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Figures

Figure 01: Cycle path route, trench location and Gwynedd HER sites.

Figure 02: Trench locations and geophysical survey results.

Figure 03: Plan and section of Roman Road and linear gully [018] (Scale 1:40 @ A3). Section
D-E shown on Figure 04.

Figure 04: Plan and section of posthole [016] (Scale 1:10 @ A4).



NON-TECHNICAL SUMMARY

An assessment of the potential for analysis (MAP2 Phase 3) has been completed by
Gwynedd Archaeological Trust for the artefact and ecofact assemblages recovered during
the archaeological mitigation for the Llwybr Tegid cycle path. A section of the Caersws to
Caer Gai Roman road was identified during the mitigation and the ecofact and artefact
assemblages were recovered from contexts associated with the Roman road, a later
drainage ditch, a gully, a posthole and the overlying subsoil. The artefacts included
fragments of pottery, ceramic building material, glass, iron nails, worked lead and worked
stone and were of Roman origin associated with the Caer Gai fort to the north, which was
garrisoned between 75AD and 130AD. The ecofacts included charcoal from fuel debris and
hazelnut shell; material suitable for dating was recovered from the Roman road ditch,

posthole and gully.

Further analysis of the pottery, ceramic building material, glass, and worked stone are not
recommended, but recommendations are made for the specialist analysis of the iron nails

and worked lead, and for the radiocarbon dating of the suitable charcoal and macroplants.

The analysis and dating will be completed as part of MAP2 Phase 4. The results will be
synthesised into a report that will also contextualise the results from MAP2 Phase 3, and
determine their relationship to existing information from Caer Gai and current research aims

from this period.



1 INTRODUCTION

Gwynedd Archaeological Trust (GAT) was commissioned by Ymgynhoriaeth Gwynedd
Consultancy (YGC) to undertake archaeological mitigation during the construction of the
Liwybr Tegid cycle path. The path measured 2.2km in length and ran through a series of
fields to the south of the A494 road between Glanllyn (NGR SH88753184) and Llanuwchllyn
(NGR SH87193068) in Gwynedd (cf. Figure 01). The mitigation was preceded by an
archaeological assessment completed in 2012 (GAT Report 1055), which concluded that the
cycle path would likely cross the former route of the Caersws to Caer Gai Roman road
(RR642).

The archaeological mitigation was completed between February and March 2014 and
comprised a watching brief along the route of the cycle path during groundworks, and a
controlled strip of a designated area where the cycle path route was expected to cross the
Roman road. No significant archaeological activity was identified during the course of the
watching brief, but the controlled strip identified the remains of the Roman road, associated
ditches and later activity. Based on the results of the mitigation, recommendations were
made for the post excavation assessment and analysis of the recovered ecofacts and

artefacts from the Roman road and associated features.

The project is being monitored by the Snowdonia National Park Archaeologist (SNPA) and
the Gwynedd Archaeological Planning Service (GAPS). The current phase of works has

been undertaken in accordance with an approved project design submitted by GAT (cf.

Appendix [)

The post-excavation programme is being undertaken as a phased process in accordance
with guidelines specified in Management of Archaeological Projects — MAP2 (English
Heritage, 1991), and relevant guidelines from Management of Research Projects in the
Historic Environment (English Heritage 2015). Five project phases are specified in MAP2
(English Heritage, 1991):

e MAP2 Phase 1: Project Planning

e MAP2 Phase 2: Fieldwork

o MAP2 Phase 3: Assessment of Potential for Analysis
o MAP2 Phase 4: Analysis and Report Preparation

e MAP2 Phase 5: Dissemination



The current report relates to the assessment of the potential for analysis of recovered
artefacts and ecofacts (MAP2 Phase 3). Subsequent analysis, dating, report preparation and

dissemination will be undertaken as part of MAP2 Phases 4 and 5.

The archaeological mitigation and post-excavation has been undertaken in accordance with

the following guidelines:

e English Heritage, 2015, Management of Research Projects in the Historic Environment
(MoRPHE).

e English Heritage, 1991, Management of Archaeological Projects

e English Heritage 2005 New Guidelines for the Treatment of Human Remains Excavated
from Christian Burial Grounds in England

o English Heritage, 2011, Environmental Archaeology: A guide to the theory and practise
of methods, from sampling and recovery to post-excavation. English Heritage
Publications. Swindon.

¢ McKinley, Jacqueline I. and Roberts, Charlotte 1993, Excavation and post excavation
treatment of cremated and inhumed human remains. CIFA Technical Paper No. 13

e Royal Commission on Ancient and Historic Monuments of Wales 2015 Guidelines for
digital archives.

e Standard and Guidance for Archaeological Excavation (Chartered Institute for
Archaeologists, 1995, rev. 2001, 2008 and 2014).

e Standard and Guidance for the Creation, Compilation, Transfer and Deposition of
Archaeological Archives (Chartered Institute for Archaeologists, 2009 and 2014).

e Standard and Guidance for the Collection, Documentation, Conservation and Research

of Archaeological Materials (Chartered Institute for Archaeologists, 2008 and 2014).



2 FIELDWORK RESULTS

2.1 Watching Brief

The watching brief monitored the groundworks for the cycle scheme along the majority of the
route and commenced near New Inn at the western end of the scheme (NGR SH87263084),
and continued eastwards to the small hamlet at Gwern y Lon (NGR SH88293168), a total
distance of approximately 1.4km (Figure 01). The width excavated did not exceed 2.0m and
the depth did not usually exceed 0.20m, although on crossing field boundaries at times this
depth was exceeded. The work involved removing the grass and topsoil and levelling the
subsoil to provide an even surface for the stone foundation used for the cycle/pedestrian

pathway.

No archaeological features were discovered along the watching brief element of the route.
Modern and Victorian pottery was found in a number of areas, which was noted on the
recording sheets, but not retained. Drains and culverts associated either with the A494 or
field boundaries were photographically recorded. A photographic and written record was

maintained.
2.2 Controlled Strip

The controlled strip was located between NGR SH87813122 and SH87963127, a total
distance of 170m (Figure 01; Figure 02). The purpose of the controlled strip was to establish
the presence of the Caersws to Caer Gai Roman road (RR642) at subsurface level within

the confines of the cycle route. The width of the controlled strip measured 2.0m.

The Roman road was identified at NGR SH87943126 and included a road surface (agger)

and associated drainage ditches; there was also evidence of a later ditch, a posthole and a

gully.

Thirty metres to the west of the Roman road the controlled strip identified the presence of a
5m wide shallow spread of fragmented slates. This was noted on the recording sheets as a

modern feature, most likely associated with repairs to the sub-surface of the A494.

2.2.1 Roman road (PRN 17793; RR642)

The upper surface of the road agger was cleaned with the mechanical excavator to just
above the archaeological levels. The extent of the road, including the roadside ditches and
the gully parallel to the western side was then cleaned and recorded. In order to examine the
construction of the road, a slot 1.0m wide was excavated along the southern edge of the

controlled strip through the road and associated and associated features (Figure 03). The



spoil was sorted to identify any artefacts that might have been missed during the excavation
process. Individual archaeological context numbers were allocated to all

layers/deposits/ditch cuts and fills.

The Roman road measured 3.0m in width and included a road surface (agger (012)) and a
foundation layer (015); two drainage ditches ran parallel to the road on the western and
eastern side respectively(Contexts [007] and [014]) (Figure 03). The eastern ditch was
truncated by a later ditch [003], with only a small section remaining at the southern edge,
which contained a single fill (005). The western ditch [007] was intact, with a width of 1.2m
and depth of 0.32m and contained three fills: (011), (009) and (008) respectively. The agger
was found to be only 0.15m deep, although there is evidence that some of this material had
been disturbed and spread over the backfilled ditches and beyond (the displaced agger was

given a separate context number: (013).

The eastern side of the road was truncated by a later ditch [003] (Figure 03). The ditch was
2.7m wide and 0.7m deep and contained three fills, (010), (006) and (004), all of which
contained Roman artefacts. The upper fill (004) also contained displaced agger (013). The
ditch may have been used as a drainage channel, possibly associated with later activity at
the fort.

The western roadside ditch had a small post-hole cut into the inner edge [016], which had a
diameter of 0.35m and depth of 0.28m, and was filled with a single deposit (017) (Figure 03;
Figure 04). The cut for the post-hole could be seen in the upper fill of roadside ditch [007],
and therefore must post-date the ditch. The fill was totally excavated by hand, no finds were
recovered therefore a sample was taken of fill (017) to try and establish a date for the ditch
(#2).

A shallow linear gully [018] with a north-south orientation was identified to the west of the
western roadside ditch. The ditch measured 0.5m wide and 0.19m deep (Figure 03) and was

filled by a single deposit (019). No datable artefacts were recovered.



3 RESULTS

3.1 Ecofact Assessment

The aim of the ecofact assemblage comprised:

e A 100% bulk sample was recovered from the primary fill of roadside ditch [007],
comprising one 10 litre bucket;

e A 100% bulk sample was recovered from the fill (017) of a posthole [016] comprising
one 10 litre bucket. This had been cut through roadside ditch [007];

e A 5% sample, comprising one 10 litre bucket, was recovered from the primary fill
(019) of roadside ditch [018].

The ecofact assessment was completed as a two stage process:

1.

The bulk sample was processed in house by GAT. This consisted of flotation and wet sieving
using a 500 micron mesh to collect the residue (which collects more than the 1mm =
1000 micron), with the flot collected in a 250 micron mesh. The residues have been
sorted to recover artefacts and non-floating ecofacts. Once sorted the residues will be
discarded. The flots have been weighed, catalogued and examined for charred
macroplant remains.

Recovered charred macroplant was sent for specialist assessment to AOC Archaeology.
The charred macroplant was sieved using a 4mm, 2mm and 1mm system of stack sieves
and subsequently examined under magnification (x10 and up to x100). Macroplant
identifications were completed using modern reference material and seed atlases stored
at AOC Edinburgh. Taxonomic and nomenclature for plants was based on Stace,C.
2010. New Flora of the British Isles. 3rd Edition. Cambridge University Press. Charcoal
fragments 4mm and larger were collected for species identification and

recommendations for any subsequent analysis and radiocarbon dating.

The assessment identified 27 fragments of charcoal, weighing 54.7g; the dominant species

was birch (Betula sp), followed by oak (Quercus sp), alder (Alnus glutinosa L), elm and hazel

(Corylus avellana L). The charcoal was mostly from the primary fill of the Roman road ditch

(east side) [003], with smaller amounts (0.9g and 0.7g) from the posthole and shallow linear

ditch, respectively. There was no evidence for worked wood in any example and all samples

represented mixed wood fuel debris. Macroplant evidence was limited to hazelnut shell

fragments (0.1g) from the roadside ditch fill and were interpreted as food refuse, possibly

reused as material for kindling. The assessment suggested that the large concentration of



charcoal within the primary ditch fill along with a smaller number of hazelnut shell fragments,
probably derived from the deliberate disposal of fuel and food waste, whilst the charcoal
from the posthole and shallow ditch could have been re-deposited or reworked into these

two features.

The assessment recommended the alder, birch, elm, hazel charcoal and hazelnut shell as

suitable for radiocarbon dating.

A copy of the assessment report by AOC Archaeology is included in Appendix IIl.



3.2 Artefact Assessment: Ceramic building material (CBM)

The Ceramic building material (CBM) was assessed by Gill Dunn, based at Grosvenor

Museum Chester, and comprised 107 fragments from the following contexts:

Finds | Context | Context Material Description Weight
No. No. (9)
01 (002) Subsoil CBM 29 fragments of very 1606

weathered in orange and
orange/pink fabrics; one
fragment of tegula

02 (002) Subsoil CBM 21 fragments of very 1243
weathered in an orange
fabric

03 (010) Drainage Ditch | CBM 7 fragments of orange 142
fabric with red ironstone
inclusions

04 (006) Drainage Ditch | CBM 2 fragments very weathered | 184
in a red/orange fabric; one
fragment of tegula

05 (005) Roman CBM 16 fragments very 1274
Roadside weathered fragments in an
Ditches orange fabric; one fragment

of tegula

06 (009) Roman CBM 4 weathered fragments in 22
Roadside an orange fabric
Ditches

07 (008) Roman CBM 4 fragments of very 22
Roadside weathered red/orange
Ditches fabric

08 (004) Drainage Ditch | CBM 24 fragments of very 2272

weathered orange/red
fabric; one fragment of
tegula

The assessment concluded that the fragments were mostly an orange or orange/red fabric in
a poor weathered condition, with many of the diagnostic surfaces worn away. Specific forms
were difficult to identify but were generally brick or tile, with five examples of tegulae (flanged
roof tiles). The lack of identifiable forms and the condition of the assemblage meant that it

was not possible to assign a date to the material.




No recommendations were made for further analysis in the specialist report but it is
recommended that the artefacts are accessioned to an appropriate archive; a copy of the

assessment report is included in Appendix IV.



3.3 Artefact Assessment: Pottery

The pottery was assessed by Gill Dunn, based at Grosvenor Museum Chester, and

comprised 15 sherds from the following contexts:

Finds no. Context No. Context Description Weight (g)
16 (002) Subsoil 1 body sherd in a 6
coarse orange
fabric
17 (002) Subsoil 1 fragment of 15
pottery
18 (002) Subsoil 1 fragment of 10
pottery
19 (002) Subsoil 1 Fragment of 14
pottery
20 (004) Drainage Ditch 1 body sherd in a 67
fine pale orange
fabric
21 (004) Drainage Ditch 1 rim sherd of a 46
coarse pale orange
fabric
22 (005) Roman Road Base sherd of black | 37
Ditch burnished ware
(East Side)
23 (005) Roman Road 1sherdinacoarse |8
Ditch orange fabric
(East Side)
24 (005) Roman Road 1 body sherd of an 15
Ditch orange
(East Side)
25 (005) Roman Road 1 body sherd 84
Ditch
(East Side)
26 (006) Drainage Ditch Base sherd of black | 6
burnished ware
27 (006) Drainage Ditch | Body sherd of 10
orange fabric
28 (006) Drainage Ditch | Body sherd of 13
orange vessel
29 (006) Drainage Ditch Body sherd of 6
orange vessel
30 (006) Drainage Ditch Rim sherd 82
31 (006) Drainage Ditch Base sherd of black | 16
burnished ware
32 (010) Drainage Ditch Rim sherd, possibly | 8

samian




Finds no. Context No. Context Description Weight (g)
16 (002) Subsoil 1 body sherd in a 6

coarse orange

fabric

The assessment identified a range of vessel forms including amphora, a dish, mortarium and
bowl. The indeterminate body sherds were identified as possible storage jars and/or
beakers. Find numbers 27, 28 and 29 were identified as the same fabric, possibly from the
same vessel; find numbers 21 and 30 were from the same mortarium; find numbers 26 and

31 were black-burnished ware sherds from the same vessel.

The assessment concluded that the pottery had a date range of the late first to early second
century with the black-burnished ware giving a terminus post quem of 120AD. A Dressel 20
amphora from the subsoil had a wide date range of the first to third century, but a closer date

was not possible from a single body sherd.

No recommendations were made for further analysis in the specialist report but it is
recommended that the artefacts are accessioned to an appropriate archive; a copy of the

assessment report is included in Appendix V.




3.4 Artefact Assessment: Glass

A glass fragment was submitted to Hilary Cool of Barbican Research Associates for
assessment. The aim of the assessment was to identify vessel function, type and date
range, with a possibility of recommendations for further analysis. The fragment (Find

Number 15) was recovered from the tertiary fill (008) of the western roadside ditch.

The glass fragment was of a blue/green hue weighing 7.8g, and measured 37 x 20 mm. The
assessment report concluded that glass was from a “prismatic, most probably square,
bottle... in common use from the later first century into the third century with their main floruit
in the second century. These storage vessels are found on all types of Romano-British sites

during that time, often in large quantities”.

No recommendations were made for further analysis in the specialist report but it is
recommended that the artefacts are accessioned to an appropriate archive; a copy of the

assessment report is included in Appendix VI.



3.5 Artefact Assessment: Metal

A total of five oxidised and degraded metal artefacts were sent to Phil Parkes, metallurgist
and archaeological conservator, at Cardiff University for diagnostic X-ray and assessment.
The artefacts were x-rayed using a Faxitron 43805 cabinet system and the X-ray films were
digitised using an Array Corporation 2905 Laser Film Digitiser. The metal assemblage

comprised of:

Finds | Context | Context Material | Description Weight
No. No. (9)
10 (013) Dispersed agger, | Fe Possible iron nails 5
overlies roadside
ditches
11 (013) Dispersed agger, | Pb Rolled/Folded lead object 11
overlies roadside
ditches
12 (010) Primary fill of Fe Possible iron nail 1

Roman Road
Ditch (East Side)

13 (002) Subsoll Pb Lead Fragment 8

14 (008) Upper fill of Metal Lump of corroded metal 26
Roman Road
Ditch (West Side)

The artefacts included iron nails, with flat round heads and square cross-sections tapering to
a point, waste lead and a small piece of rolled/folded lead. Find number 14 (008) had no

discernible shape and could not be identified further.

No recommendations were made for further analysis by Phil Parkes; however, it is possible
the nails have diagnostic value and a specialist will be contacted for guidance. It is also
recommended that the artefacts are accessioned to an appropriate archive once specialist

analysis is complete. A copy of the X-ray report is included in Appendix VII.




3.6 Artefact Assessment: Worked Stone

Gwynedd Archaeological Trust completed the assessment of the worked stone recovered
from context (004), the upper fill the Roman road ditch (east side). A petrological
examination of the archaeological artefacts was undertaken following standard methodology
detailed in British Standard EN 12407 (2007); initial observation was made with the naked
eye followed by use of a x20 Gem-A lens.

The assessment aim was to establish origin and function, both in terms of petrology and use.
The assessment observed characteristics to known lithologies both locally and regionally. It
was determined that the artefact was a sedimentary rock and considered to be highly likely
to have a local origin. It was sourced from the Nant Ffrancon Siltstones outcropping north-
west and north-east of the eastern end of Llyn Tegid. Evidence of tooling and working was

noted on the stone, suggestive of working into a building stone.

The report concluded that the stone was of local origin and that similar material was
identified as being part of the stone wall which made up part of the Phase Il defences Caer

Gai Roman fort.

No recommendations were made for further analysis in the specialist report but it is
recommended that the artefacts are accessioned to an appropriate archive. A photographic
record of the worked stone will also be completed. A copy of the assessment report is

included in Appendix VIII.



4 CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

An assessment of the potential for analysis (MAP2 Phase 3) has been completed for the
artefact and ecofact assemblages recovered during the archaeological mitigation for the
Liwybr Tegid cycle path. A section of the Caersws to Caer Gai Roman road (RR642) was
identified during the mitigation and the ecofact and artefact assemblages were recovered
from contexts associated with the road, a later drainage ditch, a gully, a posthole and the

overlying subsoil.

The artefacts included fragments of pottery, ceramic building material, glass, metal and
worked stone and were of Roman origin associated with the Caer Gai fort, 250m to the
north. The pottery included sherds from an amphora, a dish, mortarium and a bowl; the
black-burnished ware sherds provided a terminus post quem of 120AD. The glass was from
a storage vessel in common use from the later first century into the third century, but with the
main period of use in the second century. The ceramic building material included roof tile
fragments and the metal included nails and worked lead. The single worked stone from the
Roman road ditch (east side) was of local origin and was interpreted as part of the fort

defences.

The ecofact assemblage was recovered from the primary fill of the Roman road ditch (west
side), the posthole and the gully. The ecofact assessment identified charcoal from mixed
wood fuel debris in all the features and charcoal suitable for dating was recovered from all

contexts assessed.

The assessment of the potential for analysis phase identified activity associated with the
occupation period of the Caer Gai Roman fort, which was garrisoned between 75AD and
130AD, primarily through the terminus post quem of the black-burnished ware. The ceramic
building material and glass have provided a more general timeline and further analysis of
these artefacts and the worked stone will not improve on this. It is possible the nails and
worked lead may have diagnostic potential and further analysis by a specialist is
recommended to confirm this. The submission of the charcoal/macroplants from the Roman
road ditch, posthole and gully for radiocarbon dating are recommended, as this would
provide date ranges for all three features. This is particularly important for the posthole and
gully, as the posthole is currently the latest sequenced feature on site, cutting into the
Roman road ditch, whilst the gully is an isolated feature, with an undetermined date range.
The analysis of the iron nails and worked lead, and the radiocarbon dating of selected
charcoal/macroplants, will be completed as part of MAP2 Phase 4. The results will be

synthesised into a report that will also contextualise the results from MAP2 Phase 3, and



determine their relationship to existing information from Caer Gai and current research aims
from this period.

It is recommended that all artefacts are accessioned to a suitable museum for archiving. A

nominated museum will be confirmed as part of the MAP2 Phase 4 process.
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1 INTRODUCTION

This document provides a design for post-excavation work associated with an
archaeological watching brief and controlled strip carried out prior to and during the
construction of a c.1.6km cycle route between the village of Llanuwchllyn (SH
87193068) and the Glan-Llyn Outdoor Education Centre (SH 88753184) (Figure 1)
by Gwynedd Archaeological Trust (GAT). This design provides a preliminary
statement on the results of the archaeological work. It also includes a project design
to assess the potential of the archive and finds resulting from that work. This will be
completed in line with Management of Archaeological Projects (MAP2, English
Heritage, 1991) and will be undertaken as Phase 3: assessment of potential for
analysis. Based on the results of this phase, two subsequent phases will be
proposed: Phase 4: analysis and report preparation, and Phase 5: dissemination
(including publication).

The work proposed in this document will lead to the production of a report on the
potential of the finds and archive, as well as an updated project design, with additional
costs, proposing what work is necessary to complete the post-excavation analysis,
report writing and archiving (Phase 4). The final phase of post-excavation work will
result in a full excavation report, a briefer report for publication, and the site archive
prepared ready to submit to the agreed museum (Phase 5).

The fieldwork was monitored by the Snowdonia National Park Archaeologist (SNPA)
and their approval of this design and all subsequent designs will be necessary.

2 SITE LOCATION

The assessment area roughly follows the A 487 (T) road corridor in a generally
north-easterly direction. The road itself follows the Afon Dyfrdwy, marking the
northwestern extent of the floodplain. The southern section of the cycle route lays at
approximately 166m OD rising to 184m OD at the northern end. The surrounding
fields to the southeast are characteristically floodplain pasture land, with some
clawdd enclosed fields, with mixed hedgerows including occasional mature broad
leaf trees, suggesting they are well established boundaries. The fields to the
northwest are also pasture, although they are beyond the floodplain. There are a
number of wetter fields along the cycle route, but these too have been utilised as
rough grazing.
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The floodplain of the Afon Dyfrdwy (to the southeast of the cycle route) is located
south of Llyn Tegid, which itself is located within a major geological fault cutting
northeast to southwest across North Wales. The fault formed the narrow valley,
which is drained by the Afon Dyfrdwy and its tributaries. The underlying geology
consists primarily of Alluvial River Terraces & Peat, beyond the floodplain there are
Bala (Ashgill, Caradoc) Llandeilo & Asenig beds (Geological Survey, England &
Wales, Sheets 9 & 10).

3 ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND

All distances are measured using the Chainage distances provided on YGC
drawings 3184/GA/112; 3184/GA/113; 3184/GA/114 and 3184/GA/115 dated
11.04.2012. Chainages are equidistant measuring points set 100m apart; the
scheme started at Chainage 000:000 and terminated at Chainage 1600:000.

3.1 WATCHING BRIEF

The watching brief element commenced at YGC Chainage 200:000 immediately
northeast of New Inn, and continued as far as YGC Chainage 900:000 where the
controlled strip element began on the eastern side of a track leading towards the
River Dee. The watching brief element began again at YGC Chainage 1100:000 and
continued as far as YGC Chainage 1500.000, close to the hamlet of Gwern y Lon
(Figure 1). The watching brief covered a total distance of 1.1km.

The work involved removing the grass and topsoil and levelling the subsoil to provide
an even surface for the stone foundation used for ‘Liwybr Tegid’. A 3.5 tonne 360°
tracked excavator fitted with a toothless bucket was used for this task. The depth of
excavation was on average 0.25m, although this was exceeded on occasion where
pre-existing field boundaries were breached. The field boundaries were not recorded
as part of the archaeological watching brief.

Nineteenth and twentieth century ceramics were found in a number of areas during
the watching brief and their presence was noted on the recording sheets, but the
ceramics themselves were not retained. A single ditch was encountered during the
watching brief.

3.2 CONTROLLED STRIP

The controlled strip element commenced at YGC Chainage 900:000 on the eastern
side of a track leading towards the River Dee, and continued to YGC Chainage
1100:000, a total distance of 200m (Figure 1).

The work involved removing the grass and topsoil and levelling the subsoil to provide
an even surface for the stone foundation used for ‘Llwybr Tegid’. A 3.5 tonne 360°
tracked excavator fitted with a toothless bucket was used for this task. The location
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and orientation of the Roman road was identified by the presence of roadside ditches
on either side.

4 AiMs AND OBJECTIVES

The original aim of the programme of work was to identify any archaeological
remains which would be impacted as a result of the construction works for ‘Llwybr
Tegid’. The line of the Roman road was identified during the course of the mitigation
works, and this was fully investigated and recorded under the scope of a further
archaeological works design (Appendix I).

The current objective is to prepare an archaeological archive of the site to ensure the
long-term curation of the recovered data. This is to include the treatment and
preservation of any finds, deposition of the archive at an agreed repository or
repositories, and the detailed analysis and publication of results to an appropriate
level in line with nationally defined guidelines.

5 MITIGATION METHODOLOGY

All works were carried out in accordance with the Project Design for the works
(Appendix 1) and the GAT standard operating procedures as set out in the GAT
fieldwork Manual (in prep)).

All groundbreaking was undertaken under constant archaeological supervision. All
archaeological features encountered were hand excavated. Where appropriate
isolated pits and postholes were subject to at least 50% excavation, linear features
to at least 10% excavation, and more complex features 100% excavated.

Artefacts were collected and where appropriate their locations noted on drawings,
they were given a unique identification (SF) number and the context number of their
originating deposit noted. Where a large quantity of similar material (e.g. ceramics)
was present in the same deposit they were giv