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A Talk for the High Wolds Heritage Group

Thixendale Thursday 14th April 2011 
by Ruth Atkinson
These notes refer to the accompanying PowerPoint presentation

NB: NO MATERIAL CAN BE REPRODUCED WITHOUT THE PERMISSION OF THE AUTHOR

Ruth.Atkinson@hullcc.gov.uk
Slide 1 - Who am I?

I am the Sites and Monuments Record Officer for Humber Archaeology Partnership. I have been asked to come and speak to you today about the archaeology of the area.

First of all I would like to talk about some general information about Humber Archaeology Partnership and our role in the area. Then I want to go on to talk more specifically about the sort of archaeology you may find around the area near to Thixendale that falls within the East Riding of Yorkshire.

Slide 2 - What is Humber Archaeology Partnership?

The Humber Archaeology Partnership is a joint service for Kingston upon Hull City Council and the East Riding of Yorkshire Council. It comprises two sections - Humber Sites and Monuments Record and Humber Field Archaeology. I am the Officer responsible for the Sites and Monuments Record, which is a statutory service funded by the two councils. Humber Field Archaeology is an independent, self-financing company who contract to carry out archaeological fieldwork, research and consultancy. 
Slide 3 – Regions

These two organisations together, provide a comprehensive archaeological service for this region.

I work within the SMR, and represent that organisation today. I am one of only four archaeologists employed within that section. All the work outlined tonight is undertaken by the four archaeologists in this section alone.

What is the SMR?

The Sites and Monuments Record is a collection of information relating to the known archaeological sites within the area. Basically it is a huge database of all the information that we get to know about. This information is stored as a series of computer and paper records. The SMR contains information based on a whole range of sources including excavations, field walking, people finding things in their back-garden etc. 

Slide 4 – Jefferys

The sort of information we hold is reports, details of the archaeological sites, aerial photographs, historic maps, like this one, photocopied extracts from books and articles etc. All the information is recorded onto record cards.

Slide 5 – 1:10,000 basemap
Each archaeological monument has its own record and currently we have over 16,000 monument records on our database for the area covered by Humber SMR. Each monument has its own record number and is marked on our map base. We hold 1:10,000 maps for the whole of the East Riding and Kingston upon Hull. 
Slide 6 – 1:2500 basemap

In addition, we have larger scale maps such as this one at 1:2500, which can show more detailed information within built-up areas. 
Slide 7 – Roman pottery
A monument itself could be anything from a find-spot of a piece of pottery.

Slide 8 – Cropmarks

To a large and complex monument such as a cropmark complex stretching across a landscape representing early settlement. 
One thing to remember is that Hull and the East Riding is one of the richest areas in the country for archaeology. It has around 70 historic settlements such as these.
All councils throughout England have to either hold an SMR or purchase access to the designated holder of the SMR, and consequently there is about 100 SMR's around the country. Each SMR will be slightly different due to the type of archaeology in their area, the resources available to them and the policies of the company for which they work. However, we all have standards to which we have to adhere and are nationally all working to recording our records on the same database structure. 

Slide 9 - exeGesIS 

At Humber SMR we run the nationally accepted computer database Historic Buildings, Sites and Monuments Record (HBSMR) called exeGesIS, after the company who produced it, which was written in conjunction with English Heritage. This database structure has altered the way we record the archaeology. Now, we do not just record all the sites or monuments, but we also record the activities or pieces of fieldwork carried out in the area and the sources of this information. This has resulted in us presently having over 35,000 records just within that part of the SMR, and within the whole database structure there are in excess of 150,000 records.
Slide 10 – MapInfo 

We also run a MapInfo Geographic Information System (GIS) which we use as a management tool to record spatial data and provide search results.

What is the role of the SMR?

The information on the SMR is constantly being updated and added to. This is for three main reasons.

Firstly, we offer advice on the archaeological implications of all developments within the area. Each week we review, online, a list of all the validated planning applications from the two relevant planning authorities. We usually look at over 100 planning applications each week! We then download from the public access internet portal the details of any applications that are likely to have an impact on known archaeological remains. As you can imagine, development work in this area could have a huge impact on the archaeology surviving beneath the soil, so it is really important that we keep up to date records on our current state of knowledge, in order to provide the best possible advice to the planning authority. We are we responsible for protecting the archaeology in this area, so we do not want to advise planners incorrectly, we do not want to request that archaeological work needs to be carried out, as this has a cost implication to the developer, if that is not the correct way forward for that development, and equally we want to make sure we do ask for archaeological to take place on sites where the archaeology could be affected by development.
The planning process is the main tool used to protect the archaeology of the area. Our remit is protect the archaeological resource.

We also comment on land management schemes such as Environmental Stewardship applications, where all applicants have to contact their local SMR during the preparation of their application for a Higher Level Stewardship Scheme. These provide us with the opportunity to inform landowners on the extent and nature of archaeological remains that exist within their holding and can suggest ways of protecting these features through land management.

We also get consulted on tree planting applications and utility scheme developments. In all cases, we aim to protect the archaeology through a range of techniques that could involve moving planting or development away from archaeological features and sites, or undertaking archaeological fieldwork in advance of or during development.

Slide 11 – visits

The second role of the SMR is to offer a public information service. The SMR record itself is open to the public on an appointment only basis. We generally have in excess of 200 enquiries to the SMR within a year! These enquiries could be individuals researching for themselves or for local groups, professional archaeologists, school children, students etc. Data can be exported to people in digital formats or people can come and have a look at the paper based record for themselves. Generally our users do tend to be very surprised by the amount of information we hold.

Again it is therefore important that the information we hold on the record is kept up to date to aid research within the area. It is a detailed process to add all the relevant information on archaeological fieldwork, sites and finds to the computer database as well as the paper record, so it does call on many skills that our officers have to employ.

The third role is that we are responsible for promoting archaeology as resource for education and enjoyment. To do this we hold regular events such as Open Days - when we open our doors to the public to show information on the archaeology of the area, as well as showing them the work we do on a day to day basis. We also get our staff to dress up in costumes to illustrate events of the past.

Slide 12 – sand pit

For the younger visitors we provide them with the opportunity to dig for a piece of real archaeology in the safe haven of a sand pit, and sort their finds!

Slide 13 – roadshow

We also appreciate that not everyone can always get to our offices in Hull, so we hold Roadshows and exhibitions. At the roadshows staff are available to talk to visitors about our work, as well as offer the chance to show recent finds. 

Slide 14 –finds

We also use the roadshows to give visitors the chance to handle artefacts from the area of the roadshow. We also try to present talks to local groups such as this, whenever our resources allow. 

We also produce Newsletters, leaflets, and booklets and have web pages, which are used frequently by those who have access to the web.

Background to the area around Thixendale
Slide 15 – Aerial photograph of Huggate
Thixendale itself lies outside of East Yorkshire so the Humber SMR does not record information from this parish. However, there are around 250 monuments recorded on the SMR from within Fridaythorpe, Kirby Underdale and Huggate parishes. These range from findspots of prehistoric tools providing information on the types of artefacts used in the area. To extensive landscape features such as the impressive Huggate Dykes. To medieval features that form part of our historic settlements, such as the parish church, or the remains of medieval settlement. We also hold records of post-medieval buildings that help us understand the development of the settlements from its medieval or earlier origins to its present-day status. We also hold records on old roads that help us understand the trade and communication links that stretched from the villages across our parishes. 
There are also 14 activity records, or pieces of archaeological fieldwork that have been undertaken and the results recorded within the SMR. Over 100 sources of archaeological material have also been recorded from this group of parishes. Some of these are the slides which you will see tonight. Obviously, there is a lot more information available about the archaeology and history of Huggate, Fridaythorpe and Kirby Underdale and the surrounding area, but that is all that is recorded within the SMR at this point in time. I have also drawn on other sources of information we hold within our organisation but are not yet accessioned on to the SMR.
What I intend to do now, is use these records to produce a picture of the information that we hold on the SMR for the area near here that lies within the East Riding of Yorkshire including the parishes of Kirby Underdale, Fridaythorpe and Huggate.
Prehistoric

Slide 16 – Wolds Landscape
The importance of the Wolds as a prehistoric landscape is well known and is believed to be second only to the South Downs landscape. The Wolds provided an essential vantage-point on drier and higher land.

The landscape most often associated with the chalk wolds can be sub-divided into two major categories comprising the high Wold tops which are dissected by deep dry dales such as within this area around Thixendale, and secondly, the much more gently undulating tracts of land on the dip-slope on the eastern edge of the Chalk such as seen around Rudston, Kilham and Burton Fleming parishes.

Slide 17 – Prehistoric landscape

The suitability of this rich agricultural landscape for early settlement has meant that it has been the scene of intensive human activity for much of the last 10,000 years. This, in turn, has attracted the attention of archaeologists for the better part of the last 150 years, and it has been one of the most intensively studied areas within the whole Yorkshire and Humber Region. The prehistoric funerary monuments have received an enormous amount of attention, and some of the associated finds are of unique artistic as well as archaeological value. As one writer has remarked, "it is probable that only the Wessex chalkland, and perhaps areas of the gravels of our major rivers (e.g. the Thames and the Trent) could parallel the wealth of artefactual material of Neolithic and Bronze Age date that has been found on the Yorkshire Wolds". In addition to these earlier prehistoric remains, the Iron Age funerary monuments and settlement remains of the Arras Culture are of national importance. The national archaeological importance of this area has long been recognised, but was reinforced by its selection as one of the first of the national Mapping Projects, plotting its crop-marks, by the former RCHME (now English Heritage).

Slide 18 – Huggate Dykes

In archaeological terms, the Wold tops and slopes preserve the remains of many of the linear earthworks (the "dykes"), which presumably functioned as land divisions between different areas, but may also have served as tracks and droveways. The Wold tops are also characterised by the siting of many of the earlier prehistoric funerary monuments (long barrows, individual round barrows, and barrow cemeteries), some of which were clearly inter-visible as a result of their siting. Perhaps the most spectacular example of the siting of a monument on a Wold top, so that it could be seen from miles around, is the late Neolithic Rudston Monument - the tallest standing stone in Britain - which overlooks the ritual complex of cursus monuments and barrows lower down in the Gypsey Race valley. 

In the late Bronze Age and Iron Age there was some use of the Wold tops for the construction of defended hill-top enclosures. Small defended settlements have been investigated at Paddock Hill, Thwing and Staple Howe for example but there are others, both on the tops and on the hill slopes for example there was one such site at Wetwang. In addition, there is also the promontory enclosure formed on Flamborough Headland by the construction of Danes Dyke - the date of which is uncertain, but which could equally be of later prehistoric or post-Roman date.

The Wolds valleys were the site of intensive prehistoric activity. Hence, there are major ritual sites (such as henges and cursus monuments) both in the Great Wolds Valley (at Duggleby Howe) and in the Gypsey Race (at Rudston). 

Slide 19 – Flint group
Within the area around Thixendale there are several records of find spots of prehistoric stone tools. Such artefacts provide important information to archaeologists as to where activity has been during the prehistoric periods. Such tools survive within the soils where other prehistoric artefacts may not have survived the test of time. 
Slide 20 – Huggate dykes
A major part of this local landscape is Huggate Dykes. These Bronze Age features extend across large parts of the local landscape and many parts of these features are scheduled monuments and designated as being of national archaeological importance. These dykes were used to enhance the natural topographic barriers of spurs and ditches between valleys, with the additional physical barriers of banks and ditches. Natural conduits were along the floors of the dry valleys were then blocked by other bank and ditch systems to control access. This complex is part of a larger prehistoric landscape which includes barrows, barrow cemeteries, trackways and enclosures dispersed across Huggate and Warter Wolds, as well as Huggate and Millington Pastures. The banks still survive in parts to 1.5m in height and 5m in width and the partly infilled ditches can still be seen in places on either side of the bank. The system is not a continuous one, being broken in places with occasional trackways of a later date as well as by other landscape features.
Linear boundaries such as these are substantial earthworks which can comprise single or multiple ditches and banks which can extend over distances from 1km to over 10km. They usually date from the middle Bronze Age but are usually reused at later dates. The scale of these features suggests that they were constructed by large social groups and were used to mark important boundaries in the landscape. Linear earthworks are of considerable importance for the analysis of settlement and land use during the Bronze Age period. The Huggate Dykes are part of a very extensive and important system of boundary dykes within this part of the Yorkshire Wolds, dating back to the Bronze Age. These features are very well preserved for much of their length.

Slide 21 – barrow

Other features within the landscape of this period are round barrows. Several barrows have been identified within this area. These were large mounds that were constructed during the Bronze Age to bury the dead. A quarry ditch exists around the mound that often survives below-ground seen on aerial photographs as a ring ditch. The material from the quarry ditch was used to create the mound over the burials. Each barrow will normally contain a central grave and often further outlying burials. Both inhumations and cremation burials can be found within barrows. They sometimes remain today as upstanding earthworks, but many survive as below-ground archaeological remains and cannot be seen on the ground surface.
Slide 22 – Plan of barrow

Slide 23 – Barrow during excavation

Slide 24 – Excavation of the quarry ditch

Slide 25 – Excavation of the central grave

Slide 26 – Central pit

Slide 27 – Close up of the burial

Many of the barrows were excavated in the past by antiquarians such as Mortimer and Greenwell, who identified several burials within them along with a range of grave goods, such as flint tools, pottery and metal objects. Many of the barrows are likely to be part of larger barrow cemeteries.
Slide 28 – Aerial photograph of ring ditch

Ring ditches are often seen on aerial photographs and some of these represent the quarry ditch of barrows, but others represent the drip gullies of round houses, showing where settlements have been located in the past. These ring ditches are often enclosed within ditched enclosures. 

Slide 29 – Beaker

An example of the type of Bronze Age pottery often found within barrows within this area.

Slide 30 – Iron Age settlement

Slide 31 – Wetwang barrow cemetery plan

The intensive use of this area continued into the Iron Age period, and is represented by Iron Age square barrow cemeteries. These are mostly clustered on the valley floors or on the lower slopes of the Wolds, and cover the period from around 400BC to the Roman conquest. This is a plan of the layout of the Wetwang square barrow cemetery. Wetwang is also famed for its chariot or cart burials, as it has yielded more of this type of burial than any where else. Although the cart burials are the most spectacular examples of this form of burial rite, they represent only about 20 of the more than 1600 known square barrows. 
Slide 32 – Square barrows

Slide 32 – Square barrows under excavation

Slide 33 – Chariot burials 

Slide 34 – Reconstruction of cart

Slide 35 – Iron Age weapon cache

Slide 36 – Scabbard and sword decoration

Slide 37 – IA figures

The valley floors were also the site of many of the contemporary Iron Age settlements (as excavated at both Garton and Wetwang).
Slide 39 – IA pot

Romans

Slide 40 – Cropmarks of IA/RB settlement complex

This part of the Yorkshire Wolds also boasts a rich wealth of Romano-British rural settlement, ranging from humble ladder settlements to large villa estates.

The south-facing slopes were often favoured as the sites of Roman villas (e.g. at Rudston, Brantingham, Grindale and Millington. In addition to the main villa complexes of buildings, there are also extensive accompanying Roman field systems, and smaller rectilinear Romano-British enclosures (such as those plotted at Wharram le Street and Wharram Grange). Moreover, ladder settlements, dating mostly to the very late Iron Age and/or Romano-British periods are ubiquitous on the slopes.

Several Roman roads cross the landscape around this area. These roads would have been the focus for Roman farmsteads, villas, cemeteries and forts which would have existed along the course of such roads. Large cropmark complexes extend across the landscape that are likely to represent indigenous settlements that were still occupied during the time of the Roman invasion. Finds that have been recorded within the SMR of this period include pottery, coins and metal finds.

Slide 41 – pottery

Slide 42 - mosaic

Anglo-Saxons

Slide 43 – Anglo-Saxon village
In the post-Roman period, settlements of the early and Middle Saxon period are difficult to identify: with the exception of West Heslerton (in the Vale of Pickering), there is little excavated evidence for any permanent settlement sites - a few grubenhaüser at Hayton and Wharram Percy, and a large number of casual finds of Anglo-Saxon artefacts. However, what we do have in abundance are cemetery sites - both for cremations and for inhumations - which tend to occupy the ridges of the Wold tops and the slopes of the valleys. Typical examples are at Sewerby Hall, several sites in Driffield, and Uncleby; most of these belong to the 6th and 7th centuries AD.

Slide 44 – Uncleby cemetery plan

The Uncleby example includes burials that were excavated by Canon Greenwell in 1868, and some examples partly overlie a Bronze Age barrow. Greenwell excavated 71 graves at Uncleby, 20 of which were unfurnished, seven contained knives only and the remaining burials all contained brooches. The Anglo-Saxon graves were laid on the land surface and then covered with earth up to 1m in height. The bodies were sometimes in rows running east to west and each was about 1 metre apart. The later burials were outside of the area of the barrow and were buried within grave cuts. Most skeletons were contracted with their heads orientated between north and west. The graves included women of all age ranges and young males. A settlement must have existed nearby to populate this cemetery.
Slide 45 – Stone hone

Slide 46 – Layout of AS settlement complex

Possible Anglo-Saxon settlement has been suggested from evidence of cropmarks seen on aerial photographs within Huggate parish. Such sites as stated earlier, are rare. The complex clearly represents occupation, and in the past was assumed to be of a prehistoric date, however, the nature of the cropmarks which include rectangular pits with rounded corners and approximate dimensions of 6 x 4m, which strongly resemble sunken floored buildings of Anglo-Saxon date. The identification of an Anglo-Saxon settlement site would be of significant importance within this landscape.
Medieval

Slide 47 – Church
Whilst the Domesday Book records that several large estates had been established on the Wolds by the late Saxon period, our main knowledge of the medieval settlement pattern stems from the later 11th century onwards. A pattern of regular nucleated villages was established across the area, served by a handful of small administrative centres and markets. 

Slide 48 – Huggate SMV

The villages themselves varied between small regular settlements (such as Huggate), to larger extended linear settlements (such as Garton-on-the-Wolds), or more extensive complex settlements (such as Middleton-on-the-Wolds). Some of the upland villages still retain elements of their medieval field systems which can still be seen at Millington, Kilnwick Percy and Warter; hence, where isolated areas of pasture still survive, the earthworks of ridge and furrow, headlands and droveways can survive as upstanding earthworks.

Slide 49 – Plan of SMV earthworks

Huggate village is known to been larger during the medieval periods than the surviving historic core would suggest. Earthworks exist on the southern side of Driffield Road that are the remains of six enclosures or crofts as well as the sites of several houses or buildings that stood there in the past. The most prominent earthwork is a large bank which runs 400m and survives to a maximum height of 2m and a maximum width of 5m and is likely to be a village boundary bank, dividing the houses and enclosures from the large open fields to the south. A number of enclosures existed along Driffield Road, which was formerly known as Beverley Lane. This is a pattern characteristic of many medieval villages where individually owned tenements containing a house and associated outbuildings were positioned along the street frontages and were separated from the communally farmed open fields by a boundary ditch. 
Slide 50 – Ridge and furrow AP
The field systems associated with the historic settlements would have extended for some distance across the landscape and would be recorded as the cropmark and earthwork remains of ridge and furrow.

Slide 51 – Ridge and furrow as earthworks

In addition to the medieval villages there are also other important medieval sites including a possible monastic grange site at Haywold Farm at Huggate. A series of earthworks at the farm are of a form indicative of a monastic grange.
Slide 52 – Cross base of medieval date
Post-medieval

Slide 53 – Village pump

From the post-medieval period, field systems belonging to the enclosure period were once common, and can still be discerned in places – though many of the former hedge boundaries have been removed in the post-war era. Ancient hedges and stone field boundaries (i.e. pre-1800 boundaries) are now much rarer, but still occasionally survive 

Slide 54 – Manor House

Few buildings survive from any earlier than about 1750, with the great majority belonging to the 19th and 20th centuries: exceptions include a few older cruck buildings recorded at Octon, Thwing, Muston, Hunmanby, Flixton and Butterwick, as well as a framed wall at Huggate. From the mid 18th century onwards, End-stack plan buildings are known from Kilham (dated 1764) and their introduction coincided with the changes brought about by Parliamentary enclosure. Over 200 settlements were directly affected by this type of enclosure between 1730 and 1850 in this area, and some 250,000 acres were enclosed on the Wolds. A regular system of rectangular hedged fields was imposed on the previously open landscape. Straight roads with verges were laid out, and large new farms protected by shelter belts were located away from the villages. 

The new farms of this enclosure period are typified by buildings arranged around a double fold-yard, and often comprise a cart-shed and granary, cowhouse, shelter-sheds and a barn. Often the barn would have a polygonal or square horse-engine house (horse mill) attached, providing power to drive threshing and other machines. Pigeon lofts were occasionally incorporated in a barn or other building, but free-standing dovecotes are more usual. There are occasional three-storey farmhouses which would also have accommodated farm workers as well as the owner's family. By the later 19th century it became common to build hind's houses on the larger farms to accommodate the foreman and his wife.

Early industrial activity in the Wolds area includes chalk quarries (some of which date back to at least the 18th century). One such quarry is represented by buildings shown on 1911 OS maps suggesting the presence of such a site at Huggate.
Slide 55 – Huggate Dykes
I hope this has given an insight into the information we can piece together from the data that is held on the SMR. Obviously, more information would be available from local libraries, reference libraries, archive offices etc., and this potted history of this small part of the Yorkshire Wolds is only interpreted from the information on the SMR, but does outline the research potential available from this invaluable resource - a public record run by your council and available for you to use. I would like to thank you for the invitation to talk to you today as this has provided me the opportunity of researching the archaeology of this area, by only using the SMR in which I work.
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