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SUMMARY

In January 2003, Oxford Archaeology North undertook excavations at 18-24 High
Street, Gateshead (NZ 2535 6355), on behalf of Lambert Laidlaw. The site was
located adjacent to an area excavated at Bottle Bank by Oxford Archaeology North in
2000, which revealed extensive and well-preserved archaeological deposits and
features dating from the Roman to the post-medieval periods (Howard-Davis
forthcoming).

Similarly, during the 2003 excavations, well-preserved deposits and features of
archaeological significance were recorded, dating from the Roman period to the
present day. Finds from the site principally comprised an assemblage of ceramics
spanning the entire period of occupation of the site.

This assessment has examined the results of the excavation, and evaluated its potential
for future analysis with regard to the research aims defined in the excavation project
design. The process has been designed to correspond to the objectives laid out in the
guidance document Management of Archaeological Projects, second edition (1991a;
MAP2). Revised research objectives are presented, which are relevant to a programme
of further analysis, synthesis, and interpretation of the evidence, with a view to
eventual publication. An updated research design has been compiled, and an
appropriate programme of analysis outlined.

The assemblage from the site reflects and complements that recovered from the
excavations at Bottle Bank, which remains the largest and widest-ranging body of
archaeological material to be recovered by excavation from Gateshead to date, and is
thus of importance to an understanding of the development and growth of the town,
together with its economic and social identity. It is suggested that the results from 18-
24 High Street are combined with those from Bottle Bank, and published as an
integrated article in the journal of the Society of Antiquities of Newcastle upon Tyne,
Archaeologia Aeliana.
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1.  INTRODUCTION

1.1 PROJECT BACKGROUND

1.1.1 An archaeological excavation was undertaken at the former Sun Yard and the
site of the former Sun Inn at 18-24, High Street, Gateshead (NZ 2535 6355) by
Oxford Archaeology North (OA North) (Fig 1; Plate 1), at the request of
Lambert Laidlaw, in advance of development. On acceptance of a project
design for the proposed excavation (Appendix 1), based on a verbal brief
supplied by the County Archaeologist for Tyne and Wear (D Heslop), the
project was commissioned by Lambert Laidlaw, and work was carried out over
a period of four weeks in January 2003.

1.1.2 The excavated area lies high on the south bank of the Tyne, immediately
adjacent to the site of excavations carried out at Bottle Bank in 1999/2000 by
the Lancaster University Archaeological Unit, now OA North (LUAU 2001;
OA North 2003; Fig 2). Care was taken to ensure that excavation, recording
and sampling strategies were the same on both sites, and thus the stratigraphic
and artefact records of the two sites are directly comparable. Elements of the
western end of Sun Yard were investigated during the earlier excavation (OA
North 2003, 38-9) and the current excavation concentrated on the central and
eastern part of the Yard, and the footprint of the former Sun Inn (Fig 2).

1.1.4 The depth of deposits encountered during the excavation meant that, for safety
reasons, the excavated area was stepped-in by 1m on all sides. This resulted in
a small loss of information with regard to Roman activity on the south-western
edge of the site.

1.2 SITE DESCRIPTION

1.2.1 High Street is the southwards continuation of Bottle Bank, on the western side
of the postulated medieval core of Gateshead, above the medieval bridging
point, thought to lie at the site of the present Swing Bridge, which linked
Gateshead and Newcastle across the Tyne. This crossing was established as
early as the thirteenth century, if not earlier (Henshaw 1924, 15). The present
excavation lies at the top of the steep escarpment which overlooks the river
Tyne, and stands some 30m above the river, at a similar elevation to the site of
the medieval castle of Newcastle, within the Roman fort of Pons Aelius on the
north side of the river (ibid).

1.3 HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

1.3.1 Little is known of the early history of Gateshead, which has long been
overshadowed by its neighbour Newcastle, and less still is known of Bottle
Bank and High Street. A Roman origin has long been presumed for the town,
any settlement probably serving as a southern bridgehead for the Tyne
crossing (Brayley and Britton 1810, 175). This assumption was reinforced to a
degree by chance finds of Roman coins and pottery made during the
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construction of Church Street in 1790 and at Bottle Bank in 1802, leading to
suggestions of a small settlement at the southern bridgehead beside the road
leading from the Wrekendyke to the Roman bridge across the Tyne (Manders
1973, 1). Early historians linked Gateshead with the Roman place-name
Gabrocentum (Camden 1695, 779), although there was little evidence to
substantiate such claims.

1.3.3 The presence of stratified Roman remains on the west side of Bottle Bank was
first established by an archaeological evaluation by Newcastle City
Archaeological Unit in 1994 (NCAU 1994). Full-scale excavation in
1999/2000 demonstrated that the remains were extensive and relatively well-
preserved, representing activity from the second to the fourth centuries AD
(OA North 2003). The precise location of the Roman bridge is still debatable
(Fraser et al 1994, 87; UNAP 1998a), but it is usually assumed to have been
on the site of the medieval bridge, and the presence of a well-made Roman
road on the Bottle Bank site, apparently running down the side of the valley
towards this river crossing, seems to reinforce this supposition. Interestingly,
excavations at Oakwellgate (approximately 500m to the east), in 1999,
produced only a handful of highly abraded Roman sherds, and no features of
Roman date (Nolan and Vaughan forthcoming), suggesting that the eastern
side of Gateshead was not settled during the Roman period.

1.3.4 There is little evidence of early medieval activity in or about Gateshead,
despite the relative proximity of the well-known monastic complexes at
Monkwearmouth and Jarrow (Cramp 2005). An early monastic establishment
in Gateshead, at or before AD 653, has been inferred from an ambiguous
phrase in Bede which refers to 'Utta, a well-known priest and Abbot of
Gateshead' (Manders 1973, 1). The term 'of Gateshead' may, however, refer to
Utta's place of origin rather than the site of his monastery. The etymology of
Gateshead is debatable (Camden 1695, 779), but the name 'Bottle Bank'
implies pre-Conquest settlement (Bottle = botle OE dwelling) (Manders 1973,
337; UNAP 1998a). No direct archaeological evidence for settlement of this
period has, however, been found, and it is thought that the focus of early
medieval settlement may have been further to the east, on the site of St Mary's
Church (Boyle 1892, 574).

1.3.5 During these centuries, Gateshead came to lie within the lands of the Bishop of
Durham (Welford 1884, ix; Manders 1973, 2), and it is mentioned by Simeon
of Durham as the site of the murder of Bishop Walcher in 1080 (Lewis 1845,
280). By 1127, the manor and park of Gateshead had probably achieved their
full extent, with more than half of it being the Bishop’s park, delimited by
ditch and pale (Manders 1973, 5). By the end of the twelfth century it had
developed into a substantial borough (op cit, 1), acquiring its first charter in or
before 1164, probably under the auspices of Bishop du Puiset (ibid). By 1183,
the Boldon Book records the borough, with its mills, salmon fisheries,
bakehouses, and three parts of the arable land, as valued at 60 marks (op cit,
4). The town continued to expand in the thirteenth century; a (presumably
thriving) market was in existence by 1246, when Newcastle attempted to
suppress it (op cit, 5), and a bailiff had been appointed by 1287 (ibid). Large
secular estates, such as the Lordship of Pipewellgate to the immediate north
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and west of Bottle Bank (Tyne bridge to Redheugh), were established at this
time from land disposed of by grant from the Bishop of Durham (ibid).

1.3.6 High Street and Bottle Bank were at the heart of the medieval settlement,
allowing access, albeit difficult (‘steep, difficult, and dangerous’), to the Tyne
from the south (op cit, 120). The layout of this area, comprising High Street
and Bottle Bank, Oakwellgate, Church Street, Bridge Street, Hillgate and
Pipewellgate, remained largely unchanged well into the eighteenth century
(Lewis 1845, 280). It is thought that the medieval plot divisions, which survive
to the present day on the west side of Bottle Bank, were established in the
fourteenth century (Howard-Davis forthcoming). Evidence from the
1999/2000 excavations indicates that the backlands of these properties seem to
have been largely open ground during the medieval period, and were used for
disposal of household rubbish (OA North 2003, 96). Nine plots (‘Yards’ or
‘Courts’ as they later became known) occupied the area examined by this
excavation and are coincident with those shown on Olivier’s map of 1830
(Manders 1973, 5), including Sun Yard. The names of most were established
by the late eighteenth century, and show that at least five of the properties on
the west side of Bottle Bank were public houses, still depicted as standing by
the Ordnance Survey in 1858. During the Siege of Newcastle in 1644,
Gateshead was occupied by a large Scots army (Manders 1973, 5), and
although nothing is recorded, it seems unlikely that Bottle Bank and High
Street, providing the principal access to the Tyne Bridge, could have remained
unaffected.

1.3.6 In the mid-eighteenth century Bottle Bank and High Street were incorporated
into the Durham and Tyne Bridge Turnpike (enacted 1746), but the former
was probably never upgraded as part of this process, since where it passed
through the town, it was often in poor repair and was described in 1810 as
‘very ill kept’ (op cit, 99-100) and as ‘dangerous, and, in winter, almost
unpassable… for carriages’ (Brayley and Britton 1810, 178).

1.3.7 Industrial expansion in the late eighteenth and nineteenth centuries caused
acute pressure on living space within the town, as Gateshead was hemmed in
to the north by the river Tyne, and elsewhere by a number of large landed
estates which did not encourage outwards expansion. By 1831 the bulk of the
population of Gateshead, some 15,000 people, still ‘lived in and about the
riverside nucleus of the town, in severely overcrowded conditions’ (Manders
1973, 162). Oliver’s map of the town, published in 1830, shows the backlands
on the west side of Bottle Bank being infilled by tenements, as increasing
industrialisation led to an influx of labour (McCord and Thompson 1998). The
census of 1831 records 3429 families in the town, living in 2197 houses,
giving some idea of the density of occupation (Manders 1973, 162). By this
time, the street frontage in High Street and Bottle Bank principally contained
shops and businesses, but the yards and courts behind (including Sun Yard)
were crowded tenements with whole families living in single rooms (ibid).
Sanitation and water supply were poor, and it is not surprising that Bottle Bank
formed an early ‘hot spot’ in the 1831 outbreak of Asiatic cholera (Atkins nd,
95-7). The 1854 report on the epidemic includes graphic descriptions of
conditions in Bottle Bank and Pipewellgate, making it clear that the area was
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in an abject state of decay, although many of the houses, now let by the room,
had once been ‘of a superior description’ (Manders 1973, 163), and it would
not be surprising if many of them were of medieval or early post-medieval
origin. Conditions do not appear to have improved significantly as a result of
the epidemic, or the report, and the Ordnance Survey map of 1858 shows a
tannery at the western end of Mirk Lane, amidst the tenements.

1.3.8 Subdivision of tenements continued throughout the nineteenth century and the
area degenerated into slum housing, as can be seen in a photograph of the
riverbank, and above it the High Street - Bottle Bank area, taken from the High
Level Bridge in the late Victorian period (McCord and Thompson 1998). In
1891, 40.8% of the population of the town lived at a density of more than two
per room (op cit, 303), and in 1907 Gateshead was still at the top of a list of
overcrowded urban areas (ibid). The Ordnance Survey 1919 edition indicates
yet denser infill in the yards and courts of Bottle Bank and High Street. Much
of the slum district was cleared between 1900 and 1930, but, in 1934, JB
Priestley commented upon the derelict tenements of Pipewellgate (Manders
1973, 21). Many early twentieth-century writers noted the decay of the town,
succinctly summed up by Millan (1924, 145), who described it as ‘the
dreariest place imaginable’.

1.4 ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONTEXT OF THE SITE

1.4.1 In 1973 Manders wrote ‘No scientific excavation has ever been made within
the boundaries of Gateshead’ (1973, 1), and although recent excavations have
improved the situation somewhat, archaeological work has been
disproportionately weighted towards Newcastle, on the opposing bank of the
river Tyne. Most previous archaeological interventions in Gateshead have
been limited in extent, including small interventions in Church Street (UNAP
1990), St Mary's Church (AUNEE 1988), Oakwellgate (TWMS 1990; 1991),
Abbot's Road (TWMS nd), Pipewellgate (UNAP 1998a), and Bottle Bank
(NCAU 1994; TWMS 1998). Prior to the Bottle Bank excavations of
1999/2000 (LUAU 2001; OA North 2003), the most extensive investigation
had been at Oakwellgate (Nolan and Vaughan forthcoming).
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2.  AIMS AND OBJECTIVES

2.1 RESEARCH OBJECTIVES OF THE EXCAVATION

2.1.1 The main aims of the project were to excavate and record in detail the
surviving archaeological remains at 18-24 High Street, and to obtain a full
range of artefactual and environmental materials that would enable the
stratigraphic sequence to be characterised, dated and interpreted. In particular,
the works aimed to:

• record the archaeological deposits of all periods by means of
mechanical and manual excavation, as appropriate to the deposits under
examination;

• recover artefactual evidence to aid interpretation of the date and
function of layers and features;

• sample appropriate deposits for environmental analysis;

• relate the findings to the evidence from the excavations at Bottle Bank,
and elsewhere within the region.

2.1.2 It was hoped that the work would ultimately contribute to the following
research objectives:

i) further our understanding of the development of Gateshead from the
Roman period through to the present day;

ii) characterise the changing nature of urban life in Gateshead, up to the
present day;

iii) contribute to existing archaeological knowledge relating to the material
culture, economics, form and development of urban settlement in the
North East.
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3.  SUMMARY OF THE RESULTS

3.1 PREHISTORIC EVIDENCE

3.1.1 No evidence of prehistoric settlement or any other related activity was found
on the High Street site. This is not surprising in view of the sparse and
nebulous evidence from the Bottle Bank excavations where, although
ephemeral features hinted at an early phase, there was no tangible evidence
(OA North 2003, 15).

3.2 ROMANO-BRITISH EVIDENCE

3.2.1 There is relatively good evidence for Roman occupation in the Sun Yard area.
Ditches or gullies appeared to conform with the suggested layout of the Bottle
Bank site during the Roman period (OA North 2003, fig 5), running in close
alignment. A relatively large ditch (79, 123 and 215) crossed the site on a
south-west to north-east alignment (Fig 3), which displayed evidence for
having been recut (76, 213), and slightly realigned, at least once at its north-
eastern end. Although the earlier phase of the ditch contained no pottery, the
fill (212) of the later recut (213) did contain a single sherd of Romano-British
pottery. To the east of this, a north-west to south-east aligned ditch (104/106),
at an approximate right-angle to ditch 79, 123 and 215, may have represented
an element of a contemporary system of land division, although any potential
relationship between the two had been removed by later activity. To the
immediate north was a short stretch of a possible gully (33), although this
seemed to have been badly truncated. The fill (32) was noted as being similar
to those seen in ditch 104/106 to the south, and this small section may have
been a continuation of the same feature.

3.2.2 To the west was a smaller, east-to-west aligned, ditch or gully (9, 110, 170),
which may have intersected with ditch 79, although any evidence for this had
been truncated by later activity. The fill (10) of ditch 9 contained a single
sherd of second-century Roman pottery, while fill 169 of 170 contained four
sherds, two of which were second century in date. These features seem to
represent the earliest phase of Romano-British occupation on the site.

3.2.3 Ditch 79 (213 and 215) was cut by a number of features, including three
postholes (73, 241 and 249), and a large pit (211). The postholes form an
approximate alignment, perhaps of a fence-like boundary, post-dating the ditch
(Fig 3). A fourth posthole (228) may, perhaps, be associated with these,
although it lay a little further to the south-east. Only 249 contained datable
material, but the features are presumed to be of Romano-British date on
stratigraphical grounds.

3.2.4 A concentration of intercutting pits towards the south-western end of the site
again mirrors evidence to the north and west, in the Bottle Bank excavations
(OA North 2003). Eight pits of Romano-British date (175, 178, 180, 211, 233,
237, 239 and 256) were excavated (Plates 2 and 3), a sequence being evident
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in that some pits truncated the fills of earlier ones (Fig 3). There is evidence of
at least three phases within this activity; pit 180, for instance, was cut by pit
256 and feature 178. The uppermost fill (151) of the latter contained a
fragment of Romano-British pottery and was, in turn, cut by pit 175. A small
posthole (235) was cut by a pit (233), which had largely been truncated by
later pit 211. A further pit (172), situated a little way to the north-east of the
main group, contained a single fill (171) which contained 21 sherds of Roman
pottery, as well as a sherd of unknown date, and a single sherd of medieval
pottery. This last sherd may result from later intrusion or could indicate that
the final infilling of the pit was taking place in the medieval period.

3.2.5 The majority of the pits were relatively shallow, with average depths of c
0.5m. The exception was 201 (also recorded as 178 and 267), which measured
4.5m by at least 4m, and had a minimum depth of 1.3m, although it was never
bottomed as further excavation would have been unsafe (Fig 4). This
contained at least seven sequential fills, the primary (200) being sealed by 199,
198, 197, 196, 195 and 194. This may have been a well, rather than a pit, but
was quite irregular in plan. Two fills in particular contained significant
amounts of Romano-British pottery, dating from the first to the third centuries
AD. An early fill (199) contained ten sherds, while a stratigraphically later fill
(195) contained 21 sherds.

3.2.6 Pit 237, which cut pit 239, was itself cut by two postholes (205 and 207),
which were part of a suggested alignment in a north-east to south-west
direction, consisting of four postholes (203, 205, 207 and 209). Posthole 203
also truncated the fill (210) of pit 211. The fill (208) of posthole 209 contained
three sherds of second- to third-century Romano-British pottery. The
alignment of the postholes was close but not quite on the same alignment as
ditch 215/79, suggesting that they may have formed a fenceline, perhaps a late
Romano-British subdivision of the area, reflecting a reorientation of the plot
boundaries. To the north-east, postholes 73 and 98 may also be part of this
alignment, cutting the fills of the earlier boundary ditches (79 and 104).

3.2.7 There were several other features that can be attributed to the Romano-British
period, although it is difficult to confirm their date, and single sherds of
Romano-British pottery may actually be residual, from disturbed contexts. Pit
96 contained three fills, the lowest of which (95) contained a single sherd of
second-century pottery. There were no other finds from the other fills. Feature
88, which extended north beyond the excavation area, was either a pit or
perhaps the butt end of a ditch. It had a single fill (87) containing two sherds
of second- to third-century pottery.

3.2.8 Although Roman pottery was sparse, the material recovered suggested a mid
to late second-century date for the inception of this activity, continuing at least
into the third century. Evidence appears compatible with that in the Bottle
Bank excavations, where there was little material indicative of prosperity, with
only small amounts of samian, amphora, metalwork and glass (OA North
2003).
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3.3 ROMANO-BRITISH TO EARLY MEDIEVAL OCCUPATION

3.3.1 There was no direct evidence for sub-Roman or early medieval activity, with
no deposits that could be interpreted as ‘Dark Earth’. There were, however,
widespread layers of soil that cannot be tightly dated. Sealing Romano-British
pit 175 and the putative Roman well (201/267/178) was a layer of
accumulated soil (133/139), overlain by a second deposit (144), that might
have been caused by horticultural activity. The earlier layer did not contain
any datable finds, but the upper layer (144) contained two sherds of Romano-
British, and three sherds of medieval, pottery, suggesting that it may have
gradually accumulated or had suffered some disturbance. Widespread deposits
of potential cultivated soils also appeared to overlay substantial parts of the
Bottle Bank site (OA North 2003). On a stratigraphic basis, a small posthole
(226) at the western end of the site, and a curvilinear feature (85), may fall into
this phase (Fig 5), although the evidence is equivocal.

3.4 MEDIEVAL OCCUPATION

3.4.1 The survival of medieval features across the site seems fairly complete (Fig 5),
and the level of occupation and activity is compatible with that of the
Romano-British period. Most of the features recognised were pits, and there is
likely to have been some longevity to the digging of these , although features
did not always intercut, which would have provided stratigraphic relationships.
The uppermost fill (222) of pit 223, for example, contained both medieval and
post-medieval pottery, and it may be that the feature may initially have been
cut during the medieval period and continued to fill well into the post-
medieval period. This feature cut through an earlier pit (247) which, although
it contained no dating evidence, was thought likely to be medieval in date.

3.4.2 There were several pits (24, 143, 168, 53, 21, and 108) which contained only
medieval pottery. Of these, the upper fill (22) of 24 contained 30 sherds of
medieval pottery, spanning the period between the twelfth and the sixteenth
centuries, suggesting a relatively long period of use. This was one of a series
of closely associated features, in the north-eastern part of the site, (21, 24, 51,
62, 90 and 92), possibly representing intensive use. Feature 28 was probably
also part of this sequence, presumably earlier within it, since its uppermost fill
(25) was cut by later pit 24. Pit 21 was sub-square, with a dump of stone (20)
overlain by a cess-like fill (19), which contained three sherds of fourteenth- to
sixteenth-century pottery. Overlying this was a deliberately placed deposit of
sandstone blocks and fragments (18), within which were six sherds of
medieval pottery.

3.4.3 To the immediate west of cess pit 21 was a circular pit (62) with a stone lining
within it (Plate 4). The lining stones (63) were coursed, and slanted inwards
towards the centre of the pit, perhaps representing the remains of a crude arch
or corbelled covering. Although no finds were recovered from the deposits
within this feature (68, 69, 61 and 60), it was cut by pit 53, which contained a
single sherd of medieval pottery in the fill (52), which was in turn cut by pit
51, which contained three fills, all predominantly medieval in date. The
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purpose of stone structure 63 is not clear, but it perhaps again represents a cess
pit.

3.4.5 Pit 51 had a well-constructed rectangular stone lining (2), measuring 2m by
1.2m. The lining was built of several courses of roughly hewn grey sandstone
blocks, each measuring approximately 0.3m by 0.4m by 0.3m. Eleven sherds
of medieval pottery were recovered from the matrix of the wall. The pit was
again filled with a cess-like deposit (11) at the base, which contained three
sherds of fourteenth- to sixteenth-century pottery. Above this was a backfilled
deposit (1) that yielded 15 sherds of medieval pottery and one sherd of early
post-medieval pottery.

3.4.4 At the western end of this group of pits were pits 108 and 92, which had
subsequently been truncated by pit 90 (Plate 5). The earlier pits contained
predominantly medieval pottery, with some residual Roman material, while
the fill (91) of pit 92 contained 55 sherds of medieval pottery one sherd of
Roman pottery, and 14 sherds of an undated fabric.

3.4.5 The evidence for activity from this period in the centre of the excavated area
was less densely distributed, with a cluster of relatively small pits (160, 163,
and 168) to the north of pit 247. The areas to the immediate south-west and
east were perhaps left bare, or given over to some other activity, such as
horticulture. Pit 163 contained only one sherd of Romano-British pottery,
although the stratigraphic position and appearance of its fill (164) suggested it
was of medieval date. There were also two features which have been attributed
to the medieval period through their similarity to these pits, but which
produced no dating evidence. These were pit 166 and a small linear feature
(34), which continued north beyond the excavation.

3.4.6 Within the north-western corner of the trench, a sub-circular pit (143) was
truncated at its eastern end by a large, sub-rectangular pit (146), both of which
contained later medieval pottery. Pit 146 also truncated a small pit or posthole
(148), which contained no dating evidence, but is potentially medieval in date
also.

3.4.7 Most of the surviving archaeological features comprised a succession of
rubbish and cess pits, with the high ash content of many of the fills suggesting
that most were filled with organic waste. These appeared to have initially been
dug in the medieval period, but also contained early post-medieval pottery
sherds in their uppermost fills. Overall, the picture is very similar to the
medieval remains excavated in 1999/2000, where a number pits and a stone-
lined drain were recorded at the western end of Sun Yard (OA North 2003, 25-
6). The pottery recovered from that excavation suggested that activity might
have started as early as the twelfth century.

3.5 POST-MEDIEVAL AND MODERN OCCUPATION

3.5.1 Occupation appears to have continued unbroken from the later medieval
period into the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, but the extensive
reorganisation and abandonment seen in the 1999/2000 excavations (OA
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North 2003) does not appear as clearly in the record from 18-24 High Street.
The scant assemblage of finds dating to the seventeenth and eighteenth
centuries does, however, suggest that the occupants of Bottle Bank and High
Street were using a range of imported pottery at this time.

3.5.2 Interestingly, there does appear to have been a slight shift in the focus of
activity, with a concentration to the south of the group of medieval cess pits
(21, 24, 51, 63 and 90) in the northern corner of the trench. This later activity
included a series of pits (3, 6, 13, 15, 17, 49, 83, 116) and a linear feature (46,
71), possibly representing a garden feature (Fig 6). Not all of these features
contained post-medieval material, and indeed, pit 15 contained Romano-
British material, and pit 17 contained only medieval material. It is thought that
this material is residual, however, and that stratigraphically the features are
most likely to be late within the site sequence. To the south of this group was a
series of relatively extensive modern intrusions into the site, which had
probably removed earlier archaeological features and deposits.

3.5.3 Within the centre of the site, later medieval pit 247 is likely to have remained
in use into this period, while further pits (219 and 223) are likely to be late
medieval or early post-medieval in date. The primary fill (218) of pit 219
contained four sherds of medieval pottery, one sherd of Roman material and
one sherd of sixteenth- to seventeenth-century pottery. This pit was either
recut or truncated by a second pit (217), the fill of which (216) contained nine
sherds of medieval pottery and a single sherd of sixteenth- to seventeenth-
century pottery (Fig 6).

3.5.4 Several features, however, seem to have originated in the sixteenth century or
later. These included pit 161, which contained eight sherds of late sixteenth- to
seventeenth-century pottery in its fill (162), and feature 65, to the south-east,
which also yielded two sherds of early post-medieval pottery from its fill (64).

3.5.5 Pit 217 was cut to the south by a large circular feature (221) with a diameter of
3.65m, forming a probable construction cut for a stone-lined well (250). The
well had an overall diameter of 1.55m, and an internal diameter of 1.10m. The
uppermost fill (220) contained glazed white pottery of characteristically post-
medieval date.

3.5.6 At the western end of the site was a stone culvert (129), measuring 5.3m by
0.63m, which survived to a depth of 0.25m. It was aligned east to west, with a
flat stone-lined base, stone sides, and a series of horizontal stone slabs over the
top. Two sherds of medieval pottery and fragments of handmade brick were
recovered from the fill of the drain (131), although stratigraphically the feature
was clearly post-medieval. The feature had been truncated at its eastern end by
a modern ceramic drain.

3.5.7 At the eastern end of the site was a north to south aligned wall (124), at least
2.1m long and 0.6m wide, which extended beyond the southern limit of the
excavation. This wall was constructed of sandstone blocks similar to the lining
of well 250. The wall was abutted to the north by a red brick wall (127). No
dating material was associated with the feature, but the material perhaps
suggests a date in the nineteenth or twentieth century.
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3.5.8 Evidence for activity from the later eighteenth century onwards, other than
modern intrusions, had largely been removed by the machine clearance of
overburden.
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4.  RESULTS OF THE ASSESSMENT

4.1 POST-EXCAVATION ASSESSMENT

4.1.1 The method of assessment used varied with the class of information examined.
The stratigraphic data were examined in full, with observations supplemented
by the artefactual and ecofactual records generated during the course of the
excavation. Most classes of finds were examined by rapid scan in full.

4.1.2 The entire electronic, paper and artefact archive was examined for the
purposes of this assessment. Quantifications are incorporated within the
individual assessments.

4.2 RESEARCH OBJECTIVES OF THE ASSESSMENT

4.2.1 The aim of this assessment was to evaluate all classes of data from the
excavations undertaken at 18-24 High Street, Gateshead, in order to formulate
a project design for a programme of analysis appropriate to the potential of the
site archive.

4.2.2 The objectives of this assessment correspond to, and are prescribed by,
Appendix 4 of MAP2 (English Heritage 1991a). They are to:

• assess the quantity, provenance and condition of all classes of material:
stratigraphical, artefactual and environmental;

• comment on the range and variety of that material;

• assess the potential of the material to address research objectives defined
in the initial project design;

• formulate questions arising from the assessment of this material.

4.2.3 This assessment will present:

• a factual summary, characterising the quantity and perceived quality of the
data contained within the site archive;

• a statement of the academic potential of these data;

• recommendations on the storage and curation of the material.

4.3 STRATIGRAPHIC RECORD

4.3.1 Context Record: the area excavated encompassed some 240m2. During the
excavation, 256 archaeologically separate contexts were defined and recorded
using standard pro forma recording sheets, supplemented by manual and
electronic survey, and colour, monochrome and digital photography.
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4.3.2 The 256 context records relate to the following feature categories:

Cut features 96
Fills of cut features 134
Layers 13
Masonry or brick features 9
Miscellaneous features 4

4.3.3 Photographic Record: the photographic record comprises:

Films Images
Colour Transparencies 6 107
Monochrome Prints 6 107
Digital images - 41

4.3.4 Graphic Record: plans and sections were recorded manually on permatrace,
using multi-context planning, with the site grid and surrounding topography
located by use of a total station theodolite. Levels OD were obtained by the
use of an automatic level. Subsequent to the excavation, where appropriate,
plans and sections were digitised for ease of manipulation and presentation.

4.3.5 The graphic site archive comprises:

Plans on drawing film 8
Sections on drawing film 51
Phased digital CAD plan 1

4.3.6 Phasing: as is to be expected from a complex and long-lived urban site, there
was a significant element of residuality, with Roman and medieval material
residual in later contexts, especially the fills of cut features. All contexts have
been incorporated into a site matrix, and broad phasing has been ascribed to
each archaeological context, which breaks down provisionally as follows:

• Roman activity (second century AD and later)

• Medieval activity (probably thirteenth/fourteenth century and later)

• Post-medieval activity (sixteenth to eighteenth centuries)

• Modern activity (nineteenth to twenty-first centuries)

4.3.7 Evaluation: the stratigraphic and structural data will provide the framework
within which all other analyses will take place. The excavation has allowed as
full as possible a stratigraphic record to be made of the 18-24 High Street plot.
The key to understanding the chronology of the different types of activity, and
the development of the site, resides within the layout and organisation of the
archaeological features, and the artefactual and stratigraphic records. The
value of this record is undoubtedly enhanced by the proximity of the larger
scale work at Bottle Bank, and the incorporation of material from 18-24 High
Street into this report will maximise the value of the site in a regional context.
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4.4 ROMAN CERAMIC VESSELS

4.4.1 Quantification: in all, 89 fragments (1691g) of Roman pottery were
recovered, from 20 contexts, 15 of which produced only Roman pottery
(Appendix 3).

4.4.2 Samian ware was represented by only 12 small fragments (163g), several
residual, and approximately half were severely abraded. Similarly, there was
only a single fragment of colour-coated ware, weighing 86g, and it can be
suggested that both samian and other finewares were not widely used on the
site. Amphorae were represented by only nine small fragments (890g, average
c 99g per sherd), together representing only a small part of a single vessel. The
remainder of the group comprised a very small amount of Black Burnished
ware 1, greywares, orange oxidised wares, and a single fragment of
mortarium, of which the vessel forms and fabrics were generally undiagnostic.
The overall date range of the types present extends from the first half of the
second century AD to the third century AD.

4.4.3 Evaluation: the amount of Romano-British pottery present is not large, but
serves to reinforce the observations made during the earlier excavations
regarding the nature and date of occupation (OA North 2003), and also to
demonstrate that the postulated Romano-British settlement did indeed continue
as far as the top of the Bottle Bank escarpment. The group adds to the picture
seen in the Bottle Bank excavations and should be amalgamated with that
material.

4.5 MEDIEVAL AND LATER CERAMIC VESSELS

4.5.1 Quantification: approximately 255 fragments (7326g) of medieval or later
pottery were recovered from the site. None of the group dated to later than the
early eighteenth century. Medieval pottery was recovered from 24 contexts,
only 13 of them uncontaminated by residual material. It is likely that some
later material was removed during topsoil and overburden stripping.

4.5.2 The entire post-Roman assemblage was examined at a relatively superficial
level for this assessment and ‘spot’ dates were provided for each context
(Appendix 3). A preliminary database table was compiled.

4.5.3 Evaluation: there was very little material dating to the twelfth to fourteenth
centuries, this period being represented by only two cooking pot rims in the
Northern Gritty tradition. The larger part of the assemblage can be dated to the
later medieval period, with a small group dating to the sixteenth and
seventeenth centuries. The occurrence of repeated pit-digging across the site
probably means that much of the earlier material was in fact from disturbed
contexts, although very large fragments from pit fills 89 and 91 are unlikely to
have been extensively disturbed. Almost all of the fourteenth/fifteenth-century
and later material represents jugs, and no other vessel types are present which
date before the seventeenth century. The scope for further analysis is limited,
but the fabric range should be considered alongside the large group of
medieval pottery from the 1999/2000 excavation (OA North 2003).



18-24 High Street, Gateshead: Post-excavation assessment 19

For the use of Lambert Laidlaw © OA North: September 2007

4.6 CLAY PIPE

4.6.1 Quantification: only two small fragments of clay tobacco pipe were
recovered.

4.6.2 Evaluation: the interest in this small group lies only in the marked absence of
clay pipe from the assemblage, in contrast to the material from the Bottle Bank
excavation. It might be expected that the presence of an inn on the site would
increase the evidence for tobacco consumption, but if that were the case it
seems that domestic waste from the Sun Inn was disposed of elsewhere. The
fragments recovered will not sustain further analysis.

4.7 CERAMIC BUILDING MATERIAL

4.7.1 Quantification: in total, 26 fragments of brick weighing 9.645kg, and nine
(492g) of green-glazed roof tile were collected during the excavations. All of
the material was examined and a preliminary catalogue prepared.

4.7.2 Evaluation: there was no obviously Roman material, and three large hand-
made bricks comprised the majority of the group by weight (8.850kg). None
of the tile or brick was of significance to the dating or interpretation of the site.
The few fragments of glazed roof tile add some insight into the appearance of
buildings during the later medieval period.

4.8 OTHER FINDS

4.8.1 Quantification: very few other classes of finds were recovered (Table 1).
Material Quantity* Date Description
Iron 1 Modern Hinge
Glass 1 Modern Mirrored glass
Stone 6 Roman and later Lava quern fragment, whetstone,

unworked flint
Industrial residues 4 - 400g, including a small hearth

bottom
Mollusc 1 - Oyster shell

Table 1: Summary of other finds (* Fragment count only)

4.8.2 Evaluation: none of this group is of particular significance, and none warrants
further analysis.

4.9 ANIMAL BONE

4.9.1 Introduction and methodology: a small assemblage of animal bone was
retrieved by hand collection during the excavation. Modern and unstratified
material was not included within this assessment. All of the assessed material
is attributed to the post-medieval period (seventeenth to eighteenth centuries),
with the exception of a few fragments phased as post-medieval or modern
(seventeenth to twentieth centuries). The assemblage was also compared to the
animal bones assessed from the 1999/2000 excavations (OA North 2003).
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4.9.2 Identification was completed using reference material held by OA North.
Reference was also made to Halstead and Collins (1995), Schmid (1972), and
Cohen and Serjeantson (1996) for the identification of mammal and bird bone.
The classification of cattle horncores was undertaken following Armitage and
Clutton-Brock (1976).

4.9.3 The assessment included recording the number of fragments per species, the
preservation of individual pieces, the number of fragments within each
preservation category, and the number of bones displaying tooth wear, fusion
and metrical traits. Fusion states and tooth wear data age the animals
represented, and the butchery records inform on the treatment and utilisation
of the animals, if the sample sizes are sufficient. The biometric data may be
used to indicate the proportion of different sexes and breeds at a site, given
sufficient sample sizes.

4.9.4 Quantification: in total, 91 bone fragments, representing 85 individual bones,
were collected. The number of individual specimens (NISP) for each phase is
given in Table 2. The NISP may also group different anatomical parts
attributed to the same individual, to avoid over-representation of a species.
This is particularly relevant for bird species, where 24 bones of galliformes
could be shown to represent 14 individual birds.

Species Post-
medieval

Post-medieval
or modern

% of Post-
medieval

% of Post-medieval
in 1999/2000

Cow 12 1 14.12 11.25
Pig 3 3.53 2.23
Sheep/Goat 22 25.88 24.50

Cow/Red Deer 5 5.88 2.12
Dog/Fox 1 1.18 13.69 (dog)
Sheep/Goat /Roe Deer 3 3.53 1.11
Medium Mammal 8 9.41 18.15
Large Mammal 15 17.65 13.92
Small Mammal 1 1.18 3.90
Unidentified Mammal 85 3.53 3.01

Domestic Fowl 8 1 9.41 Not quantified
Bantam 2 1 2.35 Not quantified
Galliforme sp 1 Not quantified
Unidentified Bird 1 1.18 Not quantified

Fish 1 1.18 Not quantified

Totals 85 4 100

Table 2: Summary of number of individual specimens (NISP) by species and phase

4.9.5 The bulk of the material is of a fragmented nature, with some degree of
surface erosion (Table 3). Although it is therefore evident that the material has
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suffered some degree of pre- and post-depositional taphonomic processes, in
general the assemblage has survived in a fairly robust state. The number of
potential fusion, butchery, biometric and tooth wear records is shown in Table
4).

Preservation Very Poor Poor Moderate Good Very Good
Total 3 24 36 18 10

Table 3: Summary of post-medieval animal bone preservation

Phase Fusion Biometric Butchery Tooth wear
Total 23 27 13 1

Table 4: Summary of potential fusion, biometric, butchery and toothwear records

4.9.6 Evaluation: This material adds to the information from the existing
assemblage from Bottle Bank, with similar percentages of the domestic
species (Table 2). The number of potential biometric, fusion, toothwear and
butchery records from the site is, however, too small to be worthy of further
analysis (Table 4). The assemblage from the earlier excavations also included
small quantities of horse, dog, and cat. The absence of these species in this
excavation may be due to the small sample represented in the assemblage, in
turn related to the bias towards larger mammals within a hand-collected
assemblage (Payne 1972).

4.9.7 Of particular interest, a post-medieval cattle lumbar vertebra was recovered
with an asymmetrical neural canal and a misshapen inferior articulate facet on
its right-hand side. The fusion state of the vertebra suggests an age for the
animal of approaching five years, with the proximal epiphysis fusing and the
distal epiphysis unfused (Silver 1969, 285). It seems likely that this deformity
is the result of extra muscular development on one side of an animal used for
traction from an early age, with this individual being placed on the right-hand
side of a team of two. Unfortunately, little is yet published on this type of
pathology, making its aetiology difficult to confirm.

4.9.8 Additional species were found that were not in the previous excavations,
including quantities of domestic fowl and bantam, represented by more than
one bone from the same individual. The presence of these birds is unsurprising
in the domestic waste of this period. However, the single galliforme species,
from a post-medieval to modern context, represents a small collection of
newborn bones from one individual. This may well be an early fatality of
chicken or bantam being reared at the site.

4.10 PALAEOENVIRONMENTAL EVIDENCE

4.10.1 Eleven environmental bulk samples were taken from secure contexts on the
site for the assessment of charred and waterlogged plant remains. It was hoped
that the samples would yield information about the environment, diet and the
economy in the area.



18-24 High Street, Gateshead: Post-excavation assessment 22

For the use of Lambert Laidlaw © OA North: September 2007

4.10.2 Quantification: the 11 samples varied in volume from 10 litres to 30 litres, of
which 5-10 litres of each were processed. Table 5 shows the sample sizes and
feature types sampled.

Sample Context Date Feature type Vol (l) Volume processed (l)
1 19 Medieval Cess 24 8
2 20 Medieval Pit 10 10
3 22 Medieval Pit 30 10
4 11 Medieval Pit 30 10
5 27 ?Medieval Cess 18 8
6 89 Medieval Pit 30 10
7 195 Roman Pit/well 30 10
8 196 Roman Pit/well 18 8
9 198 Roman Pit/well 10 5

10 236 Roman Pit 30 10
11 238 Roman Pit 30 10

Table 5: Volume of samples from each feature type

4.10.3 Method: the samples were hand-floated, the flots then being collected on a
250 micron mesh and air dried. The flots were scanned with a Leica MZ60
stereo microscope, and the plant material was recorded and provisionally
identified. Plant remains were scored on a scale of abundance of 1-4, where 1
is rare (up to five items) and 4 is abundant (>100 items). The components of
the matrix were also noted. The data are shown in Appendix 4. Botanical
nomenclature follows Stace (2001).

4.10.4 Results: five of the samples from medieval contexts (19, 20, 11, 8), and one
Roman context (198) were waterlogged, and contained abundant plant
remains. The waterlogged plant remains contained many taxa typical of
pits/cess pits, which may have been used as food sources. These included
Corylus avellana (hazelnut), Prunus spp (cherry, damson/bullace, blackthorn),
Rubus fructicosus (blackberry), Malus Pyrus (apple/pear), Linum
usatitissimum (linseed or flax), Ficus carica (fig), and Papaver (poppy). The
sample from fill 11 also contained small fragments of mammal bone and fish
bone. The samples from fills 19, 20 and 11 contained a few charred plant
remains, including cereal grains and Corylus avellana (hazelnut) fragments.
Three of the other samples from fills 22, 236, and 238 contained charred cereal
grains, but were low in waterlogged plant remains. Fill 238 contained plants
used for human consumption, including Ficus (figs), Sambucus nigra
(elderberry), Rubus fructicosus (blackberry), and burnt bone, probably
representing a deposit from a cess pit. All the samples, apart from fill 195,
would provide enough material for AMS radiocarbon dating if required.

4.10.5 Evaluation: this is an important plant assemblage from the heart of Roman
and medieval Gateshead, and complements excavations at Bottle Bank (OA
North 2003). There is significant potential for studying dietary regimes and the
surrounding landscape within this assemblage, given the quantity of the
material and the excellent state of preservation.
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5.  STATEMENT OF POTENTIAL

5.1 INTRODUCTION

5.1.1 The dataset and results of the excavations complement the previous
excavations carried out at Bottle Bank (OA North 2003), and as such, adds
further to the understanding of the development of Roman and post-Roman
Gateshead. It demonstrates that, at least since the Roman period, its
development has been comparable with its better-known neighbour, Newcastle
upon Tyne. The stratigraphic evidence, artefact, and ecofact assemblages are
all of value to the further definition and interpretation of the history of
Gateshead over a period of almost 1800 years. Indeed, the combined ceramic
analyses from the two sites will make an important contribution at both local
and regional level. The clear indication that there is a surviving stratigraphic
record at both 18–24 High Street and Bottle Bank, which is of comparable
complexity to sites in Newcastle, has considerable implications for a re-
assessment of the importance of the archaeological resource in other parts of
historic Gateshead.

5.2 STRATIGRAPHIC RECORD

5.2.1 A long and relatively well-preserved stratigraphic sequence was recorded at
the site, providing evidence for a securely dated, largely unbroken,
archaeological succession from the second century AD to the nineteenth
century. Archaeologically significant deposits of all phases of activity were
investigated in accordance with the methodology set out in the Project Design
(Appendix 1). The exception to this was the investigation of Romano-British
pits located at the south-western end of site, which was constrained by health
and safety concerns (see Section 1.1.4). Despite this, a representative sample
of these features was fully investigated, allowing the activity represented by
these features to be characterised and interpreted.

5.3 ROMAN CERAMIC VESSELS

5.3.1 Although there is some residuality evident in the contexts from which Roman
pottery was recovered, approximately 60% of the material derives from what
appear to be secure contexts. The pottery group from this site is, however,
small, and is therefore largely important for dating purposes. The restricted
range of fabrics and forms makes it unlikely that detailed analysis will
illuminate patterns of use, indications of status, or any of the more ephemeral
elements of artefact interpretation.

5.3.2 The amount of securely stratified Roman pottery from Gateshead and
Newcastle together is very small, lending local and regional significance to
even a small assemblage. Considered alongside the group from Bottle Bank,
this assemblage has increased potential to illuminate the history of Roman
Gateshead, and will provide a valuable comparator for other sites on the Tyne,
especially Wallsend and South Shields (Bidwell and Speak 1994).
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5.4 MEDIEVAL AND LATER CERAMIC VESSELS

5.4.1 Although much medieval and later pottery has been recovered from
excavations in Newcastle (Ellison 1979; 1981; 1983; 1993; Vaughan 1993;
1994; 1995a; 1995b; Vaughan and Sage 2006), the material from the Bottle
Bank excavations was one of only two large assemblages from Gateshead (OA
North 2003; Nolan and Vaughan forthcoming). As with the Roman pottery,
the group from High Street is not in itself particularly large or significant, but
gains considerably in value when considered alongside the material from the
1999/2000 excavation. Although much of the medieval pottery was probably
residual as a result of the frequent re-digging of rubbish and cess pits, the
range of fabrics and forms present is directly comparable to that from the
earlier excavations, and will add to that data.

5.4 CLAY PIPE

5.4.1 The small amount of clay pipe bears no potential for further analysis.

5.5 CERAMIC BUILDING MATERIAL (INCLUDING FLOOR AND ROOF TILE)

5.5.1 With the exception of the small amount of glazed medieval roof tile, the
assemblage has no potential. The medieval tile adds to our knowledge of the
appearance of buildings on the site, but the group is too small to sustain further
analysis.

5.6 OTHER FINDS

5.6.1 The small group has little significance for the interpretation of the site. A note
should be made of the presence of a fragment of Roman lava quern.

5.7 ANIMAL BONE

5.7.1 On its own, the study of animal bone has very limited potential to inform on
the husbandry practices and consumption patterns associated with the town
during the post-medieval period, due to its extremely small sample size. The
assemblage will, however, make a valuable addition to the material within the
report for the Bottle Bank excavations (OA North 2003; Howard-Davis
forthcoming), with a few interesting new elements. In particular, the material
recovered from the pits represents a small but significant insight into
consumption within this plot of land, and acts as a comparison to the
surrounding plots on Bottle Bank.

5.8 PALAEOENVIRONMENTAL EVIDENCE

5.8.1 The paucity of medieval archaeobotanical records in northern England has
been highlighted by Huntley and Stallibrass (1995), and indeed, there was no
data from Gateshead when that report was published. Hall and Huntley (in
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prep) refer to the importance of the major excavations of medieval and post-
medieval assemblages from York and Carlisle, and some smaller ones, for
example in Beverley, Durham and Newcastle. The archaeobotanical record for
the site at 18-24 High Street is, therefore, of regional importance.

5.9 LOCAL AND REGIONAL POTENTIAL

5.9.1 The significance of the dataset from this site lies in its full compatibility with
that from the 1999/2000 Bottle Bank excavation. It complements and enhances
that dataset, providing a broader insight into the development and occupation
of the Bottle Bank/High Street area through time. Together the two sites have
produced the largest and chronologically broadest stratigraphic, artefact and
ecofact assemblage ever recovered from Gateshead under modern excavation
conditions. Both stratigraphic and artefact evidence spans the Roman,
medieval, and post-medieval periods (Plate 5), offering considerable potential
for comparative analysis, not only with less extensive recent excavations in
Gateshead, but also with a number of excavations in Newcastle. Such
comparisons will enable an investigation of the extent of cultural and
economic linkage, and interdependence or independence between the two
towns.

5.9.2 Although it is proposed that the material from 18-24 High Street should be
published alongside the Bottle Bank excavations, some national and regional
research priorities can be considered of relevance to the High Street
excavations alone. In 1991 English Heritage produced Exploring Our Past,
which included a strategy for dealing with the archaeological problems and
opportunities which would be encountered during the following decade
(English Heritage 1991b). Many of the ideas first raised in Exploring our Past
were developed further in a draft Research Agenda, circulated to the
archaeological profession in 1997. Technically, this document has now been
superseded by the Exploring Our Past Implementation Plan (English Heritage
2003), although many aspects from the 1997 draft Research Agenda still
remain pertinent for the study of the periods in question.

5.9.3 National Research Priorities:

Chronological periods

• The origins and development of medieval small towns and markets,
which have their origins in the Roman period (H5).

Themes

• Artefacts and ecofacts will be relevant to providing insights into
economy, circulation systems, speed of exchange and social practice
(T1).

5.9.4 Regional Research Priorities: the North East Region Archaeological
Research Framework for the Historic Environment has outlined a number of
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identified priorities for all periods within the region (Petts and Gerrard 2006).
Those priorities of relevance to the present site are as follows:

Roman, native and civilian life

• Contribute to the study of the influence of the Roman military on the
economy of non-military communities (op cit, 149).

Settlement and Urbanism

• Contribute to the study of the spatial development of the North East’s
towns, as well the modelling of the survival of vertical stratigraphy (op
cit, 207);

• Contribute to a body of data from urban back plots, potentially
attributable to individual properties (ibid).

Ethnicity and Cultural Identity

• Contribute to a body of data of eighteenth- and nineteenth-century
domestic assemblages which can be related to changes in patterns of
consumption, use, and expression of identity (op cit, 182-3).

5.9.5 Whilst it is debatable whether any data category, or the complete dataset itself,
from the investigated elements of 18-24 High Street could fully address most
of the priorities, the publication of the results from the excavation should
contribute to an understanding of these issues.
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6.  CONSERVATION

6.1 RECIPIENT MUSEUM

6.1.1 It is proposed that the ultimate place of deposition for the finds should be the
Tyne and Wear Museums Service.

Tyne and Wear Museums Service
Baring Street
South Shields
Tyne and Wear
NE33 2BB

Tel 0191 454 43093

6.2 GENERAL CONSERVATION

6.2.1 The assemblage is well-preserved and in good condition and thus no further
conservation is required.

6.3 STORAGE

6.3.1 The complete project archive, which will include records, plans, black and
white and colour photographs, ecofacts and artefacts, will be prepared
following the guidelines set out in Environmental Standards for the Permanent
Storage of Excavated Material from Archaeological Sites (UKIC 1984,
Conservation Guidelines 3) and Guidelines for the preparation of Excavation
Archive for Long term storage  (Walker 1990).

6.3.2 All finds will be packaged according to the Museum’s specifications, either in
acid-free cardboard boxes, or in airtight plastic boxes for unstable material.

6.4 PACKAGING

6.4.1 The assemblage is currently well-packed and will require no further
packaging. Box lists are prepared and will be updated from the database when
the identification of objects is complete.

6.5 DISCARD POLICY

6.5.1 Discussions with the client and the curator have resulted in an agreement to
discard the unstratified and demonstrably modern material.
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7.  UPDATED PROJECT DESIGN

7.1 INTRODUCTION

7.1.1 While the material from the excavations has value as a single dataset, the
location of the site in relation to areas of previous work allows for comparative
studies, and a more detailed background context in which to place the analysis.
Four overarching research aims have been defined for the post-excavation
programme:

• to establish the nature, date, and extent of Roman activity on the site
and place it within the local and regional context;

• to establish the nature, date, and extent of medieval activity on the site
and place it within the local and regional context;

• to establish the nature, date, and extent of post-medieval activity on the
site and place it within the local and regional context;

• to synthesise and interpret the site data, in order to present them to a
wider audience by means of publication.

7.2 SPECIFIC RESEARCH OBJECTIVES

7.2.1 In addition to the research aims, there are a series of more specific research
objectives arising from the assessment of the material.

7.2.2 Pre-Roman and Roman:

1 to gain an understanding of the surviving evidence for Roman site use
and the layout of the settlement, including the distribution and amount
of ceramics;

2 to investigate changes to land use and organisation during the Roman
period;

3 to investigate changes to land use and organisation in the post-Roman
period.

7.2.3 Medieval:

4 to establish the dates of the inception of the surviving burgage plots,
their renewal and continuity;

5 to examine evidence for continuity or discontinuity in land and
property division from earlier periods;

6 to examine the zoned use of burgage backlands for waste disposal and
water supply;
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7 to examine evidence for the household status and activity and how that
changed over time.

7.2.4 Post-medieval:

8 to investigate evidence for continuity and change in land boundaries
and organisation from the medieval into the post-medieval periods;

9 to investigate patterns of activity, consumption and waste disposal
during the post-medieval period.

7.3 PRESENTATION OF RESULTS

8.3.1 In accordance with the guidelines outlined in the English Heritage document
MAP2 (English Heritage 1991a), it is proposed that the results of the project be
presented in the following stages:

8.3.2 Publication Text: following the analysis and interpretation of the results of the
project, a synthesised text will be amalgamated and integrated with the
existing report on excavations at Bottle Bank, suitable for publication in
Archaeologia Aeliana, the journal of the Society of Antiquaries of Newcastle
upon Tyne.

8.3.3 Project Archive: the completion of the project will result in an integrated
project archive. The archive will be deposited with Tyne and Wear Museums
Service.

7.4 PROGRAMME STRUCTURE

7.4.1 The post-excavation programme will be divided into the following stages:

• analysis;

• integration;

• synthesis;

• preparation of text and illustrative material;

• publication;

• archive deposition.
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8.  METHOD STATEMENT

8.1 INTRODUCTION

8.1.1 This programme of work is tailored to address specific objectives, which will,
when achieved, secure the general objectives outlined within Section 7 (see
also Appendix 5).

8.2 PROJECT SET-UP AND MANAGEMENT

8.2.1 Tasks 1, 2 and 31; to facilitate all Objectives.

8.2.2 Management and monitoring tasks have been built into the project. These tasks
will include project monitoring, advice and co-ordination, problem solving,
and conducting meetings with project staff. Following formal set-up of the
post-excavation process, a team meeting will be held to provide full
information before reports are commenced, and following this meeting
specialists will be provided with the contextual and dating information they
will require. Following this, regular reviews will be held with the members of
the project team to provide an opportunity for all involved to present and
receive information, to discuss the research aims, and permit exchange of
ideas.

8.3 CONTEXTUAL AND STRATIGRAPHIC ANALYSIS

8.3.1 Tasks 3-8; to address Objectives 1-5 and 8.

8.3.2 The provisional phasing will be reviewed, where possible refined, and
confirmed. The site matrix will be amended and phasing information will be
added to the context database. This will be followed by the production of a
written site narrative, arranged by phase, presenting detailed discussion of the
development and change on the site through time. This will form the basis for
the publication text.

8.3.3 The stratigraphic narrative will be accompanied by illustrations, including
general and detailed plans, and sections of significant detail. These will in part
be compiled from the digital data, but there will also be a requirement to
digitise some of the hand-drawn site plans where necessary, in order to
provide for publication illustration.

8.4 ROMAN POTTERY ANALYSIS

8.4.1 Task 9; to address Objectives 1-2.

8.4.2 The pottery types identified are relatively commonplace, and will therefore
require only basic analysis and appropriate reporting. The material will be
fully catalogued and the following will be prepared including:
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• a catalogue of all pottery present in each context;

• a summary of all form types present in the assemblage;

• a summary of all fabric types present in the assemblage;

• at least one drawing of each form type present in the assemblage;

• a brief discussion of dating, and any other noteworthy features of the
group, especially with regard to dating and sources of supply.

8.5 MEDIEVAL AND LATER POTTERY ANALYSIS

8.5.1 Task 10; to address Objectives 4-7.

8.5.2 A full catalogue will be compiled of the medieval and post-medieval pottery,
noting fabrics and vessel types. Analysis will comprise sorting the assemblage
into fabric types per context and preparing the catalogue, counts and weights.
The use of a database will allow this material to be freely manipulated, and
allow the investigation of ‘yard’ or area groupings. An examination of vessel
types and forms will also enable an appropriate consideration of the status,
patterns of vessel use, imports, etc to be made. A draft report text will
subsequently be produced for amalgamation into the final report.

8.6 OTHER FINDS

8.6.1 Task 11; to address Objectives 1-4, 7 and 9.

8.6.2 All identifiable, stratified or otherwise significant finds will be analysed. The
quantity of material represented by these finds is not great, rendering any
attempt to group them by function or form, except in the broadest terms,
unnecessary. A single catalogue will be prepared in standard format, and
entries will include descriptions and basic comparanda. Exceptional objects
will be accorded broader academic discussion. Significant objects will be
illustrated.

8.7 ANIMAL BONE

8.7.1 Task 12; to address Objectives 4, 8, 12 and 13.

8.7.2 A basic level of analysis will be undertaken based on the quantification tables
already prepared (Section 5.14); more detailed analysis, however, will be
undertaken of the significant medieval and post-medieval pit groups. As part
of the final report, a brief description will be compiled of the preservation and
potential biases of the assemblage, along with a brief comparison with other
contemporary sites.
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8.8 PALAEOENVIRONMENTAL EVIDENCE

8.8.1 Task 13; to address Objectives 1, 6, 7 and 9.

8.8.2 Samples from fills 19, 20, 11, 89, 196, 198, 236, and 238 will be taken to full
analysis. The Romano-British samples (196, 236 and 238) are not as rich as
the others, but still represent an important element, given their early date.

8.9 REPORT PRODUCTION AND AMALGAMATION

8.9.1 Tasks 13-28; to facilitate all Objectives.

8.9.2 Following analysis and interpretation of the excavation results, a text will be
prepared suitable for publication (Section 10.1). The stratigraphic sequence
will form the contextual framework for an integrated report which, following
the incorporation of artefact data, will form the framework for the
interpretation of the site. The report will address the research objectives of the
project, presenting an integrated synthetic overview of the various analyses
and, where appropriate, précis of the reports for the various artefact categories
will be included, although more detailed data will remain in the archive. The
text will be accompanied by site plans, sections, phase plans, and artefact
illustrations.

8.9.3 The final report text will be edited by the project manager and quality assessed
by the OA North Director, before final amendments are made to the text and
graphics.

8.9.4 The text will then be integrated into the report from Bottle Bank. This will
involve inserting and editing the stratigraphic text within the existing phased
report text, the updating and expansion of the artefactual elements, and
updating the general discussion on the different periods represented. After a
final QA, the full report will then be submitted to the Society of Antiquaries of
Newcastle upon Tyne for inclusion in their journal Archaeologia Aeliana.
Acceptance for publication will involve vetting by anonymous academic
readers. Acceptance will also require the submission of a draft to the Society
of Antiquaries of Newcastle upon Tyne by the end of 2007.

8.10 FINALISATION OF RESEARCH ARCHIVE

8.10.1 Task 29

8.10.2 The research archive will be finalised and the finds deposited with the Tyne
and Wear Museums Service.

8.11 MANAGEMENT

8.11.1 Task 30; to facilitate all objectives.
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8.11.2 The post-excavation process will be overseen by and monitored by a project
manager, who will ensure the smooth running of the project, and that the
analysis is undertaken according to the timetable. The project manager will
also oversee academic quality, and edit the final text.
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9.  PUBLICATION

9.1 INTRODUCTION

9.1.1 The most cost-efficient and archaeologically succinct approach is to present
the results as a supplementary contribution to the projected publication for the
Bottle Bank excavations (LUAU 2001) in the journal, Archaeologia Aeliana.
The Bottle Bank excavation has already been accepted for the journal, pending
review by external referees. The two sites together, within a single article, will
have an extensive word length, but will allow direct comparison and joint
presentation of both the stratigraphic and artefact analyses.

9.1.2 The intended extended article in Archaeologia Aeliana will add significantly
to the available body of knowledge at regional and national level. It will
contribute to knowledge of the development of the city of Gateshead, pointing
to its Roman origins and adding to the debate about the position of the Roman
bridge across the Tyne. The long and well-defined medieval and early post-
medieval archaeological record adds to a hitherto scant record of the
development of Gateshead, from medieval to modern times.

9.2 THE STRUCTURE OF THE REPORT

9.2.1 The following section represents a likely breakdown of the text, prior to
integration with that for the Bottle Bank site. It should be noted, however, that
this synopsis can only be regarded as a draft, based on the current
understanding of the archive. Background information such as geological
information and previous work already exists within the Bottle Bank report
text.

9.2.2 The text will be supported by a number of illustrations, comprising drawings
and photographs to support the evidence, tables to summarise data and, where
appropriate, interpretative phase drawings. The finished report will aim to
present a high degree of integration between both material categories and the
structural/stratigraphical history of the site.

9.2.3 Outline Synopsis

Summary 100
Introduction and circumstances of the project 100
Location: geology, topography and soils -
Previous work -
The results of the excavations by chronological phase

The Romano-British period
The medieval period
The post-medieval period

1000
1000
1000

The finds 2000
Discussion 2000
Bibliography
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10.  RESOURCES AND PROGRAMMING

10.1 NAMED PROJECT TEAM

10.1.1 The team will consist of OA North permanent staff, managed by Mark
Brennand.

Name Tasks

Mark Brennand Project Management

Rachel Newman Internal Quality Control

Christine Howard-Davis All Finds Analysis and Report Writing

Andrew Bates Animal Bone and Report Writing

Marie Rowland AutoCAD Technician

Anne Stewardson Artefact Illustration

Joanne Levey Archives Manager

10.2 MANAGEMENT STRUCTURE

10.2.1 OA North operates a project management system. The team is headed by the
Project Manager, who assumes ultimate responsibility for the implementation
and execution of the Project Design, and the achievement of performance
targets, be they academic, budgetary or scheduling.

10.2.2 The Project Manager may delegate specific aspects of the project to other key
staff, who both supervise others and have direct input into the compilation of
the report. They may also undertake direct liaison with external consultants
and specialists who are contributing to the publication report, and the museum
named as the recipient of the project archive. The Project Manager will define
and control the scope and form of the post-excavation programme.

10.2.3 Communication between all concerned in the post-excavation programme is of
paramount importance and it is essential that the specialists involved liaise
closely in order that comparable data are obtained. To this end regular
correspondence and reviews are envisaged between all project staff and
between particular groups of specialists. All information will be disseminated
at regular intervals, thus ensuring that everyone is aware of current progress,
strategy and thinking.

10.3 HEALTH AND SAFETY

10.3.1 All OA North post-excavation work will be carried out under relevant Health
and Safety Legislation, including Health and Safety at Work Act (1974). A
copy of the Oxford Archaeology Health and Safety Policy can be supplied on
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request. The nature of the work means that the requirements of the following
legislation are particularly relevant:

Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations (1992) – offices and
finds processing areas.

Manual Handling Operations Regulations (1992) – transport of bulk finds and
samples.

Health and Safety (Display Screen Equipment) Regulations (1992) – use of
computers for word-processing and database work.

COSSH (1998)  - finds conservation and environmental processing/analysis.

10.4 LIST OF TASKS

10.4.1 The project has been broken down into a series of summary tasks, which are
set out in Appendix 5. In addition to the tasks outlined, there is some time
allocated to general project monitoring and management.

10.4.2 Management Tasks: the management and monitoring allocations include
project monitoring, advice and co-ordination, and problem-solving.

10.5 TOTAL COSTS

10.5.1 A financial breakdown of the costs for undertaking a programme of detailed
analysis as specified in Section 8 above, and the production of a text suitable
for publication in accordance with the parameters outlined in Section 9, are
provided in Appendix 7 below.

11.5.1 The total cost quoted for the post-excavation programme is a fixed price which
is inclusive of all management, overheads, and other disbursement costs
(travel and expenses), to undertake the programme of work as defined in this
project assessment, and to fund the publication of the article within
Archaeologia Aeliana. Any other variations from this programme of work at
the clients' direction will require recosting. All staff costs are inclusive of
holiday entitlement, as well as NI and Superannuation.
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APPENDIX 1: ORIGINAL EXCAVATION PROJECT DESIGN

Oxford
Archaeology

November 2002 North

18-24 HIGH STREET,

GATESHEAD

ARCHAEOLOGICAL EXCAVATION

Proposals

The following project design is offered in response to a verbal brief by David
Heslop, Tyne and Wear County Archaeologist, on behalf of Lambert Laidlaw, for
an archaeological excavation at 18-24 High Street, Gateshead.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Lambert Laidlaw has requested that Oxford Archaeology North (OA North)
submit a costed project design for an archaeological excavation be undertaken at
18-24 High Street, Gateshead. This is in accordance with a verbal brief by
David Heslop, Tyne and Wear County Archaeologist and follows on from an
archaeological assessment of the Half Moon Lane site by OA North, and
archaeological excavations by Lancaster University Archaeological Unit (now
OA North) in 2000.

1.2 ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND

1.2.1 Prehistory: the record of prehistoric activity within the development area is
slight, consisting of a small number of ephemeral features cut into the subsoil at
Bottle Bank, which in turn were cut by the earliest Roman features. There was
no dating evidence associated with these features and they cannot be identified
with complete confidence as prehistoric in date; they may constitute evidence
for pre-Roman or early Roman activity (LUAU 2001, 11).

1.2.2 Roman: the excavations at Bottle Bank (LUAU 2001, 11) encountered stratified
Roman features and remains demonstrating relatively continuous occupation
from the mid-late second century to the fourth/fifth century AD. Stratigraphic
evidence was principally in the form of relatively large linear features, ditches
and gullies, cut into the underlying natural deposits, presumably constituent
parts of sizeable enclosures associated with a relatively extensive settlement.
Part of a substantial paved road surface was excavated in the north-west corner
of the Bottle Bank site (ibid). Whilst this cannot be confirmed as the road giving
access to the putative Roman bridge across the Tyne, it was clearly intended to
give access to the riverfront and its substantial nature and prolonged period of
use (pottery suggests that it was in use throughout the life of the settlement)
seem to imply that it was of some significance. Towards the west of the Bottle
Bank Area B, a long, deep ditch appeared to form a boundary, with little
evidence of Roman activity beyond it to the west. However, excavation in this
area was too limited to be confident as to the limit of Roman occupation in
Gateshead, but the traces of ploughing may suggest that the ditch marked the
divide between an intensively settled area and open fields. Although the ditch
had been allowed to fill, its line was subsequently cut at intervals by a series of
stone-lined features interpreted as cisterns or wells (one of which produced a
defaced altar), and  there is no evidence that the settlement ever expanded
significantly beyond the line of the ditch. Within the ditch the evidence was
disparate, often badly damaged by later activity, but there was evidence for a
stone building, of which parts of two walls, forming a corner, survived at
foundation level. It appeared to be orientated on the road and has thus been
provisionally interpreted as a strip house of typical form (ibid). Fragmentary
evidence for a number of hearths might imply industrial activity.

1.2.3 Early Medieval: at Bottle Bank there was no positive evidence for sub-Roman /
early medieval occupation, except that there seemed to have been a very
thorough dismantling and destruction of the Roman settlement. The
cisterns/wells were filled in and their stone linings slighted. This phase of site
clearance may have been followed by a period of agricultural usage, indicated
by widespread cultivated soils, which  potentially constitute a ‘Dark Earth’
comparable to those recognised further south.
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1.2.4 Medieval: the Bottle Bank excavation (LUAU 2001) revealed considerable
evidence of medieval activity. A rectangular structure, located in the northern
part of the Bottle Bank area, was constructed in stone and was well-built; it
overlay the Roman strip building and was the earliest medieval activity
recognised, probably of twelfth or thirteenth century date (ibid). Fragments of
stone walls marking property boundaries, presumably burgage plots, were
recorded across the excavation area, and also within the present development
area. The earliest appeared to date from the fourteenth century, and showed that
the twentieth century pattern of occupation was largely established by that date.
Medieval rubbish pits and gullies were found across all three of the excavation
areas, within the former backlands of properties fronting Bottle Bank (ibid). In
the western part of the excavation area, a well-paved surface was excavated in
what, by the early nineteenth century, is known to have been the yard of the
Queen's Head public house (Oliver 1830; Ordnance Survey 1858). In addition,
part of a substantial medieval building, associated with areas of burning, was
found at the back, western end of the neighbouring plot (Sun Yard; ibid). Only
two wells were located within the areas of excavation, both of medieval date
and apparently abandoned in the seventeenth century.

1.2.5 The medieval evidence, in the form of property boundaries, a road surface, a
rectangular structure, numerous rubbish and cess-pits, and wells, suggest that
this was an area of backlands of properties established on and fronting the west
side of Bottle Bank.

1.2.6 Post-medieval: the excavation evidence from the Bottle Bank site indicates that
occupation appears to have continued unbroken from the later medieval period
into the seventeenth century at least, when events such as the abandonment of
wells might suggest some change, principally because the population pressure
led to the overbuilding of the sides of the backlands (LUAU 2001).

3.2.13 Although the underlying pattern of occupation established in the medieval
period remained broadly unchanged, increasing pressure on space within
Gateshead led to an intensification of occupation. The burgage plots evolved
into nine ‘Yards’ called (from south to north) Stobbs or Earl Grey Yard, Sun
Yard, Queen’s Head Yard, William IV Yard, Smith’s Yard, Bird in Bush Yard,
Dobson’s Court, Rodham’s Court, and Hawk’s Yard (Ordnance Survey 1858)
and successive maps give clear evidence of infilling, with the backlands first
built over, and small-scale industry introduced. The presence of ‘dirty’ industry,
for example Greene’s tannery west of the site shown on the Ordnance Survey
first edition map (1858) and clay tobacco pipe manufacture attested by the
Bottle Bank excavation (LUAU 2001), are an indication of the declining social
status of the area. Pipemakers held property in Bottle Bank from the late
seventeenth century, and there is evidence from the excavations (Area B) that
pipemaking was going on in the vicinity then; this would suggest that the
decline set in from about the second half of the seventeenth century. Dumps of
waste from the production of tobacco pipes, including waster pipes and muffle
kiln fragments, were recovered from (mainly) the western parts of the site
(LUAU 2001). The large deposit from Queen’s Head Yard can be related to a
single maker, George Liddell, operating between 1749 and 1763 (Edwards
1988).

1.3 18-24 HIGH STREET

1.3.1 The assessment of the Half Moon Lane development site (OA North 2002)
identified that there was only a low potential for the recovery of archaeological
remains beneath 20-34 Half Moon Lane because of cellaring, and it was agreed
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that this area should be developed without further investigation. However, there
was an area beneath the former sail makers (18-24 High Street) where there was
potential for survival of archaeological remains and that this should be subject
to archaeological investigation. Areas to the north (Area B2), west (Area C) and
east of this area (Area A) had previously been investigated as part of the Bottle
Bank excavations.

1.4 OXFORD ARCHAEOLOGY NORTH

1.4.1 Oxford Archaeology North (OA North) has considerable experience of the
evaluation and excavation of sites of all periods, having undertaken a great
number of small and large scale projects during the past 20 years. Evaluations
and excavations have taken place within the planning process, to fulfil the
requirements of clients and planning authorities, to very rigorous timetables. OA
North has considerable experience of the excavation of complex urban
stratigraphy, notably from major excavations undertaken at Walton le Dale,
Lancaster, St Nicholas Street, Carlisle and Botchergate, Carlisle. In addition
other recent projects on urban sites have been undertaken at Preston, Berwick,
Ruthin and Kendal. In particular OA North undertook the major programme of
excavations at Bottle Bank and the archaeological assessment of Half Moon
Lane.

1.4.2 In compiling this project design and tender OA North have sought the advice of
John Nolan (Northern Counties Archaeological Services). John directed the
excavations at Bottle Bank on behalf of Oxford Archaeology North, and will be
involved as a consultant.

1.4.3 OA North has the professional expertise and resource to undertake the project
detailed below to a high level of quality and efficiency. OA North and all its
members of staff operate subject to the Institute of Field Archaeologists (IFA)
Code of Conduct.  Oxford Archaeology is a registered IFA organisation No 17.

2.   WORK TIMETABLE

2.1 The following programme has been designed, in accordance with a verbal brief
by David Heslop, Tyne and Wear County Archaeologist.  The primary aim of
the programme is to record the surviving archaeological resource within the
extent of 18-24 High Street, which would be undertaken by the excavation of a
30m x 8m trench. Excavation would entail mechanical excavation of
overburden to the upper level of sensitive archaeological deposits, followed by
manual excavation to the depth of natural deposits.

2.2 An archive for the project to the specification provided in Appendices 3 and 6 of
English Heritage's Management of Archaeological Projects, 2nd edition
(MAP2), prepared during the excavation programme, and supplemented as
necessary during any phase of analysis, will be prepared to professional
standards for deposition in an appropriate repository. Following analysis, a text
suitable for publication in an appropriate journal will be prepared.

3. METHODS STATEMENT

3.1 OUTLINE PROGRAMME

3.1.1 The following programme has been designed, in conjunction with a verbal brief
by David Heslop to provide a suitable level of archaeological observation,
excavation and recording prior to construction works on the site. It has been
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based predominantly on the results of the Bottle Bank excavations (LUAU
2001), and the results of this investigation are intended to feed into the results of
the Bottle Bank Excavations.

3.1.2 A trench of 8m x 13m  size will be excavated through the western part of 18-24
High Street. The eastern frontage of the block will not be excavated as the
available excavation evidence from Bottle Bank, Area A suggests that all
buildings on the High Street frontage were cellared. The twentieth century
surfaces and obviously late overburden will be removed mechanically under
archaeological supervision, using a rubber duck 360o excavator with a 1.7m
toothless ditching bucket and dumper trucks to move the spoil.

3.1.3 Any cellars revealed will be mechanically cleared of overburden, and excavated
under archaeological supervision. For safety reasons any excavation deeper than
1.25m will necessitate the stepping out of the excavation sides by up to a metre.
If the depth extends to 2m then there will be a requirement for shoring. As it is
not anticipated on the present evidence that the excavation will need to extend
to this depth there is no provision within the present costings or contingencies
for shoring. Such an eventuality a costed variation to be agreed with the client
and their consultant.  There is the possibility that further deposits, beyond the
extent of the cellar, can be excavated by machine, but this will be subject to
agreement between OA North, and the Tyne and Wear County Archaeologist.

3.1.4 The post-medieval deposits will be subject to sample excavation, involving the
careful excavation by machine of shallow spits, followed by the cleaning of the
trench floor, and the manual sample excavation of exposed features. The
process being repeated until underlying deposits are achieved.  Manual
excavation will be undertaken on all other deposits and it is anticipated that
stratigraphy will be no deeper than c1.5m, and here only in localised areas. For
the purpose of the costings it is assumed that there will be full archaeological
survival within the extent of the 8m x 30m trench, and that there will be a 1.1m
depth of archaeological deposits; however, the reality is that survival will
probably be more patchy and there may be extensive intrusive cellaring. In this
instance a reduction of the overall costs will be negotiated with the client to
accommodate the actual extent of the archaeological deposits excavated.

3.1.5 Site Archive/ Review: following fieldwork, the results  will be collated and the
site archive will be completed in accordance with English Heritage MAP 2,
Appendix 3. An assessment of the archive and the resource implications of the
analysis will be undertaken. This will involve the processing of the
environmental samples and a brief assessment of their environmental potential
for further analysis. Similarly the finds assemblage will be quantified and
assessed.  The assessment results will be presented within an assessment report
which will make recommendations for a schedule, timescale and programme of
analysis in accordance with MAP2 Appendix 4.

3.1.6 Analysis:  A provisional programme of post-excavation analysis is proposed, on
the basis of the anticipated  recovery of material from the excavation. The extent
of the programme, however, can only be reliably assessed on completion of the
fieldwork and the results of the assessment report. Section 7 covers the
anticipated costs of the analysis on the basis of the results of the evaluation, but
also shows an estimate  for the post-excavation costs. The proposed programme
anticipates analysis of the artefactual evidence and  analysis of the site
stratigraphy leading to the production of a final report.
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3.2 EXCAVATION METHODOLOGY

3.2.1 The excavation will be subject to open area manual excavation, following the
removal of overburden, which will stratigraphically explore all features. The
deposits encountered during the excavations will be sampled according to the
appropriate professional standards to enable environmental analysis if required.
To maximise the available resources, all features will be cleaned and a sample
will be excavated. A rigorous sampling strategy will be applied once the full
potential of the site has been established. This will be 50% of discrete features
and 20% of linear features. To maximise the available resources, all features
will be cleaned and a sample will be excavated, but they will not necessarily be
excavated to their full extent if sufficient information can otherwise be retrieved
to establish their date, function and stratified relationship. Layers and features
will be cleaned and excavated by an appropriate technique.

3.3 RECORDING METHODOLOGY

3.3.1 All elements of the work will, as a matter of course, be recorded in accordance
with current English Heritage guidelines (MAP2) and the best practices
formulated by English Heritage's Central for Archaeology (CfA).

3.3.2 Survey Control: a series of survey control points will be established by
controlled traverse using a total station across the extent of the site. The control
will be tied into the Ordnance Survey national grid and Ordnance Datum. The
survey stations will be established as clearly marked nails into concrete
surfaces.  Station descriptions will be established for each principal control
station.

3.3.3 Planning: archaeological planning will be undertaken using a data-logging total
station and the data will be digitally incorporated into a CAD system during the
excavation.  There will not, therefore, be a requirement to establish a grid of
pegs across the excavation areas.  This process will generate scaled plans which
will also be subject to manual survey enhancement. The drawings will be
generated at an accuracy appropriate for 1:20 scale but can be output at any
scale required. This digital process will go hand in hand with single context
planning, whereby each entity is ascribed a unique layer but yet all or selective
features can be viewed as required. It will therefore be possible to get a general
overview of the excavation site without prejudicing the phasing or the post-
excavation process. Section drawings will for the most part be generated
manually, although a total station has proved to be a cost effective tool for
drawing very long sections.

3.3.4 Context Recording: the features will be recorded using pro-forma sheets which
are in accordance with those used by CfA. Similar object record and
photographic record pro-formas will be used.  All written recording of survey
data, contexts, artefacts and ecofacts will be cross referencable from pro-forma
record sheets using sequential numbering.

3.3.5 The contextual details will be incorporated into a Harris matrix, which is
normally generated using specially designed ArchEd matrix generation
software.

3.3.6 A full and detailed photographic record of individual contexts will be
maintained and similarly general views from standard view points of the overall
site at all stages of the excavation will be generated. Photography will be
undertaken using 35mm cameras on archivable black and white print film as
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well as colour transparency. Photographs records will be maintained on special
photographic pro-forma sheets.

3.4 FINDS

3.4.1 Finds recovery and sampling programmes will be in accordance with best
practice (current IFA guidelines) and subject to expert advice.  The Unit has
close contact with Ancient Monuments Laboratory staff at the Universities of
Durham and York and, in addition, employs in-house finds and palaeoecology
specialists, who are readily available for consultation. Finds storage during
fieldwork and any site archive preparation will follow professional guidelines
(UKIC). Emergency access to conservation facilities is maintained by the Unit
with the Department of Archaeology, the University of Durham, and the English
Heritage contract worker at York Archaeological Trust, and, in addition,
employs artefact and palaeoecology specialists with considerable expertise in
the investigation, excavation, and finds management of sites of all periods and
types, who are readily available for consultation.

3.4.2 Neither artefacts nor ecofacts will be collected systematically during the
mechanical excavation of the overburden unless significant deposits, for
example clay pipe waster dumps, are encountered. In such an eventuality,
material will be sampled in such a manner as to provide data to enhance present
knowledge of the production and dating of such artefacts although any ensuing
studies will not be regarded as a major element in any post excavation analysis
of the site. Other finds recovered during the removal of overburden will be
retained only if of significance to the dating and/or interpretation of the site. It is
not anticipated that ecofacts (eg unmodified animal bone) will be collected
during this procedure.

3.4.3 Otherwise artefacts and ecofacts will be collected and handled as per
specification. All material will be collected and identified by stratigraphic unit.
Hand collection by stratigraphic unit will be the principal method of collection,
but targeted on-site sieving will serve as a check on recovery levels. The
location of findspots for objects deemed to be of potential significance to the
understanding, interpretation and dating of individual features, or of the site as a
whole, will be recorded in 3-D.

3.4.4 Finds will be processed and administered at regular intervals (on a daily basis)
and removed from the site. All finds will be treated in accordance with OA
North standard practice, which is cognisant of IFA and UKIC Guidelines. In
general this will mean that (where appropriate or safe to do so) finds are
washed, dried, marked, bagged and packed in stable conditions; no attempt at
conservation will be made unless special circumstances require prompt action.
In such case guidance will be sought from AML conservator Jennifer Jones at
Durham University.

3.4.5 All waterlogged finds will be treated as appropriate. In the unlikely case of large
deposits of waterlogged environmental material (eg unmodified wood)
discussion will be sought with the client and archaeological consultant with
regard to an appropriate sampling strategy.

3.4.6 Where possible spot dates will be obtained on pottery and other finds recovered
from the site. In the case of Medieval pottery, appropriate local expertise will be
employed (Jenny Vaughan), otherwise artefacts will be examined and
commented upon by OA North in-house specialists.
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3.5 ENVIRONMENTAL SAMPLING

3.5.1 The evaluation programme has identified selective areas of waterlogging,
mainly within medieval rubbish pits and there is the potential for significant
environmental analysis. A programme of palaeoenvironmental sampling will be
undertaken at the site under the guidance of the in-house palaeoenvironmental
expertise (Elizabeth Huckerby).

3.5.2 The contexts will be sampled as appropriate, subject to palaeoenvironmental
survival, and an assessment of the samples will be undertaken by Elizabeth
Huckerby as part of the assessment stage of the MAP 2 programme. It is
proposed that the floatation be undertaken off site following completion of the
fieldwork. The programme of detailed analysis would be subject to the results of
the assessment.

3.5.3 Bone recovered from stratified deposits will be subject to assessment and
analysis will be limited to material that can provide metrical, ageing or sex
information. It is required by the brief that the bone assemblage be scanned for
selective species representation, rather than any in depth statistical analysis.

3.6 ARCHIVE

3.6.1 The results of the programme of fieldwork detailed above will form the basis of
a full site archive to professional standards, in accordance with current English
Heritage guidelines (MAP2). This archive represents the collation and indexing
of all the data and material gathered during the course of the fieldwork.  It will
include summary processing of any features, finds or other data recovered. The
deposition of a properly ordered and indexed project archive in an appropriate
repository is considered an essential and integral element of all archaeological
projects by the IFA in that organisation's Code of Conduct. OA North conforms
to best practice in the preparation of project archives for long-term storage.  It is
intended that the archive be deposited with the Tyne and Wear Museum, with
the excavated material, and a further copy can be made available for deposition
in the National Archaeological Record (RCHME).

3.6.2 Analysis: OA North accords with best practice for the analysis of the excavation
results in accordance with the guidelines of MAP2.  This would involve a brief
assessment of the data-set generated by the excavation, followed by a review of
the excavation archive to establish the potential for further analysis. This
assessment will take place in close consultation with the client and the
Archaeological Consultant, and the report format will also be agreed at this
stage of the work.  An appropriate  programme of analysis should then be
undertaken to prepare a research archive, as detailed in Appendix 6 of
Management of Archaeological Projects.  The Harris Matrix, largely produced
during the excavation programme will be completed and  checked as part of the
assessment. The Assessment will involve the compilation of a brief archive
report, detailing the stratigraphic history of the site, and the outlining the
significance of the structural, artefactual and environmental evidence.  It is not
possible to provide a finite quotation of costs until the results of the assessment
are known, but a best estimate of costs has been submitted on the basis of the
results of the evaluation. A provisional programme of post-excavation analysis
is proposed, on the basis of the anticipated  recovery of material from the
excavation; however, the extent of the programme can only be reliably assessed
on completion of the fieldwork. The proposed programme anticipates analysis
of the artefactual evidence and of the site stratigraphy  leading to the production
of a final report.
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3.7 FINAL EXCAVATION REPORT

3.7.1 Final Report: the cost implication of this element of the programme will be
subject to the assessment and review although a ball-park figure is presented for
guidance purposes within the present costs. Following the analysis of the
excavation results, a report will be written which will present, summarise, and
interpret the results of the programme and will incorporate specialist reports on
artefact assemblages and environmental reports. It will include an index of
archaeological features identified in the course of the project, with an
assessment of the site's development. It will incorporate appropriate
illustrations, including copies of the site plans and section drawings  all reduced
to an appropriate scale. The report will consist of a statement of
acknowledgements, lists of contents, executive summary, introduction
summarising the brief and project design and any agreed departures from them,
methodology, interpretative account of the site and associated structures,
gazetteer of features, a complete bibliography of sources from which data has
been derived, and a list of further sources identified during the programme of
work.

3.7.2  The results of the programme of works detailed above should be placed in the
public domain by a number of routes, firstly by publication and secondly by
deposition of the archive in an appropriate museum. A synthesis of the work
should also be placed in the Tyne and Wear Sites and Monuments Record.

3.7.3 Publication: it is anticipated that the results will be of sufficient import to
warrant their publication, and this will be merged with the results from the
Bottle Bank excavations. The cost implication of this element of the programme
will be subject to the assessment and review.

3.8 OTHER MATTERS

3.8.1 Health and Safety: full regard will, of course, be given to all constraints
(services) during the excavation, as well as to all Health and Safety
considerations. The Unit Health and Safety Statement conforms to all the
provisions of the SCAUM (Standing Conference of Unit Managers) Health and
Safety manual, as well as the Oxford Archaeology Health and Safety Statement.
A full risk assessment will be undertaken. The Oxford Archaeology health and
safety Policy Statement will be provided to the client. It is assumed that OA
North will be provided with service maps for the study area and as a matter of
course, a U-Scan  device is used prior to the commencement of excavation. It is
assumed that all above ground services (including telephone cables) will be
removed in advance of any excavation work.

3.8.2 It is understood that while the excavation is being excavated the clients
contractor will be the lead contractor and therefore responsible for overall site
safety.

3.8.3 The excavation of the trench will potentially extend to a depth of greater than
1.25m and the excavation will therefore be stepped in by one metre in order to
satisfy health and safety guidelines for unshored sections. There is no provision
for shoring within the present proposals and if shoring is required there will
need to be recourse to a variation.

3.8.4 Fencing:  it is assumed that the site will be protected by hoardings in the course
of the excavation.

3.8.5 Insurance: Insurance in respect of claims for personal injury to or the death of
any person under a contract of service with the Unit and arising out of an in the
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course of such person's employment shall comply with the employers' liability
(Compulsory Insurance) Act 1969 and any statutory orders made there under.
For all other claims to cover the liability of OA North  in respect of personal
injury or damage to property by negligence of OA North or any of its
employees, there applies insurance cover of £ 3m for any one occurrence or
series of occurrences arising out of one event.

3.8.6 Access:  the site is owned by Lambert Laidlaw and Oxford Archaeology North
should be provided with unrestricted access to the excavation for the duration of
the archaeological programme.

3.8.7 Areas for parking a site cabin and portaloos, as well as areas for temporary
storage of spoil will be set aside for the duration of the excavation.

3.8.8 Presentation:  in the interests of health and safety, it is recommended that there
should be no public access, although it is possible that limited access could be
made available if the client is willing and is pre-arranged.

3.8.9 Working Hours: excavation will be undertaken on the basis of a five day week,
within daylight hours only.

3.8.10 Reinstatement:  the excavated spoil will be left on site for disposal by the
primary contractor. Deep features will be backfilled to make them safe, but
otherwise it is understood that the archaeological contractor will have no
liability for the backfilling or reinstatement of the excavation.

3.8.11 Equipment: the following plant will be required on site and will be provided by
the client. This should be a 360 degree rubber duck or tracked excavator fitted
with a 1.7m - 2m toothless ditching bucket, for the excavation of the
overburden. A 5 ton dumper will also be required to move the spoil.

3.8.12 Mobac or Rollalong-type accommodation for the provision of office space and
mess huts will be hired by the client. A temporary electricity supply may need
to be established. Security fencing should be established around this
accommodation.  A secure container for tool storage will be hired by the client.

3.8.13  Project Monitoring: monitoring meetings will be established with the client and
the archaeological consultant at the outset of the project. OA North will inform
the County Archaeologist of all significant developments and recommendations
as required, and any potential departures from the agreed programme will be
discussed and agreed with him prior to implementation.

4. WORK TIMETABLE

4.1 The phases of work would comprise:

4.1.1 Preparation: setting up of site infrastructure, will take up to a week.

4.1.2 Machine Stripping:  the machine stripping will take up to a week.

4.1.2 Excavation: assuming that no very complex archaeological deposits a global
period of seven weeks will be required to complete the trenching programme,
including the overburden strip on the trenching area.

4.1.3 Assessment Report: a period of five weeks will be required to complete the
assessment report.

4.1.4 Final Report:  the duration of the final report is dependant upon the
archaeological results defined within the assessment report. Typically it would
be expected that the post-excavation could be undertaken in c8  months.
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4.1.5 Overall Timetable: OA North can execute projects at very short notice once an
agreement has been signed with the client.  The timetable for the fieldwork is
scheduled for seven weeks.  OA North is scheduled to submit the assessment
report to the client within 11 weeks from the commencement of the project.

5. OUTLINE RESOURCES

The following resource base will be necessary to achieve the proposals detailed
above.

5.1 Project Preparation

2 man-days Project Manager

2 man-days Project Officer

5.2  Machine Stripping

5 man-days Project Officer

5.3 Excavation

30 man-days Project Officer

30 man-days Project Assistant

90 man-days Project Assistant

5.4 Assessment Report

10 man-days Project Officer

5 man-days Project Officer (finds assessment)

8 Project Assistant (find processing)

3 days medieval pottery specialist

3 days Roman pottery specialist

4 man-days Draughtsman

2 man-days Palaeoenvironmental project officer

Conservation (as contingency)

5.5 CONTINGENCIES

5.5.1 The excavation of the trench will involve considerable uncertainty as to the
depth and survival of archaeological deposits. For the present costing it is
assumed that there will be good survival of archaeological deposits to a depth of
1.1m (following removal of overburden).  If the area available for excavation,
with the extent of the 30m x 8m trench, is reduced by virtue of cellaring or
similar disturbance, then there will a corresponding reduction in price.  The
extent of the reduction will be subject to agreement with the client and the
County Archaeologist.  By the converse if there are more complex or deeper



18-24 High Street, Gateshead: Post-excavation assessment 52

For the use of Lambert Laidlaw © OA North: September 2007

deposits than originally anticipated, there may need to be a corresponding
increase in costs, which again will be subject to agreement  with the client and
the County Archaeologist. The extent of these contingencies is defined in
Section 7. Similarly there will be a recourse to a contingency if substantial
waterlogged deposits are recovered.

5.5.2 The proposed excavation is programmed for winter months and as the site has a
susceptibility for ground water inundation, there is the potential for lost time
due to poor and  wet weather.  A contingency for lost time is provided in
Section 7, and is based on 10% of the total excavation cost.

5.6 STAFF

5.6.1 The project will be under the management of Jamie Quartermaine, BA, Surv
Dip, MIFA (Unit Project Manager) to whom all correspondence should be
addressed.

5.6.2 John Nolan BA (Northern Counties Archaeological Services) will provide a
consultancy, to provide guidance in the course of the excavation, and to
facilitate the on-going publication of the combined results of this excavation and
those of the earlier Bottle Bank excavations. He will not, however, be directing
the excavations.  John has considerable experience of directing excavations in
the Newcastle City Unit, which included four seasons of excavations at the
Castle, excavations at Blackfriars Cemetery, and the Town Wall in Hanover
street, Croft Street and Orchard Street. He directed the excavation of Bottle
Bank for OA North in 2000. The director of the excavations is to be appointed.

5.6.4 Christine Howard-Davis would undertake the necessary finds analysis. She
has many years' experience of Roman sites in the Northern England, and is a
recognised expert in the analysis of metalwork and glasswork of the period. She
would undertaken all the appropriate specialist reports with the exception of the
medieval ceramic reports, which will be written by Jenny Vaughan, a free-
lance finds consultant.

5.6.5 Environmental Consultancy will be provided by Elizabeth Huckerby (OA
North).

5.6.6 Conservation (if proven necessary) will be undertaken by Jenny Jones,
University of Durham.
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WORKING METHOD STATEMENT FOR MECHANICAL EXCAVATION
It is anticipated that the trench may be circumscribed by the location of utility
services.

(1) Concrete or tarmac  will be broken by hydraulic breaker mounted on
excavator arm.

(2) Broken concrete and tarmac will be removed by machine using a digging
bucket and removed from the excavation area by dumper.

(3) Deposits of no archaeological significance will be excavated by machine,
fitted with toothless digging bucket, under close archaeological
supervision, to top of  archaeological deposits.  All spoil will be kept on
site but will be remote from the excavation area.

(4) Where excavation is required below 1.20m the excavation will be
stepped-in, 1.20m (in accordance with safe working practices), to allow
access to the trench to continue excavation to the safe working limit.

(5) In the event of unstable trench sections above 1.20m (eg unstable made
ground) shoring may be required to continue excavation. Shoring will
require separate discussion and costing.
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APPENDIX 2: CONTEXT LIST
Context Description
1 Fill of pit 2
2 Stone lining of pit 51
3 Pit
4 Fill of pit 3
5 Fill of pit 3
6 Pit
7 Fill of pit 6
8 Fill of pit 6
9 Gully
10 Fill of gully 9
11 Fill of pit 51
12 Fill of pit 13
13 Pit
14 Fill of pit 15
15 Pit
16 Fill of pit 17
17 Pit
18 Fill of pit 21
19 Fill of pit 21
20 Fill of pit 21
21 Pit
22 Fill of pit 24
23 Fill of pit 24
24 Pit
25 Fill of pit 28
26 Fill of pit 28
27 Fill of pit 28
28 Pit
29 Fill of pit 21
30 Fill of stakehole 31
31 Stakehole
32 Fill of linear feature 33
33 Linear feature
34 Gully
35 Fill of gully 34
36 Posthole
37 Fill of posthole 36
38 Gully
39 Fill of gully 38
40 Ditch
41 Fill of ditch 40
42 Ditch
43 Fill of ditch 42
44 NUMBER NOT ALLOCATED
45 NUMBER NOT ALLOCATED
46 Gully
47 Fill of gully 46
48 Fill of gully 46
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49 Pit
50 Fill of pit 49
51 Pit
52 Fill of pit 51
53 Pit
54 Gully
55 Fill of gully 54
56 Brick structure
57 Construction cut for structure 56
58 Fill of pit 59
59 Pit
60 Fill of pit 62
61 Fill of pit 62
62 Pit
63 Masonry within pit 62
64 Fill of pit 65
65 Pit
66 Fill of linear feature 67
67 Linear feature
68 Fill of pit 62
69 Fill of pit 62
70 Fill of ?ditch 71
71 Ditch?
72 Fill of posthole 73
73 Posthole
74 Fill of linear feature 76
75 Fill of linear feature 76
76 Linear feature
77 Fill of linear feature 79
78 Fill of linear feature 79
79 Linear feature
80 Pit
81 Fill of pit 80
82 Fill of pit 83
83 Pit
84 Fill of linear feature 85
85 Linear feature
86 Fill of pit 88
87 Fill of pit 88
88 Pit
89 Fill of pit 90
90 Pit
91 Fill of pit 92
92 Pit
93 Fill of pit 96
94 Fill of pit 96
95 Fill of pit 96
96 Pit
97 Fill of ?posthole 98
98 Possible posthole
99 NUMBER NOT ALLOCATED
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100 NUMBER NOT ALLOCATED
101 NUMBER NOT ALLOCATED
102 Fill of linear feature 106
103 Fill of linear feature 104
104 Linear feature
105 NUMBER NOT ALLOCATED
106 Linear feature
107 Fill of pit 108
108 Pit
109 Fill of linear feature 110
110 Linear feature
111 Fill of posthole 112
112 Posthole
113 Fill of posthole 114
114 Posthole
115 Fill of pit 116
116 Pit
117 Fill of linear feature 123
118 Fill of linear feature 123
119 NUMBER NOT ALLOCATED
120 NUMBER NOT ALLOCATED
121 Layer
122 Fill of posthole 114
123 Linear feature, probably same as 79
124 Masonry structure
125 Backfill of construction cut 126
126 Construction cut for foundation 127
127 Red brick foundation
128 Construction cut for culvert
129 Masonry of culvert
130 Backfill of construction cut 128
131 Fill within culvert 129
132 Layer
133 Layer
134 Glacial till natural
135 Layer
136 Layer
137 Concrete
138 Layer of hardcore
139 Layer
140 Fill of pit 143
141 Fill of pit 143
142 Fill of pit 143
143 Pit
144 Layer
145 Fill of pit 146
146 Pit
147 Fill of pit 148
148 Pit
149 Fill of pit 175 - same as 173
150 Fill of pit 175 - same as 174
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151 Pit - same as 175
152 Pit - same as 178
153 Fill of linear feature 154
154 Linear feature
155 Fill of linear feature 156
156 Linear feature
157 Fill of pit 158
158 Pit
159 Fill of pit 160
160 Pit
161 Pit
162 Fill of pit 161
163 Pit
164 Fill of pit 163
165 Fill of pit 166
166 Pit
167 Fill of pit 168
168 Pit
169 Fill of linear feature 170
170 Linear feature
171 Fill of pit 172
172 Pit
173 Fill of pit 175
174 Fill of pit 175
175 Pit
176 Fill of pit 178
177 Fill of pit 178
178 Pit
179 Fill of pit 180
180 Pit
181 NUMBER NOT ALLOCATED
182 Fill of pit 184
183 Fill of pit 184
184 Pit
185 Fill of pit 186
186 Pit
187 Layer
188 Layer
189 Red brick foundation
190 Construction cut of foundation 189
191 Sandstone foundation
192 Construction cut of foundation 191
193 Demolition layer
194 Fill of pit/well 201
195 Fill of pit/well 201
196 Fill of pit/well 201
197 Fill of pit/well 201
198 Fill of pit/well 201
199 Fill of pit/well 201
200 Fill of pit/well 201
201 Pit/Well
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202 Fill of posthole 203
203 Posthole
204 Fill of posthole 205
205 Posthole
206 Fill of posthole 207
207 Posthole
208 Fill of posthole 209
209 Posthole
210 Fill of pit 211
211 Pit
212 Fill of ditch 213
213 Ditch
214 Fill of ditch 215
215 Ditch
216 Fill of pit 217
217 Pit
218 Fill of pit 219
219 Pit
220 Uppermost fill of well 250
221 Construction cut for well 250
222 Fill of pit 223
223 Pit
224 Fill of pit 217
225 Fill of posthole 226
226 Posthole
227 Fill of posthole 228
228 Posthole
229 Fill of pit 230
230 Pit
231 Fill of pit 219
232 Fill of pit 233
233 Pit
234 Fill of posthole 235
235 Posthole
236 Fill of pit 237
237 Pit
238 Fill of pit 239
239 Pit
240 Fill of posthole 241
241 Posthole
242 Fill of pit 233
243 Fill of pit 233
244 Fill of pit 247
245 Fill of pit 247
246 Fill of pit 247
247 Pit
248 Fill of posthole 249
249 Posthole
250 Sandstone masonry of well
251 Fill of well 250
252 Sandstone masonry of foundation
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253 Construction cut of foundation 252
254 Fill of post-medieval intrusion, not excavated
255 Fill of pit 256
256 Pit
257 Fill of pit 259
258 Fill of pit 259
259 Pit
260 Layer - overburden
261 Sandstone foundation
262 Construction cut of foundation 261
263 Orange brown deposit in southern corner of trench (not fully excavated)
264 Dark red brown deposit in southern corner of trench (not fully excavated)
265 Mid grey deposit at western end of trench (not fully excavated)
266 Fill of 267
267 Pit
268 Stones within the vicinity of pit 259
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APPENDIX 3: SUMMARY OF THE POTTERY

Context Qty Date range

1 19 Fourteenth-sixteenth century
2 11 Thirteenth-fourteenth century
10 1 Second century
11 3 Fourteenth-sixteenth century
12 1 Medieval
14 2 Romano-British
16 3 Fourteenth-sixteenth century
18 6 Medieval?
19 3 Fourteenth-sixteenth century
22 30 Twelfth-sixteenth century
26 1 Romano-British
52 1 Thirteenth-fourteenth century
55 Brick only
64 2 Early post-medieval
70 2 Romano-British
87 2 Second-third century
89 77 Second-third century; thirteenth-sixteenth century
91 70 Second century; thirteenth-sixteenth century
95 1 Second century
107 2 Medieval
111 1 Fourteenth-sixteenth century
121 1 Fourteenth-sixteenth century
131 2 Thirteenth-fourteenth century
142 3 Fourteenth-sixteenth century
144 7 First-third century; medieval
145 5 Fourteenth-seventeenth century?
150 1 First-third century
151 1 Romano-British
157 9 Thirteenth-seventeenth century
162 8 Late sixteenth-seventeenth century
164 1 Romano-British
167 5 Medieval
169 4 Second century
171 23 Second-third century; fourteenth-sixteenth century
195 21 First-third century
199 10 First-third century
208 3 Second-third century
212 1 Romano-British
216 10 Thirteenth-seventeenth century
218 6 Romano-British?; thirteenth-seventeenth century
222 2 Thirteenth-seventeenth century
231 6 First-third century
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APPENDIX 4: ENVIRONMENTAL REMAINS

Plants are scored on a scale of 1-4, where 1 is rare (up to five items) and 4 is abundant (>100 items)
Context number 19 20 22 11 27 89 195 196 198 236 238
Sample 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

Amorphous plant remains 4 4 4
Wood 4 4 3 4
Spores 1
Clinker 3 2 4 3 4 4 4
Charcoal 3 4 2 3 2 4
Insect remains 3 3 3 3 2
Fish bone 1
Mammal bone 1 2
Burnt mammal bone 1
Earthworm egg cases 3 2 3 3
Leather 1
Thorns 3
Coal 1 3 2 3 2 3 2 2 4 4
Quartz grains 4
Arable weeds
Agrostemma githago - corn cockle 3 3 3
Anthemis cotula - corn chamomile 3
Chenopodium album - fat-hen 2 2
Chrysanthemum segetum - corn marigold 2
Papaver somniferum - opium poppy 3
Persicaria lapathifolia - pale persicaria 3 2
Persicaria lapathifolia/ maculosa 2 1
Polygonum aviculare - knotgrass 2 2 1
Raphanus raphanistrum - pod-wild radish 2 3 2
Reseda luteola - weld 1 3
Solanum nigrum - black nightshade 2
Urtica urens - small nettle 2
Grassland
Galium sp - bedstraws 1
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Context number 19 20 22 11 27 89 195 196 198 236 238
Sample 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Leontodon sp - cf  hawkbit 3 2
Stellaria graminea - common stitchwort 2
Stellaria media - common chickweed 3
Rumex acetosa - common sorrel 2 2
Rumex acetosella - sheep’s sorrel 2 3
Ruderals
Lamiaceae sp - dead-nettle 2
Lapsana communis - nipplewort 2 3 3
Rumex obtusifolius - broad-leaved dock 2 3 3 2
Urtica dioica - stinging nettle 2 3 3 3
Wet ground
Bidens tripartita - trifid bur-marigold 2
Bryophyte fragments - moss 2 3 3 3
Carex lenticular type - sedges 2 2
Carex trigynous type - sedges 1
Conium maculatum - hemlock 1
Juncus sp - rushes 2 2 3 2 3 4 1
Broad
Brassicacea undifferentiated - cabbage family 2
Cirsium sp - thistles 2 2
Galeopsis tetrahit - common hemp-nettle 2 2
Lamium sp - deadnettle sp 2
Potentilla erecta-type - tormentil-type 2 2
Ranunculus repens type - buttercups 2 2 2
Ranunculus sardous - hairy buttercup 2
Sonchus asper - prickly sow thistle 2
Food and economic taxa
Corylus avellana - hazelnut fragments 1 3 3
Ficus carica - fig 2 2 2 2
Linum usitatissimum seed - flax 3 3
Malus/Pyrus - apple/pear 3
Prunus cerasifera - cherry 1
Prunus domestica - wild plum cf bullace 1
Prunus spinosa - sloes/blackthorn 2
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Context number 19 20 22 11 27 89 195 196 198 236 238
Sample 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Prunus sp 2 2 1
Rubus fruticosus - blackberries 3 3 3 1 3 3 4 1
Sambucus nigra - elderberry 2 2 1
Charred Plant Remains
Total charred seeds
Hordeum undifferentiates - barley 1 1
Triticum - wheat 1 1 1
Triticum aestivum - bread wheat
Avena sativa - oats 1 1 2 1
Cerealia undifferentiated 1
Culm nodes 1
Corylus avellana - hazelnut fragments 2
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APPENDIX 5: TASK LIST

Task Method Description Staff Days
PROJECT SET-UP

1 Project set up MB 0.5
2 8.2.2 Team meeting MB, AB, CHD 0.25
CONTEXTUAL AND STRATIGRAPHIC ANALYSIS

3 8.3.2 Stratigraphic analysis AB 2
4 8.3.2 Update matrices AB 1
5 8.3.2 Prepare stratigraphic text AB 5
6 8.3.3 Digitise plans and sections MR 3
7 8.3.3 Update phase plans and sections MR 1
8 8.3.2 Update context database PA 1
FINDS ANALYSIS AND REPORTS

9 8.4.2 Roman Pottery CHD 1.5
10 8.5.2 Medieval and Later Pottery CHD 3
11 8.6.2 Other Finds CHD 1.5
12 8.7.2 Animal Bone AB 3
13 8.8.2 Environmental Analysis SB

EH
6

5.5
REPORT PRODUCTION

14 8.9.2 Archaeological background CHD 0.5
15 8.9.2 Romano-British Phase CHD 2
16 8.9.2 Medieval Phase CHD 1
17 8.9.2 Post-medieval phase CHD 2
18 8.9.2 Discussion CHD 5
19 8.9.2 Bibliography CHD 0.5
20 8.9.2 Produce final drawings and sections MR 3
21 8.9.2 Artefact illustration AS 3
22 8.9.3 Selection of publication photographs CHD 0.25
23 8.9.3 Editing MB 2
24 8.9.3 Amendments CHD 1
25 8.9.3 QA RN 1
INTEGRATION OF TEXT

26 8.9.4 Amalgamation of stratigraphic text CHD 5
27 8.9.4 Amalgamation of finds analyses CHD 3
28 8.9.4 Edit MB 5
29 8.9.4 QA RN 1
ARCHIVING

30 8.10.2 Archive preparation and deposition JL 1
MANAGEMENT

31 8.11.2 Management (to run concurrently) MB 2
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APPENDIX 6: GANTT CHART
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APPENDIX 7: FINANCIAL BREAKDOWN

The total cost quoted for the post-excavation is a fixed price which is inclusive of all
management, overheads, and other disbursement costs (travel and expenses), to
undertake the programme of work as defined in this project assessment. Any other
variations from this programme of work at the client’s direction will require recosting.
All staff costs are inclusive of holiday entitlement, as well as NI and Superannuation.
The total includes an estimated 25% of the publication costs for a joint report with the
material from Bottle Bank, in the journal Archaeologia Aeliana.

• All costs are exclusive of VAT

• Salaries and wages inclusive of NI, Superannuation and overheads

• Project duration beyond 31 March 2008 will require adjustment for
inflation.

Staff costs
Name Day Rate No of Days Cost

Mark Brennand 248 9.75 2418

Andrew Bates £167 11.25 1878.75

Sandra Bonsall 117 6 702

Christine Howard-Davis £238 26.5 6307

Elizabeth Huckerby 167 5.5 918.50

Joanne Levey £130 1 130

Rachel Newman £372 2 744

Project Assistant £117 1 117

Marie Rowland £137 7 959

Anne Stewardson £137 3 411

Total £14,585.25

Lab equipment £50

Publication costs £750

Total £15,385.25

Plus VAT at 17.5% £2692.42

Total costs £18,077.67
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