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Chapter 1: Introduction
Chapter 1: Illustrations

Figure 1: Archaeological techniques used in pre-determination Field Evaluations in England between
1982 and 1999. (compiled from data in Darvill & Russell 2002).
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Figure 2: Performance scores for Field Evaluation techniques
(compiled from data in Hey & Lacey 2001).
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Chapter 1: Introduction

Figure 3: The modelled Decision Situation within the Decision Environment
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Figure 4: Decision Framework providing the structure of research
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Chapter 2: Decision Frameworks for Archaeological Field Evaluation

Chapter 2: Illustrations

Figure 5: Diagram of Archaeological Assessment process taken from Planning for the Past
(English Heritage 1995, Figure 1).
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Chapter 2: Decision Frameworks for Archaeological Field Evaluation

Figure 6: Expanded Model of Archaeological Assessment process
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Chapter 2: Decision Frameworks for Archaeological Field Evaluation

Figure 7: Process Model of Stage 1: Appraisal
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Chapter 2: Decision Frameworks for Archaeological Field Evaluation

Figure 8: Process Model of Stage 2: Desk Based Assessment
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Chapter 2: Decision Frameworks for Archaeological Field Evaluation

Figure 9: Process Model of Stage 3: Field Evaluation
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Chapter 3 — Decision Situation for DMP 12b

Chapter 3: Illustrations

Figure 11: A Model of the Scales of the Decision Situation of DMP 12b viewed from
the side

International
Scale

Figure 12 A Model of the Scales of the Decision Situation of DMP 12b viewed from
above

International Environment
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Chapter 3 — Decision Situation for DMP 12b

Figure 13: Model of the operation of the Decision Situation of DMP 12b

Figure 14: Shannon’s communication model (taken from Shannon 1949)
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Chapter 3: Decision Situation for DMP 12b

Figure 16: The Model of the scales of Archaeological Information viewed from the
side.

Other
Explanations

Figure 17: The Model of the scales of Archaeological Information viewed from
above

Other explanations of arch.
information
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Figure 20: Deposit Groups recorded from the Case Study Sample

deposit Groups ~ [Deposits Types

Surfaces

Scatter

Deposits

Chapter 4: Decision Strategy and Objectives for DMP 12b

Ditch

Unident feature

IGully
Trench

Scoop

Pit
Posthole
Tree bowl

Burial
Hearth
Well

Packed earih
Chalk

Track way

Working
Metalled
IRoad
Cobbled
Floor
Mortared

Muckspread
Burnt flint

Fired Clay spread
Artefact scatter
Burnt spread
Topsoil

Buried Soil

Ploughsoil
Kitchen garden soil

Colluvium
Dark earth

Deposit

Dumps

Natural

Occupation layer
Dump deposits
Foreshore deposits

Demolition debris
Levelling dump
Mining dump
Rampart dump
Pottery dump

Alluvium
Glacial Feature Fill

River gravels
Subsoil

Peat

Residual activity
Layer
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Figure 21: Feature Groups recorded from the Case Study Sample

Feature Type

Feature Group

Ditch Foundation Ditch
Enclosure Ditch
Driveway Ditch
Unidentified Ditch
Drainage Ditch
Ring Ditch (Barrow)
Boundary Ditch
Terminal Ditch
'Roadside Ditch
IRecut Ditch
Internal enclosure Ditch
Double Ditch alignment

Gully Unidentified Gully
Drainage Gully
Foundation Gully
Drip Ring Gully
Plough Furrow

*

——— —

'Unidentified Trench r
Drainage Trench

| Robber Trench
Foundation Trench

Trench

———— —

'Slot Beam Slot
Unidentified Slot

hgcoop ]Unidentified Scoop
'Pond
Depression

Cess Pit

| Ceremonial/Ritual Pit
Stone Lined Pit
Storage Pit
Industrial Pit
Burial Pit
Extraction Pit
Cooking Pit

Post Pit
Unidentified Pit
cremation Pit
Hearth Pit

Fire Pit

Water storage Pit

e ——

Pit Domestic Rubbish (Midden) Pit|

Unident Feature|Unidentified

— =l

Stakehole

| .
F’osthole [Posthole
-

1

e
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Feature GrOUp g

Feature Type

Surfaces

Yard Surface

External Surface
Working Surface
Floor Surface

Street Surface

Road Surface

Hard (River or quay)
Entrance Surface

Alleyway Surface

Walls

FBanks

Limestone Wall

Brick Wall
Sandstone Wall
Other types of stone Wall

Lynchet Banks
'Boundary Banks
Mound Banks
Barrow Banks
Bank

i

FOther

'River Channel

Building Foundation Raft
Culvert

‘Well

Kiln

Burnt Mound

Waterhole
Furnace

Hearth

Fireplace

Annexe enclosure
Quay Wall

\Causeway

Cut

Burnt clay pad

\Corn dryer

Watermill Race channel

Stream Revetment;
Moat

Shrine

timber palisade
Tree throw hole
Dam

Revetment
Timber box drain

Ceremonial horseshoe Enclosure

.

r

Linear

|Hollow way

Burial

| - ]Double inhumation _

Grave

Pennan ditched inhumation;

P/h struct inhumation
Ledged inhumation
|Simple inhumation
[Animal burial
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Chapter 4: Decision Strategy and Objectives for DMP 12b

Figure 22: Structure Groups recorded from the Case Study Sample

Boundary

Structure Group ~ |Structure Types

Posthole Fence-line
Land Division
'Boundary

Property Boundary
Stake alignment

Moat

Palisade

City Defensive ditches
Dam

City Defensive Wall

Building

Post-built Building
Post-built Hall
Sunken Featured

Building (SFB)

Villa

House

Roundhouse

Foundation

Timber Framed
Building

Floors and Surfaces

Cellar

Stairs

\[Fireplace

Brick Building

Stone Building

Foundation Raft

Wall Footings

Wall (Brick/Stone)

Hearth

Barn

Aisled Barn

Watermill

Latrine

Pits

[Pits

Well

Pit alignment
Domestic rubbish Pits
Water storage Pit

Industrial

e — — -q

—

—

1

Iron-working Structure
Working Surface

Kiln

Corn dryer

Smithy

Quarry Pits

Furnace

!
|

| Structure Group [Structure Types

Enclosure

Enclosure

Field Enclosure
Settlement Enclosure
Mortuary Enclosure
Annexe Enclosure
Entrance

Internal Enclosure

division

Ritual/Funerary

Burial

Double-ditched
Structure

Shrine

Cemetery

Burnt mound

Transport _

Hollow way

Track way

'Road

Street

\Droveway
Reclamation Hard
River Channel

Roadside Ditches

Causeway
Quay wall
Hard (river or quay)

Alleyway

'Other

-

Tree throw

Drainage Structures

Unknown Structure

Timber box Drain
Revetment
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Chapter S: Research Methodology

Chapter 5 : Illustrations

Figure 23: The geographic area of Southern England with shaded Counties selected
for Case Study Sample
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Chapter 5: Research Methodology

Figure 25: Broad classifications of Archaeological Periods in England in

chronological order.

~_Cultural Archaeological Period

~ Broad Date Range

[ Palacolithic 7500,000 BC to 10,000 BC

' Mesolithic | 10,000 BC to 4,500 BC
Neolithic 4,500 BC to 2,000 BC
Bronze Age 2,500 BC to 700 BC
Iron Age 800 BC to 43 AD
Roman 43 AD to 410 AD

| Earl-y Medieval (Saxon) ~ 1400 AD to 1066 AD

' Medieval S 1066 AD to 1500 AD

' Post-medieval | 1500 AD to 1800 AD
Modern | 1800 AD to present day
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Chapter 5: Research Methodology

Figure 26: Past Landscape Use Patterns 1.0: Natural or Managed Past Landscape
Uses (adapted from LUSAG 1993)

10 [ Natural or Managed Landscape Uses
Landscape Use Types Landscape Uses

1.1 - Managed Ornamental 1.1.1 - Deer park;
Land 1.1.2 - Park;
1.1.3 - Garden;

1.2.1 - Woodland;
1.2.2 - Shrub;
1.2.3 - Felled woodland;

1.2.4 - Cultivated forest;

1.2.5 - Woodland clearance;

1.2.6 - Nearby woodland clearance

1.3.1 - Rough grassland;
1.3.2 - Heathland;
1.3.3 - Upland grass moor;
1.3.4 - Bracken:

1.3.5 - Upland mosaic;
1.3.6 - Moor

1.3.7 - Uncultivated moor

1.4 - Water and Wetland 1.4.1 - Sea/estuary;,

1.4.2 - Standing water;

1.4.3 - Running water;

1.4.4 - Freshwater marsh;

1.4.5 - Salt marsh;

1.4.6 - Fishponds

1.4.7 - Floodplain

1.4.8 - Moat

1.4.9 - Stream revetment
1.4.10 - Well (water collection)
1.4.11 - Watermill race channel
| 1.5 - Rock and Coastal Land 1.5.1 - Inland rock;

1.5.2 - Coastal rocks and cliffs;

1.3 - Semi-natural Vegetation

1.5.3 - Intertidal sand and mud;
1.5.4 - Dunes;

1.6 — Agriculture 1.6.1- Field Crop;

1.6.2 - Horticulture;

1.6.3 - Fallow land;

1.6. 4 - Pasture;

1.6. § - Other cropland;

1.6.6 - Agricultural structures;
1.6.7 - Stock enclosures;

1.6.8 - Agricultural activity;

1.6.9 - Agricultural activity nearby;
1.6.10-~ Agricultural storage activity/structures;
1.6.11 - Field boundary

1.6.12 - Field system;

1.6.13 - Paddock;
1.6.14 - Orchard
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Chapter 5: Research Methodology

Figure 27: Past Landscape Use Patterns 2.0: Human Settlement Landscape Uses
(adapted from LUSAG 1993)

| |
20 | Human Settlement Landscape Uses
Landscape Use Types

2.1 - Single Dwelling 2.1.1 - Isolated domestic structure (domestic building with no
assoclated agric activity);

2.1.2 - Single farmstead (domestic buildings and agricultural
activity);

2.1.3 - Defended farmstead (defended domestic buildings and
agricultural activity);

2.1.4 - Domestic waste disposal

2.1.5 - Unknown Structures;

2.1.6 - Seasonal accommodation for transhumance:

2.2 - Aggregate Settlement | 2.2.1 - Farmsteads (less than 5 dwellings of domestic buildings and
agricultural activity);

2.2.2 - Aggregate villages (group of 5 or more farmsteads, a
collective agricultural settlement whose occupants engaged
in mixed economy but with no commercial, legal or
ecclesiastical functions);

2.2.3 - Villages (rural settlement with commercial, legal or
ecclesiastical functions);

2.2.4 - Market village (a rural settlement providing local centre of
produce distnbution);

2.2.5 - Town (a nucleated administrative settlement);

2.2.6 - Market town (A nucleated administrative settlement acting as
regional distribution centre);

2.2.7 - City,
2.2.8 - High status occupation site;

2.2.9 - High status country residence acting as land admin,
recreation, agriculture and craft centres;

2.2.10 - Palace;

2.2.11 - Subsidiary settlement;

2.2.12 -Civilian settlement associated with military site;

2.2.13 - Places of refuge 1in crisis;
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Chapter 5: Research Methodology

Figure 28: Past Landscape Use Patterns 3.0: Other Human Landscape Uses (adapted
from LUSAG 1993

Other Human Landscape Uses
Landscape Use Types

3.1 - Industrial and Commercial 3.1.1 - Domestic industry/activities;
3.1.2 « Commercial Industrial/activities;
3.1.3 - Commercial activities;

3.1.4 - Retail structures/activity;
3.1.5 - Commercial storage;
3.1.6 - Institutional storage;

3.1.7 — Industrial Waste disposal;

3.2.1 - Vacant land not previously developed;
3.2.2 - Derelict land;

3.2.3 - Urban land not previously developed;
3.2.4 - Break in occupation;

3.2.5 - Clearance;
3.2.6- No activity;

3.2 - Vacant

3.3 - Boundaries 3.3.1 - Land division boundaries;
3.3.2 - Property boundaries;
3.3.3 - Territorial boundaries;

3.4.1 - Activity;

3.4.2 - Low level activity;
3.4.3 - Very little activity;
3.4.4 - Assemblage;

3.4.5 - Colluvial layer build up
3.4.6 - Charcoal burning;

3.4.7 - Activity nearby;

3.4.8 - Dark earth layer;

3.4.9 - Burning;

3.5 - Ritual and Funerary

3.5.1 - Ritual deposition;
3.5.2 - Ritual activity;

3.5.3 - Ritual landscape;
3.5.4 - Ritual structures;
3.5.5 - Funerary deposition (crem + inhumation);

3.6 - Defence 3.6.1 - Linear defensive barrier;
3.6.2 - Earthen artillery defences;

3.6.3 - Fieldworks (temp. military structures);
3.6.4 - Settlement defences;

3.7.1 - Fortlet (temporary def base);
3.7.2 - Marching camp;

3.7.3 - Military installation (perm bases for mil unit);
3.7.4 - Military strongholds as offensive bases;

3.7.5 - Military strongholds as defensive bases;

3.7.6 - Military practice area;

3.8 - Minerals and Landfill 3.8.1 - Mineral workings and quarries;
3.8.2 - Landfill waste disposal,

3.9 - Transportation and Communication; | 3.9.1 - Roads;
3.9.2 - Public car parks;
3.9.3 - Railways;

3.9.4 - Airports;

3.9.5 - Docks;

3.9.6 - Coastal ports;
3.9.7 - Bridges;

3.9.8 - Canals;

3.9.9 - Trackways,
3.9.10 - Droveways;
3.9.11 - Signal station;
3.9.12 - Rivers
3.9.13 — Causeways

3.7 - Military
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Chapter S: Research Methodology

Figure 29: Example of a completed Case Study Site Data Recording Sheet
Site name: Sipson Lane
Geology

River Terrace of Taplow Gravels (formed in Pleistocene between Hoxnian and Ipswichian Interglacials
189,000 - 128,000BP

Topography
On Top of S facing River Valley Slope/Terrace/Dry Valley Floor

Flat gravel terrace on N side of Middle Thames Valley which slopes N-S in a series of broad flat
terraces. EX rep notes continuous agric land use (farmsteads on fertile alluvial deposits) with a
transitional period of ritual/funerary use from BA to R (8000yrs

Soils:

Silty sand called Langley Silt (Brickearth) of prob Late Devensian date (19,000-13,000BP) derived
from a combination of Aeolian and fluvial deposition. Report states that the high grade/high yield

status of the soils for market gardening had long been recognised and this area is recognised as the
A4/M4 Horticultural belt by planning authorities, Ex shows establishment of formalised landscape of

fields and enclosures, with arable and pasture in LBA to EIA.

Resources in each period
Hydrography and drainage of the area dominated by River Thames flowing from W to E approx 10km

to S. Site is also in middle of 2 S flowing principal tributaries, R Colne to W and R Crane to E.

Enviro Ev shows landscape covered in mixed oak deciduous woodland with presence of charred grain
in Neo, shows establishment of formalised landscape of fields and enclosures, wells and pits in LBA to
EIA and grain and chaff.

Environmental evidence for each period:

Enviro ev shows woodland landscape with sheep and domestic cattle bones in Neo, and establishment

of LBA-EIA formalised landscape of fields and enclosures, with herds of cattle and some sheep and
lots of horse.

Situation in each period ~
Consid number of L& M Palaeo axes and flakes from Lynch Hill gravels in this area; M Palaeo finds

recovered from base of Langley Silt Complex (brickearth); LNeo occupation of wooded landscape with
forest clearance for crops and grazing animals nearby; Construction of ritual enclosure on site; M Neo
causeway enclosure nearby; 3 Neo ring ditches nearby; L Neo Cursus nearby; 2 Neo poss settlements
to SW and 1 more to E; Formalised landscape of fields & encls in LBA - EIA with settlement site on
SE of site, EBA auroch burial and ¢cpmks nearby, EBA crem cem runs E from S end of Stanwell
Cursus, MBA-LBA settlement and ritual activity in area, incl LBA defd encl; Formation of LIA
enclosed settlement to NW of earlier BA settlement with trackway. Continuation of settlement activity
with defended enclosures and unenclosed settlements established in the area; Replacement if IA
farmstead settlement with enclosures in LRB when midden deposits spread over trackway; RB
roadside settlement alongside principal roads radiating from Londinium and rural settlement, R
settlement of the area dates to 1+2C, then break, then 3+4C; Prob on the fringes of area of dispersed
Sax unenclosed settlements; 2 Sax settlement centres nearby (SFB's and agric activity); 3 Late Sax
settlements nearby; Prosperous Med agricultural hinterland to W of London; Med continuation of 3
Late Sax seftlements as small nucleated villages alongside major roads to London; Continuation of
same settlement patterns through 16'®, 17', 18™ C’s, Area became subiect to Enclosure Act in 19 C.

Past L.andscape Use Patterns by period
Neolithic - Domestic waste disposal (2.1.4); Isolated domestic structure (2.1.1); Nearby Forest

Clearance (1.2.6);

Bronze Age - Funerary Deposition (Crem + Inhumation) (3.5.5); Funerary Structures (3.5.4);
Agricultural Activity (1.6.8); .
Iron Age - Funerary Deposition (Crem + Inhumation) (3.5.5); Single farmstead (2.1.2)

Roman - Single farmstead (2.1.2); Funerary Deposition (Crem + Inhumation) (3.5.5); Field system
(1.6.12); Domestic Industry/Activities (3.1.1); Mineral Workings and Quarries (3.8.1)

Late Roman - Isolated domestic structure (2.1.1); Land Division Boundaries (2.4.1);

Saxon - Derelict Land (3.2.2); Domestic waste disposal (2.1.4)

Medieval - Field system (1.6.12)
20'® Century - Agricultural Activity (1.6.8
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Chapter 5: Research Methodology

Figure 30: Example of a completed Case Study Field Evaluation intervention Data
Recording Sheet

Site name :
Sipson Lane, Greater London

Intervention: Field Evaluation Trenching
Ex rep says Eval was success in predicting date range and main areas of arch activity,
but was less success at ident presence of R midden deps or quarries although located
over them. TT 1s not effective for cut feats which are larger than trench dimensions
and can result in serious underestimate of quantity of arch present, esp when large
horizon spreads of material overlie structures or complex feats eg midden deps.

Eval was 97 TT of which 54 prod arch ev. 1.7% sample; All 20x1.7m, site is 19ha in
area; non targeted Standard Gnid array;

Periods identified: Period Score
Idd by Eval Interv Idd in Excav

Neolithic: Yes Yes 80% (4/5)

Bronze Age: Yes Yes

Iron Age: Yes Yes

Roman: Yes Yes

Saxon: No Yes

Features identified for each period
Neolithic — Pit; Posthole

Bronze Age — Posthole; Pit
Iron Age — Posthole; Pit; Unid Ditch; Crem Pit;
Roman - Pit; Unid Ditch; Field Encl Ditch;

Structures identified for each period
Neolithic — Pits; Post Built Building;

Bronze Age — Post Built Building; Pits
[ron Age — Post Built Building; Pits; Crem Burial
Roman — Pits; Ditched Field Enclosure;
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Figure 31: Example of a completed Case Study Excavation intervention Data
Recording Sheet |

Site name :
Sipson Lane, Greater London

Intervention: Post Determination Excavation
Ex report says “This 1s a good e.g. of a site which has been open area excavated. Note
Ex rep shows continuous settlement from Neo onwards, with the settlement and field
systems orientated N-S and E-W, but in LIA settlement and field systs are changed to
a NW-SE axis to be co-aligned with route of trackway which becomes formalised in
this period”.

Periods Identified:
Neolithic;

Bronze Age;

Iron Age ;

Roman;

Saxon;

Features identified for each period

Neolithic — Enclosure Ditch; Internal Enclosure Ditch; Pit; Unid Ditch

Bronze Age — Cremation Pit; Bound Ditch; Enclosure Ditch; Posthole; Ring Ditch;
Iron Age — Drip Ring Gully; Enclosure Ditch;

Roman — Crem Pit; Bunal; Quarry Pit; Working Surface; Pit; Posthole; Well; Midden;
Drip Ring Gully;

Late Roman — Enclosure Ditch; Midden;

Saxon — Pit

Structures identified for each period

Neolithic — Enclosure; Internal Enclosure; Pits;
Bronze Age — Burial; Land Div Boundary; Ditched Enclosure; Post Built Building;

Double Ditched Structure;

Iron Age — Roundhouse; Enclosure;;

Roman — Crem Burial; Burial; Quarry Pits; Working Surface; Pits; Post Built
Building; Wells; Middens; Roundhouse;

Late Roman — Enclosure; Midden;

Saxon — Pits.
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