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1 SUMMARY

Between September and October 2005 Oxford Archaeology (OA) carried
out an excavation on land to the rear of 65-67 St. Giles, which is the
Centre for Classical and Byzantine Studies in Oxford (NGR SP 5116
0662). A Watching Brief was carried out on construction work at the site
until January 2006. The work was commissioned by Mace Plus Limited in
advance of the construction of a 4-floor building with basements, and
refurbishment of existing structures on the site. The fieldwork comprised
two open area excavations to the rear of the existing buildings. St Giles
once formed the main road into the medieval town of Oxford, the northern
walls of which once lay c 200 m to the south.

The earliest archaeological evidence revealed by the investigations was
five 11th-13th century  pits. To the west of the site the pits were sealed by
a layer of disturbed brickearth which may have represented cultivation of
the yard areas.

From the 13th to the 15th century an increased level of activity was
observed. Structures were observed that included a cellar floor
immediately to the rear of the existing properties, a well and a soakaway.
A stone foundation pad was also revealed to the west of the area. It is
possible that the feature was associated with Beaumont Palace to the west,
although it is more likely it was associated with early tenements fronting
St Giles. A higher density of pitting was also revealed; there were c 25 pits
that included gravel extraction pits, cess pits and rubbish pits. A
gardensoil overlay the features.

Similar activity was observed from the 16th to the 18th centuries. Walls
representing the rear of properties fronting St Giles were revealed and c
35 pits of apparently similar function to the earlier pits. The footings of a
17th or 18th century cottage were revealed  in the backyard of the existing
properties.

The more recent features on the site comprised two soakaways and a
number of drains. Surrounding the cottage were two garden walls and
deposits of gardensoil.
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2 PROJECT BACKGROUND

2.1 Location and scope of work

2.1.1 The development site lies on land to the rear of 65-67 St. Giles, which is the Centre
for Classical and Byzantine Studies in Oxford (NGR SP 5116 0662). The site is
bounded by Blackfriars Alley to the north, Pusey Lane to the west, St Giles to the east
and by the Ashmolean Museum to the south. It covers an area of approximately 0.07
ha (Figs 1 and 2).

2.1.2 In December 2004, OA maintained a watching brief during the excavation of geo-
technical Test Pits, and in February 2005 OA completed a two trench evaluation at
the site (OA 2004b and OA 2005a). The work showed evidence of medieval or post-
medieval tenements fronting onto St. Giles. Two possibly early medieval ditches
were observed and several phases of yard surfaces were seen to the rear of the
existing properties. Garden walls were also exposed and medieval/post-medieval pits.
The base of a large but undated pit was recorded beneath the existing basement area.

2.1.3 The work was commissioned by Mace Plus Ltd, and carried out in advance of the
construction of a 4-floor building with basements, and refurbishment of existing
structures on the site. The  work was undertaken in accordance with advice and a
written brief issued by Brian Durham, archaeologist at Oxford City Council, (OCC
2005). A Written Scheme of Investigation, prepared by OA, outlined proposals to
mitigate the effect of the development on the surviving archaeological remains (OA
2005c).

2.2 Geology and topography

2.2.1 The site is located on Quaternary River Gravels of the 2nd (Summertown-Radley)
Terrace Deposits (British Geological Survey sheet 236).  The terrace forms a north-
south ridge of higher ground between the River Thames c 1 km to the west and the
River Cherwell c 1.5 km to the east. The area of proposed development lies at c 64 m
Ordnance Datum (OD), with variations in ground levels owing to variations in
building (stairs, basements etc).

2.3 Archaeological and historical background

General

2.3.1 The archaeological and historical background to the evaluation has been the subject
of a separate desk study (OA 2004a), the results of which are summarised below.

Historical Background

2.3.2 The site lay within the ancient parish of St Mary Magdalen just outside the medieval
town, c 200 m to the north of the town wall.  It lay c 45 m east of the grounds of the
Royal Palace of Beaumont.  The palace, or ‘the king’s houses’ as such residences
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were more usually known, was built in or around 1132 by Henry I. It became a
favourite resting place for the itinerant Angevin kings en route from London or
Windsor to the palace at Woodstock for hunting in nearby Wychwood Forest.

2.3.3 It is also located to the rear of the St Giles’ frontage, which is recorded as being fully
built up by the time of the 1279 Hundred Rolls survey (Andrews and Mepham 1998,
181), and may have originated earlier in the 12th century when the suburban churches
of St Mary Magdalen and St Giles were built (ibid. 182). Salter’s Survey of Oxford,
compiled from examination of medieval manuscripts and deeds relating to tenement
ownership, provides the following description of two plots (Nos. 94 and 95) which
may have been on or near the proposed development (Salter 1969, 213-214):
• Plot 94:  No. 65 St Giles (northern half of the area of proposed development):

First mentioned in c 1220, when it was held by William Molendinarius. 
Mentioned again throughout the 13th-18th centuries.  The property has belonged
to Balliol College since 1454.  Leases dated to 1697 and 1769 show that Quakers
were situated to the north (No. 64 St Giles). 

• Plot 95: Nos. 66 and 67 St Giles (the southern half of the area of proposed
development): First mentioned in 1279 when Henry Viel inherited it from his
father Robert.  Mentioned again in 1291 and in 1346.  Recorded as vacant land of
the church in 1405 but in 1430 was rented out.  Although evidently originally one
property 38 yards wide, in 1457 it may have possibly comprised two adjacent
tenements, and by 1772 it was three tenements, each 4 yards wide.  Tenants are
recorded in the 17th -19th centuries.  At one time it was recorded as a public
house named ‘The Horse and Hounds’.

2.3.4 By the late 13th century Beaumont Palace passed out of royal hands and was granted
to several individuals (Crossley 1979, 305), before being finally granted to the White
Friars in 1318. The friars acquired the palace ‘with its closes and buildings’ from the
crown, and adapted the buildings to their needs: ‘a large room near the chapel was
furnished as a library’, and the chapel itself was enlarged by the addition of a steeple
and bells (ibid).  The absence of the royal palace and the declining prosperity of that
quarter of Oxford no doubt had an effect on the ambience of Beaumont. In 1328 the
town was ordered by the king to prevent the use of the neighbourhood of the friars for
immoral purposes, the clamour of which was disturbing their services (ibid).

2.3.5 At the time of the dissolution of the monasteries in 1538, the friary was surrendered
and at the time is recorded as having been in a ruinous state (Crossley 1979, 307). 
The site was sold in 1542 to Edmund Powell of Sandford and the majority of
buildings were soon demolished (ibid).

2.3.6 Loggan’s map of 1675 (Fig. 5), as with the earlier map of Agas, shows the site
occupying the eastern third of two long tenement plots of properties fronting St Giles
to the east.  The western two thirds, outside the site, appear to be largely back gardens
with the tenements’ western wall backing onto Beaumont, the site of the former royal
palace and priory. Within the area of proposed development, Loggan’s map shows
the street front properties on St Giles, along with a number of buildings and open
yards to the rear.  These buildings may have been cottages, as from the 17th century
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the expanding population of the town resulted in the creation of living space in the
backs of most of the properties fronting St Giles.

2.3.7 Taylor’s map of 1750, is similar to Loggan’s map but shows less building
development within the backyards of the two tenement plots within which the site
lies, and most of the area of proposed development is open backyard.

2.3.8 In about 1869-71, the ironmonger George Wyatt built Nos. 66 and 67 St Giles as a
single design (following the demolition of previous structures on the site), described
as a ‘Gothic house’ in the eastern part of the area of proposed development. The
buildings demolished prior to the construction of Nos. 65 and 67 St Giles appear to be
shown on a photograph held at the Centre for Oxfordshire Studies in Oxford.  The
photograph is annotated ‘Old houses pulled down about 1871’. Mr Levi, a jeweller,
occupied No. 66, while Mr Cripps, a Chemist, occupied No. 67.

Archaeological background

2.3.9 A considerable number of archaeological investigations have been carried out in the
general study area in the past. The most relevant comprise a recent OA excavation
prior to construction of the Sackler Library, c 50 m to the south-west of the area of
proposed development in 1998-9 (Poore and Wilkinson 2001), and an archaeological
excavation by Wessex Archaeology on the site of the Ashmolean Museum forecourt,
c 50 m to the south of the area of proposed development, in 1994 (Andrews and
Mepham 1998, 179).

2.3.10 Excavations carried out by Oxford Archaeological Unit (now Oxford Archaeology) at
the site of Oxford University’s Sackler Library revealed evidence of two probable
Bronze Age ring ditches (the ploughed-out remains of round barrows), one of which
lay largely within the project area and enclosed an area 28 m in diameter. The
development site was thought to lie at the eastern limit of the precinct of Beaumont
Palace, a royal residence immediately outside the north wall of the medieval city of
Oxford and in use c 1132-1318. Numerous medieval pits were found aligned in rows
and were possibly dug as tree planters. The dating evidence suggested that they might
have formed part of a formal garden associated with the palace. In the early 14th
century, the palace site was granted to the White Friars. The excavations found
evidence for a substantial east-west aligned buttressed stone building, which may
originally have been built as part of the palace, but which ultimately formed part of
the Friary complex. Evidence for a second medieval building was revealed a short
distance to the north-east. Excavation also revealed a number of stone-lined garden
features relating to an early-19th century development of terraced housing on
Beaumont Street and St John Street.

2.3.11 The Wessex Archaeology excavation of the Museum forecourt produced evidence of
a continuous sequence of occupation beginning in the late 12th century in the form of
two successive buildings dating to the 13th century and possibly 14th century, along
with a series of domestic backyard rubbish pits. Two large 14th-century bread ovens
were recorded in the adjacent property to the north.
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2.3.12 A test trench dug was also dug in the lane between the Ashmolean Museum and the
south side of the Classics Centre as part of a separate watching brief on Trial
Trenches for the current Ashmolean Museum Redevelopment (OA 2005b). The
trench revealed a large pit that was over 2.2 m deep and more than 1.9 m wide. The
pit’s fills were cut away by the foundation trench for a crude limestone wall footing
of possible medieval or post-medieval date.

2.3.13 Observations made during the construction of the Cast Gallery of the Ashmolean
Museum, immediately west of the area of proposed development, revealed a number
of pits with pottery dating from the 13th to 19th centuries. These finds were also
believed to be consistent with the use of the land as yards and waste ground to the
rear of housing fronting St Giles (Case and Sturdy 1960, 101).

2.4 Excavation methodology

2.4.1 The field excavation was located over the proposed footprint of the basement
structure. The site was divided into two main areas; Area A and Area B (Fig. 2).
Initial excavation began within Area A, and when nearly complete excavation started
within Area B.

2.4.2 The initial stage of archaeological works comprised the removal of the piling mat by
mechanical excavator, followed by the removal of modern disturbances and
evaluation trench backfills. Machining then took place, under close archaeological
supervision, to the levels of the first significant archaeological horizon. Hand
excavation to the top of the pre-settlement geology then commenced. Where large
quantities of dumped deposits were revealed (such as garden soils) a sample of the
soil was hand excavated and the remainder was removed by mechanical excavator.

2.4.3 Due to health and safety restrictions the excavation of Area B was limited to a 0.5 m
wide hand-dug slot through the exposed archaeology. Further observations were
made during an ongoing watching brief on the grubbing out of existing foundations.

2.5 Removal of overburden and disturbed strata

2.5.1 All mechanical excavation was undertaken using a toothless ditching bucket to
minimise disturbance to archaeologically sensitive strata. Non-archaeological
deposits were mechanically stripped in spits no deeper than 0.5 m. All stripping was
carried out under archaeological control and supervision using site staff experienced
in working with machines and machine operators.
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2.6 Excavation of archaeological deposits

2.6.1 All significant archaeological deposits and features were hand excavated. All
archaeological features were planned and where excavated their sections drawn at
scales of 1:20. All features were photographed using colour slide and black and white
print film. Recording followed procedures laid down in the OAU Fieldwork Manual
(ed D Wilkinson, 1992).

2.6.2 The sampling programme for environmental analysis was agreed with the OA
environmental consultants and collected with the advice of the relevant specialist.

2.7 Building survey

2.7.1 The standing buildings have been subject to an ongoing phase of building recording
work. The findings of this work will be incorporated into the final publication report.
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3 QUANTIFICATION OF THE ARCHIVE

3.1 Stratigraphic

RECORD TYPE QUANTIFICATION
Context records 425
Additional sheets 37
Matrices A1 1
Plans A1 6
Plans A4 6
Sections A4 48
Sample registers 3
Level sheets 13
Small find registers 2
Bulk find sheets 11
Black and white films 12
Colour films 12
Watching Brief notes 8

3.2 Artefactual and ecofactual material

MATERIAL QUANTIFICATION (FRAGMENTS)
Pottery 2201
Building material 3 boxes
Glass 58
Clay pipe 32
Worked animal bone 2
Stone 35
Slag 33
Flint 5
Metalwork 253
Animal bone 2235
Shell 115
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4 STRATIGRAPHIC SUMMARY

4.1 General

4.1.1 The bulk of the excavation took place within Area A, which comprised the backyards
of tenements fronting St Giles. The site provided evidence for pitting and continuous
use as garden plots throughout the medieval and post-medieval periods. Structures
were also identified that represented successive development of the St Giles frontage
(Fig. 2).

4.1.2 Although Area B was of limited size there appeared to be a similar pattern of activity
as Area A (Fig. 2).

4.1.3 In general the features encountered could not be accurately phased from the
stratigraphic record alone, but were generally well dated by their finds. The site
comprised a large number of intercutting pits and inevitably there was a certain
amount of residual material in features from the later phases. However, there did not
appear to be many cases of earlier features with intrusive material within their fills.

4.1.4 The site was broadly divided into four phases, based on the pottery spot dates and the
stratigraphic record;
• Phase 1 was from 1100-1300
• Phase 2 was from 1300-1450
• Phase 3 was from 1450-1700
• Phase 4 was the from 1700 century onwards

4.2 Phase 1 (1100-1300)

4.2.1 In Area A the earliest features encountered were five pits, some of which were sealed
by a layer of disturbed natural subsoil towards the west end of the site. The pits
towards the east of the site were generally shallow and may have represented activity
within agricultural land, prior to the development of St Giles. However, it is possible
that all of the pits may be associated with the earliest phase of tenements. St Giles
was fully built up by the end of the 13th century (Fig. 3).

4.3 Phase 2 (1300-1450)

4.3.1 Phase 2 saw an expansion in domestic activity and approximately 24 pits were
observed. The pits comprised large gravel extraction pits to the west of the site, and
cess pits and rubbish pits were seen to the east. One of the deeper pits (611) could
have possibly been a stone-lined well, as it was filled with a large amount of rubble.
However, this rubble may have formed a plinth for a wall. The pits would have been
dug in the backyards of any Phase 1 buildings that continued to be occupied, or
perhaps newly constructed dwellings. The earliest structural evidence comprised a
stone cellar floor (661) and limestone wall (647) immediately to the rear of the
existing properties. To the north of the site a shallow pit was observed (446) that
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contained burnt material and a bone gaming piece. The pit may have functioned as a
fire pit to the rear of the yard area. (Fig. 3).

4.4 Phase 3 (1450-1700)

4.4.1 A large limestone and brick wall (362) was constructed to the west of the Phase 2
cellar. It probably formed the rear wall of a later structure. The upper levels of the
Phase 1 and 2 pits had been reworked to form a thick layer of cultivation soil in the
centre of the site, which was dated to the 17th century. However, isolated areas of
stratigraphically earlier soils were also evident. To the west of the wall the remains of
a yard surface and garden walls were present. The footings for an associated cottage
in the backyard of the properties were also recorded (242). The dating evidence for
this structure suggested a Phase 3 date, but may have been redeposited material
associated with a later structure. Further work is needed to assess the reliability of this
phasing. Further pitting was also evident, approximately 35 pits were recorded from
Phase 3. The pits were similar in function to the Phase 2 pits (Fig. 4).

4.5 Phase 4 (1700 onwards)

4.5.1 There was much less evidence for back yard activity in the 18th and 19th centuries.
However, large quarry pits were observed to the west of the site and brick and stone
walls were recorded. The later Phase 3 structures may have continued in use until the
19th century and been extended as necessary. Following the demolition of the
buildings in 1869 there appears to have been a certain amount of levelling on the site
followed by the construction of the existing buildings. Soakaways and drains were
also dug during this phase. Associated with the cottage were two garden walls and an
area of garden soil (Fig. 4).
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5 ARTEFACTUAL SUMMARY

5.1 Introduction

5.1.1 Summaries of the artefactual evidence by category are included below. The full
assessment reports can be found in Appendices 1-9.

5.2 General

5.2.1 There was a general redeposition of artefacts within later contexts, as to be expected
in an archaeologically active urban context. The site was dominated by intercutting
pits and redeposition of material would occur with each new phase of activity.
However, the integrity of the artefactual assemblage did not appear to be
compromised.

5.3 Artefacts

Pottery

5.3.1 A total of 2201 sherds of post-Roman pottery weighing 34.260 kg was recovered
from a total of 154 contexts, primarily comprised of pit fills. All the pottery is of
post-Roman date ranging, probably, from the 11th to the 19th century. Although there
are a few sherds of Cotswold-type ware (OXAC: c 975-1250) which could potentially
be of late Saxon date, these are either residual or just as likely to be of early medieval
date (ie. 11th-13th century).

5.3.2 The 11th-12th century is mostly defined by fragments of coarseware jar/cooking pots
and glazed pitchers in medieval Oxford ware (OXY), some of which could be as early
as the later 11th century. The same wares are present in the 12th-13th century where
there are cooking pot rim forms indicative of the period c 1150-1225, and other near-
profiles of east Wiltshire cooking pots (OXAQ) of about the same date. A single
sherd of a London-type ware jug with distinctive Rouen-style decoration (c 1190-
1250) is the first example of this type reported from Oxford.

5.3.3 Contexts dating to the 13th-16th century and defined by the presence of
Brill/Boarstall ware (OXAM) constitute 35% of all contexts. They represent, at least
in context quantity, the main period of occupation on the site although a separate
group of contexts dated specifically to the 15th-16th century (30%) probably
represent the most intensive period of occupation in terms of sherd quantity.

5.3.4 Brill/Boarstall ware, produced in central Buckinghamshire, is the most common
medieval ware found in Oxford. It occurs here in the form of decorated jugs, a few
bowls and the bases of three small bottles. One fairly rare Brill/Boarstall form is the
double-shelled standing oil lamp. These are surprisingly common on this site coming
from ten contexts and representing perhaps six to eight separate vessels - a figure
comparable to that from Merton College.
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5.3.5 Contexts of the 15th-16th century are mostly defined by the presence of a high
number of drinking vessels (small jugs, mugs and cups) in a variety of fabrics. These
include products of the late medieval and early post-medieval phase of the
Brill/Boarstall industry.

5.3.6 Sixteenth-century and later contexts include later types of German stonewares,
including Cologne and Frechen stoneware jugs and a Westerwald stoneware mug
sherd with the ‘AR’ cypher of Queen Anne (1702-14). Otherwise the post-medieval
wares on the site are familiar types.

Building material

5.3.7 The ceramic building material has not been fully quantified and only about 20% has
been washed, the remainder being left to be sorted and material selected for discard
prior to washing. The material recorded includes both ceramic and stone building
material. The assessed ceramic material amounts to 146 fragments weighing 9297 g,
and the stone comprises nine fragments weighing 1923 g.

5.3.8 The material is predominantly medieval with a lesser amount of post-medieval. More
recent types from the 18th century or later appear to be entirely absent. Virtually all
the material came from Phase 2 and 3 contexts and is dominated by roofing material,
both ceramic and stone. The second major category identified is floor tile, which
appears to comprise ‘Flemish type’ floor tiles of late 14th to 16th century date, and
larger quarry tiles probably of 16th-17th century date. Brick was virtually absent. The
rapid scan of the unwashed material confirmed that this was also dominated by
ceramic and stone roofing. A few pieces of masonry and a possible architectural
fragment were noted amongst the stone.

Glass

5.3.9 A total of 58 fragments of glass, from a minimum of 21 vessels and windows were
recovered from pit fills and cultivation soils. All the fragments are post-medieval in
date, and much of the glass is extremely fragmentary.

5.3.10 The larger portion of the assemblage consists of vessel glass with a significant
proportion of the glass coming from windows. Only three fragments are from
tablewares. The tablewares included a part of a pedestal-stemmed goblet decorated
with optic-blown vertical ribbing. Made in a clear-tinted glass this can be dated to
around the middle of the 16th century. The remaining vessels are all containers, and
the majority of these are wine bottles.

Clay pipe

5.3.11 The excavation produced a total of 32 fragments of clay tobacco pipes. The
assemblages were found in dumped pit fills and cultivation soils.

5.3.12 Of the total 32 fragments of clay tobacco pipes 28 were stem pieces. All of the 4
bowls were fragmentary, although three could be dated. One bowl was spurred and
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was most comparable to London type 20G, dating from 1690-1730. One bowl was
heeled and was most comparable to London type 10G, dating from 1690-1730. The
final bowl was comparable to London type 5G, although the heel had broken off. This
was dated from 1640-1660. None of the bowls displayed makers marks or stamps and
no decorated stems were present.

Worked animal bone

5.3.13 A total of  2 bone artefacts were recovered from site. A gaming piece made from a
section of large mammal long bone and decorated with ring and dot motif was
recovered from a Phase 2 cultivation soil. A knife handle made from a section of
large mammal long bone and decorated with copper alloy rivets was recovered from a
Phase 3 cultivation soil.   

Stone

5.3.14 A total of 35 pieces of stone were retained during the excavation, which include 3
pieces of interest. Two are fine grained limestone sheets and possibly used as roof-
stones. They were associated with a Phase 3 garden wall. The third is a thin piece of
oolitic limestone, also possibly having served some structural purpose, but with no
worked surfaces (255). It was recovered from a Phase 3 garden soil.

Slag

5.3.15 A total of 33 fragments of slag were recovered from the excavation. The material was
recovered from pit fills and cultivation soils. The largest quantities were recovered
from disturbed natural subsoil (433g) cut by a Phase 2 pit, and from the fills of a
Phase 3 pit (109g).

Flint

5.3.16 Three pieces of worked flint and two pieces (6g) of burnt unworked flint were
recovered from the site. The flint was recovered from the fill of  a Phase 3 pit and
cultivation soils.

5.3.17 The flakes and irregular waste are not diagnostic and so only a broad later prehistoric
date can be suggested. All three pieces show evidence of previous removals on their
dorsal surfaces, which indicates that they are unlikely to have been naturally struck.

Metalwork

5.3.18 A total of 253 metal objects were recovered from the archaeological investigations.
The assemblage comprises 2 silver objects, 96 copper alloy objects (including 17 lace
tags and 53 pins), 152 iron objects (including 128 nails) and 3 lead objects. The
silver, copper alloy and lead objects are in reasonable condition although many
objects are corroded. The ironwork is in very poor condition; the objects are heavily
corroded and fragmentary, and very little of the original metal survives. The material
was primarily recovered from Phase 3 and 4 pit fills and cultivation soils.
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5.3.19 The largest group of finds in the assemblage are personal items, although pins, lace
tags and fasteners predominate. The remaining items are buckles, buttons and mounts
but these are all utilitarian objects common in the late medieval and post medieval
periods. Only the bar mount with the dog tooth design on the upper surface is
possibly of earlier date. With the exception of the nails there are very few structural
items, only a hinge pivot and a U-shaped staple. Domestic items comprise a vessel
repair and the fragmentary remains of three knives.
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6 ENVIRONMENTAL SUMMARY

6.1 Introduction

6.1.1 Summaries of the ecofactual evidence are included below. Full assessment reports
can be found as Appendices 10-12.

6.2 Ecofacts

Animal bone

6.2.1 The animal bones recovered during excavations comprised 2,235 refitted fragments,
weighing 32,718g of which 1,134 fragments (50.7%) were assessed. All of the
material studied came from pit fills and cultivation soils from all phases.

6.2.2 In total, 40% of the assemblage could be identified to species. However, Phases 2 and
3 provided the largest assemblages, with Phases 1 and 4 having only very small
numbers of fragments identifiable to species. In each phase, the majority of bone
comes from domestic species, with cattle, sheep/goat and to a lesser degree pig being
the most frequent animals. Domestic fowl is also well represented as are duck and
geese. Horse, dog and cat were also recovered. The only definitely wild species are
fallow deer, rabbit, hare, raven and cod family, all of which are present in small
numbers.

Plant remains

6.2.3 Environmental samples were taken from hearths, ash and burnt deposits, floors, pits,
garden soil and a possible well. The majority of samples were from Phase 2 or Phase
3 features. A total of 15 samples were submitted for an assessment of their charred
plant remains.

6.2.4 Charred seeds or chaff were present in all but one sample. Charcoal was present in all
samples except one, a hearth context which produced occasional grain and a possible
Brassica sp. seed only. Charcoal tended to be mixed, with Quercus sp. (oak)
dominating three samples.

6.2.5 Very large quantities of cereal grain were recorded in three pit fills and a burnt
deposit. Large quantities of weed seeds were also noted in two of the samples. Two
samples produced smaller but still useful quantities of cereal grain (50-100 grain).
The remaining samples produced small to moderate quantities of grain and weed
seeds. Cereal chaff was very rare, individual rachis nodes being noted in three
samples. In all samples the preservation of grain was generally poor, the grain being
highly pitted, ‘tarry’ and incomplete. Cereal species noted were free-threshing
Triticum sp. (wheat), Hordeum vulgare (barley), Avena sp. (oats) and Secale cereale
(rye).

6.2.6 Non-cereal possible food plants were noted in six samples and included nut shell
fragments of Corylus avellana (hazel), seeds of Vicia sativa (common vetch) and
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Brassica sp., (turnip, cabbage etc) which may be cultivated although could represent
weedy forms. Weed species present include common arable weed flora species
although more detailed examination is necessary for firm identifications and to extend
the species list.

6.2.7 In addition to the charred plant remains some mineralised seeds were present in three
samples. Mineralised material is often associated with sewage deposits in cess pits,
although the quantities of remains were very limited and re-deposited sewage type
waste is more likely. The presence of fish bone and scale in several samples does
suggest the presence of kitchen waste which might also provide suitable conditions
for mineralization to occur.

Shell

6.2.8 A total of 115 fragments of shell were recovered from the excavation. The material,
which is almost exclusively oyster shell, was recovered from the fills of pits and
cultivation soils from all phases.
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7 STATEMENT OF POTENTIAL

7.1 General

7.1.1 The stratigraphic and significant artefactual and environmental assemblages have
potential to illuminate the development of 65-67 St Giles Street through the medieval
and the post-medieval periods. It may be possible to establish the status and
occupation of the inhabitants of the site, through the material remains and the
function of the cut features.

7.2 Stratigraphic

7.2.1 The site provides important evidence for lifestyle and material culture of suburban
householders during the medieval and post-medieval periods. Further stratigraphic
work may be able to refine our understanding of the sequence, dating and function of
the pits.

7.2.2 The site should be compared with other extra-mural sites in Oxford. Comparisons
should be made with sites on St Thomas’ St. and  excavations on Jowett Walk.

7.2.3 It may be possible to provide more accurate phasing of the post-medieval period by
analysing the stratigraphic sequence of the cultivation soils seen across the site.

7.2.4 There is little potential to characterise the dwellings on the site as limited structural
evidence was seen in the excavation areas. However, the remains of a Phase 3 cottage
were revealed within Area A, more analysis may further characterise this structure.

7.2.5 Evidence for a medieval cellar and post-medieval walls were seen beneath the
existing buildings. An analysis of the stratigraphic sequence may provide more
accurate dating for the structures.

7.3 Artefactual

Pottery

7.3.1 In general the assemblage from this site appears to be fairly typical of medieval
Oxford sites. However, the oil lamps and London-type ware jug are of interest and
may suggest that the occupants of the site were of above average wealth. The
remainder of the assemblage does not appear to add much that is radically new to the
picture of medieval pottery from the city. Because of its generally fragmentary
condition it can only contribute in a relatively limited way (at least visually) in adding
to the existing published typology for the region (Mellor 1994; 1984). However, a
more detailed examination and catalogue may reveal facts or trends not immediately
obvious at assessment.
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Building material 

7.3.2 The building material has the potential to inform the character and structure of the
buildings present in the area, as well as provide an indication of the status of this area
outside the medieval town walls. The preliminary findings suggest material from the
site was not derived from the Royal Palace, but derived from buildings of more lowly
status.

Glass

7.3.3 The glass assemblage is relatively small and largely fragmentary, whilst almost all the
forms, such as wine bottles, are common types. The three fragments of drinking
vessel are too small to allow for more accurate identification.  Therefore further study
would provide no further beneficial information, and is not recommended.

Clay pipe

7.3.4 The clay pipes were recovered from well dated contexts and coupled with the absence
of makers marks and stamps would not add to the overall  interpretation of the site.
No further work is deemed necessary.

Worked animal bone

7.3.5 The objects are of intrinsic interest but further work would not add greatly to our
understanding of the site. The bone gaming piece is of interest as it is dated to the
14th or 15th century. Previous examples have been unstratified or 17th century in
date.

Stone

7.3.6 The assemblage is small and has no potential to help with our understanding of the
site. No further work is recommended.

Slag

7.3.7 In general the assemblage is small and has no potential to help with our
understanding of the site. However, it is possible that the larger assemblages may
contain identifiable objects.

Flint

7.3.8 The flint is residual and no further work is necessary.

Metalwork

7.3.9 The metalwork assemblage comprises mostly nails, pins, lace tags and miscellaneous
items of limited interest. The majority of the finds were recovered from Phases 3 and
4 dating to the late medieval/post medieval periods. The coins are useful dating
evidence but most of the remaining identifiable objects are only broadly dateable to
the late medieval/post medieval period.
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7.4 Environmental

Animal bone

7.4.1 The condition of this material, and the reasonable percentage of identified species,
means that it has the potential to shed light on the lifestyles and diets of the people
living at 65-67 St Giles. There is limited evidence for Phase 1 activity but animal
bones from Phases 2 and 3 are well represented. Further information could be gained
through greater consideration of the body-part data and butchery patterns, and
comparison with contemporary urban sites.

Plant remains

7.4.2 The range of plant species noted in the samples is superficially consistent with that
recovered from contemporary urban sites across the country. Detailed analysis will
confirm and extend the list of weed species present to develop a more detailed site
specific flora, and information about local arable practices. The regional significance
lies in the fact that this site adds to a growing list of sites from within Oxford which
have produced medieval plant remains, both charred and waterlogged. Together they
enable a detailed picture about food and plant use in the town, both from within and
outside the medieval walls. The charcoal noted was generally mixed and is likely to
represent mixed firewood although could include structural timbers or other burnt
worked wood. Some identification of the charcoal should provide more detailed
information about fuel use and wood resources.

Shell

7.4.3 No further work is necessary.
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8 RESEARCH AIMS

8.1 General aims

8.1.1 The overall aim of the programme was to investigate, characterise and record the
archaeological evidence which would be destroyed during development, and to make
available the results of the investigation through full publication.

8.2 Period specific aims

8.2.1 The development site had potential to provide important information about the 
development of St Giles. Specifically the main aim was to characterise and contrast
any pattern of historic use of the backyards.

8.3 Revised aims

8.3.1 In the light of the provisional results of the excavation, the original research aim is
still valid. However, in some respect the questions to be considered can be more
precisely defined.

8.3.2 The two most important factors to consider when discussing the site, are that it is
suburban and that it crosses the medieval/early post-medieval divide. Where further
work has been recommended on an artefactual or ecofactual assemblage, that work
must concentrate on these key points.

8.3.3 What does the assemblage indicate about the status and lifestyle of householders in
Oxford’s northern suburb? The site should be compared with published sources for
similar extra-mural sites in Oxford, such as St Thomas’ St, Jowett Walk and the
Ashmolean museum forecourt.

8.3.4 The evaluation had indicated a lack of deposits earlier than the 13th century;  the
apparent absence of the typical Oxford brickearth capping to the Pleistocene gravels;
and a minimal number of negative archaeological features penetrating the gravels.
This was unusual for backyards within a historic suburb of Oxford.  However, this
proved to be a coincidence arising from the location of the evaluation trenches, and
the remainder of the site appeared to be fairly typical of medieval and post-medieval
backyard development.

8.3.5 Evidence for medieval and post-medieval structures fronting St Giles were observed
to the rear of the existing properties. It may be possible to refine the dating of these
structures through stratigraphic analysis and a review of the artefactual material.

8.3.6 A review of the documentary and cartographic evidence may enable us to establish if
the structural remains are from any known properties.

8.3.7 It may be possible to refine the phasing of the site through stratigraphic analysis,
specifically an analysis of the cultivation soils.
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8.3.8 The ceramic evidence comprised many 15th and 16th centuries drinking vessels. 67
St Giles is known to have been the site of the Hare and Hounds public house between
the 17th century and mid 19th century. Was the site the location of an inn prior to
this?

8.3.9 An above average number of double-shelled standing oil lamps were recovered,
which may be associated with college activity. Balliol college owned the northern
property and the southern property was church owned from the mid 15th century.
Were the owners of the properties in the high medieval period linked with the
university?

8.3.10 It may be possible to provide more accurate phasing of the post-medieval period by
analysing the stratigraphic sequence of the cultivation soils seen across the site.

8.3.11 The animal bone assemblages from Phases 2 and 3 should be compared for
characteristic development in animal husbandry between these periods. However, due
to small sample sizes any further analysis may not prove conclusive.

8.3.12 Further analysis of the animal bone will indicate whether there is a real difference in
mortality patterns between cattle and sheep. The difference suggests the use of cattle
primarily for milk and meat in Phase 2, with a shift to traction animals in Phase 3.
One would expect the opposite to be true; the 12th-14th centuries were a time of
extensive arable agriculture, whilst the 15th-17th centuries marked a shift to pastoral
farming over much of the midlands (Anne Dodd pers comm.). Is this apparent
contradiction because the sample is relatively small or because there was a drop in
status of the householders in Phase 3? Analysis of the remainder of the bone will
indicate whether this is truly reflective of the site as a whole.
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9 METHODOLOGY

9.1 Stratigraphic

9.1.1 Matrices and digitised plans exist, in areas of clear stratigraphic sequences phasing
will be refined through detailed examination of the stratigraphy. Where the
stratigraphic sequence is ambiguous, phasing will be established through spatial
analysis and detailed examination of the finds assemblages. Descriptions of groups of
features and structures will be generated. Drawing briefs will be prepared.

9.2 Artefactual

9.2.1 In a category where no further analysis is recommended, the assessment report will be
published, subject to any necessary adjustments.

Pottery

9.2.2 The pottery assemblage comprises material ranging, probably, from the 11th to
the 19th century, and in general the assemblage from this site appears to be
fairly typical of medieval Oxford sites. A full catalogue of this material should be
made.

9.2.3 The bulk of the assemblage comprised 15th and 16th century drinking vessels.
These should be compared with existing local or regional fabric reference
collections, which may indicate whether the vessels were commonly associated with
public houses, or alternatively domestic properties. This may also reveal whether the
occupants of the site were of above average wealth. Consulting the reference
collections will also ensure the correct identification and coding of fabric types.

9.2.4 The assemblage should also be compared with material recovered from known
college sites, this may reveal whether the owners of the properties, in the high
medieval period, were linked with the university.

9.2.5 A search for cross-joining sherds may shed light on site formation processes and
patterns of rubbish disposal. A selection of the more unusual or unparalleled vessels
and rim forms should be made for illustration and publication in the final report.

9.2.6 By comparing the assemblage with that of other sites both regionally and nationally,
it will be possible to determine the status of suburban life north of the town walls, and
enable us to better understand extra-mural activity in other towns.

Building material

9.2.7 It is recommended that the remaining building material should be recorded and
material for discard selected, retaining a sample of a full range of forms and fabrics
and any unusual pieces. An analysis of the assemblage in relation to the site records
may inform the development and changes taking place on the site, whilst relating the
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assemblage to the stratified sequence may show changes in the character of the
roofing material that would allow tighter dating of such material.

Worked animal bone

9.2.8 The items will be fully catalogued and the assessment report incorporated into the
final publication. The two items will be illustrated.

Slag

9.2.9 The material from contexts 372 and 385 should be scanned by a specialist, this may
determine whether the material includes smithing hearth bottoms or similar
identifiable fragments.

Metalwork

9.2.10 The assemblage will need to be x-rayed and catalogued for archival purposes. A short
report will be prepared for publication characterising the assemblage. An illustration
of the bar mount should be made.

9.3 Environmental

9.3.1 In a category where no further analysis is recommended, the assessment report will be
published, subject to any necessary adjustments.

Animal bone

9.3.2 The remainder of the assemblage should be recorded in full, with the results added to
the bone studied from assessment. In addition, fish remains were recovered from the
environmental residues and should be analysed and reported.

Plant remains

9.3.3 It is recommended that the six samples with larger quantities of cereal grains are
sorted in full in order to provide a full quantified list of cereal grain and weed seeds.
It is also recommended that the two small samples are sorted to extend the list of
possible cultivated plants and to better understand the nature of the mineralised
deposits. Particular reference should be made to the contemporary sites within Oxford
in the report. It is recommended that the six samples with frequent or abundant
charcoal rich samples are submitted to a charcoal specialist for limited analysis after
sorting for charred seeds and chaff.
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10 PUBLICATION

10.1 Introduction

10.1.1 It is proposed that the report be published in Oxoniensia under the following title and
synopsis:

10.2 Publication synopsis

Excavations at The Classics Centre, 65-67 St Giles, Oxford
By Guy Cockin and Andrew Norton

10.3 Publication synopsis
Word Count

Summary 500

Project background: 800
The development
Archaeological and historical background
Evaluation phase
Excavation methodology
Watching brief methodology

Archaeological description: 3000

Results of the building recording 2000

Artefactual evidence: 3000
Pottery
Other finds (CBM, clay tobacco pipes, worked stone, glass and metal objects)

Ecofactual evidence: 3000
Animal bone report
Charred plant remains

Discussion 1500
The site development
The site in its local and regional context
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Provisional list of figures and plates

Figures:
1 Location of the site (national/regional/local)
2 Reproduction of Loggan 1675 detail with site superimposed
3 Reproduction of 1st Edition OS map detail with site superimposed
4 Plan(s) of excavated features (inc. enlarged detailed areas)
5 Other objects (Clay Pipe, Glass, Metal)

Plates:
To be determined

10.4 The archive

10.4.1 Oxford Archaeology’s archiving standards will be adhered to at all times with regard
to project documentation and archivally suitable materials will be used (Walker
1990). All post-excavation documentation will be filed, ordered and indexed as part
of the research archive. This will be submitted to the National Archaeological Record
for microfiching. After completion of the project the archive will be deposited with
the Ashmolean Museum.
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APPENDICES

APPENDIX 1 POTTERY

By John Cotter

Introduction and Methodology

A total of 2201 sherds of post-Roman pottery weighing 34.260 kg was recovered from a total
of 154 contexts.

All the pottery was examined and spot-dated during the present assessment stage to provide
context dates and to assess the character of the pottery. For each context the total pottery
sherd count and weight were recorded on an Excel spreadsheet, followed by the context spot-
date. Comments on the presence of datable types were also recorded, usually with mention of
vessel form (jugs, bowls etc.) and any other attributes worthy of note (eg. decoration,
complete profiles etc.). Potential items for illustration were also highlighted. Where necessary
fabrics were examined under a microscope at x20 magnification.

Fabrics

Detailed analysis or cataloguing was not carried out. Whenever possible the most significant
pottery fabrics in each context were described in the spot-dates under the system of codes
developed for the Oxfordshire County type series (Mellor 1984;1994) and extended in more
recent years by Carole Wheeler (unpublished). Otherwise they are described by their
conventional name, or, if uncertain, by physical description. Final identification must await
the analysis stage. Fabric date-ranges were further refined by consideration of vessel typology
and decoration.

OXAC: Cotswold-type ware, c975-1250.
OXAQ: East Wiltshire ware, c1150 -1350.
OXY: Medieval Oxford ware, c1075-1350.
LOND: London-type ware, c1080-1350.
OXBK:  Medieval shelly coarseware, c1100-1350.
OXAW: Early Medieval Brill/Boarstall ware, c1175-1400.
OXAM:  Brill/Boarstall ware,  c1225-1600.
OXBG:  Coarse Border ware, c1350-1500.
OX68: Potterspury ware, c1250-1400.
OXBN:  Tudor Green ware, c1375-1550.
OXCL:  Cistercian-type ware, c1475-1600.
RRRSTW: Raeren stoneware, c1475-1550.
CGSTW: Cologne-type stoneware, c1525-1600.
FRRSTW: Frechen stoneware, c1525-1750.
WERST: Westerwald stoneware, c1575-1750.
OXFH:  Surrey/Hampshire Border ware, c1550-1700.
OXDR:  Red earthenwares, c1550-1900.
BRSLREW: Brill-type redware slipware, c1650-1800.
ENGTNEW, English tin-glazed earthenware, c1575-1800.
ANDTNEW: Anglo-Netherlands tin-glazed earthenware, c1550-1650.
WHSGSTW, Staffordshire white salt-glazed stoneware, c1720-1780.
CRM: Creamware, c1750-1830.
WHEW: Mass-produced white earthenwares, c1825-1925+.

Date and Nature of the Assemblage
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All the pottery is of post-Roman date ranging, probably, from the 11th to the 19th century.
Although there are a few sherds of Cotswold-type ware (OXAC: c975-1250) which could
potentially be of late Saxon date, these are either residual or just as likely to be of early
medieval date (ie. 11th-13th century). Table A1.1 below shows the approximate chronological
breakdown of the assemblage by number of contexts and spot-date. It has been necessary
however to conflate a small number of contexts with their nearest spot-date equivalent. All
contexts dated mainly by Brill/Boarstall ware (OXAM), for instance, have been assigned to
the 13th-16th century.

Table A1.1: Number and percentage of contexts by spot-date

Date No. Contexts %
11-12thC 4 3%
12-13thC 12 8%
13-16thC 54 35%
15-16thC 47 30%
16thC 3 2%
16-17thC 17 11%
17thC 1 1%
17-18thC 8 5%
18-19thC 8 5%
TOTAL 154 100%

The 11th-12th century is mostly defined by fragments of coarseware jar/cooking pots and
glazed pitchers in medieval Oxford ware (OXY) some of which could be as early as the later
11th century. Likewise for the 12th-13th century where there are cooking pot rim forms
indicative of the period c1150-1225 and other near-profiles of east Wiltshire cooking pots
(OXAQ) of about the same date. At least one bowl rim and two unusual decorated storage jar
rims in this last fabric were also noted. A single sherd of a London-type ware jug with
distinctive Rouen-style decoration (c1190-1250) is the first example of this type reported
from Oxford. Contexts dating to the 13th-16th century and defined by the presence of
Brill/Boarstall ware (OXAM) constitute 35% of all contexts and represent, at least in context
quantity, the main period of occupation on the site although a separate group of contexts
dated specifically to the 15th-16th century (30%) probably represent the most intensive period
of occupation in terms of sherd quantity.

Brill/Boarstall ware, produced in central Buckinghamshire, is the commonest medieval ware
found in Oxford and is not unsurprisingly well-represented on this site too. It mostly occurs
here in the form of decorated jugs although these are generally quite fragmentary. Fragments
from one jug, unusually, show marked internal sooting - possibly indicating secondary use,
perhaps as a lantern or as a vessel for carrying embers. A few medieval Brill/Boarstall bowls
also occur including an unusual bowl or chafing dish rim with a folded lug handle attached to
the rim and for which no published local parallel can be found. Rarer forms include the bases
of three small bottles. Another fairly rare Brill/Boarstall form is the double-shelled standing
oil lamp. These are surprisingly common on this site coming from ten contexts and
representing perhaps six to eight separate vessels - a figure comparable, though only
proportionately, to that from Merton College where 24 lamps were found out of an
assemblage of c6000 sherds of pottery (Blinkhorn 2003, 46-7). The popularity of ceramic oil
lamps in Oxford, generally a rare ceramic form during the high medieval period, may be
linked to the city’s academic institutions and may represent a special commission from the
Brill/Boarstall potters. Unlike Merton College, however, where fragments from at least 12
dripping pans (for collecting fat from spit-roasts) were noted, the Classics Centre produced
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only a single possible example of this form (context 452, a late medieval redware) indicating
that the cooking wares found on this site are unlikely to derive from institutional-sized
kitchens.

Contexts of the 15th-16th century mostly fit within a date bracket of c1475-1550/75. These
are mostly defined by the presence of a high number drinking vessels (small jugs, mugs and
cups) in a variety of fabrics including products of the late medieval and early post-medieval
phase of the Brill/Boarstall industry. These include Brill/Boarstall copies of Tudor Green
vessels from the Surrey/Hampshire border area and black-glazed copies of Cistercian-type
wares from sources in the Midlands and Yorkshire - although some of these (including those
with applied white clay decoration) may be genuine regional imports. Several Raeren
stoneware mugs - a type-fossil of this period imported from the Rhineland - are also present in
the assemblage as are sherds from a Netherlandish tin-glazed albarello or drug jar. A range of
other late Brill/Boarstall forms are also present along with similar forms in late medieval
transitional redwares of uncertain source. These include storage jars, cooking pots and
handled pipkins, wide bowls or dishes and rarer forms such as a dripping pan and a chafing
dish. Sixteenth-century and later contexts include later types of German stonewares including
Cologne and Frechen stoneware jugs and a Westerwald stoneware mug sherd with the ‘AR’
cypher of Queen Anne (1702-14). Otherwise the post-medieval wares on the site are familiar
types. A late 18th or early 19th-century Creamware dish floor fragment bears the inscription
‘----s Coll:’ and may be part of a service derived from one of the college refectories.

Condition

The average sherd weight is 15.6g. which indicates that the pottery is, on the whole, in good
condition, though fragmentary. The medieval wares are more fragmentary than the late
medieval and post-medieval wares. Whereas only two or three half-profiles survive in the
medieval assemblage, the late medieval and post-medieval assemblage contains many half-
profiles and perhaps half a dozen complete profiles which could potentially be reconstructed
on paper.

Potential of the Material

The assemblage from this site appears to be fairly typical of medieval Oxford sites in general.
It does not, admittedly, appear to add much that is radically new to the picture of medieval
pottery from the city and because of its generally fragmentary condition can only contribute
in a relatively limited way (at least visually) in adding to the existing published typology for
the region (Mellor 1994; 1984). However, a more detailed examination and catalogue may
reveal facts or trends not immediately obvious at assessment.

In terms of the site, furthermore, the pottery has the potential to inform us about the activities
of the occupants of the site during the 11th to 19th centuries. It also has the obvious potential
to provide a chronological framework for the development of the site. Study of the site
records might reveal patterns for the spatial distribution of particular wares and/or vessel
forms and thus illuminate the chronological development of different areas of the site. A full
catalogue of the material (ie. quantification by fabric, and preferably by vessel form also)
should reveal the relative proportions of different wares in use on the site and thus shed light
on pottery supply and trading connections. Existing local or regional fabric reference
collections should be consulted to ensure the correct identification and coding of fabric types.
Vessel quantification should reveal the relative importance of different vessel classes (and
hence functions) on the site and thus the importance of specific activities to the occupants of
the site. This would also constitute a useful resource of comparative data for any future work
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on post-Roman pottery in the city. A search for cross-joining sherds has the potential to shed
light on site formation processes and patterns of rubbish disposal.

The pottery from this site should be compared to post-Roman pottery assemblages from other
sites in the city and their differences or similarities noted and, if possible, explained. A
selection of the more unusual or unparalleled vessels and rim forms should be made for
illustration and publication in the final report, while other more typical (and in most cases
fragmentary) vessels should be paralleled, where possible, in existing publications.



Oxford Archaeology  Classics Centre, 65-67 St Giles, Oxford OXSGCC05
Post-Excavation Assessment and Updated Project Design

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. June 2006 35
X:\OXSGCC Classics Centre\post-ex assessment\report\Final report\OXSGCCPArep.doc

APPENDIX 2 BUILDING MATERIAL

By Cynthia Poole

Introduction and Methodology

The ceramic building material has not been fully quantified and only about 20% has been
washed, the remainder being left to be sorted and material selected for discard prior to
washing. The washed material has been quantified and forms identified, whilst the unwashed
material amounting to 70 bags has been rapidly scanned to ensure that nothing exceptional or
substantially different was present amongst it.

The material recorded includes both ceramic and stone building material. The assessed
ceramic material amounts to 146 fragments weighing 9297 g, and the stone comprises nine
fragments weighing 1923 g. The basic data including count, weight, forms and date together
with other comments has been recorded on an Excel spreadsheet. Fabrics were not examined
in detail but appear to be the same as types known from other sites in Oxford.

Character and Date of the  Assemblage 

The material is predominantly medieval with a lesser amount of post-medieval. More recent
types from 18th century or later appear to be entirely absent. The forms present are very
limited in character and are summarised in Table A2.1. Virtually all the material came from
Phase 2 and 3 contexts and is dominated by roofing material, both ceramic and stone.
Although by weight the stone appears to form a substantial proportion of the roofing this in
fact only represents 7 pieces of roof slating. The ceramic material is predominantly peg or flat
tiles with only one piece of ridge tile from each phase. The second major category identified
is floor tile, which appears to comprise ‘Flemish type’ floor tiles of late 14th to 16th century
date, and larger quarry tiles probably of 16th-17th century date. Brick was virtually absent.
The rapid scan of the unwashed material confirmed that this was also dominated by ceramic
and stone roofing. A few pieces of masonry and a possible architectural fragment were noted
amongst the stone.

Table A2.1: Quantification in gms of ceramic and stone building material by phase.

Phase 2 Phase 3 Phase 4 Total %
Roofing:
ceramic

1786 5602 0 7388 66%

Roofing:
stone

107 1816 0 1923 17%

Floor 0 1793 0 1793 16%
Brick 0 11 0 11 +
Unidentified 48 44 13 105 1%
Total 1943 9269 13 11220
% 17% 83% +
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Condition

Most of the material has been subjected to little or only moderate abrasion and much of the
unwashed material appears to comprise decent sized fragments. The average fragment weight
of the recorded material is c 64g, and the unrecorded is likely to be higher which would allow
the majority to be assigned to a function category.

Potential and Recommendations

The building material has the potential to inform the character and structure of the buildings
present in the area, as well as provide an indication of the status of this area of the medieval
town. The preliminary findings suggest material from the site was not derived from the Royal
Palace, but derived from buildings of more lowly status. It is recommended that the remaining
building material should be recorded and material for discard selected at this stage, retaining a
sample of a full range of forms and fabrics and any unusual pieces. Material to be retained
will then be washed and marked. An analysis of the assemblage in relation to the site records
may inform the development and changes taking place on the site, whilst relating the
assemblage to the stratified sequence may show changes in the character of the roofing
material that would allow tighter dating of such material.
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APPENDIX 3 GLASS

By Dr Hugh Willmott

The assemblage
A total of fifty-eight fragments of glass, from a minimum of twenty-one vessels and windows
were recovered. All the fragments are post-medieval in date, and much of the glass is
extremely fragmentary.

A significant proportion of the glass comes from windows. Window glass is notoriously
difficult to date accurately, and there are no edge pieces in the assemblage. However, a broad
period can be assigned to the fragments on their general appearance and the extent to which
they are weathered, and pieces range in date from the 16th to the 20th century.

The larger portion of the assemblage consists of vessel glass. Only three fragments are from
tablewares. The first, from (604) is an upper portion of foot from a pedestal-stemmed goblet
decorated with optic-blown vertical ribbing. Made in a clear-tinted glass this can be dated to
around the middle of the 16th century. The second tableware, from (294), is a rim from a lead
glass goblet which dates to sometime within the 18th century. The final fragment from (304)
is too small for positive identification but appears to be early 17th century in date.

The remaining vessels are all containers, and the majority of these are wine bottles. Some,
such as the fragments from (472) come from early 'onion' types, and there is a reasonable
sequence of different cylindrical forms stretching through the 18th and into the 19th century.
The remaining containers are a 17th-century phial base from (364) and two 19th-century
mould-pressed bottles from (247) and (369).

Recommendations
The glass assemblage is relatively small and largely fragmentary, whilst almost all the forms,
such as wine bottles, are common types. The three fragments of drinking vessel are too small
to allow for more accurate identification.  Therefore further study would provide no further
beneficial information, and is not recommended. This assessment should provide sufficient
dating information to refine the stratigraphic sequence if needed, and it is suggested that it be
deposited in the general site archive.
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Table A3.1 Summary of the Glass

Context No Frags Description Date
247 2

10
Neck and body from a wine bottle
Base and body from a blue/green mould-pressed bottle

Late 17th-early 18th century
Mid-late 19th century

249 3 Base from a wine bottle Early 18th century
255 2 Window 17th-18th century
275 1 Window 16th-17th century
283 4

2
Base and neck from a wine bottle
Base and neck from a wine bottle

Mid-late 18th century
Late 18th century

294 1
4

Rim from a clear goblet
Window

18th century
18th century?

295 1 Window 18th century?
301 1 Window 16th century?
304 1 Vessel? Early 17th century?
306 1 Safety glass Modern
364 1 Phial base 17th century
369 1

16
2
1

Complete wine bottle
Complete wine bottle
Wine bottle base
Base from a green mould-pressed bottle

Late 18th century
Early-mid 19th century
Mid 19th century
Mid-late 19th century

472 2 Wine bottle body Late 17th-early 18th century
507 1 Window 18th century?
604 1 Upper base from a clear-tinted pedestal goblet Mid-16th century
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APPENDIX 4 CLAY PIPE

By Andrew Norton

Introduction

The excavation produced a total of 32 fragments of clay tobacco pipes. The assemblages were
found in dumped pit fills and cultivation soils.

Methodology

All fragments were examined for evidence of markings, decoration and name stamps.
Unmarked bowls have been dated by reference to Oswald’s general typology (Oswald 1975).
No attempt has been made to consider the bowl shape in terms of regional variations. Plain
stems have been counted. Sufficient dating information has been obtained from bowl shape
typology so no attempt has been made to assess their dates on stem bore analysis.

Results

The results of the assessment are tabulated below by context.

Of the total 32 fragments of clay tobacco pipes 28 were stem pieces. All of the 4 bowls were
fragmentary, although three could be dated. One bowl was spurred and was most comparable
to London type 20G, dating from 1690-1730. One bowl was heeled and was most comparable
to London type 10G, dating from 1690-1730. The final bowl was comparable to London type
5G, although the heel had broken off. This was dated from 1640-1660. None of the bowls
displayed makers marks or stamps and no decorated stems were present.

Although the date ranges given are for London types it can be assumed that examples from
Oxford will have been made at a similar time.

Table A4.1 Incidence of clay pipe stems and diagnostic fragments by context

Context Stem count Bowls Heel/Spur Comments Date
247 1
261 1
283 5G? Heel? Shape of 5G but heel broken 1640-1660
285 1
291 1
292 1
304 2
305 6
306 4
353 1
472 8 ? Fragmentary

?10G Heel Fragmentary 1700-1740
?20G Spur Fragmentary 1690-1730
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Further work

The clay pipes were recovered from well dated contexts and coupled with the absence of
makers marks and stamps would not add to the overall interpretation of the site. No further
work is deemed necessary.
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APPENDIX 5 WORKED ANIMAL BONE

By Rose Grant

Introduction

A total of  2 bone artefacts were recovered from the archaeological excavations at St Giles
Classics Centre, Oxford. The table below records the context, measurements and descriptions
of the artefacts. 

Table A5.1

Context
No

Small Find
No

Length (mm) Description Parallel

280 8 70mm Worked Bone Knife
Handle made from a
section of large mammal
long bone and decorated
with copper alloy rivets. 

331 46 D:25mm
Thickness:3mm

Worked Bone Gaming
piece made from a
section of large mammal
long bone and decorated
with ring and dot motif.

Margeson 1993
p216 fig164
no174

Statement of Potential

The assemblage from St Giles Classics Centre, Oxford comprises a fragment of a whittle tang
knife handle and a gaming piece.  The knife handle would originally have had an octagonal
section and is decorated with rows of copper alloy rivets of which seven are still in situ, holes
for seven more are visible in the broken section. 

The gaming piece is made from a section of a large mammal long bone.  It has a hole through
the centre and is decorated with ring and dot motif. A similar example was found in an
unstratified context at excavations in Norwich (Margeson 1993). Other bone counters have
been found in contexts dating to 1660, in Exeter (Allan 1984).

Further Work

Full catalogue entries for publication.
Preparation of drawing briefs for both the knife handle and disc. 
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APPENDIX 6 STONE

By Ruth Shaffrey

Summary and Quantification

A total of 35 pieces of stone were retained during the excavation. These include 3 pieces of
interest.

Methodology

The stone was examined with the aid of a x10 magnification hand lens.

Description

The assemblage includes only 3 pieces of interest. Two are fine grained limestone sheets (247
and 305) - very thin and possibly used as roof-stones. One has a worked edge but both are
small fragments and little more can be said about them. They were associated with a Phase 3
garden wall. The third is a thin piece of oolitic limestone, also possibly having served some
structural purpose, but with no worked surfaces (255). It was recovered from a Phase 3 garden
soil.

Statement of Potential

The assemblage is small and has no potential to help with our understanding of the site.

Recommendations for further work

No further work is recommended.
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APPENDIX 7 SLAG

By Rose Grant

A total of 33 fragments of slag were recovered from the excavations at the Oxford Classics
Centre. The material was recovered from pit fills and cultivation soils. The largest quantities
were recovered from disturbed natural subsoil (385, 433g) cut by a Phase 2 pit, and from the
fills of a Phase 3 pit (372, 109g).

Table A7.1 below gives the quantification for each context. The assemblage is small and adds
little to our understanding of the site.

Table A7.1

Context Sample No Fragment Count Weight (grams)
247 1 13
283 1 12
324 13 15 15
331 15 4 13
372 2 109
385 7 433
411 2 62
445 14 1 4
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APPENDIX 8 FLINT

By Rebecca Devaney

Three pieces of worked flint were recovered from three separate contexts during an
excavation at St Giles Classics Centre (Table A8.1). A further two pieces (6g) of burnt
unworked flint were recovered from context 372.

The flakes and irregular waste are not diagnostic and so only a broad later prehistoric date can
be suggested. All three pieces show evidence of previous removals on their dorsal surfaces,
which indicates that they are unlikely to have been naturally struck.

The worked flint has suffered from post-depositional damage, especially the flake from
context 604. This suggests a certain degree of movement and is consistent with their residual
nature in contexts of a later date.

No further work is required.

Table A8.1. Summary of worked flint

Context 360 411 604 Total
Flake 1 1 2
Irregular
waste 1 1

Total 1 1 1 3
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APPENDIX 9 METALWORK

By Leigh Allen

Introduction

A total of 253 metal objects were recovered from the archaeological investigations at St Giles,
Classics Centre, Oxford. The assemblage comprises 2 silver objects, 96 copper alloy objects
(including 17 lace tags and 53 pins), 152 iron objects (including 128 nails) and 3 lead objects.
The silver, copper alloy and lead objects are in reasonable condition although many objects
are corroded. The ironwork is in very poor condition the objects are heavily corroded and
fragmentary, very little of the original metal survives. A selection of the most corroded
objects has been x-rayed in order to identify them. The six coins, tokens and jettons have been
reported on by Dr M Allen of the Fitzwilliam Museum Cambridge.

Methodology

The objects have been visually examined and have been categorised using a range of standard
reference reports. A selection of the more corroded objects has been x-rayed to aid
identification. Preliminary identifications are listed in the table below.

Post-Roman coins, tokens and jettons (6)
By Martin Allen

The six numismatic finds from this site consist of two English silver coins of the 13th-14th
centuries, two 17th-century tokens (one of them only tentatively identified as such), and two
Nuremberg jettons from the second half of the 16th century.

The number of finds is relatively small, but the mixture of fractional silver denominations,
tokens and jettons is reasonably typical of urban sites (see the review of finds from seven sites
in Oxford provided by Palmer and Mayhew 1977).  

Conservation might aid the identification of the cut halfpenny (17) and the possible 17th-
century halfpenny token (54), which are particularly badly affected by corrosion. 
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Table A9.1: Oxford St Giles Classics Centre OXSGCC 05: Post-Roman coins, tokens
and jettons

No. Context Material and type Date Weight Condition Comments
17 408 Silver cut halfpenny, Henry

III (1216-1272) or Edward I
(1272-1307), Long Cross
coinage, uncertain class, mint
and moneyer (illegible)

1247-
1278

0.76 g heavily
corroded

probably deposited no
later than the end of
the recoinage of Long
Cross coins in 1279-
1281

42 487 Silver farthing, London mint,
Edward I (1272-1307) or
Edward II (1307-1327),
Withers 2001, 32-34, type 30
(North 1989, class 10-11).

c.1300-
c.1315?

0.37 g moderate
wear

probably deposited in
the 14th century

11 379 Copper-alloy jetton,
Nuremberg, anonymous
Rose/Orb type

c.1550-
c.1590

1.33 g bent and
corroded

24 372 Copper-alloy jetton,
Nuremberg, anonymous
Rose/Orb type

c.1550-
c.1590

1.22 g corroded

3 264 Copper-alloy farthing token,
Witney (Oxon), John Palmer,
1656, Williamson 1889-91,
937, no. 240 

1656/7 1.02 g corroded,
particularly
on the reverse

probably deposited no
later than 1674, when
the prohibition of
unofficial tokens
originally proclaimed
in 1672 became
effective

54 557 ?Copper-alloy halfpenny
token, 17th-century (illegible)

?1656-
1672

1.12 g heavily
corroded

see above

Copper alloy objects (92)

The majority of the copper alloy objects are personal accessories and most of these are lace
tags (17), fine pins (53) and loop fasteners (1) which are common finds in late medieval/post
medieval contexts. The other personal items comprise 2 buckle frames, two buttons and 2
mounts.   Both of the buckles have double oval frames; SF 34 is cast, the other SF 56 is made
from a sheet metal strip the ends of which overlap and are pierced by the central bar. A
similar form of buckle frame was recovered from a Post Dissolution context at Eynsham
Abbey, Oxfordshire although this example was iron (Allen et al. 2003, 258-259, fig. 9.3,
No.33). The buttons are both plain discoidal buttons of post medieval date. The mounts are of
two different forms; SF 32 is a cinquefoil mount in the form of a five petalled flower with a
perforation through the centre for a rivet (now missing). This type of mount was used
individually or in combination with other forms of mount to decorate girdles or straps (Egan
and Pritchard 1991, 186). The second mount (SF 53) is an incomplete bar mount with a rivet
through one end (with a rectangular rove attached). The upper face of the mount is decorated
with a dog tooth design. No parallel has yet been found for this object but a Medieval date
seems most probable.

The remaining identifiable objects (other than personal accessories) are a small decorative
drop handle from context 602 and a paper clip rivet used to repair a vessel from context 947. 
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Table A9.2: Oxford St Giles Classics Centre OXSGCC 05: Copper alloy objects

Context
No.

SF No. Object Description Object Date Phase Pottery date

257 15 Pins (3) - 4 -
283 1 Pins (7) 4 complete examples one is

plated with white metal
LMED/PM 4 1780-1830

289 Pin Incomplete LMED/PM 4 -
294 Button Plain discoidal button PM 4 1825-1860
294 Strip Rectangular Strip with a

rectangular perforation through
the centre and a small circular
perforation towards one end.
Looks modern

- 4 1825-1860

294 - Tube Cast tube expanded at one end,
possibly from a tap?  

- 4 1825-1860

301 7 Chain Short length of chain made up
of 4 ‘S-shaped’ links

- 3 1525-1550/75

301 7 Loop fastener Circular loop with the ends
twisted around each other

LMED/PM 3 1525-1550/75

301 7 Pins (2) One large pin LMED/PM 3 1525-1550/75
303 Miscellaneous Irregularly shaped fragment - 3 1475-1550
305 5 Pin Large LMED/PM 3 L17-18C
305 4 Pins (2) LMED/PM 3 L17-18C
326 6 Pin LMED/PM 3 15-16C
333 - Lace tag LMED/PM 3 1700-1800
354 Lace tags (3) LMED/PM 3 16-17C
354 Pins (5) Incomplete LMED/PM 3 16-17C
354 Washer Small circular washer - 3 16-17C
372 23 Lace tags (3) LMED/PM 3 1525-1600
372 22 Pins (3) LMED/PM 3 1525-1600
372 37 Pins (3) Incomplete LMED/PM 3 1525-1600
372 39 Pins (3) Only one complete example LMED/PM 3 1525-1600
372 36 Strip Strip with a U-shaped section,

there  is the remains of a small
circular perforation across one
broken end, possible binding

- 3 1525-1600

373 30 Wire 7 short curved lengths of wire - 3 1550-1625
375 9 Pins (3) Large LMED/PM 3 1550-1625
379 10 Pins (3) LMED/PM 3 -
385 12 Pin Incomplete LMED/PM 2 1550-1625
385 14 Pin LMED/PM 2 1550-1625
395 41 Pin LMED/PM 3 1475-1550/75
395 43 Pin Large LMED/PM 3 1475-1550/75
395 44 Sheet Oval fragment of sheet - 3 1475-1550/75
396 16 Lace tag LMED/PM 3 1475-1550/75
396 13 Pin Large LMED/PM 3 1475-1550/75
401 35 Pin LMED/PM 2 13-16C
403 18 Sheet Irregular shaped fragment with 2

perforations. The upper edge
appears to be curved it is
possible a fragment or a patch
from a sheet metal vessel 

- 2 13-15C

411 33 Perforated
sheet

Small fragment with a curved
edge and covered with small
roughly punched perforations

- 2 14-15C

411 21 Pin Large LMED/PM 2 14-15C
418 25 Pin LMED/PM 3 1475-1550/75
419 34 Buckle frame Cast double oval buckle frame

(flat backed)  corrosion around
the central bar is probably all

LMED/PM 3 1475-1550/75
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Context
No.

SF No. Object Description Object Date Phase Pottery date

that survives of the pin 
419 28 Lace tag Incomplete LMED/PM 3 1475-1550/75
419 59 Lace tag LMED/PM 3 1475-1550/75
419 32 Mount Cinqfoil sheet metal mount in

the shape of a flower
LMED/PM 3 1475-1550/75

419 26 Pin Large LMED/PM 3 1475-1550/75
419 31 Pin Incomplete LMED/PM 3 1475-1550/75
419 27 Pins (3) LMED/PM 3 1475-1550/75
435 - Lace tag LMED?PM 3 1550-1625
472 Object Very corroded hemispherical

object
- 4 20C

526 47 Strip Curved strip possibly from a
finger ring

3 1475-1550/75

527 - Lace tags (2) LMED/PM 3 1475-1550/75
545 53 Bar mount Rectangular bar mount

decorated with dog tooth design
and with a rivet with square
rove at one end

MED 1 1150-1225

556 - Lace tag LMED/PM 3 1475-1550/75
557 56 Buckle A double oval buckle with the

ends of the frame wrapped over
each other at one end. The wrap
around pin is still in situ.

PM 3 1475-1550/75

568 48 Pin Incomplete LMED/PM 3 1450-1550
596 20 Lace tag LMED/PM 3 -
602 50 Button Plain discoidal button PM 3 1550-1625
602 52 Handle Small ornamental drop handle

with an open-work body with a
collar and a knop at the point
and a loop for attachment at the
top

- 3 1550-1625

602 51 Lace tag LMED/PM 3 1550-1625
604 55 Pin LMED/PM 3 1475-1550/75
631 58 Pin LMED/PM 3 1475-1550/75
631 57 Strip A rectangular strip curved into a

loop
- 3 1475-1550/75

947 38 Lace tag Incomplete LMED/PM - -
947 38 Paper clip

rivet
LMED/PM - -

Iron objects (152)

The majority of the iron objects are nails (128) and miscellaneous fragments (17). The
remaining 7 objects are a U-shaped staple, a hinge pivot, a fragment from the handle of a
padlock key, a buckle pin and 3 knives. The knives are all in very poor condition. Two
examples from contexts 405 and 602 have whittle tangs, the third from context 607 has a
scale tang with a copper alloy shoulder plate and 2 copper alloy rivets. Too little of the blade
survives to date the whittle tang knives; scale tang knives are not believed to have appeared
before the 13th century (Goodall 1990, 838).
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Table A9.3: Oxford St Giles Classics Centre OXSGCC 05: Iron objects

Context
No.

SF No. Object Description Date Phase Pottery date

255 Miscellaneou
s

Irregularly shaped fragment - 3 1800-1830

262 2 Socket The implement is now missing - 3 -
283 Nail - 4 1780-1830
295 Nail incomplete - 3 19C
299 Miscellaneou

s
Irregularly shaped fragment - 4 -

301 Miscellaneou
s

Irregularly shaped fragment - 3 1525-1550/75

301 Miscellaneou
s 

Irregularly shaped fragment
with 3 small copper alloy rivets
at one end

- 3 1525-1550/75

301 Nails (3) - 3 1525-1550/75
301 Strip A rectangular strip with a

rounded end. There is a large
circular perforation through the
rounded end and 3 small
circular perforations running
down the middle of the strip

- 3 1525-1550/75

301 Strip Corroded curved strip with a
rectangular section. Possibly a
fragment from a horseshoe

- 3 1525-1550/75

305 Nail incomplete - 3 17-18C
309 Nail (2) - 3 1550-1650
324 Nails (25) - 3 -
331 Nail - 2 14-E16C
338 Nail - 3 -
354 Miscellaneou

s
Irregularly shaped fragment - 3 16-17C

354 Miscellaneou
s

Irregularly shaped fragment - 3 16-17C

354 Nails (5) - 3 16-17C
355 Nail - 3 1450-1550
355 Strip - 3 1450-1550
364 Nails (6) - 3 16-17C
372 Nails (14) - 3 1525-1600
373 Nail - 3 1550-1625
379 Nail - 3 1475-1625
385 Miscellaneou

s
Irregularly shaped fragment - 2 1550-1625

385 Nail - 2 1550-1625
386 Miscellaneou

s
5 irregularly shaped fragments - 3 1550-1625

386 Nail - 3 -
389 Nail - 3 -
390 Nail - 3 1450-1625
399 Nails (2) - 2 13-16C
405 19 Knife Very corroded fragment from a

whittle tang knife
MED/PM 2 13-15C

411 Nails (3) - 2 14-15C
418 Nail - 3 1475-1550/75
419 Miscellaneou

s
Irregularly shaped fragment - 3 1475-1550/75

419 Nails (15) - 3 1475-1550/75
419 Staple U-shaped staple both arms

incomplete
- 3 1475-1550/75

421 Nail - 2 13-16C
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Context
No.

SF No. Object Description Date Phase Pottery date

439 Nail - 3 15-E16C
445 Miscellaneou

s
3 irregularly shaped fragments - 2 L13-14C

445 Nails (4) - 2 L13-14C
466 Nail - 2 1475-155- or

13-E14C
472 Nail (3) - 4 20C
487 Nail (2) - 2 13-14C
487 49 Padlock key

handle?
Incomplete shank with
expanded terminal and
backward facing hook. 

- 2 13-14C

491 Fitting A D-shaped fitting with a
perforation through it

- 3 1450-1550

508 Nail - 3 13-14C
513 Hinge Pivot An L-shaped hinge pivot - 3 15-16C
515 Nail incomplete - 3 1450-1550
525 Nail - 2 13-14C
527 Buckle pin Pin for a buckle frame curved

at one end for attachment
- 3 1475-155-/75

527 Nail Incomplete - 3 1475-155-/75
530 Nail Incomplete - 3 14-16C
549 Nail - 3 1475-1550/75
556 Nail - 3 1475-1550/75
557 Nails (3) - 3 1475-1550/75
562 Strip Curved strip looped over at one

end
- 3 1475-1550

570 Nails (5) - - -
602 Knife? Possible knife fragment with

only a short section of the blade
and the whittle tang surviving

- 3 1550-1625

602 Nails (2) - 3 1550-1625
607 Knife Scale tang knife with a copper

alloy shoulder plate and 2
copper alloy rivets through the
handle to secure the scales. The
blade back and tang run straight
the blade edge runs parallel to
the back before rising at the tip.

13C onwards 2 13-14C

609 Nail - 2 15-16C
626 Nails (3) - 2 13-16C
641 Nail Incomplete - 2 C1075-1225
643 Nails (5) - 3 1475-1550/75
645 Sheet Irregularly shaped fragment of

sheet
- 3 15-16C

648 Nail - 3 13-16C
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Lead objects (3)

The lead assemblage comprises 3 undiagnostic strips. 

Table A9.4: Oxford St Giles Classics Centre OXSGCC 05: Lead objects

Context No. SF.No. Object Description Date Phase Pottery date
331 Strip A twisted strip - 2 14-E16C
385 Strip - 2 1550-1625
549 45 Strip Rectangular strip - 3 1475-155-/75

Statement of Potential

The metalwork assemblage recovered from the archaeological investigations at the Classics
Centre comprises mostly nails, pins, lace tags and miscellaneous items of limited interest. The
majority of the finds were recovered from Phases 3 and 4 dating to the late medieval/post
medieval periods. The coins are useful dating evidence but most of the remaining identifiable
objects are only broadly dateable to the late medieval/post medieval period. The largest group
of finds in the assemblage are personal items although pins, lace tags and fasteners
predominate. The remaining items are buckles, buttons and mounts but these are all utilitarian
objects common in the late medieval and post medieval periods. Only the bar mount (SF 53)
with the dog tooth design on the upper surface is possibly of an earlier date. With the
exception of the nails there are very few structural items; only a hinge pivot and a U-shaped
staple. Domestic items comprise a vessel repair and the fragmentary remains of 3 knives. An
assemblage of similar size recovered from the adjacent Beaumont Palace site (Allen 2001, 57-
61) included a greater variety of personal, domestic and structural items and notable objects
associated with books and writing; such finds are absent from the Classics centre assemblage.

Recommendations for further work

• X-radiography of the complete assemblage to confirm identifications and because it is a
requirement of the receiving museum

• Catalogue the identifiable objects and a list for the archive of the remaining objects 
• Short paragraph on the assemblage with reference to the finds recovered from other sites

in Oxford
• Illustration of the bar mount
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APPENDIX 10 ANIMAL BONE

By Kristopher Poole

Introduction

The animal bones recovered during excavations comprised 2,235 refitted fragments, weighing
32,718g of which 1,134 (50.7%) were assessed. All of the material studied came from Phases
1-4, and was hand collected.

Methods

Material was identified using the reference collection of Oxford Archaeology, along with
relevant identification manuals (Schmid 1972; Cohen & Serjeantson 1996; Hillson 1996).
Attempts were made to identify all bone fragments to element and species, although ribs,
vertebrae (except atlas and axis) and skull fragments were classed as large-, medium-, and
small-sized mammal. Methods of Boessneck (1969) and Payne (1987) were used to
distinguish between sheep (Ovis) and goat (Capra). Bones were recorded using the zoning
systems of Serjeantson (1996) for mammals, Cohen and Serjeantson (1996) for birds.

Measurements were taken following von den Driesch (1976) for mammals, Cohen and
Serjeantson (1996) for birds, and was restricted to long bones from mature specimens. Where
possible, pigs were sexed on the basis of their canines (Schmid 1972), with morphological
traits of the pelvis and horn cores used to sex cattle and sheep/goat (Grigson 1982). Presence
or absence of tarsometatarsi cockspurs was used to differentiate male and female domestic
fowl (Sadler 1991), as was medullary bone in femora (Driver 1982).

Methods employed for ageing specimens were dental eruption/attrition and epiphyseal fusion.
Grant’s methods (1982) were used for recording tooth wear in cattle, sheep and pig, with wear
stages being assigned using standards set out by Halstead (1985) for cattle, Grant (1982) for
pigs, and Payne (1973,1987) for sheep. Fusion data was used to assign ages to cattle, sheep
and pigs using data given by Getty (1975). Horses were aged through tooth crown heights
(Levine 1982).

Butchery patterns were recorded in detail using the standards set out by Lauwerier (1988),
with burning and gnawing also recorded.

Results

Condition

Bone condition ranged from very good to poor, with the majority being good to fair (Table
A10.1).
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Table A10.1: Condition of animal bone, by Phase

Species represented

In total, 40% of the assemblage could be identified to species (Table A10.2). However,
Phases 2 and 3 provided the largest assemblages, with Phases 1 and 4 having only very small
numbers of fragments identifiable to species. In each phase the majority of bone comes from
domestic species, with cattle, sheep/goat, and to a lesser degree, pig, being the most frequent
animals. Domestic fowl is also well represented, as are duck and geese. Horse, dog and cat, all
domestic animals not eaten during this period, were also recovered. The only definitely wild
species are fallow deer, rabbit, hare, raven and cod family, all of which are present in small
numbers. The species represented, and their frequencies, are similar to other sites in Oxford,
including 54-55 St Thomas’ Street (Wilson 1996), the Hamel (Wilson & Bramwell 1980), 67-
69 St Thomas’ Street and 40-41 Park End Street (Poole, forthcoming). In the late
medieval/post-medieval periods, high status (especially at castle sites) in faunal assemblages
is generally indicated by a relatively diverse diet, with greater proportions of wild resources,
and higher proportions of pig, than exploited elsewhere (Albarella & Davis 1996; Sykes
2004). Accordingly, the species present seem indicative of relatively low status.

               Condition
Phase Total fragment number 1 2 3 4

1 53 1.9% 43.4% 54.7%  -
2 311 23.2% 41.2% 34.7% 1%
3 508 6.3% 59.3% 31.7% 2.8%
4 272 6.3% 15.4% 78.3%  -

Total 1144 10.7% 43.2% 44.7% 1.5%
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Table A10.2: Number of Identified Specimens (NISP), by Phase

Body part patterns

Cattle and sheep/goat are represented by all parts of the skeleton, although in Phase 3, cattle
foot bones are well represented, particularly in contrast to sheep, whilst most pig bones are
from the head and feet. These patterns may hint at differential treatment of carcasses,
depending on species and period, although taphonomic factors and recovery may account for
this. Further analysis would be required to see if these patterns are representative of the bone
as a whole before this could be stated with more certainty.

Ageing/sexing information

In Phase 2, there is insufficient dental ageing information, but cattle epiphyseal fusion data
indicates the presence of a substantial number of animals slaughtered before reaching skeletal
maturity, with only 17% of bones being at least 4 years before being killed (Table A10.3). In
contrast, the majority of sheep from this phase are adult, although 1 unfused tibia came from
an animal less than 20 months old at death. Pig bones were all from animals less than 15
months old. The pattern for Phase 3 cattle is rather different from the proceeding period,
however, with fusion evidence indicating greater numbers of cattle being maintained to
adulthood; 64% were still alive at 4 years (Table A10.4).

                    Phase
Species 1 2 3 4 Total
Cattle 6 59 96 8 169
Sheep/goat 5 33 94 3 135
Pig 3 16 23 11 53
Horse  - 5 2  - 7
Dog  - 1 1  - 2
Cat  - 1 2  - 3
Fallow deer  -  - 1  - 1
Rabbit  - 3 2 2 7
Hare  -  -  - 3 3
Domestic fowl 1 14 22 8 45
Goose 2 8 4 11 25
Duck  - 1  - 9 10
Raven 1  -  -  - 1
Rat  -  - 1  - 1
Cod family  -  - 3  - 3
Large mammal 14 85 139 30 268
Medium mammal 7 68 77 40 192
Small mammal  -  - 1  - 1
Bird  - 2 3  - 5
Unidentifiable 14 15 37 147 213
Total 53 311 508 272 1144
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Table A10.3: Cattle epiphyseal fusion in Phase 2

Table A10.4: Cattle epiphyseal fusion in Phase 3

However, dental ageing for Phase 3 sheep indicates that these animals were maintained to
adulthood, with one animal aged 2-3 years, four aged 3-4 years, and one aged 8-10 years. It
would seem that this reflects the general economy, with the needs for wool taking precedence
over sheep meat in both phases. However, there may be a shift in emphasis between Phases 2
and 3 from cattle being primarily used for meat and milk production in the earlier period, but
a shift towards older animals, for traction, in the later period. Alternatively, this may reflect
on the status of people living in the site vicinity, as in the late medieval and post-medieval
periods, reasonably high levels of younger animals within an assemblage can be indicative of
relatively high status, a pattern that conflicts somewhat with the suggestion given by species
representation.

Age at fusion Element F UF Total %F
7-15m Pelvis 1 2 3

Scapula 2 0 2
TOTAL 3 5 8 38%

15-24m Phalanx II 3 0 3
Phalanx I 8 0 8
TOTAL 11 0 11 100%

24-36m D. Metapodial 1 3 4
Calcaneus 0 2 2
TOTAL 1 5 6 17%

36-48m P. Femur 0 1 1
D. Radius 0 1 1
P. Humerus 1 1 2
P. Ulna 0 2 2
TOTAL 1 5 6 17%

Age at fusion Element F UF Total %F
7-15m Pelvis 1 0 1

Scapula 1 0 1
TOTAL 2 0 2 100%

15-24m Phalanx II 3 0 3
D. Humerus 0 2 2
Phalanx I 4 1 5
TOTAL 7 3 10 70%

24-36m D. Metapodial 5 2 7
Calcaneus 1 2 3
D. Tibia 0 1 1
TOTAL 6 5 11 54%

36-48m P. Femur 1 1 2
D. Radius 2 2 4
P. Humerus 1 1 2
P. Ulna 1 0 1
P. Tibia 2 0 2
TOTAL 7 4 11 64%
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Metrics

A number of measurements could also be taking, including the greatest lengths of bones,
enabling a number of withers heights to be calculated.

Potential

The condition of this material, and the reasonable percentage of identified species, means that
it has the potential to reveal much about the lifestyles and diets of people living in Oxford, as
well as the relative social and economic importance of different animal species. This could be
achieved through greater consideration of the body-part data and butchery patterns, and
comparison with contemporary urban sites. In particular, the different mortality patterns
between cattle and sheep may suggest use of cattle primarily for milk and meat in Phase 2,
with a shift to traction animals in Phase 3. Whilst sheep were maintained to much older ages
in both phases, and probably were more important for wool than meat. However, the sample
is relatively small and analysis of the remainder of the bone will indicate whether this is truly
reflective of the site as a whole. Preservation also means that butchery marks, gnawing and
other bone modifications, as well as pathological changes can potentially be observed, again
providing information on carcass treatment, disposal practices and animal husbandry.
Additionally, Oxford would have been part of a wider agricultural economy, and considering
age-at-death patterns and metrical data could inform about the links between town and
country. Information may be obtained on animal breeding, and the distance that resources
were being drawn from: a large variation in size may indicate resources were brought in from
a wide area (O’Connor 2003:84).

Consideration of all these factors will also help to inform about the social status of people
living in the immediate area. As noted above, some aspects of the assemblage are
contradictory in this respect, and recording the remainder of the assemblage, along with more
detailed analysis, will enable these patterns to be clarified and interpreted.

Recommendations

The remainder of the assemblage should be recorded in full, with the results added to the bone
studied from assessment. In addition, fish remains were recovered from the residues and
should be analysed and included.



Oxford Archaeology  Classics Centre, 65-67 St Giles, Oxford OXSGCC05
Post-Excavation Assessment and Updated Project Design

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. June 2006 57
X:\OXSGCC Classics Centre\post-ex assessment\report\Final report\OXSGCCPArep.doc

APPENDIX 11 CHARRED PLANT REMAINS

By Ruth Pelling

Introduction

As part of the excavations at the Classics Centre site, 65-67 St. Giles, Oxford, a series of
samples were taken for the extraction of charred plant remains. Samples were taken from
hearths, ash and burnt deposits, floors, pits, garden soil and a possible well. The majority of
samples were from Phase 2 or Phase 3 features, spot dated to the 13th to the 17th century.
Detailed context/phasing information was not available for each sample. Bulk samples of
deposit were processed by mechanical water floatation using a modified siraf type floation
machine. Flots were collected onto 250µm mesh sieves and allowed to air dry slowly. Sample
volume (of total deposit floated) ranged from 10 to 40 litres. A total of 15 samples were
submitted for an assessment of their charred plant remains including two flots for sample
<24> (context 643) which have been recorded separately but are discussed as a single sample.

Assessment Aims

The assessment of the charred plant remains was intended to identify the quantity and quality
of charred seeds chaff and charcoal and to establish the potential for further analysis. In
particular the assessment sought to identify the potential of the material to

• Identify evidence for the plant economy of the site particularly for cereals.
• Provide evidence for arable regimes represented by weed and crop remains.
• Identify local and non-local plant resources and cultivation.
• Provide information about the nature of domestic food preparation activities on the

site.
• Provide a comparison with contemporary sites regionally and nationally.

Assessment Methods

Flots were first put through a stack of sieves to break them into manageable fractions (0.5mm,
1mm and 2mm). Each fraction was scanned under a binocular microscope at x10 to x20
magnification. Any charred seeds or chaff noted were provisionally identified and an
approximation of their abundance made (+ = 1-10; ++ = 11 – 50; +++ = 51-100; 100+; 500+).
Abundance of charcoal was scored as present, common, frequent or abundant (+, ++, +++,
++++) and a note made as to whether the charcoal represented mixed taxa or was
predominantly Quercus sp. (oak). Assessment results were entered into an Excel Spreadsheet.
A summary of the results is shown in Table A11.1 below.

Assessment Results

Charred seeds or chaff were present in all but one sample. Sample <12>, taken from ash
deposit (354) produced frequent mixed charcoal but no seeds or chaff. Charcoal was present
in all samples except one taken from a hearth context (sample <11> context (299)) which
produced occasional grain and a possible Brassica sp. seed only. Charcoal tended to be mixed
with Quercus sp. (oak) dominating three samples (samples <14>, <15> and <17>).

Very large quantities of cereal grain were recorded in four samples, of which samples <14>,
<16> and <24> (contexts 445, 544 and 643) were from pits and sample <17> (context 570)
was from a burnt deposit. Large quantities of weed seeds were noted in samples <17> and
<24>. Two samples (samples <13>, a garden soil, and < 21>, a floor deposit) produced
smaller but still useful quantities of cereal grain (50-100 grain). The remaining samples
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produced small to moderate quantities of grain and weed seeds. Cereal chaff was very rare,
individual rachis nodes being noted in three samples (samples <14>, <16> and <24>). In all
samples the preservation of grain was generally poor, the grain being highly pitted, ‘tarry’ and
incomplete. Cereal species noted where free-threshing Triticum sp. (wheat), Hordeum vulgare
(barley), Avena sp. (oats) and Secale cereale (rye).

Non-cereal possible food plants were noted in six samples and included nut shell fragments of
Corylus avellana (hazel) and seeds of Vicia sativa (common vetch) and Brassica sp., (turnip,
cabbage etc) both of which may be cultivated although could represent weedy forms. Weed
species present include common arable weed flora species although more detailed
examination is necessary for firm identifications and to extend the species list.

In addition to the charred plant remains some mineralised seeds were present in three samples
(pit samples <14>, <24> and well sample <20>). Mineralised material is often associated with
sewage deposits in cess pits, although the quantities of remains were very limited suggested
re-deposited sewage type waste is more likely. The presence of fish bone and scale in several
samples does suggest the presence of kitchen waste which might also provide suitable
conditions for mineralization to occur. Non-charred seeds of Sambucus nigra (elder) present
in samples <15> (context 331) and <23> (context 385) may represent modern intrusive
material although the seeds of this plant are often recovered from medieval sites and may
simply have considerable longevity.

Recommendations

The range of plant species noted in the samples is superficially consistent with that recovered
from contemporary urban sites across the country. Detailed analysis will confirm and extend
the list of weed species present to develop a more detailed site specific flora and information
about local arable practices. The regional significance lies in the fact that this site adds to a
growing list of sites from within Oxford which have produced medieval plant remains, both
charred and waterlogged. Together they enable a detailed picture to be derived about food and
plant use in the town, both from within and outside the medieval walls. For example the
presence of large numbers of weed seeds in the samples may be related to cereal processing
activities on the edges of the town or could derive from hay or stable litter. It is therefore
recommended that the six samples with larger quantities of cereal grains are sorted in full in
order to provide a full quantified list of cereal grain and weed seeds. It is also recommended
that the small samples <11> and <20> are sorted to extend the list of possible cultivated
plants and to better understand the nature of the mineralised deposits: sample <11> produced
possible seeds to Brassica sp. and sample <20> includes some mineralised material. Particular
reference should be made to the contemporary sites within Oxford in the report. The charcoal
noted was generally mixed and is likely to represent mixed firewood although could include
structural timbers or other burnt worked wood. Some identification of the charcoal should
provide more detailed information about fuel use and wood resources. It is recommended that
the six samples with frequent or abundant charcoal rich samples are submitted to a charcoal
specialist for limited analysis after sorting for charred seeds and chaff.
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Table A11.1: Charred Plant Remains noted in the Assessment

Sample
Contex

t Feature Spot dates
Litre

s
Flot
Size

Preservatio
n Grain Chaff Weeds Other ID-other

Charcoa
l

ID-
Charcoal Notes

10 289    + poor +  +   + mixed  
11 299 Hearth  10 + poor +   + Brassica ?   
12 354 ash deposit 16th - 17thC 10 +++       +++ mixed  

13 324 garden soil  40 ++++ poor +++  ++ + Hazel ++++ mixed
Fish
bone/scale

14 445 pit fill
L13th-
14thC 40 +++ poor 100+ + ++ ++

Hazel,
Mineralize
d seeds +++ Quercus

Fish
bone/scale
, tooth

15 331
redeposited

natural 14-16th C 40 + poor ++  ++ +++ Elder + Quercus  

16 544 lower pit fill c1175-1250 20 ++++ poor - mod 500+ + ++   ++++ mixed
Fish
bone/scale

17 570 burnt deposit  20 +++ good 100+  100+ +
Pulses?
Hazel       +++ Quercus

Fish
bone/scale

18 648 hearth deposit 13th-16th C 10 ++ poor +     ++ mixed Fish bone
19 609 pit fill 15th-16th C 40 ++ poor ++   + Hazel ++ mixed  

20 359 well  40 ++ poor +  + +
Mineralize
d seeds + mixed Fish scale

21 660 floor  10 ++ poor +++     ++ mixed  

22 639 pit fill
L13th-
14thC 40 ++ poor +  +   ++ mixed  

23 385 pit fill c1500-1625 20 + poor ++   + Elder + mixed  

24/1 643 pit fill c1475-1575 40 ++++ poor +++  + +
Mineralize
d seeds + mixed

Fish
bone/scale

24/2 643 pit fill c1475-1575 40 +++ poor 100+ + +++ + Pulses? ++++ mixed Fish bone
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APPENDIX 12 SHELL

By Rose Grant

A total of 115 fragments of shell were recovered from the excavations at the Oxford Classics
Centre.
Table A12.1 below gives the quantification’s for each context. The material was recovered
from the fills of pits and cultivation soils from all phases. No further work is necessary.

Table A12.1

Context Sample No Fragment Count Weight (grams) Type
225 8 25 Oyster
261 2 13 Oyster
283 8 47 Oyster
301 6 80 Oyster
324 13 22 82 Oyster
324 13 7 4 Oyster
377 2 34 Oyster
390 6 61 Oyster
404 1 24 Oyster
405 1 20 Oyster
409 1 33 Oyster
446 14 3 14 Oyster
472 1 6 Oyster
487 2 21 Oyster
507 1 9 Oyster
513 6 54 Oyster
515 1 11 Oyster
526 6 119 Oyster
549 4 46 Oyster
564 4 8 Oyster
602 4 2 Mussel
607 1 3 Oyster
609 19 9 4
609 19 2 6 Oyster
643 24 7 20 Oyster



Reproduced from the Outdoor Leisure 1:25,000 scale by permission of the Ordnance 
Survey on behalf of The Controller of Her Majesty's Stationery Office
© Crown Copyright 1998. All rights reserved. Licence No. AL 100005569 Figure 1: Site location

Scale 1:25,000

Se
rv

er
go

:/o
au

pu
bs

1_
Ith

uQ
*O

X
SG

C
C

05
*O

X
SG

C
C

PA
*T

he
 C

la
ss

ic
 C

en
tre

, 6
5-

57
 S

t G
ile

s*
ea

s*
09

.0
2.

06

CARDIFF

LONDON

OXFORD

NORWICH

BIRMINGHAM

EXETER

52

05

04

51

06

07

53 54

N

Site location



Beaumont Street

Blackfria
rs College

Cast Gallery

St Giles

Ashmolean Museum

Area A

Area B

N

Figure 2: Site plan, showing all phased features 
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Figure 3: Site plan; Phases 1 and 2
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Figure 4: Site plan; Phases 3 and 4
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Figure 5: Detail from Loggan's plan of Oxford 1675
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Figure 6: Detail from 1st Edition OS map of Oxford 1876
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