12x ceramic tile (414g), 2x modem drain pipe (102g), | modern 20™ century with Medieval:
.| animal bone (60g), 4x modern vessel glass (21g), 4x | residual late medieval LY 1-5 .
| medieval pottery (103g), 2x mortar (119g), 1x iron nail | - ' .| Roman: GW
(10g), 3x clay pipe stem (6g) and lx Roman greyware o -
L | (GW, 16g) : - __ o
1010 - 3x ceramic tile (209g) and 1x medieval pottery (Zl_g) o I_Zth-_1_3th century AD Medieval:- .
. _ O T IRt LY 1.5
11013 | 1x ceramic tile (243g) and animal bone {(40g) o : RS
1015~ 10x modern ceramic: brick (253g), 1x modern vessel glass modem w1th res1dua1 11til | Medieval:
- ~{1 (10g), 1x iron nail {49g), 3x medieval pottery including :a. 12% centuryAD d LY 1-5.-
‘ '-stamped pottery handle: (83g), 1x clay pipe stem (5g), 1x _ L
i |hino (1g), ammal bone (Zlg) snall -shell (<1g) and lx
N -'mortar (<1g) .
12004 3x ceramic bnck (39g) lx post—medleval rim (184g) 5x 8ﬂ1 19"‘ century AD w1th Medi_e__\_ral:_ S R
RS '-slate (473g),. 1x - iron “mass. (61g) 5% flint (105g), 1x" _remdual 12"’4 13th centuryAD .-.‘L_Y_-1~5'-_.:;Z
| ceramig tile (40g), 1x clayp1pe stem (5g), 1x mortar. (34g) T AT SR R N Y IR
* *|-animal bone, (14g), 2x medieval pottery (40g) 1x oyster Lt ik Ro_n_;_a_n;'_j___ i B
) shell (2g) “1x Rotnan’ sarman {23g) and 1x gramte (264g) SLSAM
o 15% ceramic. tile. (766g) ‘animal bone. (308g) 3x ﬂmt (94g),

modern 1 9#’.v_{::20‘5_"eenh1'1.'y_AD B e
2% roofslate (103g) and 4x cerarmc brlek SR

-'are presented in Table 1. _Spot datee wer asSigne_ "Where 'possfble ‘The major ﬁnd '-type_

red was ttery of Romano- h--an_l me

Welgh _._(g' |




Roman pottery

A total of five residual sherds of Roman pottery of 2™-4% century AD date were
recognised. Two body sherds of samian (SAM) and a single greyware (GW) body sherd
were recovered from F102 (1003). These were found in association with eleven
fragments of Roman roof tile and later medieval material.

In addition, a single greyware (GW) body sherd was found with material of modern and
medieval date, in layer 1008. A further body sherd of samian (SAM) was recovered from
layer 2004, along with material of 18%-19% century date and some residual 12-13%
century medieval pottery.

Medieval pottery

A small assemblage of medieval ceramics was recovered. This comprised 21 sherds
(396g), with an average sherd weight of c. 19g. The high average sherd weight of the
medieval pottery would seem to suggest the presence of a primary deposit or layer. It is
likely that these deposits have subsequently been disturbed by later activity on site and

- would explain the occurrence of material of later date in some contexts. The majority of
the medieval ceramics would appear to be of the Stanion Lyveden type ware tradition (LY
. in the Leicestershire medieval pottery type fabric series). - : o -

e - Table 2: Quantification of finds by type
|| Material Type | Quantity | Weight (g)
| Ceramic: tile L a3 1936 |
.} Ceramic: brick S 19 2254

-+ Ceramic:drainpipe | - 2| o2 L

- | Ceramic: Romantile | 511 .. - - 1098 R T
-..| Romano-British pottery ~ .. | - - 5] - &7 "

- | Medievalpottery T [T 21 396 R SRR B, EESF LR

) Post-medieval pottery . | - 1] 184 LA

S Mortar T T g T R
ColTron o e S TG0

o Animalbone T T T T T e
Towesel T S e B
. | Flint (imworked) - [0 4| o
| Stone tile: slate s S B
© | Stone: miscellanegus -~ ) na]

ented and in fair/poor co

A ZI'GIaISS_::V_eS"Sel--I.: R I 5T _:::_ = 31 o - 5 s T .




modern date or there is a high degree of contamination and/ or residuality from earlier
and later contexts.

Five countable elements from Trench 1 and four from Trench 2 were noted. These were
identified as sheep/goat, pig, bird (galliform) and cow. Butchery marks were recorded in
two contexts (1004 and 1005), no evidence of pathology, burning or gnawing was noted.

Given its small size and the high degree of contamination, the assemblage is considered
of low archaeological importance and no further work is recommended.

8.0 Discussion

The evidence from Trench 1 shows that river gravels (1017) are present at a depth of
3.55-4.25m below the current ground surface, becoming deeper further to the east. The
river gravels were only exposed in two sondages at the east and west ends of Trench 1,

due to safety reasons, and the natural subsoil was not reached in Trench 2.

Layers 1010, 1012, 1018, 1019 and 2006 may be alluvial deposits assocrated with the

- former course of the River Soar. Feature F103 may be a silted up channel within these
-~ alluvial deposits. The date of these deposits is uncertain due to the lack of finds and the
- high potential for residual and. intrusive finds. However, an arehaeologrcai evaluation
-~ carried out by University of Leicester Archaeologwal Services immediately to the south
© -~ of.the site at the former Merlin Works revealed evidence of a possible medieval river -
o channel (pers. comm. J. Meek) and the deposits encountered here could be part-of a -
'~ ’sequence of smular date “Information obtained during the auger survey also suggests_ 3
s 3 -_a11uv1a1 depostts are present overlylng river gravels at other parts of the srte :

s '-'.Stone foundat1ons 1003 in Trench 1 1y1ng Wrthm steep s1ded cut F102 sﬂuated 2 Sm_'_ (RN
7 below the. modern ground surface ‘may be mterpreted as the Temains of wall foundauons L
Coran platform or perhaps a nver31de revetment; The stone. foundattons 1003: may . be of._'-* T
) f-':-Roman or: of medieval date. The finds recovered mlght suggest the stone foundatlons
. '3:_cou1d be of Roman date. with 1ntru31ve medleval pottery, possibly. 1ntroduced by robblng S
L -_'fact1v1ty It is p0551b1e that: the stone foundatrons may ‘be associated wrth the town_-::-
L ;defences Recent excavatrons fo- the south of the site- have revealed possrbie ev1dence of Fa
- the: Western town defenees in the. form of a cut 3-4m w1de contammg stone rubble with
'some ev1d nce of robber matenal (pers. comm. J. Meek) In places the: defen ve Wall and -

102 cuts: layer: 1010, "whlch could: poss1b1y be of medleval date

' lthough ther_e 1s‘not cnough datmg evrden to' be certam If layer 1010 Were_of medteval




probably associated with the industrial use of the site in the late 18" and 19™ century and
can be related to buildings shown on early OS maps.

The results of the evaluation suggest that archacological features and deposits dating to
the Roman and/ or medieval periods are more likely to be present at the eastern part of
the site, close to the Bath Lane frontage. Other parts of the site may have been wet, low-
lying and prone to flooding and consequently not occupied before the post-medieval
period. A river channel may have occupied the majority of the site during the medieval
and early post-medieval period. Other parts of the site may have been wet, marshy, low-
lying and prone to flooding and consequently not occupied before the post-medieval
period. However, only a small part of the site has been sampled by means of trial-
trenching, due to the presence of factory buildings. It is not possible to draw firm
conclusions concerning the likely presence of archacological features and deposits over
the rest of the site without further trial-trenching. Therefore the conclusions drawn here
about the rest of the site can only be tentative, at present. . '
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