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Majestic House,
Staines-upon-Thames,
Surrey
SUMMARY
Site Name:

Majestic House, Staines-upon-Thames

Location:

Staines-upon-Thames, Surrey

NGR:

TQ 0380 7175

Type:

Evaluation & Excavation

Date:

9th September – 11th October 2013

Location of archive:

Spelthorne Museum

Accession Number:

SMXSP:2013.220

Site Code:

MJH 13

A programme of archaeological investigation was undertaken by Cotswold Archaeology (CA)
in September and October 2013 at the request of CgMs Consulting on the site of Majestic
House, Staines-upon-Thames, Surrey. In compliance with an approved Written Scheme of
Investigation (CA 2013), eight evaluation trenches (Trenches 1-8) and two excavation areas
(9 and 10) were excavated within the proposed development area. The Site had previously
been the subject of a desk-based assessment by AOC Archaeology in 2000 and a
preliminary evaluation, also by AOC in 2006, which occurred prior to the demolition of
modern buildings situated at that time over most of the southern part of the Site.
Evidence recorded during the current fieldwork programme indicates that there was human
activity on the Site from the Mesolithic (10,000 – 4000 BC) onwards. Activity on site is
recorded through into the Neolithic/Bronze Age (4000 – 700 BC), as well as the Iron Age
(700 BC – AD 43), Roman (2nd – 4th centuries AD), medieval (12th – 15th centuries) and
post-medieval (16th – 19th centuries). The Site has clearly been attractive for human
occupation and activity because of the relatively resource-rich riverine environments near the
confluence of the Thames and Colne rivers as well as being located upon one of the ‘islands’
of higher ground within the landscape. One of the most significant finds was a barrow ringditch of Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age date, associated with a small number of pits and
postholes. Features of this date are rare in the Staines area, those of ritual significance even
rarer.
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Later activity is represented by drainage ditches and settlement respectively in the west and
east of the Site, for both the Roman and medieval periods. A single pit in the north-west of
the Site was the only evidence of Iron Age activity on the Site; this reflects the very poorly
represented Middle and Late Iron Age periods in Staines and its environs. Many of the
medieval field/drainage ditches in the north-west of the Site were maintained in the same
location and alignments through into the post-medieval period (17th – 19th centuries).
This document presents quantification and assessment of the evidence recovered from the
further evaluation and associated excavations. It considers the evidence collectively in its
local and regional context, and presents an updated project design for a programme of postexcavation analysis to bring the results to appropriate publication.
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1

INTRODUCTION

1.1

During September and October 2013 Cotswold Archaeology (CA), commissioned by
CgMs Consulting, undertook a combined archaeological evaluation and excavation
on the Site, (centred on NGR: TQ 0380 7175; Fig. 1). The work was undertaken in
accordance with a detailed Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) produced by (CA
2013) acting on the advice, and approved by, the Local Planning Authority (LPA)
archaeological advisor Gary Jackson (Surrey County Council). The fieldwork also
followed the Standard and Guidance for Archaeological Field Evaluation issued by
the Institute of Field Archaeologists (1999), and the Management of Archaeological
Projects II (English Heritage 1991). The fieldwork was monitored by Mr. Jackson for
the LPA and Paul Chadwick of Cgms on behalf of the landowner, including site
visits on 13th, 20th, 27th September, as well as 4th and 11th October 2013.
Location, topography and geology

1.2

The Site comprised approximately 0.72ha of open ground, formerly occupied by a
six-storey office building known as Majestic House, a number of retail units and other
buildings as well as areas of car parking. The Site is bounded to the north by a
number of business premises, to the east by Fairfield Avenue, to the south by
Staines High Street and to the west by Mill Mead. The present topography is
relatively flat, though it slopes gently down to the north and north-east, from
approximately 15.6m above Ordnance Datum (aOD) adjacent to the High Street, to
15.4m and 15m in the north-west and north-east corners respectively.

1.3

The underlying ‘solid’ geology of the area is London Clay, with a top surface at
approximately 6m aOD. Upon this base are a succession of gravel and alluvial
layers. The earlier layers were glacial in origin (e.g. outwash gravels); upper levels
resulted from the depositional effects of the River Thames. Superficial deposits
within the Site consist of Shepperton Gravel Member (BGS Online Viewer 2013).
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The topography of the Staines-upon-Thames area generally is formed by the Thames
and its tributaries. The River Colne joins the River Thames at Staines and its
tributaries border the north and west of the gravel terrace on which the town is built,
and with the Thames to the south form natural defensive boundaries. Sweeps Ditch,
a former watercourse on the northern boundary of the town, flowed into the Thames
2.2km to the south-west (Fig. 2).

1.5

From the work of Jones (2010), summarising the archaeological investigations of
Roman and medieval Staines-upon-Thames, it is clear that the town lies on a series
of five gravel islands, depicted as ‘former areas of higher ground’ (Fig. 3). The Site is
located on the north-western edge of one of the easternmost ‘islands’. These islands
represented attractive areas for settlement and farming, the evidence being outlined
in the next section.

2

ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND
Prehistoric (12,000 BC – AD 43)

2.1

Staines-upon-Thames lies adjacent to a crossing over the River Thames at its
confluence with the River Colne, representing an attractive location for early
settlement for all periods. Evidence from excavations has established that the present
town of Staines has been favoured for occupation through most of prehistory,
although this occupation was restricted to a series of gravel islands within the Colne
Delta (Crouch and Shanks 1984, 1).

2.2

The Colne Valley is known to be particularly rich in sites of Late Glacial and
Mesolithic date, including sites near Denham and Uxbridge 13km to the north,
including the nationally important Late Glacial/Mesolithic sites of Three-Ways-Wharf,
Uxbridge (Lewis 2012) and Church Lammas, Yeoveney Island, lying 1km to the north
(Jones 1997).

2.3

There are many signs of prehistoric activity within the vicinity of the Site, including
finds dating to the Neolithic, Bronze Age and Iron Age. Evidence of further prehistoric
occupation has also been identified on other areas of higher ground, or ‘islands’ (Figs
2 and 3). Excavations on ‘Binbury Island’ 480m west of the Site provided evidence of
Bronze Age and earlier occupation (Jones 2010, 12).
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Although survival of prehistoric habitation is rare due to later settlement and flood
damage, there is substantial evidence of prehistoric activity recorded at 90-104 High
Street, Staines, approximately 160m west of the Site. The archaeological evidence
from excavations of this site included a palaeochannel, a prehistoric burnt mound and
34 prehistoric flints and 30 sherds of Neolithic and Bronze Age types, which would
have been either residual or from flood deposits (Jones 2010, 9-11). Although these
residual finds are not in themselves significant, they are indicative of the potential of
Neolithic and Bronze Age remains in the area.

2.5

Very little archaeological evidence of prehistoric activity was recorded during the
earlier evaluation on the Site (AOC 2006, 15). A shallow ditch in Trench 3, and a
posthole in Trench 4 both contained two pieces of worked flint, although the posthole
also contained burnt flint fragments. Residual worked flint was recorded from a
Roman ditch in Trench 3. Four additional undated features were recorded from
Trench 4, including three possible pits and a possible posthole (AOC 2006; fig 3a).

Roman (AD 43 – c. AD 410)
2.6

Staines was an important town during the Roman period and is referred to in the
document known as the Antonine Itinerary, a c.3rd century AD document,

as

Pontibus, meaning ‘the bridges’ (Rivet and Smith 1979, 441). The Roman town
emerged quickly because of the merits of its location near a Thames river crossing as
well as being within an area of rich pasture and cultivated lands on the gravel
terraces.
2.7

The settlement was located near where a major Roman Road (believed to be under
the line of the current High Street) crossed the River Thames. This led to the rapid
development of a substantial community, especially given its proximity to Londinium
(London), only 20km away by road and only c. 56km downstream on the Thames
(Jones 2010, 14-15). Finds from Staines suggest that the town was established as a
Roman military post (Poulton 2003, 7) on the London to Silchester Road (Margary
1973, 85, 4a), however, evidence for this is not conclusive.
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Areas of Roman occupation in Staines are depicted on Fig. 3 and include ‘Town
Island’ and a potential Roman settlement and burials along London Road to the east.
The earliest buildings in the town lay at both ends of the ‘Town Island’ and were
constructed of timber, usually with prepared clay floors. A number of sites of this
period have been identified near to the Site. These include occupation deposits and
ditches of 2nd century AD date 150m to the west, a Roman bath and tesserae found
in 1880 at 101-103 High Street and structural remains identified approximately 180m
to the west of the Site, at 73-75 High Street.

2.9

The town seems to have thrived until the mid 2nd century when there was a general
recession, probably exacerbated by flooding spread across the south-east region of
England (Jones 2010, 29). There is little evidence for late Roman settlement in
Staines, indicating little growth, but the London to Silchester Roman road was
probably maintained (Jones 2010, 30).

2.10

Some evidence of Roman activity was recorded on the Site, during the earlier
evaluation in the north-western corner (AOC 2006). The evidence comprised
drainage ditches, including later re-cuts, in trenches 3 and 7. Finds from the ditch fills
included Roman greyware pottery , and tegula roof tile fragments as well as residual
prehistoric worked flint (ibid, 12).

Anglo-Saxon/Early medieval (AD 410 - 1066)
2.11

Evidence for occupation in Staines from the 4th to 7th centuries is very hard to
interpret and the ‘Town Island’ has yielded only a few features and finds that belong
to this period. There is limited evidence for Anglo-Saxon activity within the vicinity of
the Site. Some Saxon pottery has been found residually in later, medieval contexts,
however a pit dating to the mid Saxon period (AD 650 - AD850) was identified at 7888 High Street, 150m to the west.

2.12

Survival of occupation in the early-medieval period is limited, however, there is
evidence in the early-medieval period of Staines’ emergence as a burh and a transfer
in the focus of settlement to ‘Binbury Island’, 500m west of the Site (Fig. 3)
Excavations on ‘Binbury Island’ provided confirmation of early-medieval occupation,
with pits, gullies and ditches (Jones 2010, 33). Early-medieval ‘Binbury’ appears to
have been in decline in the 12th century when the fortunes of ‘Town Island’ were
rising again (Jones 2010, 34), suggesting a shift in the focus of medieval settlement.
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In addition, an early-medieval execution site was discovered along London Road
which is a strong indicator that an important settlement with judicial functions existed
when the Wessex burh system was created. Both of these features are depicted on
Fig. 2 and demonstrate that Staines was a central place of some importance (Poulton
2003, 7).

2.14

There is no evidence of early-medieval remains within the Site and little evidence to
suggest early medieval settlement in the High Street area. There was little use of the
street frontage area during this period and most activity was concentrated along the
Thames frontage. The archaeological potential for early medieval remains on the Site
was considered low.

Medieval (1066 – 1539)
2.15

Staines is recorded in the Domesday Survey of 1086 as a settlement with 19 hides,
six mills and one weir. Archaeological evidence confirms that Staines had emerged
as a flourishing settlement by the late 12th century, and the decision to bridge the
Thames from the ‘Town Island’, approximately 550m south-west of the Site, during
the same period, created the conditions by which a new focus of settlement and
commerce that could be built over the earlier Roman town area (Jones 2010, 35).
Historic maps suggest a series of regular burgage plots on ‘Town Island’ either side
of the High Street, laid out during the foundation of the town (Jones 2010, 35).

2.16

By the mid 13th century ‘Town Island’ seems to have been occupied by a ‘ribbon
development’ of timber framed buildings with clay floors along both sides of the High
Street, very similar to that of the 2nd century. This development was followed by
settlement in the area outside the town to the east of the proposed development site
on the London Road ‘island’ (Fig. 3). Several excavated sites on the southern side of
‘Town Island’ revealed evidence of attempts to control flooding and reclaim marshy
land for settlement use. By the 13th century the area around Town Island was fully
reclaimed (Jones 2010, 36).

2.17

The main town declined in the 14th century and this settlement to the east was
abandoned and reverted to agricultural use until the 18th century (Poulton 2003, 10).
The town probably contracted to a core around the former bridgehead (Jones 2010,
36), 400m south-west of the proposed development site.
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There is good evidence of medieval occupation near to the Site, comprising structural
features including floors, hearths, flint foundations and beam slots, as well as wells
and pits dating from the 13th to the 15th centuries, at 73-75 and 78-88 High Street, to
the west of the development area. In addition, the earlier evaluation recorded
possible medieval activity on the Site, which consisted of an east/west boundary ditch
between Trenches 5 and 6, although this is based upon two pieces of possible
medieval ceramic building material (AOC 2006, 16) which may also be residual.

Post-medieval (1540 – 1800) and modern periods (1801 – present)
2.19

A revival of town life seems to have begun in the late 15th or early 16th centuries with
medieval street frontage being largely rebuilt during this period (Jones 2010, 35-36).

2.20

Ogilby called Staines ‘a well-built town’ in 1675 (VCH 1962). Church Street, which
contains a number of 17th and 18th-century houses and cottages, is almost all that
remains from the town as it was before 1828 (VCH 1962). There is cartographic
evidence that buildings existed upon the Site from the 16th century and excavations
at 73-75 and 78-88 High Street indicate major construction along the High Street in
the 16th and 17th centuries.

2.21

The present bridge over the Thames was designed by George Rennie and John
Rennie the younger, and was opened in 1832. In addition, Clarence Street, Bridge
Street, and the approaches were laid out following the Acts of 1828, 1829, and 1834
(VCH 1962).

2.22

The Staines to Windsor Branch railway was constructed in 1848, and lies
approximately 60m west of the Site. It was constructed through existing agricultural
land and over the Sweeps Ditch watercourse west of the Site, evident on the Tithe
Map of 1843 (CA 2011; Fig. 2). New industries began to be established in the next
few decades and the rest of the town began to grow. The linoleum factory, 300m
north-west of the Site was established in 1864 and the streets south of it were built up
soon after with small terraced houses which have now mostly been demolished.
Houses also began to spread along the London Road (VCH 1962).
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3

AIMS AND OBJECTIVES

3.1

The objectives of the excavation were laid out in the WSI produced by CA (2013) and
were as follows:

3.2

The objectives of the archaeological mitigation are to:


record the nature of the main stratigraphic units encountered



assess the overall presence, survival and potential of structural and industrial
remains



assess the overall presence, survival, condition, and potential of artefactual
and ecofactual remains.

3.3

The specific aims of the work are to:


record any evidence of past settlement or other land use



recover artefactual evidence to date any evidence of past settlement that
may be identified



sample and analyse environmental remains to create a better understanding
of past land use and economy.

4

METHODOLOGY

4.1

The evaluation comprised the excavation of eight trenches (Trenches 1-8) as shown
on Fig. 4. The trenches were located in previously inaccessible areas of the Site (in
2006) and varied in length from 50m (Trench 3), to 25m (Trenches 4, 7, 8), 20m
(Trench 2) and 10m (Trenches 5 and 6), however all were 1.8m wide, being set out
onto Ordnance Survey (OS) National Grid (NGR) co-ordinates using Leica GPS
survey equipment.

4.2

The initial detailed excavation (Trench 9) was located to further investigate a 1700
square metre area of relatively concentrated archaeological features of prehistoric
and Roman date in the north-west of the Site, recorded in the earlier evaluation
(AOC 2006).

4.3

In addition, based upon the results of the recent evaluation Trench 4, the
archaeological advisor to the LPA requested that a 100 square metre detailed
excavation area to the immediate west of this trench (Trench 10) be investigated
under the excavation methodology (Fig. 4)
13
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Fieldwork commenced with the removal of topsoil, subsoil (Trenches 1, 2) and postmedieval/modern overburden from the evaluation trenches and excavation areas
after the breaking out and removal of modern concrete slabs and beams.

4.5

Within the agreement of the archaeological advisor to the LPA, where deep brick or
concrete structural remains were encountered, these could be left in-situ and the
areas between excavated to the appropriate depths for archaeological excavation
and recording. All deposits were removed by mechanical excavator with a toothless
grading bucket, under continuous archaeological supervision until natural geology or
archaeological deposits/features were observed, whichever was encountered first.

4.6

For the evaluation trenches, sample excavation of archaeological deposits was
limited and minimally intrusive, but sufficient to achieve the project objectives. For
the excavation areas (Trenches 9 and 10) hand-cleaning of the stripped surface
was undertaken where necessary, to better define identified archaeological
deposits/features. All archaeological features were recorded in plan using Leica
GPS survey equipment.

4.7

Examination of features would concentrate on recovering the plan and any structural
sequences. Particular emphasis was placed upon retrieving a stratigraphic sequence
and upon obtaining details of the phasing of the Site. Priority would be attached to
features which yield sealed assemblages which can be related to the chronological
sequence of the Site.

4.8

All features were planned and recorded in accordance with CA Technical Manual 1:
Excavation Recording Manual (CA 1996). Deposits were assessed for their
environmental potential and sampled appropriately in accordance with CA Technical
Manual 2: The taking of samples for palaeoenvironmental and palaeoeconomic
analysis from archaeological sites (CA 2003). All artefacts recovered from the
excavation were retained in accordance with CA Technical Manual 3: Treatment of
finds immediately after excavation (CA 1995).

5.

RESULTS
Fieldwork summary (Figures 4 - 7)

5.1

Archaeological features were identified in all excavated areas, with the exception of
Trenches 1, 5 and 6. Recorded features included drainage and settlement ditches,
pits, postholes, a well, tree-throw pits, post-medieval structures and the remains of a
possible barrow ring-ditch.
14
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Features were assigned to provisional periods based on spot dates available from
the recovered artefacts and on the spatial/stratigraphic relationships to features
containing dated artefacts. Some features remained undated.

5.3

This section provides an overview of the excavation and evaluation results; detailed
summaries of the recorded contexts, finds and environmental samples (biological
evidence) are to be found in Appendix A (Tables 1 – 8). Based on the criteria
discussed above, features were assigned to the following provisional periods: Period 1: Mesolithic (10,000 – 4000 BC)
 Period 2: Neolithic – Iron Age (4000 BC – AD 43)
 Period 3: Roman (AD 43 - 410)
 Period 4: Medieval (1066 – 1500 AD)
 Period 5: Post-medieval – Modern (1500+)

Natural Geology
5.4

The natural geology on the Site comprised a number of alluvial clays (silty and
sandy) that overlaid a natural gravel. The natural gravel was exposed at depth only
in the base of machine trial trenches within evaluation Trenches 6 and 8, as well as
in the base of some features in the west of the large excavation area (Trench 9).
The gravel was at c. 13m aOD but was slightly higher in Trench 9. The prevailing
natural alluvial deposit of the Site was characterised by a pale yellowish-brown silty
clay with abundant pale bluish-grey clay mottling and inclusions of small (<3mm)
?calcareous lumps. This was described in the earlier evaluation by AOC as
‘brickearth’ (AOC 2006).

5.5

Overall this ‘brickearth’ deposit laid across the whole Site, but was highest (c. 14.5 m
AOD) in a broad north/south ‘ridge’ across the central c. 80% of the Site (Fig. 4). To
either side of this, a greenish-grey sandy alluvium with prehistoric worked flint, was
recorded. The natural geology dipped gently down to c. 14.2m aOD in the east and
c.13.8m aOD in the north-west.

5.6

The alluvial sequences recorded across the Site, but particularly in the western and
eastern parts of the Site, indicate these lower, low-lying areas of ground were prone
to periods of flooding and alluviation. However, the truncation of a ring-ditch
recorded in Trench 9 would also strongly indicate processes of riverine erosion were
also possible (Fig. 7).
15
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In Trenches 4, 7 and the north-west of excavation area (Trench 9) the distinctive
greenish-grey sandy deposit of c. 0.3m thickness, directly overlaid the ‘clean’ natural
‘brickearth’, and was cut by Roman or later features. It also in-filled natural solution
hollows (witnessed in Trenches 4 and 10) and contained possible early prehistoric
(?Late Palaeolithic/Mesolithic) as well as later prehistoric (Neolithic/Bronze Age) flint.

5.8

Also lying above the ‘clean’ natural geology was a c. 0.3m thick of slightly darker
(‘dirty natural’) alluvium, recorded in Trenches 7 and 9, which contained 2nd – 4th
century Roman pottery, ceramic building material (cbm) and animal bone. This
deposit was also recorded in earlier evaluation trench 7 (AOC 2006, 12), which
contained Roman pottery and large fragments of tegula tile. This deposit was cut by
Medieval and later features in the current fieldwork. The finds assemblages from
these two alluvial deposits overlying the ‘brickearth’, in conjunction with the Site
stratigraphy, would suggest the western and eastern parts of the Site were
periodically flooded and alluviation occurred sometime in the prehistoric (Mesolithic
to Bronze Age) and Roman periods (2nd – 4th centuries AD).

Evaluation
5.9

All archaeological features cut the natural substrate at depths of c.0.95m to c. 1.5m
depending on the level of post-medieval truncation or structural intrusive features.
By far the greatest degree of detrimental impacts from post-medieval bricks
structures (cellars, basements) or modern concrete structures (piles, stantion bases,
foundations, beams) were recorded in the area including the west end of Trench 8
and the area of Trenches 5 and 6. This confirms the results of earlier evaluation
trenches 8 and 9 in the same area, which showed the greatest extent of modern
disturbance (AOC 2006; 13 - 14)

5.10

Because of this disturbance no archaeological features or deposits were recorded in
Trenches 5 and 6, and the west of Trench 8. No archaeological deposits or
features were present in Trench 1 also. Post-medieval/modern pit, 806, was the
only feature in the west of Trench 8. Although Trenches 3 and 7 had been heavily
impacted upon by relatively dense areas of brick and concrete intrusions, isolated of
archaeological features did survive in places
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Period 1: - Mesolithic (10,000 – 4000 BC)
5.11

The only evidence of activity for these periods is represented by residual worked flint
artefacts from deposits and later features. The greenish-grey alluvium (406) which
filled solution hollow 405 in Trench 4 (Fig. 6), contained worked flint possibly of
these periods, although it also contained ironworking slag in small quantities, which
might suggest a Roman or medieval date for the feature. Other worked flint artefacts
of this possible date range were recovered from a number of features in the
northeast of Trench 9 excavation area, including post-pit 906 and pits 1285, 1166.
These features also contained a relatively large assemblage of flint débitage of
Neolithic/Bronze Age date.
Period 2: Neolithic – Iron Age (4000 BC – AD 43)

5.12

The evidence for this period of activity is more widespread on the Site, usually
represented by residual artefacts of worked flint and pottery in later Roman,
medieval and post-medieval date. However, correlating with the earlier evaluation,
features of later prehistoric date were concentrated in the large excavation area
(Trench 9) in the north-west of the Site (Fig. 5).

5.13

The most significant feature of the later prehistoric period is a large barrow ringditch (1312) in the south-west of the excavation area, of which c. 40% of the eastern
part of the monument was available for investigation. The extrapolated diameter of
the ring-ditch was c. 21m, and comprised a c. 1.6m wide and 0.35m deep, with
moderate to steep, concave sides and a flat base. The ditch was truncated to the
north by a sinuous Roman drainage ditch, but at this point a possible terminal
remnant of the ring-ditch was recorded. To the south, the ring-ditch had been
truncated by medieval quarry pitting, 1082. To the south-west the ring-ditch was
recorded continuing beyond the western Site boundary.

5.14

The fills sequence was consistent along the ring-ditch and comprised primary fills
from the initial erosion of the natural geology of the ditch sides. This deposit was
consistently recorded deposited along the ‘outer’ edge of the ditch. The
secondary/tertiary fills, which included most of the finds assemblage from the ditch,
contained Iron Age and Roman pottery indicating that the ring-ditch was an extant
earthwork feature in the landscape during these periods.
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5.15

The finds from the ring-ditch also included grog-tempered Early to Middle Bronze
Age pottery as well as a small assemblage of worked flint débitage, including a
transverse arrowhead (Ra. 8) and two scrapers (Ra. 13, 14). Overall, the finds
assemblage from the ring-ditch would suggest a Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age
construction date. A small piece of charred wood (soil sample 6) was recorded at the
interface of the primary and later ring-ditch fills which may be suitable for
radiocarbon dating of the monument. However, the presence of some Iron Age and
Roman pottery from the later ring-ditch fills might suggest this charcoal sample could
be of similar date.

5.16

The only possible contemporary features ‘within’ the ring-ditch were two similarlysized but undated pits (967, 997) in the southern extent of the monument. Both pits
were circular and of c.0.8m diameter and 0.3 – 0.4m depth with steep, concave
sides and shallow, concave bases with single fills (968, 998 respectively). The only
finds from either pit were a few fragments of bone from 997.

5.17

Other features of this date occur on the relatively higher ground in the northeast of
the excavation area, and comprise a number of discrete features, including pits (960,
989, 1164, 1166, 1285) and postholes (906, 1070, 1232, 1298) containing a
relatively large assemblage of worked flint débitage and some burnt flint and animal
bone. A number of diagnostic Mesolithic as well as Neolithic types were present in
the lithic assemblage from features in this area. It is difficult to interpret these
features further, though pits 1164/ 1166 and undated, sterile pits 960 and 989 may
have been clay quarry pits. Pit 1166 was >1.34m long, 1.17m wide and 0.19m deep
yet contained the largest assemblage of flint débitage (57 pieces) including refitting
flakes with a core (Ra. 15). This also contained small quantities of small
hammerscale fragments but these are most probably intrusive. The features in the
area had all been subject to root disturbance of some level, as supported by the
presence of nearby tree throws (Fig. 5).

5.18

The postholes/post-pits were up to 0.8m diameter and 0.55m deep i.e. 906, which
had a well-defined post-pipe of 0.2m diameter (907) which contained 41 pieces of
worked flint and a few pieces of burnt flint. The patterning of the postholes within the
excavation area do not make a coherent structural pattern although they are clearly
indicative

of

post-built

structures

of

Neolithic/Bronze

contemporary with the use of the ring-ditch monument.
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These pit and posthole features are very similar to prehistoric post-pit 4/006 and pit
4/008 recorded in the earlier evaluation trench (AOC 2006; 9-10), at the same
location as the present evidence.

5.20

Only four features of Iron Age date were recorded from the whole Site, all within
Trench 9 excavation area. Pit 1101 in the south-west of the area was >0.7m long,
1.2m wide and 0.37m deep, with steep, concave sides. The fills contained relatively
common animal bone, pottery, oyster shell, worked flint (including a core) and burnt
flint. The pit was truncated by post-medieval ditch 1317. Ditch 1281 contained similar
pottery and was truncated by Roman ditch 1323. Lastly, ditches 1319 and 1332,
which contain similar pottery, are truncated by ditch 1324 which in turn is truncated
by medieval ditch 1320.

5.21

Although only a small number of features are probably Iron Age, residual potsherds
of this date were recorded from later features across the whole Site, including
Roman ditches in the south-west of Trench 9 (1327), Roman pit 308, in Trench 3 as
well as medieval pit 712 in Trench 7. Most significantly, Iron Age flint and grog
tempered pottery was recorded from the later fills of the ring-ditch 1312 (921, 1088),
illustrating that the monument was still an extant earthwork feature at this date.
Period 3: Roman (AD 43 – 410 AD)

5.22

Features of this period were recorded in the earlier evaluation only in the north-west
of the Site (AOC 2006; trenches 1, 3, 7). However, residual Roman material was
recorded from later medieval and post-medieval features, as well as the ‘dirty’
alluvium overlying the ‘clean’ natural geology, in the area of the current large
excavation (Trench 9). During the current fieldwork, Roman features were mainly
recorded in the south-east (Trenches 3 and 10), south (Trench 7) and the northwest (Trench 9) of the Site, though a north/south field/drainage ditch was recorded
in the north-east of the Site (Trench 2).

5.23

In Trench 10 the Roman archaeology was recorded in the south of the excavation
area and is contemporary with a number of inter-cutting pits (308, 335, 337), and a
ditch (333) in the south-east of Trench 3. Two of the pits from Trench 3 (308, 335)
and the latest, largest ditch in Trench 10 (1474), all contained large assemblages of
2nd century AD (or possibly later) Roman pottery.
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Pit 308 also contained a finds assemblage indicative of domestic/settlement activity
in the vicinity, including fired clay, glass, tegula and imbrex fragments as well as a
spindlewhorl made on a potsherd (RA 1). A small quantity of Roman material was
also recorded from pit 707 and later ditch 719, in Trench 7, adjacent to the
presumed Roman road under the present High Street.

5.25

The features in Trench 10 comprised a number of ditches (Groups 1474, 1475, and
1476), a pit (1433) and a posthole (1439). The large curvilinear ditch (1476) was
2.2m wide and 1.0m deep with steep, concave sides and a moderate, concave base.
The ditch fills were distinctively dark, originally organic-rich, dump deposits (1408,
1409, 1410) which contained a large assemblage of large 2nd century pottery
sherds, animal bone, fired clay, iron nails, as well as Roman brick and tile fragments.
The ditch fills’ characteristics and finds assemblage suggest the dumping of
domestic and possibly building waste from settlement activity nearby, possibly
Pontibus? The scale of this curvilinear ditch, along with its finds assemblage might
suggest a settlement boundary function rather than just for drainage. It could not be
seen continuing in Trench 3 to the west but may have been heavily
impacted/truncated by common modern structural intrusions at this point.

5.26

The larger excavation area (Trench 9) includes a number of Roman drainage
ditches in the western part of this area (Groups 1315, 1321, 1323, 1338,
1326/1327), a number of which physically cut the ring-ditch 1312. The stratigraphic
sequence and spatial layout of the ditches, which are undoubtedly land drainage
ditches, suggests a number of phases of ditch construction. Although the
chronological resolution of the Roman pottery assemblage from this area does not
allow closer dating, the morphology and stratigraphic sequence of the ditches would
suggest at least three phases of ditch construction; the irregular, slightly sinuous
ditch 1315 being superseded with at least two phases of more regular ditches
(1326/1327 and 1204/1323).
Period 4: Medieval (1066 – 1539)

5.27

Features of this period of activity were recorded in the east (Trench 10), south
(Trench 7) and north-west of the Site (Trench 9) although a possible east/west
aligned drainage ditch was also recorded in the northeast of the Site during the
earlier evaluation (AOC 2006; trenches 5, 6).
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5.28

The finds assemblage as well as stratigraphic position of recorded features indicate
medieval settlement activity and land drainage in the 12th – 15th centuries.

5.29

In Trenches 4 and 10 (Figure 6), a rectilinear, possible property boundary ditch
(1473) contained a relatively large assemblage of 12th – 14th century pottery,
including the greater part of a complete vessel, suggesting settlement activity in the
vicinity. The ditch also contained residual Roman pottery and cbm.

5.30

A large, deep well (1405) with thick primary fills of gleyed waterlogged deposits was
recorded to the immediate south-west of the rectilinear boundary ditch (1473). The
well was 1.87m diameter and >1.3m deep with inwardly collapsed, near-vertical
sides. The well had been impacted upon by the construction of 19th century bricklined soak away 1420. It contained residual Roman pottery and medieval (12th –
15th century) pottery. A well-preserved, in-situ waterlogged wooden stake (Ra. 18)
was recorded on the outer interface of the gleyed primary fills 1406/1411. In
conjunction with a sloping vertical interface indicative of the removal of a standing
structure supporting the pit sides, the evidence would suggest that the stake
represents the remains of a wooden revetment ‘box’ at the base of the feature. The
well is probably associated with the medieval rectilinear property boundary ditch
1473 nearby. These results suggests medieval settlement activity on the Site, some
quite a distance from the High Street frontage area.

5.31

In the area adjacent to the High Street, a small sequence of two inter-cutting ditches
(710 and 715) and a pit (712) of 13th – 14th century were recorded in Trench 7
(Figure 4).

5.32

The greatest concentration of medieval features was recorded in the large
excavation area (Trench 9). The medieval activity in this area comprised two to
three phases of mostly agricultural drainage ditches in

a relatively rectilinear

patterning, being generally north/south and east/west aligned. Roman ditch 1315
contained medieval pottery in its uppermost fills, suggesting this was still extant in
the landscape in the 13th century.
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In most cases the medieval ditched boundaries remained ‘fossilized’ in the
landscape (1318, 1330), and were re-cut on the same or closely parallel alignments
in the 17th – 18th century onwards. By far the longest lived boundary on the Site
would seem to be north/south ditch 1331, of which only c. 5m remained. The ditch
was 0.7m wide and 0.36m deep, contained 12th – 14th century pottery and residual
worked flint. This was replaced by 17th – 19th century ditch 1329.

5.34

The other medieval activity recorded in this area comprised large areas of clay
quarry pitting, mainly in the southern part of the trench. The pits were characterised
by discrete sub-rectangular pits, but also large areas (c. 4.6m in extent) of shallow
inter-cutting pits. These quarry pits contained 12th – 15th century and residual
Roman pottery, cbm, shell, and worked flint.

5.35

Near the centre of the excavation area a discrete, large sub-rectangular quarry pit
(1060/1078) was recorded, which was 3.85m long, 1.2m wide and 0.67m deep. The
fills (1061 – 1065, 1081, 1110) contained residual Neolithic/Bronze Age worked flint
and burnt flint, Roman pottery, cbm, shell and Roman/medieval iron working slag.
Post-medieval – modern (1500 – 1800+)

5.36

The Site had been heavily effected by post-medieval brick structures (cellars,
basements) and modern concrete structural remains (piles, beams, station bases),
much of it in the southern extent of the Site, where 20th century structures had been
recently demolished (Fig. 4). By far the greatest impact on any potential
archaeological deposits or features was in the area comprising the west of Trench 8
as well as the area of Trenches 5 and 6. This supported the results from the earlier
evaluation trenches 8 and 9 (AOC 2006; 13 – 14) which shows that this area has
been subject to intensive structural intrusions with disturbance extending 2.6 – 2.8m
in depth.

5.37

Within Trenches 7, 9 and 10, 19th century, relatively well-preserved brick well
structures were recorded, the groundwater being currently at c.12.6m aOD. These
features had truncated archaeological features in these areas. In Trench 9 a number
of brick wells and drainage culverts running into soak aways, were recorded all over
the area, but particularly in the southern extent, where they had impacted
significantly on the southern part of the ring-ditch, as well as Roman ditches and
medieval quarry pits.
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These brick structures were undoubtedly associated with 19th century domestic
structures fronting Mill Mead to the west and known from early mapping of the Site.
A double horse burial pit (1196) of 17th – 18th century date was recorded to the
immediate east of large boundary ditch Group 1320, and had been cut by one of a
number of sub-square post-medieval postholes running along the east side of the
ditch 1320. The horse burial pit was most probably excavated adjacent to an earlier
ditched or fenced boundary.

5.39

Boundary ditch 1320 in Trench 9, which replaced 12th – 14th century ditch 1331,
was 2.85m wide and >0.45m deep with near-vertical flat sides and a flat base. The
later ditch also cut a post-medieval quarry pit 1041. Although the later ditch is dated
to the 18th – 19th centuries, the location of the 17th century double horse burial pit
1196, would suggest ditch 1320 may have been constructed in the 17th century or
maybe earlier. When ditch 1320 was in-filled, probably deliberately, a brick boundary
wall of late 19th/early 20th century was built on the earlier ditch.

Unphased features
5.40

A small number of undated features were recorded in most of the trenches, many
being bioturbation features (tree throws) or silty in-filling of natural solution hollows
within the underlying ‘clean’ natural geology (Trenches 4 and 10). Some of the
smaller linear ditch/gully features in Trench 9 are relatively poorly dated though
stratigraphically pre-date medieval (e.g. 1324) and post-medieval (e.g. 1322)
ditches.

6.

FACTUAL DATA AND STATEMENTS OF POTENTIAL
Stratigraphic record: factual data

6.1

Following the completion of the fieldwork an ordered, indexed, and internally
consistent site archive was compiled in accordance with specifications presented in
the Management of Archaeological Projects (EH 1991). A database of all contextual
and artefactual evidence and a site matrix was also compiled and cross-referenced
to spot-dating. The fieldwork archive comprises the following records:
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6.2

Context Registers

18

Context Records
Trench Records
Drawing Registers
Site Drawings (1:10, 1:20)
Photographic Registers
Enviro Sample Registers
Enviro Sample Records
Digital photographs
Registered Artefact List
Matrices

538
13
6
89
14
1
11
512
1
2
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The survival and intelligibility of the Site stratigraphy was good with archaeological
remains having survived as negative features, although truncation had occurred
through erosion in the north-west of the excavation area in Trench 9 (Figure 7).
Despite extensive and deep brick/concrete structural intrusions in most of the
investigation areas (particularly Trenches 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8) archaeological
remains were recorded albeit often in truncated form across the development. Most
of the intrusions were localised, enabling archaeological features to survive between
them, and where safe to do so, were available for hand excavation and recording.
Because of the relatively good stratigraphic sequence available, most features have
been assigned a preliminary period based on context dates and/or spatial
association.
Stratigraphic record: statement of potential

6.3

Further study of the stratigraphy, in association with a possible refined artefact
dating sequence, may help to further clarify the chronological framework of the Site,
particularly for the Roman and medieval periods. The refined sequence will then
serve as the spatial and temporal framework within which other finds and
palaeoenvironmental evidence can be better understood.

Finds assemblage: factual data
6.4

All finds collected during the excavation and evaluation have been cleaned, marked,
quantified and catalogued by context (Table 1). All copper alloy and iron metalwork
will be x-rayed and stabilised where appropriate. All numbers in the finds texts below
parentheses [

] represent group numbers for ditch cuts.
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Worked flint
by Jacky Sommerville
Quantity
6.5

A total of 638 worked lithic pieces was recovered from 100 deposits (a further two
were recovered as unstratified finds), in addition to 107 pieces of burnt, unworked
flint totalling 889g. The majority of material was hand recovered, with 228 worked
items and 44 burnt, unworked pieces retrieved from bulk soil samples.

6.6

The artefacts were recorded according to broad artefact/débitage type and
catalogued directly onto a Microsoft Access database. Attributes recorded included
colour, cortex description, edge damage, condition (degree of rolling), cortication,
and butt and termination type. The knapping stage of débitage (i.e. primary,
secondary or tertiary) was also recorded unless breakage precluded this. Chips
(débitage <10 mm) were not recorded in detail: only their presence was recorded.
Condition/raw material

6.7

One hundred and fifty-nine (33%) of the total lithics were broken, 336 (69%) featured
edge damage and 176 (36%) had sustained a degree of rolling. Seventy-one (15%)
of the lithics were corticated to some degree. Fifty-four (9%) of the worked flint items
had also been burnt.

6.8

Raw material consisted of mostly reasonable to good quality flint. Almost half of the
flint (46%) featured a degree of brown, honey-coloured, greenish or orange staining,
but a significant amount of grey and black flint was also recorded. Only 17 items
(3%) were made on Bullhead flint, which is sourced in the Thames Basin and has
especially good flaking properties. It was particularly popular during the Late
Neolithic (Anderson-Whymark, pers. comm). The cortex, where present (recorded on
179 items), was mostly white, the remaining being cream, buff or grey in colour.
Cortex on 99 (55%) of the items was chalky, suggesting a primary (chalk) source
and on 80 (45%) it was abraded or ‘chattered’, indicating secondary sources such as
river gravels or beach pebbles.
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Provenance
6.9

A proportion of the assemblage was clearly redeposited, being recovered from Iron
Age, Romano-British, medieval and post-medieval dated features. However, several
otherwise undated feature deposits are notable for the quantity and condition of
lithics recovered, which are suggestive of in situ groups.

6.10

The post-pipe fill 907, of post-pit 906, produced a total of 52 worked flint items. This
included several dating to the Mesolithic (two microliths, one microburin and 11
bladelets) in addition to some pieces which may be Mesolithic or Neolithic (four
blades, three core rejuvenation flakes, a crested blade and several items with
evidence of soft hammer or indirect percussion). Of the worked flints in this context
(five of which were heavily burnt) 23 (44%) featured minimal edge damage and 29
(56%) were in fresh condition, factors consistent with an in situ deposit either of
Mesolithic date or one incorporating material of this period disturbed from an earlier
deposit. The microburin is a waste product of microlith manufacture, which provides
evidence of on-site tool production.

6.11

One of the upper fills of pit 1285 also appears to contain in situ lithics: a total of 16
pieces was recorded from this deposit including includes three bladelets and three
blades, with some pieces exhibiting evidence of soft hammer percussion and
platform preparation. All of the lithics in pit fill 1298 exhibit minimal edge damage or
none at all and all but one are in fresh condition. The technology suggests a
Mesolithic and/or Early Neolithic date.

6.12

Seventy-three (50%) of the chips recovered from soil sampling came from pit 1166
(fill 1167), providing evidence of on-site knapping. In addition to the chips, this fill
produced a further 214 worked flint items and 17 pieces of burnt flint. The worked
flint included 17 blades, 27 bladelets, a possible crested blade fragment and three
microliths. This is further evidence of Mesolithic and possible Early Neolithic activity
and no pottery was recovered from this fill. A quarter of these lithics displayed
minimal edge damage and/or were in fresh condition. The presence of a large
number of chips and the relatively good condition suggest that this is also relatively
in-situ material.
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Eleven fills from the ring-ditch produced a total of 52 pieces of worked flint (two
cores, one core fragment, one core rejuvenation flake, three bladelets, four blades,
26 flakes, one chip, three pieces of shatter, one chisel arrowhead, one end scraper,
two side scrapers, one retouched flake) and three pieces of unworked burnt flint. The
chisel arrowhead (Ra. 8), one side scraper and four of the flakes were made on
Bullhead flint, which constitutes 35% of the Bullhead flint recovered from the Site.
The condition of the lithics from the ring-ditch was noticeably different across the fills
of the different excavated segments. Flints from cuts 919, 934, 941 and 964
displayed moderate edge damage on 71% and no rolling on 52%; those from cuts
992, 1051 and 1086 featured moderate edge damage on 11% and no rolling on
78%. This suggests that the ring-ditch fills contain a mixture of undisturbed and
redeposited material. The dateable items recovered are bladelets (Mesolithic),
blades and core rejuvenation flake (Mesolithic or Early Neolithic) and the arrowhead
(Middle Neolithic): the arrowhead is from one of the less disturbed deposits. Overall
the lithics evidence from the ring ditch suggests a possible date in the Neolithic
period.
Range and variety

6.14

The breakdown of the assemblage is detailed in Table 2. Pieces with secondary
working amount to 30 items (6%). The majority of débitage amongst this material
cannot be dated more precisely than to the prehistoric period. However, some types
are period-specific, such as microliths, microburins and bladelets in the Mesolithic,
and blades, crested blades and core rejuvenation flakes in the Mesolithic or Early
Neolithic. Soft hammer percussion (identified on eight items of débitage) and
platform preparation (identified on nine pieces of débitage and one notched piece)
are technological aspects which also belong to the Mesolithic or Early Neolithic.

6.15

In addition to a residual broken pick from post-medieval pit 1186 (fill 1187) the
retouched items, detailed below, also indicate activity on the Site during the
Mesolithic (i.e. microliths) and Early Neolithic (i.e. arrowhead) periods. No dating can
be ascribed with certainty to the scrapers. However, the small residual, thin flake
blank used for the end scraper, from medieval quarry pit 1160 (fill 1064), suggests
that a Mesolithic date is most likely for this.
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The chisel arrowhead (Ra. 8) recovered from the ring-ditch (fill 935) is a Type D
transverse arrowhead according to Green’s classification, dating to the Middle
Neolithic (Green 1980, 101; 113-4). It was made on Bullhead flint and the dorsal face
had been retouched along both edges and invasively across the lower half. The
ventral was unretouched and there was a well-formed barb located on the right
dorsal.

6.17

Two microliths were recovered from post-pit 906 (post-pipe fill 907). One was
identified as belonging to Clark’s Group B (blunted straight down one edge) and
displayed fine, even backing along the whole of the left dorsal edge. Both ends had
broken off. The other belonged to Clark’s Group A2 (blunted obliquely down part of
one edge to form an arc). It had been retouched along the left dorsal edge and the
base was snapped (Clark 1934, 56).

6.18

Pit 1166 (fill 1167) also produced three microliths. One belonged to Clark’s Group A1
(blunted obliquely down part of one edge to form an angle). It featured fine, even,
vertical retouch along a portion of the left dorsal edge and the tip and base were
missing. Also identified was a Clark Group A microlith (blunted obliquely down part
of one edge). Most of the tip was missing, however, a portion of fine, steep retouch
remained along the left dorsal edge. The third microlith was identified as belonging
to Clark’s Group B, (blunted straight down one edge). The retouch was fine, even
and vertical but only extended along the top two-thirds of the left dorsal edge. This
microlith was complete (Clark 1934, 56).

6.19

A total of seven scrapers were recovered from six deposits, including two from ringditch fill 1088 (Ra. 13 and 14). Most feature fine, regular retouch but Ra. 14 from fill
1088 is less regular. The scraper from ditch fill 718 appears to be a nosed type. This
is an end-scraper with an indentation at both sides which features from the Upper
Palaeolithic to the Early Neolithic.

6.20

Two hundred and sixty-six items of débitage were classified according to knapping
stage: only five (2%) are primary, 155 (58%) are secondary and 106 (40%) are
tertiary. This indicates that the initial stages of knapping were undertaken elsewhere
(perhaps at the flint source). The moderate number of chips recovered from several
soil samples indicates that knapping did occur on the Site.
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Of the 228 worked flint items recovered from the soil samples from seven deposits,
147 were chips (removals <10 mm), equivalent to 93% of the chips recovered from
the Site. The presence of such microdébitage quantities is clearly suggestive of onsite knapping. The strongly evident bias in recovery towards soil sample groups
suggests that the number of chips is an underestimate of the true figure.
Pottery

6.22

Pottery amounting to 477 sherds (5.09kg) and including prehistoric, Roman,
medieval and later elements, was recorded. The majority of material was hand
recovered, with the remaining 61 sherds (299g) coming from bulk soil samples. For
purposes of assessment the assemblage was scanned by context, sorted by fabric
and quantified by sherd count, weight and rim EVEs. Pottery codings have been
created for the assessment, though a concordance is provided with local and
nationally-defined type series.

6.23

The pottery is described below according to period, with each section including
observations on condition, provenance and range/dating.
Prehistoric

6.24

A small prehistoric group, amounting to 32 sherds (144g) was recorded. The
condition of the group is poor, with most material exhibiting moderate or greater
surface loss. Fabric VES is characterised by voids to the surfaces and fracture
resulting from the leaching of mineral inclusions as the result of chemical
weathering. The high-levels of fragmentation and the weathering are reflected in a
low mean sherd weight of 4.6g.

6.25

The range of the prehistoric group is set out in Table 3. Two bodysherds (42g) in a
medium coarse grog-tempered fabric are tentatively assigned an Early or Middle
Bronze Age date. Neither sherd is decorated, and the suggested dating is based on
the fabric and characteristics of firing. Both sherds occurred from upper fill 921 of
ring-ditch 1312, in association with quantities of worked and (unworked) burnt flint. A
handmade vesicular fabric, represented as 11 sherds from ditch 950 [1319] (9
sherds), ring-ditch’s secondary fill 1086 [1312] and ditch 1110 [1332], is considered
to represent a calcareous/argillaceous-tempered type where the mineral inclusions
have leached out. All comprised unfeatured bodysherds and a broader later
prehistoric (probably Iron Age) date is favoured.
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Most common among the prehistoric group are flint-tempered types which are
reflective of a long-lived tradition in the region extending across the Neolithic and
Middle Bronze Age to Iron Age periods. There are few featured sherds among this
material; including a sherd with a pinched-out base ring from Iron Age ditch 1281
and a short, everted rim probably from a jar from Roman ditch 1156 [1327].

6.27

The form elements and characteristics such as the finer (well-crushed) inclusions
typical in the fabrics are consistent with Iron Age dating.

Roman
6.28

The Roman component is the largest of the period groups recovered, amounting to
292 sherds (2.90 kg) including 52 sherds (252g) recorded from soil samples. The
hand-recovered Roman group comes from 50 separate deposits, primarily ditch fills
(202 sherds/84%) or fills or pits (25 sherds/10%). A proportion (25 sherds or 10%) is
demonstrably residual, occurring with medieval or later pottery/other finds. In most
instances context group size is small, most commonly 10 sherds or fewer (46
deposits). Two larger context group from pit 308 (62 sherds) and ditch 1476 (58
sherds) make up over half of the assemblage.

6.29

The condition of the (hand-recovered) pottery is mixed, however smaller context
groups tend to exhibit moderate or heavy levels of abrasion. With the exception of
selected vessels from pit 308 (fill 309) and ditch 1476 (fill 1408), there are no vessels
preserving full or substantial depth of profile. The relatively high levels of
fragmentation overall are reflected in a relatively low mean sherd weight (11g).

6.30

Two objects (one unfinished) adapted from pottery sherds are present among the
Roman assemblage. A disc trimmed from a fine greyware sherd (Ra. 1) and with an
approximately central perforation was recorded from pit 308 (fill 309). It almost
certainly represents a spindlewhorl. The second item, from ditch 1476 (fill 1460),
occurs in a fine oxidised fabric. It consists of a sherd roughly trimmed to shape and
with a partial perforation bored from the inside face. It probably represents an
unfinished spindlewhorl.
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The assemblage range is shown in Table 3. Most common (approx. 70% of the total)
are reduced sandy types largely or entirely comprising products from the Alice
Holt/Farnham kilns, approximately 33km from Staines. More sparsely represented
are fine greywares, fine oxidised (buff or orange-firing,) wares and grog-tempered
types, the majority probably from relatively local sources. None among this material
can be positively identified as products from the Pre-Flavian/Flavian kilns known
from the area of Staines (Crouch and Shanks 1983).

6.32

Regionally-traded types are sparsely present in the Roman group. An orange-firing
colour-coated fabric with quartz sand roughcasting from pit 707 (fill 706), is
tentatively identified as of Colchester type and as such probably dates to the 2nd
century. Most of the ‘traded ware’ types, including Oxford products and Lower Nene
Valley colour-coated ware, belong to later Roman period (after c. AD 250). Among
this material (in Oxford white and red-slipped fabrics) are the two mortaria, identified.
Continental wares are represented as 4 sherds of samian, from Central and east
Gaulish sources.

6.33

A total of 40 rim or other featured sherds could be attributed to vessel form
groupings. The majority comprise jars of varying classes (1.62 EVES or 57%), the
remainder comprising dishes/bowls (.58 EVEs or 20%); flagons (.20 EVEs or 7%);
beakers (.18 EVEs or 6%) and mortaria (.18 EVEs or 6%).

6.34

The typically small context size and scarcities of traded ware and identifiable vessels
are all factors restricting the capacity of the assemblage for dating. Where closer
dating is possible for larger groups, earlier or ‘middle’ Roman dating, across the
2nd/3rd centuries is probable. A date in the first half of the 2nd century is suggested
for the largest group; based on a single central Gaulish samian sherd, a ring-necked
flagon (fabric OXCS) and an Alice Holt ‘Surrey bowl’.

6.35

The group from ditch 1407 [1476] includes fewer diagnostic fabrics/forms, however
the preponderance of jars based on Black-burnished ware cooking pots suggests
dating in the later 2nd or 3rd/4th centuries.

6.36

Evidence for later Roman activity appears to be present largely among the redeposited material and includes Oxford red-slip ware; from post-medieval ditch 1317
(fill 1240) and medieval well 1405 (fill 1412) and an Oxford whiteware mortarium of
Young’s (mid/late 3rd century-dated) form M17 from medieval ditch 1330 (fill 902)
(Young 1977).
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Medieval
6.37

The medieval group amounts to 112 sherds (1.6 kg), including 7 sherds (39g) from
soil samples. The majority among the hand-recovered group was recorded from
ditches (60 sherds or 57%) or pits (20 sherds/19%), with the remainder from tree
throw features. As with the Roman group, context group size is small and only three
deposits produced in excess of 10 sherds. The condition is typically good with
minimal surface loss and mean sherd weight relatively high at 15g.

6.38

The assemblage range is shown in Table 3. All comprised unglazed or glazed
fabrics most of which can be matched to types among larger and better-dated
assemblages from sites within Staines itself, and most of which with relatively local
origins.

6.39

An unglazed fabric characterised by quartz sand and sparse flint and chalk
inclusions (medQZCHFL) compares to types described by Jones from Staines and
common from groups of the later 12th/earlier 13th centuries (Jones 2010, 145–6). A
substantial portion of a jar (Ra. 2) with thickened everted rim was recorded in this
fabric is from ditch 408 [1473]. Reduced sandy coarsewares (types medBS/medGR)
equate to the ‘grey/brown sandy wares’ as described by Jones (2010, 147) and as
such probably date to the later 12th or 13th centuries. Featured sherds are all jars
with developed (thickened or in-turned) everted rims, in one instance from posthole
326 (fill 327) with fingertipping. Glazed (jug) sherds which occur in a similar reduced
sandy from ditch 710 (fill 709) may be of Camley Gardens type (ibid. 147) and are
thought unlikely to predate c. 1200.

6.40

The largest proportion of the assemblage comprises sandy whitewares of the wellknown ‘Surrey whiteware’/’Coarse Border ware’/Kingston type. The tradition is long
lived, becoming abundant on London assemblages from the mid-13th century and
continuing in one form or another into 15th or 16th centuries. With the exception of a
small number of glazed bodysherds sherds of uncertain form, the vessel forms
represented here are jars. Most commonly these feature developed everted rims,
with internal and external (hammerhead) thickening. A number of such vessels,
which probably date across the 13th and 14th centuries, feature sooting consistent
with use as cooking pots.
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Post-medieval/modern
6.41

A total of 41 sherds (481g) of post-medieval or later pottery was recorded. Almost all
comes from ditches, the largest group (15 sherds) from ditch 1009 [1313]. The
breakdown of types, shown in Table 3, indicates the bulk of material dates to the
later 16th to 18th centuries. The majority among this group probably comes from
local or London sources, with a Frechen stoneware sherd, the sole continental
import noted. The later group comprises mainly refined whitewares of the type
produced on an industrial scale from Staffordshire and other centres.

Ceramic Building Material
6.42

A total of 393 fragments of ceramic building material (CBM) was recorded, weighing
28.54kg. The bulk of the assemblage, some 144 fragments dates to the medieval
and post-medieval/modern periods. Of the rest, 136 fragments were Roman with the
remainder too fragmentary to assign dating with any certainty. The assemblage is
heavily fragmented, there being no pieces with measurable (length/width)
dimensions. Abrasion/surface weathering was a feature of much of the assemblage
and appeared to be particularly pronounced with the Roman material.

6.43

The CBM was recorded directly to an MS Access database. Quantification is by
fragment count/weight and with form/class recorded where possible. Systematic
recording of brick/tile fabric was not undertaken, though it is clear that Roman types
are hard-fired and tended to orange/brown colours, commonly with a grey core. The
Late medieval/post-medieval flat tiles tend to redder firing, the flat tiles with abundant
quartz sand ‘temper’ and the bricks with a more open fabric.
Roman

6.44

The Roman brick/tile amounts to 136 fragments (14kg). Of this group only 88
fragments (65%) was recorded from Roman-dated deposits, with the remainder redeposited in medieval and later features. The larger part of the group consists of
smaller fragments attributable to either ‘tile’ or brick classes, the latter identifiable as
thicker fragments (in excess of c. 35mm).

Among (19) fragments which were

attributable to class, all consist of roofing types: flanged tegula (11 fragments) and
curving imbrex (8 fragments). None of the fragments preserved stamps, signature or
other marks. One tegula fragment from ditch 1474 (fill 1450) features a lower
cutaway of Warry’s Group C (type 5), which is the most common grouping for the
London and southeast England region (Warry 2006, 23).
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Medieval/post-medieval
6.45

The larger part of the assemblage, 144 fragments weighing 9.93kg comprised brick
or tile fragments of post-Roman (later medieval or post-medieval/modern) type. The
majority (108 fragments) comprise unfeatured flat tile fragments, where identification
is based on thickness (typically 12-15mm for tile fragments) of characteristics of
fabric/firing. A small number of peg tile fragments were recorded from medieval ditch
1331 (fill 1048) and post-medieval ditches 1317 (fill 913) and 1313 (fill 1008), each
featuring round perforations for hanging.

6.46

The flat tile/peg tile fragments are dateable across the 14th to 18th or 19th centuries
and where other dating evidence is provided by pottery it is clear that most dates to
the post-medieval period. A single pan tile fragment, probably dating to the later 17th
to earlier 19th centuries) was recorded from post-medieval ditch 312 (fill 313).

6.47

Brick (19 fragments) is present primarily as small fragments. Wooden, mould-made
examples preserving width/height dimensions were recorded from medieval ditch
1317 (fill 913) (4” wide x 2.5” thick) and post-medieval ditch 1316 (fill 1109) (4.5”
wide x 2.25” thick). Based on their size, these examples are probably late medieval
or early post-medieval (c. 15th to earlier 17th centuries), with associated pottery
suggesting date for deposition in the 17th or 18th centuries.

Fired clay
6.48

A total of 32 fragments (332g) was recorded, with material coming from 15 deposits,
mainly ditch fills. The total includes small quantities (11 fragments weighing 8g)
retrieved from bulk soil sample residues. None of the recovered material exhibits
characteristics of form permitting dating, though associated material (pottery and
ceramic building material) suggests that the majority (272g) dates to the Roman
period.

6.49

The fired clay represents a small and fragmentary assemblage and systematic
recording of fabrics was not undertaken. Most would seem to occur in a soft
buff/orange brown fabric which is slightly sandy and lacks significant organic content.
Fragments from Roman ditches 1476 (fill 1410) and 1474 (fill 1427) were notable in
featuring flint and calcareous inclusions. The fired/burnt clay fragments are typically
amorphous or feature one smoothed face and one feature wattle or other
impressions. A particular function cannot be applied to any of the assemblage ,
though it can be expected that most derive from structures which might include
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ovens, kilns or furnaces. It is also possible that some fragments come from objects
such as loomweights.

Clay pipe
6.50

A total of 6 fragments of clay tobacco pipe was recorded coming from five deposits;
ditches 1317 (fill 913), 1313 (fill 1007), 1316 (fill 1115), horse-burial pit 1196 (fills
1211, 1212). All comprise stem fragments and as such are only broadly dateable in
the range c. AD 1600–1900.

Metalwork
6.51

A total of 32 metal objects were hand-recovered from the excavations, with a further
20 recorded from soil samples. Most comprise items of iron and there are single
objects of copper alloy and lead/lead alloy (Table 4). Iron items were characterised
by moderate to severe corrosion and with some items heavily fragmented.

6.52

The metal items were recovered from 15 separate deposits, mainly the fills of
ditches. Very few items were dateable to a particular period by form. The dating
provided by associated ceramics indicates that most items are Roman or medieval.
The assemblage is described below according to material.
Copper alloy

6.53

A single copper alloy sheet fragment was recorded from medieval ditch 1048 [1331].

Iron
6.54

Objects of iron amount to 50 items, of which 35 comprise nails or nail shaft/head
fragments. A small number of the nails were complete and measurements/other
details are given in Table 4. There appears to be little difference in morphology
among the nails from Roman and later dated deposits, though the group is far too
small for meaningful metrical analysis.

6.55

Iron items dateable by form are limited to a linch pin from Roman ditch 1476 (fill
1408) and a number of hobnails were recovered from the same deposit (soil sample
10). The hobnails are broadly dateable to the Roman period. The linchpin is of
Manning’s Type 2b (Manning 1985, 74), characterised by a spatulate-head with
turned-over loop. Linch pins, as this example with crescentic or spatulate heads
were a Roman introduction (ibid. 73–4). The loop was probably an attachment point
to secure the linch pin to the vehicle axle.
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A fragmentary object from later post-medieval ditch 1317 (fill 1111) may be part of a
staple or small ‘joiner’s dog’, for which there exist medieval parallels (Goodall 1980).
The remaining ironwork comprises mainly fragmentary or otherwise items which are
not closely definable.
Lead/Lead alloy

6.57

A single strip-like object of lead/lead alloy was recorded from post-medieval posthole
1228 (fill 1229). It is otherwise unfeatured and is not dateable by form.

Slag
6.58

Small quantities of metallurgical/’industrial’ residues were recorded, the majority
comprising ironworking slag.
Ironworking slag

6.59

Material weighing 597g was hand-recovered from Roman-dated deposits; pit 707
(fill 706), and ditch 1474 (fill 1427) as well as medieval quarry pit 1180. The majority
(588g) came from quarry pit 1180 (fill 1182). Further, very small quantities were
sorted from soil sample residues from Roman pit 308 (fill 309), solution hollow 405
(fill 406) and Roman ditch 1476 (fill 1408).

6.60

All consist of formless lumps which are moderately vesicular. Similar material can
result from either smithing or smelting processes and is usually referred to as
‘indeterminate ironworking slag’.
Microresidues (hammerscale)

6.61

Very small quantities of hammerscale were noted from soil samples 7 from quarry pit
1166 (fill 1167) which is obviously intrusive as this contained common worked
Neolithic/Bronze Age flint débitage also.

6.62

The largest group (c. 10 pieces) was recorded from Roman ditch 1476 (fill 1408). In
both examples the microresidues include spheroidal and flake hammerscale classes.
The presence of spheroidal hammerscale can be an indication of bloomery smithing
(the initial working/refining of the iron billet), although it can originate from secondary
smithing from high temperature processes such as fire welding.
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Other (‘clinker’)
6.63

Two fragments (32g) from post-medieval ditch 1313 (fill 1008) and horse-burial pit
1196 (fill 1212) occur of a lightweight grey/black material with open, vesicular
material often referred to as ‘clinker’. Such material, probably results from the
burning of coal for industrial use and as such most commonly arises in postmedieval or later contexts.

Glass
6.64

A total of 14 fragments (160g) of glass was recorded. The majority was hand
recovered, with small fragment (<1g) retrieved from soil sample 10 associated with
ditch 1476 (fill 1408). Two fragments of vessel glass could be dated to the Roman
period, with the remainder post-medieval or modern in date. The glass appears for
the most part to be in stable condition . An exception is a (post-medieval) fragment
from post-medieval posthole 1228 (fill 1229), the surfaces of which are laminating.

Roman
6.65

A small fragment (1g) in natural blue/green glass which features portions of two
narrow, vertical ribs was recorded from pit 308 (fill 309). It is almost certainly comes
from a ribbed (pillar-moulded) bowl, a form dateable to the mid/late 1st century AD.
A further small chip in a natural green-coloured glass was recorded from ditch 1476
(fill 1408 - soil sample 10).

6.66

The colour and thickness (c. 6mm) of this fragment suggests a Roman date and
possible derivation from a bottle/container of the kind common across the 1st to 3rd
centuries AD.
Post-medieval/modern

6.67

The majority of material in this category (10 fragments) consists of green-coloured
vessel glass of the kind typically used for the manufacture of wine/spirits bottles
across the later 17th to 19th centuries. No rim of base fragments suitable for
refinement of dating were present in the group, though constricted neck fragments
from a post-medieval ditch 1314 (fill 933) and an intrusive example from a medieval
quarry pit 1226 (fill 1277) help to confirm identification as bottles.
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A fragment from post-medieval posthole 1228 (fill 1229), also in a dark greencoloured glass, features a rolled over rim from a vessel with a diameter in excess of
300mm. It probably represents a gardener’s cloche of the kind in use in the 18th and
19th centuries. A fragment of clear window glass, 7mm thick and almost certainly
modern in date was recorded from horse burial pit 1196 (fill 1211).
Artefactual record: statements of potential

Worked flint
6.69

The worked flint assemblage from the Site has been fully recorded during the course
of this assessment. However, as elements of condition and composition suggest that
some of the lithics are in situ, including Mesolithic material, it is recommended that it
is subjected to fuller analysis and a report produced for publication. This may take
the form of a modified version of the report presented here, adapted to take account
of final Site phasing: however, this should also include catalogue descriptions of
selected artefacts and accompanying illustrations.

6.70

Contexts containing in situ lithics and no additional dating evidence (such as pottery)
should be considered for radiocarbon dating, if suitable materials have been
recovered.

6.71

Up to eight worked flint items should be illustrated to include the microliths,
arrowhead, the possible Mesolithic scraper from pit 1166 (fill 1064) and other
scrapers.

Pottery
6.72

The pottery assemblage is small and beyond its worth as dating evidence assisting
in the interpretation of the Site and its stratigraphy, is of limited significance.

6.73

Recording undertaken as part of this assessment is considered to be sufficient for
the purposes of the archive and no further analysis is proposed. Should a report be
required for publication, this might be adapted from the assessment presented here
and if necessary updated to include reference to Site phasing. No sufficiently large
or discrete pottery groups meriting illustration or vessels of intrinsic interest are
present in the assemblage and no illustration is needed.
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Ceramic Building Material
6.74

The ceramic building material represents a relatively small and generally poorlypreserved group, dating mainly to the Roman and post-medieval periods. In view of
its size, condition and a relatively high incidence of re-deposition, this material is
considered unsuitable for detailed study. The recording undertaken as part of this
assessment are sufficient for the purposes of the archive and further work is
unnecessary. The material is currently stored appropriately, by context in bags and
within archive-standard boxes. As a minimum it is recommended that featured
Roman tile fragments are retained together with peg tile and the measureable brick
fragments, with the remainder discarded if necessary.

Fired clay
6.75

The fired/burnt clay is of minimal archaeological significance and does not merit
further analysis. The records and reporting undertaken for the assessment are
sufficient for the purposes of the archive.

Clay pipe
6.76

The clay tobacco pipe fragments are of minimal archaeological significance and
merit no further analysis.

Metalwork
6.77

The metalwork represents a small group, which is restricted in its range and contains
few elements dateable by form. Further detailed analysis of which can add little to
our understanding of the Site. The records/reporting undertaken as part of this
assessment are sufficient for the purposes of the archive. Further analysis is
unnecessary, though should a report be required for publication, this may be
adapted from what is presented here.

6.78

The metalwork is currently stored appropriately in sealable plastic boxes and with
humidity controlled/monitored. Deterioration of the ironwork is however likely in the
longer term and in order to provide a permanent record of this material, and to clarify
the form of some items, the iron and copper alloy items should be x-rayed.
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Slag
6.79

The metallurgical residues recorded from Roman deposits suggest that some
ironworking was ongoing in the vicinity. The quantities are however small and
insufficient to determine the nature or scale of this activity. For such reasons the
Roman and later ‘industrial residues’ are considered as of minimal significance
meriting no further analysis.

Glass
6.80

The Roman pillar-moulded bowl fragment is of some interest as from a tableware
form which is relatively closely dateable. A catalogue description suitable for the
archive or publication could be adapted from the assessment report presented here
if required.

6.81

The remainder of the glass is of minimal significance and the record and reporting
prepared as part of the assessment are sufficient for the purposes of the archive.
The glass is stored in sealable bags by context and within boxes. The cloche
fragment from post-medieval posthole 1228 (fill 1229) is in a poor state of
preservation and may deteriorate further, however is of insufficient significance to
warrant conservation treatment.
Plant macrofossil and charcoal: factual data
by Sarah Cobain

Introduction
6.82

Eleven bulk soil samples and a waterlogged wooden stake were retrieved for plant
macrofossil, wood and charcoal assessment taken from prehistoric pits, a posthole
and a ring ditch, a Roman ditch and pits and medieval well and ditches. The aim of
this assessment is to determine the type, preservation and quantity of plant
macrofossil, wood and charcoal remains recovered and use this to assess the
potential of these remains to provide evidence of socio-economic activities being
undertaken on the Site (crop husbandry, diet, living conditions of communities,
exploitation of woodlands for fuel and construction, woodland management), and to
infer the composition of the local flora and woodlands.
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Methodology
6.83

The soil samples consisted of a mixture of waterlogged and dry deposits. Dry
samples were processed using standard flotation techniques (CA Technical Manual
No 2), the residues were then dried and sorted by eye. Waterlogged samples were
gently wet sieved through a stack of sieves (to 0.25mm) and waterlogged material
kept damp. The plant material was scanned and seeds identified using a low power
stereo-microscope (Brunel MX1) at magnifications of x10 to x40. Identifications were
carried out with reference to images and descriptions by Cappers et al. (2006),
Berggren (1981) and Anderberg (1994). Charcoal and wood was split on radial,
tangential and transverse planes and identified using an epi-illuminating microscope
(Brunel SP40) (x40-x400). Wood identifications were carried out with reference to
images and descriptions by Gale and Cutler (2000), Schoch et al. (2004) and
Wheeler et al. (1989). Nomenclature follows Stace (1997).

Results
6.84

The results are presented in tabular form (Tables 5, 6 ). SS refers to the Soil Sample
number.
Period 2: Neolithic – Iron Age

6.85

Post-pit 906 (SS 4) contained no plant macrofossil or identifiable charcoal material.
No further work is recommended. Ring-ditch 1086 [1312] (SS 6) contained no plant
macrofossil material, but did contain an abundant assemblage of moderately well
preserved charcoal. The charcoal was identified as oak (Quercus), with no evidence
of other species present. No further work is recommended.

Period 3: Roman
6.86

Pit 308 (SS 3) and fills 1408 (SS 10) and 1409 (SS 11) taken from ditch 1407 [1476]
contained similar plant macrofossil assemblages. The plant remains were low in
abundance, poorly preserved and identified as spelt and emmer/spelt wheat, oat and
barley cereal grains, spelt and emmer/spelt wheat glume bases. Herbaceous taxa
was present in pit 308 and consisted of goosefoot (Chenopodium), medick/clover
(Medicago/Trifolium), bromes, dock and cleavers (Galium) seeds which are
indicative of arable, disturbed and grassland environments. The paucity of this
material means no further work, other than a summary of these findings is
recommended. The charcoal from pit 308 was abundant but poorly preserved and
highly fragmented. Oak and alder/hazel (Alnus glutinosa/Corylus avellana)
fragments were identified but the poor preservation of the material inhibits the
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potential of any further work. Charcoal from ditch fills 1408 and 1409 was abundant
and moderately well preserved but was highly fragmented. Oak and alder/hazel
fragments were identified. The highly fragmented nature of the charcoal from these
features would limit the value of any further work.
6.87

Deposit 1255 (SS 8) taken from pit 1251 (which was cut by ditch 1323) was
waterlogged in nature and contained a small assemblage of well-preserved plant
macrofossils including thistle (Cirsium/Carduus), sedge (Carex), water pepper
(Polygonum hydropiper), pale persicaria (Persicaria lapathifolia), dock and bramble
(Rubus). A summary of species present is recommended within the publication text.

Period 4: Medieval
6.88

Pit 712 (SS 1) contained an assemblage of well-preserved plant macrofossil remains
consisting dominantly of spelt (Triticum spelta) and emmer/spelt (Triticum
spelta/Triticum dicoccum) wheat grains with smaller numbers of oat (Avena) and
barley (Hordeum vulgare) grains. Abundant cereal chaff was also present including
spelt and emmer/spelt wheat glume bases and culm nodes. Herbaceous taxa
included species indicative of arable and disturbed environments such as bromes
(Bromus), corncockle (Agrostemma githago), red bartsia (Odontites vernus) and
docks (Rumex). Further work is recommended on the plant macrofossils within this
sample. The charcoal was recovered in small quantities and was highly fragmented
and poorly preserved. Three fragments of oak were identified. No further work is
recommended.

6.89

Rectilinear ditch 408 [1473] (SS 2) contained a large assemblage of well-preserved
plant macrofossils dominated by barley with smaller numbers of oat, rye (Secale
cereale) and free-threshing wheat (Triticum aestivum/Triticum durum/Triticum
turgidum) present. Cereal chaff included culm nodes and barley/rye rachis
internodes. Herbaceous taxa included species indicative of arable, grassland and
disturbed environments including bromes, corncockle, vetches/peas (Vicia/Lathyrus)
medick/clover, docks, cleavers and goosefoots. The charcoal from this feature was
abundant and moderately well preserved consisting of oak and gorse/broom
(Ulex/Cytisus) fragments. Further plant macrofossil and
recommended.
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and deposit 1417 from well 1405

contained a moderately large and well-preserved plant macrofossil assemblage
consisting of elder (Sambucus nigra), goosefoots, corncockle fragments, sedge, ash
(Fraxinus excelsior), marsh lousewort (Pedicularis palustris), black bindweed
(Fallopia convolvulus) and docks. No identifiable charcoal was recovered. Further
plant macrofossil work is recommended on both these samples.
6.91

A waterlogged wooden stake (Ra. 18) was recovered from deposit 1406 within well
1405. The wood was identified as oak roundwood. It is recommended that the stake
is fully recorded by a wood technology specialist.

Animal Bone: factual data
by Philip L. Armitage

Introduction
6.92

This report presents the results of a preliminary analysis of animal bones handrecovered from the Site (Tables 7, 8). Although two virtually complete articulated
horse skeletons from horse burial pit 1196 were not available for study and were still
being processed, Site photographs of the skeletons in situ provided a basis for
assessing their value in any further detailed study.
Methodology

6.93

For the submitted bone samples, basic NISPs (number of identified specimens) data
were collected for species/taxon and anatomical determinations, carried out using
the author’s modern comparative collections and with reference to standard
published osteological/zooarchaeological works (including Schmid 1972 and Getty
1975). Wherever possible, sheep and goat bones and teeth were differentiated
following Boessneck et al’s (1964) and Halstead et al’s (2002) criteria. Two positive
identifications of goat elements were made, both from medieval contexts: one horn
core/part skull from ditches 710 (fill 709) and 1330 (fill 974) respectively. Other
elements with diagnostic features proved to be from sheep. However, there
remained the possibility of a few unrecognised goats among the broken elements
and therefore this material in this report is referenced as sheep/goat. Measurements
(in mm) were taken on selected elements using a Draper dial calliper (graduated
0.02 mm); following the systems of von den Driesch (1976) and Levine (1982).
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Results
6.94

For

the

purpose

of

quantification,

where

anciently

or

recently

broken

fragments/pieces of the same bone elements were able to be refitted together, these
were counted as single NISPs. Overall, 400 bone elements/fragments (NISPs) were
examined. Of these, 102 (25.5%) have been identified to species and anatomy, with
the majority from the Roman contexts: 45 specimens (44.1%/identified total).

6.95

In total, seven mammalian species are represented by the recovered animal bone:
comprising horse - Equus caballus (domestic); cattle - Bos (domestic); sheep - Ovis
(domestic); goat – Capra (domestic) domestic pig - Sus (domestic); dog - Canis
(domestic); and brown hare - Lepus capensis. No birds, fish, amphibians or reptiles
are present in the submitted material.

Preservation & bone modification
6.96

Bone from the prehistoric contexts was overall particularly poorly preserved with
much leaching and fragmentation. In the material from the Roman, medieval and
post-medieval deposits there was likewise a high degree of fragmentation - owing to
the brittle nature of the bone - but also some well-preserved bone including
measurable specimens that will allow reconstructions of stature (withers heights) in
the cattle and horses represented.

6.97

The incidence of burnt bone appears to be extremely low. Likewise, the frequency of
chopped bone is low, limiting reconstruction of butchery techniques. Knife cut
(skinning) marks are in evidence on the goat horn core/part skull.

Body part distribution and Articulating/Associated Bone Groups (ABGs)
6.98

For the Roman, medieval and post-medieval bone material examined, all body parts
are represented by the disarticulated anatomical distributions of the main
domesticates (food animals) which is indicative of the disposal of waste from local
slaughtering, butchering and consumption of the cattle, sheep and pigs.

6.99

An articulating/associated bone group (ABG) from ditch 203 (fill 204) represents the
left hind leg of a foal. The presence of such a young animal suggests local breeding
of horses in the vicinity of the Site in the Roman period. Excavation of pit 1196
revealed a double horse burial dating from the 17th-18th centuries. These skeletal
remains are still being processed and have not yet been examined by the author of
this faunal assemblage report. However, photographs submitted indicate that with
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further study it would be possible to establish the ages, sexes and withers heights of
the two animals represented.

Livestock husbandry and diet
6.100

There is a noticeable lack of evidence in the examined samples for the exploitation
of hunted wild animal resources for food (apart from a single ulna of hare from
Roman pit 308 (fill 309) and the local inhabitants in each period appear to have
relied on livestock for their principal source of meat. On the available evidence, cattle
provided the bulk of the meat consumed, with sheep of secondary importance and
pigs were only minor contributors to the overall meat source.

Plant macrofossil and charcoal: statements of potential
6.101

The carbonised plant macrofossils were recovered in varying quantities from large to
small and were generally moderate to well-preserved. The charcoal was recovered
in small to large quantities, however in the majority of cases was highly fragmented
which prevented identification.
Period 3: Roman

6.102

Romano-British crop husbandry is typified by the cultivation of spelt wheat and
barley (Cool 2006, 69-71). The plant macrofossils recovered from Romano-British
activity on Site consist of spelt and emmer/spelt wheat, barley and oat cereal grains
and spelt and emmer/spelt wheat glume bases. This type of assemblage together
with cereal chaff and arable/disturbed weeds is indicative of arable agriculture being
carried out in the area, although the remains have most likely accumulated from
wind-blown hearth debris or floor sweepings which were later burnt as fuel and
subsequently deposited as waste. The paucity and poor preservation of the plant
macrofossil and charcoal assemblages means no further work is recommended
another than a summary of these results within the publication text.

Period 4: Medieval
6.103

The cereal assemblage recovered from pit 712 was dominated by spelt wheat, some
of which was still hulled with glume bases attached. If more refined dating for this
feature is available, further work on this sample will hopefully help identify which
stage of processing was being undertaken on Site and provide information regarding
crop husbandry techniques and local vegetation.
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The crops identified from medieval ditch 408 [1473] consisted dominantly of barley
with smaller numbers of oats, free-threshing wheat and rye together with cereal chaff
and herbaceous taxa indicative of arable, disturbed and grassland areas. Further
work on this assemblage will hopefully an interpretation of crop husbandry
techniques, an understanding of fuel used in cereal processing activities, as well as
allow a reconstruction of local flora/woodland and possible food stuff plants. Whilst
there is limited analysis potential for a single sample, further work has been
recommended on the assemblage from this ditch as it will contribute to one of the
research aims of the Surrey Archaeological Research Framework which suggests
that further environmental information is required to complement documentary
records (Bird 2006, 59). It is hoped that by publishing these results, the information
can add to that from other sites and be incorporated into future regional research
reviews.
Radiocarbon Dating

6.105

Any of the carbonised cereal remains and fragments of identifiable charcoal (with the
exception of oak) would be suitable for radiocarbon dating.

Animal Bone: statement of potential
Neolithic – Iron Age assemblage
6.105

Owing to the small sample size, poor preservation and high degree of fragmentation,
the final report should only include a mention of the Neolithic/Bronze Age material
and no further detailed work on the bone is required. The horse jawbone from Iron
Age pit 1101 does however merit some further consideration; including establishing
the age of the animal represented (applying the method of Levine 1982).

Roman
6.106

For the publication, some further work is recommended: comprising ageing, sexing
and metrical analysis of the cattle and horse bones. This work will allow a better
understanding of the local livestock economy during the Roman period.

Medieval
6.107

Similar further work is recommended for the medieval livestock remains. Of special
interest is the goat horn core from ditch 710, exhibiting knife cut (skinning) marks
and comparison should be made with similar evidence from other medieval sites at
Staines-upon-Thames.
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Post-medieval assemblage
6.108

By far the most important specimens of the post-medieval period from the Site are
the horse burials in pit 1196. The date of the burials (17th–18th-centuries) means
that a detailed study of these skeletal remains would make a useful contribution to
our knowledge of the historical development of equine stock in a significant period of
transformation.

6.109

In the latter half of the 17th-century, imported “hot blooded” Arabian horses were
being crossed to British stock producing the ancestors of the modern racehorse
(Clutton-Brock and Burleigh 1979, 192). During the same period in Britain certain
regional types of horses, such as the Black Horse of Lincolnshire, underwent
significant improvement, as documented by Bewick (1790 reptd. 1980, 10–15). By
the 19th-century, from these improved old English Black horse were bred the heavy
draught horses (Shire, Clydsdale and Suffolk) (Trow-Smith (1959, 158–162).

6.110

Complete/part-complete horse skeletons of 17th/18th-century date are uncommon
from British archaeological sites, which emphasize the value of these burials to
zooarchaeological research. The two horse skeletons merit detailed study and
comparison with the 18th-century dray horse skeletons discovered in Chichester,
West Sussex (Taylor and Armitage 2008; Armitage 2010) and with the early 20thcentury Shire horse skeleton from Whitby, North Yorkshire (Daulby and Baker 2003).

7.

SUMMARY STATEMENT OF POTENTIAL

7.1

The fieldwork has revealed evidence of human activity on the Site from the
Mesolithic (10,000 – 4000 BC), Neolithic/Bronze Age (4000 – 700 BC), Roman (2nd
– 4th centuries) and medieval (12th – 15th centuries) periods, with the latest premodern activity being of 17th – 19th centuries date.

7.2

Although recorded from natural solution hollows, alluvium and later features, the
number, condition, similar material and microdébitage, including diagnostic
Mesolithic artefacts strongly indicates hunter-gatherer activity on the Site, including
lithic tool manufacture. The Colne valley as a whole, and nearby sites at Staines
Police Station and London Road Site, clearly show that this area of rivers and
braided channels with associated ‘islands’ of higher ground, would have been a
highly attractive landscape for hunter-gatherer groups.
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The riverine landscape was ideal for fishing, wildfowling and the exploitation of many
other riverine resources, as well as facilitating movement and communication
between groups.

7.4

The earliest features include a Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age period barrow ringditch and a small number of post-pits and pits in the north-west of the Site. Aside
from a few sherds of pottery from the ring-ditch, the finds assemblage from this
period of activity on the Site is represented by flint débitage and tools. As with the
Mesolithic flint assemblage, the condition, raw material similarity, and presence of
microdébitage of the Neolithic assemblage, as well as associated burnt flint, all
suggest on-site settlement activity.

7.5

The ring-ditch had been partially truncated, possibly by riverine erosion (Figure 7) as
well as from later drainage ditch and quarrying in the Roman and medieval periods.
Features of this date are relatively rare for Staines, probably because of flooding
erosion/truncation of later periods (Jones 2010, 9). Although relatively tightly
clustered, there is little spatial coherency in the patterning of the post-pits/postholes
of this date to further the interpretation of their function.

7.6

Iron Age activity on the Site is represented by a pit (1101) and three drainage
ditches (1281, 1319, 1332) in the north-west. Residual Iron Age pottery was
recorded from later features from most of the Site, which follows the general pattern
for Staines, where there is a significant gap in the evidence from the Middle and Late
Iron Age periods (Jones 2010, 12) although residual material is often recorded.

775

Roman activity was characterised by land management and settlement activity
respectively, on the western and eastern extents of the Site. The dating evidence
from the settlement evidence in the south and south-east of the Site suggests
settlement activity began in the early 2nd century and may have included a small
enclosure in the south-east. The settlement activity in the south-eastern part of the
Site is significant as it confirms the existence of settlement beyond Town Island from
at least the 2nd century AD onwards, including a possible enclosure, at a time of
relative recession in Pontibus.
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Medieval activity of 12th – 15th centuries date was divided along similar lines to that
of the Roman activity; land drainage/boundary ditches in the west and settlement
activity in the east of the Site, with quarry pitting also occurring in the west. There is
also slight evidence of metalworking on the Site, though the quantities of slag are
small overall so further analyses would not broaden the knowledge of this activity on
Site in the medieval period.

7.9

Overall, the Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age ring-ditch provides an opportunity to
add to the understanding of the importance of riverine environments for ritual activity.
The later evidence will allow a greater understanding of Roman extra-mural
settlement and land management activity at a time when flooding seems to have
caused a recession in the prosperity of Pontibus. The finds assemblage and
palaeoenvironmental assemblages from the Roman and medieval activity,
particularly from the southeast of the Site, will enable a greater understanding of
settlement activity on the London Road island.

8.

STORAGE AND CURATION

8.1

The archive and artefacts from the current evaluation and excavation are currently
held by CA at their Andover and Kemble offices respectively. The contents of the
artefactual/ecofactual archive and the documentary archive are listed in Appendices
A and B respectively. Upon completion of the project and subject to the agreement
of the legal landowner the Site archive (including artefacts) will be deposited with
Spelthorne Museum under accession number SMXSP:2013.220.

9.

UPDATED AIMS AND OBJECTIVES

9.1

To fulfil the potential of the Site data, the following updated objectives have been set
out to provide a framework for the proposed further analysis:
Objective 1: The character and date of early prehistoric activity

9.2

To understand the Neolithic/Bronze Age activity in the context of other ritual/religious
monuments and activity of this date in the Thames/Colne valley area. A radiocarbon
determination from the ring-ditch charred wood fragment may give a date for the use
of the monument. Further study of the flint assemblage may refine the dating of
possible contemporary pits and postholes as well as a greater understanding of
Mesolithic hunter-gatherer activity on the Site.
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Objective 2: The character and date of Roman activity
9.3

To understand the extra-mural settlement and land management activity of the
Roman period on the Site within the context of Roman activity on the London Road
‘island’ and particularly consider the evidence in relationship to the economic
downturn of 2nd century AD Pontibus.
Objective 3: The character and date of medieval activity

9.4

To understand the medieval activity on the Site in the context of London Road
island’s developments and within the wider context of the move away from Binbury
Island and the establishment and rapid prosperity of Staines following the Thames
crossing of the early 13th century. A radiocarbon determination from the wooden
stake in the base of the well in Trench 10 may give a date for the use of the feature
and medieval activity.

10.

PUBLICATION

10.1

The results from the investigations of the Majestic House site, Staines-upon-Thames
are of local and regional significance and merit publication. The differing character
and phases of human activity on the Site can be linked to periods of possible
inundation. The evidence from the Site provides an opportunity to understand the
exploitation of the land on the London Road ‘island’ of higher ground, in comparison
to the Town Island and other ‘islands’ in the Staines area.

10.2

The proposed publication will be a synthesised and integrated report in
Surrey Archaeological Collections with specialists texts included within the
body of the publication and archive reports available on ADS. Editorial
policy suggests that there is no page limit, but that a succinct and
accessible paper will be published more quickly. The report will
complement recently published papers and monograph (i.e. J ones

2010).
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Synopsis of Proposed Report
Archaeological Investigations at Majestic House, High Street,
Staines-upon-Thames 2013
by Chris Ellis et al.
Cover and contents
Acknowledgements
Summary (plus German and French versions)
Introduction
Location, topography and geology
Project background
Methodology
On-site investigations
Aims of post-excavation analysis & publication
Background
Archaeological background
Prehistoric
Roman
Medieval
Results
Prehistoric
Roman
Medieval occupation & agriculture
Post-medieval
Discussion
Bibliography
Endnote (link to tables and paper on ADS)

4 pages
Words
150
250
600
200
350
1000

250
250
600
400
3000
1500
500
350
1000
2500
100

Total words
Approximate pages @ 750 words/page

13,000
18

Location of site
All features plan
Prehistoric features
Roman features
Medieval & post-medieval features
Lithics
Plates

1
1
1
1
1
1
2

Illustrations (8 pages)

Total publication estimate

26 pages

@ £40/page = £1040.
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11.

PROJECT TEAM

11.1

The analysis and publication programme will be quality assured by Martin Watts
MIfA (Head of Publications: HoP) and managed by Karen Walker MIfA; (Postexcavation Manager, Andover: PXM), who will contribute to the discussion as senior
author and co-ordinate the work of the following personnel:
Neil Holbrook FSA MIfA (Chief Executive Officer: CEO)
Advice on Roman archaeology and contribution to overall discussion
Chris Ellis AIfA (Senior Project Officer: SPO):
Post-excavation phasing, draft report preparation, research and archive
Ed McSloy MIfA (Senior Finds Officer: FO):
Specialist report preparation and liaison, post-excavation phasing.
Jacky Sommerville MA, PIfA (Finds Officer: FO):

Sarah Cobain AIFA (Environmental Officer: EO)
Specialist report preparation plant macrofossil and charcoal and liaison
Dan Bashford (Illustrator: ILL):
Production of all Site plans, sections and artefact drawings (exc. pottery)
Andrew Baines MIfA (Geomatics Officer: GO):
GIS applications

11.2

Contributions by the following external consultants will be managed by the Finds
Officer:


11.3

Karen Barker: Metalwork conservation

Contributions by the following external consultants will be managed by the
Environmental Officer:


Dr Philip Armitage (Animal Bone)



Michael Bamforth AIfA (Waterlogged wood)
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The final publication report will be edited and refereed internally by CA senior project
management, and externally refereed.

12

TASK LIST
TASK

PERSONNEL

Project Management
Stratigraphic Analysis
Phasing checks
Research, comparanda
Worked flint
Analysis and report
Illustration
Animal Bone
Analysis and report
Metal artefacts
Analysis and report
X-Ray
Conservation
Transport
Plant macrofossils and charcoal
Analysis and report
Waterlogged wood
Analysis and report
Preparation of publication report
Abstract and introduction
Excavation results
Compilation of specialist reports, tables etc.
Discussion, conclusions
Acknowledgements, bibliography
Illustrations
Submission to external referees
Editing
Revisions
SUBMISSION OF PUBLICATION TEXT
Archive
Research archive completion
Microfilm
Deposition
Publication
Printing

SPM

DURATION
(DAYS)
2

SPO

1

FO
SI

2.5
2

Specialist

3

SFO
Specialist
Specialist
FO

0.25
TBC
TBC
TBC

EO

4.25

Specialist

1

SPO
SPO
SPO
SPO
SPO
SI

0.5
5
1
2
1
5

SPM
SPO

1
1

SPO
FO
-

1
1
TBC
TBC

SANHS

£1040

13

TIMETABLE

13.1

For a monograph publication project, CA would normally aim to have completed a
publication draft within 1 year, with reference to CA performance targets of approval
of the updated publication project design. A detailed programme can be produced if
desired on approval of the updated publication project design.
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APPENDIX A: FINDS AND ENVIRONMENTAL TABLES
Table 1: All finds totals
Type
Pottery

CBM

Flint
Metals

Glass
Fired clay
Clay tobacco pipe
metallurgical
residues

Category
Prehistoric
Roman
Medieval
Post-medieval/modern
Total
Roman
Medieval/post-med +
undated
Total
Worked
burnt
Iron
Copper alloy
Lead alloy
Roman
post-med/modern
all
stems
ironworking

Table 2: Worked and burnt flint totals
Type
Burnt unworked
Primary technology
Blade
Bladelet
Chip (flake, blade or shatter < 10mm long)
Core
Core fragment
Core rejuvenation flake
Crested blade?
Flake
Microburin
Shatter
Tested nodule
Secondary technology
Arrowhead
Fabricator
Knife
Microlith
Miscellaneous
Notched piece
Pick
Retouched blade
Retouched flake
Scraper (end)
Scraper (nosed)
Scraper (side)
Serrated blade
Spurred piece?
Truncated piece
Total

58

No.
63
48
40
11
27
2
4
5
227
1
23
1
1
1
1
5
2
2
1
1
2
5
1
2
1
1
1
416

Count
32
292
112
41
477
136
257

Weight (g)
144
2900
1600
481
5090
14000
14540

393
638
107
50
1
1
2
12
32
6
-

28540
889
1
159
332
597
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Table 3: Pottery summary quantification with fabric concordance.
Period/grouping
Prehistoric

Sub-total
Roman: local/
unsourced

Regional

imports
Sub-total
Medieval

fabric
FFL
FFLqz
FLm
PGROG
VES

Description
Fine flint-tempered
Fine flint/quartz-tempered
Flint-tempered medium coarse
Coarse grog-tempered
‘Vesicular’

‘R&M Staines’*
-

NRFRC**
-

BS
CC
CRMf
Oxf
OXFws
GROG
GWf
GWfrc
GWH
GWm
GWS
GWSbs
OXF RS
OXF WH
COLCC
RSH
LNVCC
VRW
BB1
CGSA
EGSA

Medium/fine reduced sandy (dark grey/black)
Buff colour-coated ware
Fine cream/buff
Fine oxidised (flagons)
Fine oxidised with cream slip (flagons)
Grog-tempered
Fine greywares
Fine greyware (red core)
Greyware (harder with pale core)
Medium/fine reduced sandy (micaceous)
Alice Holt grey
Alice Holt (dark grey/black)
Oxford red slipped ware
Oxford whiteware
Colchester colour-coated
Roman shell-tempered
Lower Nene Valley colour-coated ware
Verulamium region whiteware
Dorset Black-burnished ware
Central Gaulish (Lezoux) samian
East Gaulish samian

3?
10
9B
8
8B
1
9A
9A
9
3?
3
3
10A3
10A4
2
10A5
4
6
10A1
10A1

ALH RE
ALH RE
OXF RS
OXF WH
COL CC
ROB SH
LNV CC
VRW WH
DOR BB1
LEZ SA
-

medWW
medGLZ
medBS
medGR
medGRG
medqzchfl
medSH

Whitewares (coarse Border/Kingston type)
London type ware (white underslip)
Grey/brown sand-tempered
Coarser ‘Gritty’ sand-tempered
Coarser ‘Gritty’ sand-tempered (glazed)
Quartz with chalk/flint inclusions
Shelly

WW
Q2/FQ2
Q2/FQ2
FQ2F?
Q1/QCS
S2

-

Sub-total

59

Count
3
1
13
2
11
30
15
7
1
11
5
5
4
2
2
11
126
31
2
1
5
1
1
1
5
3
1
240
47
1
21
11
3
21
1
105

weight
21
1
25
42
51
140
236
29
3
91
44
95
19
8
8
73
1295
545
15
52
11
15
4
14
66
11
2
2636
500
3
189
138
63
642
2
1537

EVEs

.08

.08
.41
.16
.07
.20

.04
1.41
..21
.10
.08

.08
.10
2.65
.41
.01
.13
.18
.73
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Period/grouping
post-medieval
(to c. 1750)

Modern
(post c. 1750)

fabric
LGRE
SLIPW
TGE
MOTTwh
FRECH
modFP
CREA
PEAW
RREW

Description
Lead glazed earthenwares
Slip-decorated glazed earthenwares
English tin-glazed earthenwares
Mottled brown glazed
Frechen stoneware
‘flowerpots’/unglazed earthenware
Creamware
Pearlware
‘Refined whitewares’

‘R&M Staines’*
-

Sub-total

* (Jones 2010); ** (Tomber and Dore 1998)

60

NRFRC**
-

Count

weight

24
2
1
1
1
2
5
1
4
41

305
10
5
2
32
41
31
5
50
481

EVEs
.29

.07
.07
.43
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Table 4: metal artefacts summary
Material
Copperalloy
iron

Lead

Context
1120

Feature
Ditch 1331

Spot-date
RB/Medieval

Description
Sheet fragment

309
910
933

Pit 308
Ditch 1316
Ditch 1314

EC2-MC2
C16-C17
RB

nail
nail
nail

2
1
1

1026

Ditch 1027

C12-C15

nail

2

1071
1083
1096
1111
1111
1117
1211

RB
C13-C15
RB/med
C13-C15
C13-C15
C17-C18
medieval

nail
nail
nail
Object (staple?)
nail
nail
nail

1
3
4
1
3
1
1

1258

Post-pit 1070
Quarry pit 1082
Ditch 1321
Ditch 1317
Ditch 1317
Ditch 1316
Horse burial pit
1196
Pit 1257

-

nail

4

1408
1408
1408
1409
1471
1229

Ditch 1473
Ditch 1473
Ditch 1473
Ditch 1473
Ditch 1475
Posthole 1228

C2-C4
C2-C4
C2-C4
mC2-C3
RB
P-med

nail
Object (strip)
Object (linch pin)
nail
Object (strip)
Object (strip

2
1
1
1
1
1

61

Count
1

Comments

flat-headed; 85-95mm
shaft fragment
mushroom-headed: shaft
fragmentary (60mm)
flat head with flint adhering; +
shaft frag
fragment; conical?-head
2 shaft fragments; 1 head
shaft fragments
shaft fragments
shaft fragment
head
mushroom-headed (100mm) +
2 shaft frags
flat/conical headed; fragments
95mm x 17mm
needs clean/x-ray
flat-headed; 45mm
fragment, c. 50mm x 35mm
strip – handle?
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Table 5: Plant macrofossil identifications
Context number
Feature number
Sample number (SS)
Flot volume (ml)
Sample volume processed (l)
Soil remaining (l)
Period
Plant macrofossil preservation
Recommendations for further work
Habitat Code Family
HSW
D/A
D/A
A/D
D/P
D/P
A/D
HSW
A
A
A
M/D
D/P
D/A/P
D/A/P
D/A/P
HSW
A/D
M
E
A/D
A/D
E
E

Species

711 409 309
907 979
1091 1167 1255
1417
1408 1409
712 408 308
906 973
1086 1166 1251
1405
1407 1407
1
2
3
4 5
6
7
8
9
10 11
94
326 1.5
2 140 (WL) 359 10
90 (WL) 105 (WL) 1
0.5
9
16
9
14 1
20 6
1
1
18 18
0
0
0
20 19
0
20
19
9
20 20
2
4
3
2 4
2
2
3
4
3
3
Good Good Moderate N/A Good
N/A Good Good Good
Poor Poor
Yes Yes No
No Yes
No No No
Yes
No No
Common Name

Sambucus nigra L.
Adoxaceae
Elder (WL)
Amaranthaceae Chenopodium L. (Blitum L.) Goosefoots
Chenopodium L. (Blitum L.) Goosefoots (WL)
Anthemis cotula L.
Asteraceae
Stinking Chamomile
Cirsium Mill./Carduus L.
Thistles
Cirsium Mill./Carduus L.
Thistles (WL)
Glebionis segetum
Corn Marigold
Corylus avellana L.
Betulaceae
Hazelnut
Caryophyllaceae Agrostemma githago L.
Corncockle (whole)
+
Agrostemma githago L.
Corncockle (fragment)
Agrostemma githago L.
Corncockle (fragment) (WL)
Carex L.
Cyperaceae
Sedges (WL)
Medicago L./Trifolium L.
Fabaceae
Medicks/Clovers
Vicia L./Lathyrus L.
Vetches/Peas (3-4mm) whole
Vicia L./Lathyrus L.
Vetches/Peas (3-4mm) half
Vicia L./Lathyrus L.
Vetches/Peas (4-5mm) whole
Fraxinus excelsior L.
Oleaceae
Ash (WL
Orobanchaceae Odontites vernus
Red bartsia
+
Pedicularis palustris
Marsh lousewort (WL)
Avena L.
Poaceae
Oats grain
+
Bromus L.
Bromes
++++
Festuca L./Lolium L.
Festuces/Rye-grasses
+
Hordeum vulgare L.
Barley grain (hulled)
+
Secale cereale L.
Rye grain

+

+

+

+

++

+

+
+
+
+
+++

+

+

+
+
++
+
+
+
+
+

+++
++++

+

+
++
++
++
+
+
++++ +
++

62

+
+
+
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Table 5: (continued)
Context number
Feature number
Sample number (SS)
Flot volume (ml)
Sample volume processed (l)
Soil remaining (l)
Period
Plant macrofossil preservation
Recommendations for further work
Habitat
Code
E
E
E
E
E
E

409
408
2
326
16
0
4
Good
Yes

Family

Species

Common Name

Poaceae

Triticum aestivum/turgidum/durum
Triticum spelta
Triticum spelta
Triticum dicoccum/Triticum spelta
Triticum dicoccum/Triticum spelta
Poaceae

Free-threshing wheat grain
Spelt wheat grain
++++
Spelt wheat glume bases
++++
Emmer/spelt wheat grain
++
Emmer/spelt wheat glume bases
++++
Indeterminate cereal grain (whole) +
Indeterminate
cereal
grain
+++
(fragment)
Culm node (whole)
+
barley/rye Rachis internodes
Black-bindweed (WL)
Knotweeds
Water-pepper (WL)
Pale Persicaria (WL)

+++

Rumex L.

Docks

++

Rumex L.

Docks (WL)

Rumex L.

Docks perianith (WL)

Rubus L.
Rubus L.
Galium aparine L.

Brambles (WL)
Bramble thorn
Cleavers

Poaceae

E
E
E
D/A
D
M/W
D/A/M
D/A/P/
M/HSW
D/A/P/
M/HSW
D/A/P/
M/HSW
HSW/D

711
712
1
94
9
0
2
Good
Yes

Poaceae
Poaceae
Polygonaceae Fallopia convolvulus (L.) Á. Löve
Persicaria Mill.
Persicaria hydropiper (L.) Spach
Persicaria lapathifolia (L.) Gray

Rosaceae

A/HSW/D Rubiaceae

+

309
308
3
1.5
9
0
3
Moderate
No

907
906
4
2
14
20
2
N/A
No

979
973
5
140
1
19
4
Good
Yes

1091
1086
6
359
20
0
2
N/A
No

1167
1166
7
10
6
20
2
Good
No

1255
1251
8
90
1
19
3
Good
No

1417
1405
9
105
1
9
4
Good
Yes

++
+

1408
1407
10
1
18
20
3
Poor
No

1409
1407
11
0.5
18
20
3
Poor
No

+

+
+
+
+

+
+

+
+

+

++++

++

++

+
+
+
+
+
+
+
+

+
+
+

+
+

+

++++ (s)

++++ (s)

+++ (s)

+

+

Flot Inclusions
Charcoal
Fish scale
Molluscs

++ (s)

63

0

++++

+ (s)

+++

+++

0

0

++++
+
++

++++ (s)
+
++++
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Table 6: Charcoal identifications
Context number
Feature number
Sample number (SS)
Flot volume (ml)
Sample volume processed (l)
Soil remaining (l)
Period
Charcoal quantity
Charcoal preservation
Recommendations for further work
Family
Betulaceae

Fabaceae
Fagaceae

Species
Alnus glutinosa (L.) Gaertn./
Corylus avellana L.
Alnus glutinosa (L.) Gaertn./
Corylus avellana L.
Ulex L./Cytisus Desf.
Quercus petraea (Matt.) Liebl./
Quercus robur L.

711
712
1
94
9
0
2
++ (s)
Poor
No

409
408
2
326
16
0
4
++++
Moderate
Yes

309
308
3
1.5
9
0
3
++++ (s)
Poor
No

907
906
4
2
14
20
2
+++ (s)
Poor
No

979
973
5
140
1
19
4
0
N/A
No

1091
1086
6
359
20
0
2
++++
Moderate
No

1167
1166
7
10
6
20
2
+ (s)
N/A
No

1255
1251
8
90
1
19
3
0
N/A
No

1417
1405
9
105
1
9
4
0
N/A
No

1408
1407
10
1
18
20
3
++++ (s)
Moderate
No

1409
1407
11
0.5
18
20
3
+++ (s)
Moderate
No

Common Name
Alder/Hazel
Alder/Hazel (r/w)

1

Gorses/Brooms (twig)
Sessile
Oak/Pedunc
ulate Oak
Indeterminate

3

Number of Fragments:

3

1

1

1

2

8

7

10

10

2
8

9

10

10

1

10
10
10

0

10

0

0

0

Key
+ = 1-4 items; ++ = 5-20 items; +++ = 21-40 items; ++++ = >40 itemsr/w = possible roundwood (evidence of curved growth rings)
A = arable weed; D = weed/plant indicative of disturbance; P = weed/plant indicative of pasture/grassland; M = weed/plant indicative of marshland/ wetland areas; HSW = hedgerow/shrub/woodland
plant; E = economic plant
WL = waterlogged seed/flot

64
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Table 7: Summary counts of the identified animal bone elements/fragments

Period/Species

horse

cattle

2

2

4

9

9

2 - Neolithic - Iron
Age (6 contexts)
2 - Ring ditch
1312 (4 contexts)
3 - Roman
(18 contexts)
4 - Medieval (17
contexts)
5 - Post medieval
(9 contexts)
Totals

sheep/
goat

13

21

8

1

16

5

6

5

3

22

53

16

goat

pig

dog

1

1

2

2

hare

1

25

4

1

19

5

3

Period/Category
2 - Neolithic - Iron
Age

cat.1

cat.2

cat.3

Totals

28

2

104

134

2 - Ring ditch 1312

2

14

16

3 - Roman

34

2

40

76

4 - Medieval

8

1

16

25

5 - Post medieval

7

40

47

214

298

79

5

1

Key to unidentified mammal fragment categories:
cat. 1 = cattle/horse sized; cat. 2 = pig/sheep/goat sized; cat.3 = very small highly fragmented.

65

45

1

Table 8: Summary of the unidentified animal bone fragments.

Totals

Totals

102
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APPENDIX B: OASIS REPORT FORM

PROJECT DETAILS
Project Name

Majestic House, Staines-upon-Thames

Short description (250 words maximum)

Evidence recorded during the current fieldwork indicate human
activity on the Site from the Mesolithic (10,000 – 4000 BC),
Neolithic/Bronze Age (4000 – 700 BC), Iron Age (700 BC – AD 43),
Roman (2nd – 4th centuries AD) and medieval (12th – 15th
centuries) periods. The Site has been attractive for human
occupation and activity since the Early Holocene because of the
relatively resource-rich riverine environment, close to the
confluence of the Thames and Colne rivers. One of the most
significant finds was a barrow ring-ditch of Late Neolithic/Early
Bronze Age date with a small number of similarly dated pits and
postholes. Features of this date in the Staines area are very rare,
those of ritual significance even less.
Later activity is represented by drainage ditches and settlement
respectively in the west and east of the Site, for both Roman and
medieval periods. A single pit in the north-west of the Site was the
only evidence of activity of the Iron Age on the Site; this reflects the
very poorly represented Middle and Late Iron Age periods in the
Staines area generally. Many of the medieval field/drainage ditches
in the northwest of the Site were re-cut, but maintained in the same
location and alignments, in the post-medieval period (17th – 19th
centuries)

Project dates

9th September – 11th October 2013

Project type

Evaluation & Excavation

Previous work

Desk Based Assessment – AOC 2000
Evaluation – AOC 2006

Future work

None

PROJECT LOCATION
Site Location
2
Study area (M /ha)
Site co-ordinates (8 Fig Grid Reference)

Staines-upon-Thames, Surrey
0.72ha
TQ 0380 7175

PROJECT CREATORS
Name of organisation
Project Brief originator
Project Design (WSI) originator

Cotswold Archaeology
n/a
Cotswold Archaeology

Project Manager
Project Supervisor
MONUMENT TYPE
SIGNIFICANT FINDS
PROJECT ARCHIVES

Richard Greatorex
Chris Ellis

barrow
none
Intended final location of archive
Spelthorne Museum

Content
Paper archive: 4 files
Finds: 5 boxes

Accession No: SMXSP:2013.220
Physical

Pottery, bone, shell, fired
clay, cbm, glass, clay pipe,
slag
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Paper
Context Registers
Context Records

18
538

Trench Records

13

Drawing Registers

6

Site Drawings (1:10, 1:20)

89

Photographic Registers

14

Enviro Sample Registers

1

Enviro Sample Records

11

Digital photographs

512

Registered Artefact List

1

Matrices

2

Digital

Finds Database, digital
photos (512) & survey data
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