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Summary
· An archaeological watching brief was undertaken during the groundworks for a two storey detached house and garage on land at Northside, Blyborough Hill, Blyborough, Lincolnshire.

· A possible stone wall footing was encountered of undeterminable date.

· It is possible that further archaeological features were present within the footprint area; but not detected because of the confines of the trenches monitored.
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1.0 Introduction

Pre-Construct Archaeology (Lincoln) was commissioned by Chris Palmer to undertake an archaeological watching brief during the groundworks for a detached two storey dwelling and garage on land at Northside, Blyborough Hill, Blyborough, Lincolnshire.  These works were undertaken at the request of West Lindsey District Council.  This approach is consistent with the recommendations of Archaeology & Planning: Planning Policy Guidance Note 16 (Department of the Environment, 1990), Management of Archaeological Projects (English Heritage, 1991), Standards and guidance for archaeological watching briefs (IFA, 1999) and the LCC document Lincolnshire Archaeological Handbook: A manual of Archaeological Practice, 1998.
2.0 Site location and description

Blyborough is within the administrative district of West Lindsey, approximately 24km north of Lincoln and 12km north-east of Gainsborough (Fig. 1).  The development is situated on land at Northside.  The site is bounded to the immediate north by grazed parkland, to the south is Westbeck Lane, while the eastern boundary is also parkland, the western limit is adjacent to arable fields.  The site is predominately flat, rising slightly to the east and dropping down to the west and lies at 35m OD, centred on SK 93370 94143.

3.0 Planning background
Full planning permission was granted for the development (planning ref. M01/P/0986), subject to the undertaking of an archaeological watching brief during all associated groundworks.
4.0 Archaeological and historical background

Many prehistoric finds have been made along the ridge of limestone on which Blyborough and its surrounding villages lie.  The limestone drops dramatically to the west and is known locally as ‘Cliff’.  These villages form a line south-east along a spring line and are separated by open heath land to the east, where a similar line of villages can be seen on the eastern slope and also a 1st century Roman military road known as Ermine Street, which has acted as a boundary to parishes north of Lincoln (Stafford, 1985).
Blyborough appears in the Domesday Book as Bliburg, from the Old English meaning ‘stronghold of a man called Bligr’ (Mills, 1991): this suggests a pre-conquest foundation.

To the west is Blyborough Hall, which is dated to the 18th century, and to the north-west is the church of St Alkmund, largely re-modelled  during the 19th century by James Fowler (Pevsner, 1989).

The Village was originally situated around the church and was larger than the current settlement.  It was moved south-east to its present location during the 18th and 19th centuries when it was emparked by the Luard family (Everson, Taylor & Dunn, 1991).

The contemporary settlement in part overlies earlier ridge-an-furrow of probable medieval or post-medieval date, while aerial photographs have revealed earthworks to the south of non specific date, some of which were ploughed up during the middle of the last century (Everson, Taylor & Dunn, 1991).
5.0 Methodology

The watching brief methodology required monitoring the machine excavation of the topsoil and subsoil across the footprint of the proposed building. The groundwork was carried out using a 180º wheeled excavator with a 0.6m toothed bucket.  All archaeological deposits identified were subjected to limited excavation, in order to assess their nature, dimensions and to attempt to recover datable materials.  These investigations resulted in the production of written descriptions.  Colour photographs and scale drawings, in both plan and section, complement these accounts.

Two site visits were made, on 24th-25th of July 2006.  The fieldwork was carried out by Rachel Gardner.

6.0 Results

Seven contexts were encountered across the development area and all but three of these were consistent across the site (Fig. 3).

The lowest context encountered was a loose, moist natural sand (007); it was only exposed in the corner of the most southern trench of the house plot and extended beyond the confines of the trench (Fig. 3).  Visible throughout the area was (004) a stiff clay and (003) a friable sand with occasional clay lenses.  This was truncated by a later feature [006] which was sealed by (002) a loose clayey sub-soil, underlying a friable sandy topsoil.
Feature [006] was visible only in the same area of the site as (007), (Fig. 2 & 3).  It was approximately 0.30m deep, 0.22m in width and 0.38m in length with a U shaped profile.  Its fill (005) consisted of limestone rubble 0.30m deep within a matrix of fine/medium sand.  It may have represented a foundation or possibly a post-hole.

7.0 Discussion and conclusion

Contexts seen across the development area comprised mostly of natural layers and topsoil.  The only archaeological feature encountered was within the southern extremes of the house footings.  This feature would appear to represent a possible foundation wall or post-hole of uncertain date.

The location of this feature outside of the original medieval settlement may suggest that it was an agricultural building of this period; there is significant agricultural evidence close to the development in the form of ridge and furrow.  It could also have been part of the re-located village of the 18th-19th centuries.

No other archaeological material was observed during the course of this watching brief.

8.0 Effectiveness of methodology

The methodology required archaeological monitoring of the surfaces left after the groundwork contractors had completed a topsoil and subsoil strip.  Machine stripping can produce a ‘clean’ surface suitable for archaeological observation if it is executed slowly and under direct archaeological control, but this is not always possible under watching brief conditions: while contractors are usually willing to be as careful as conditions permit, their commercial margins depend on removing spoil as rapidly as possible.  For this reason, the finished result is often unsuitable for archaeological observation, and only the largest and most obvious of features can be detected.  
Archaeological features were only detected within the southern extremes of the development area, where an excavator with a toothed bucket was used.
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11.0 Site archive

An archive consisting of written, drawn, photographic and object elements is in preparation and will be deposited at the Lincoln City and County museum within six months of the completion of this report.

Access can be gained to it by quoting the L.C.C. Museum accession number 2006.248.
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