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1 Summary 
The Tintagel Castle Archaeological Research Project (TCARP) is a new programme of 
archaeological research to inform future interpretation and presentation of the nationally 
significant and internationally famous ancient monument which makes up Tintagel Castle 
in North Cornwall, UK. The overall aim of TCARP is to gain greater understanding of the 
major post-Roman settlement on Tintagel Island and build upon existing knowledge 
and past archaeological work. TCARP is specifically seeking for new evidence on the 
remarkable and varied architectural and structural character of settlement dating to the 
5th to 7th centuries AD, and which underpins Tintagel’s unique standing as a fortified 
citadel in post-Roman Britain and the late Antique world of North West Europe. 

Following the results of new geophysical surveys commissioned for TCARP, Cornwall 
Archaeological Unit carried out small-scale excavations at two locations on the island 
in the summer of 2016. Two trenches on the upper eastern terrace were opened up 
(trenches Tristan and Isolde) and two on the southern terrace (trenches Geraint and 
Mark). (All fieldwork undertaken in 2016 is coded TCARP16). Both locations have never 
been examined before and the archaeological remains uncovered at each location 
revealed very different results and present entirely new evidence on the varied character 
of the buildings which make up the post-Roman settlement. Intact structural evidence 
for well-made stone buildings within a compound or complex was found on the southern 
terrace, while on the upper eastern terrace no clear and definitive evidence for earlier 
buildings were found. Instead a revetment wall of likely 13th century AD date (or later) 
was uncovered on the upper eastern terrace and this may relate to some agricultural 
use associated with the story of the 13th century medieval castle. Part of an artificial 
pathway was also found – its exact date unknown although it may have an earlier post-
Roman origin. 

Fieldwork during TCARP16 has gained new insights on the varied preservation and 
potential of earthworks as well as sub-surface archaeology on Tintagel Island, and these 
promising initial results will inform future excavations.   
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Fig 1 Location of Tintagel Island, North Cornwall (inset). The red boxed area highlights 
Tintagel Headland and shows the two locations (the upper eastern and the southern 
terraces) where fieldwork was carried out in 2016. 
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2 Introduction
2.1 Project background
In April 2016, English Heritage Trust (EH) commissioned Cornwall Archaeological Unit, 
Cornwall Council (CAU), to deliver a new research project at Tintagel Castle, North 
Cornwall. This project, coded TCARP, is set to run over a five year period from 2016 
to 2021. It comprises a programme of archaeological investigations and fieldwork 
involving new surveys and excavations. Work in 2016 was the first stage of a campaign 
of fieldwork and was coded TCARP16.
A programme of new geophysical surveys took place in advance of excavations in 
the late spring and early summer of 2016. Two areas of Tintagel headland, identified 
during a scoping exercise carried out in June 2015 were investigated. Surface traces 
(earthworks) of possible buildings had been identified at both locations: that is, the 
upper eastern terrace and the southern terrace, by a survey carried out by the Royal 
Commission of Historical Monuments (England) in 1984 (Bowden and Jamieson 2016). 
Promising results from a number of geophysical surveys (which were carried out by 
TigerGeo Ltd at these locations in 2016) were then followed by evaluation excavations 
carried out by a team from CAU.
This report presents an account of the fieldwork carried out as TCARP16 in 2016 and the 
preliminary results arising from that work. It includes reporting on assessments of key 
data-sets recovered and recorded during that fieldwork and outlines the significance of 
these results. A full report on the results of the geophysical surveys has been produced 
by TigerGeo Ltd (Roseveare, Lewis and Roseveare 2016) and so only a summary is 
presented here. The present report concludes with commentary on emergent results 
and   recommendations for future fieldwork.
The work in 2016 was entirely investigative in character and is intended to inform a 
future programme of excavation at Tintagel Castle in 2017.

2.2 Location and setting
Tintagel Castle, North Cornwall (SX 0515 8907), is an internationally significant 
(scheduled) monument owned by the Duchy of Cornwall. It is under the guardianship of 
the Secretary of State, DCMS and the licensed management of English Heritage Trust. 
It is one of the UK’s premier heritage visitor attractions, with yearly estimates of over 
200,000 visitors.  
The upstanding remains at Tintagel are spread across a dramatically-sited headland 
where a narrow and much-eroded isthmus connects the two halves of the site: the 
Island and Mainland sections (for location and extent see Fig 1). 

Tintagel has been regarded as the location of a high status site from at least the post-
Roman period with evidence for settlement on both the Island and the mainland, as 
well as on the eroded narrow neck of land which joins them. Surviving (upstanding) 
evidence from the post-Roman phase comprise large numbers of rectangular single and 
multiple celled buildings located across the flat plateaued summit of the Island and on 
the steep eastern and southern terraces. 

Upstanding ruins dating to the medieval period include the Barbican and Upper and 
Lower Wards on the mainland, whilst on the Island these include the Inner Ward and 
Great Hall, the Chapel, a walled garden, a mysterious rock-cut tunnel and the Iron Gate 
landing point adjacent to the Haven. 

The upstanding archaeology is complex and derives from two principal periods, in some 
areas being overlain by one another.

Current understanding of the archaeology of the site suggests two principal phases of 
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activity at Tintagel: the first as a post-Roman trading settlement or a citadel of high 
status occupied from at least the 5th to the 7th centuries AD, the second relating to a 
medieval castle (or apparent stronghold) built by Richard Earl of Cornwall in about 
1230. This later phase of occupation and building is regarded as more symbolic rather 
than functional and defensive (see Thomas 1993; Barrowman et al 2007). Excavations 
in the past 20 years have also demonstrated some limited evidence for a late Roman 
phase of occupation and/or settlement activity but the extent or true character of this 
is currently little understood.       

2.3 Aims and overall objective
The overall aims of TCARP are guided by current proposals by English Heritage 
Trust to improve the intellectual and physical access to Tintagel Castle (see Tintagel 
Castle Archaeological Research Project produced by EH dated 11th February 2016). A 
programme of renewed primary research based on fieldwork provides opportunities for 
English Heritage to increase current knowledge and interpretation of the upstanding 
archaeology which exists on Tintagel headland.  

New investigations comprising geophysical surveys and excavations provide an 
opportunity to learn more about the apparent variety of buildings across the headland 
which on current knowledge date to two main periods: the post-Roman period that is 
5th to 7th centuries AD and the medieval period that is the 13th to 14th centuries AD. 

These aims have a firm research objective: to capture new information about Tintagel 
Castle during the post-Roman period and to shed some light on its principal character. 
Significantly this new research programme will contribute to future presentations as 
well as inform long-term management of an internationally important monument and 
one of Britain’s most well-known, much loved, and popular sites. 

The overall objective of TCARP is the comprehensive excavation of the footprint of one 
or more building of post-Roman date. The project seeks evidence on the architecture, 
building construction, material resources, environmental setting, building chronology 
and history, function and biography. 

This new knowledge will add considerably to existing knowledge and inform future 
interpretation and presentation on the complex character of settlement on Tintagel 
during the 5th to 7th centuries AD.  

2.4 Methods
A written scheme of investigation for archaeological fieldwork undertaken as TCARP16 
(Tintagel Castle Archaeological Research Project TCARP: Written Scheme of Investigation 
for archaeological fieldwork 2016-2017 dated July 2016) was produced by CAU and 
approval for SMC was granted by Historic England. This was guided by an earlier overall 
method statement or project design: Tintagel Castle Archaeological Research Project 
2016 to 2021, Cornwall. Method Statement produced by CAU in March 2016. This 
document set out the methodology for the life cycle of this research project as a staged 
programme of work (Stages 1-13).   

Work in 2016 comprised a series of pre-fieldwork tasks (desk-based and geophysical 
surveys), fieldwork (excavations) and post-fieldwork tasks (archiving and assessments 
of data-sets) designed for stages 1-5. 

This report is the product of stages 1-5 and sets out the results and recommendations 
to inform a WSI for fieldwork investigations in 2017 (Nowakowski and Gossip 2017). 

2.4.1 Pre-fieldwork desk–based assessment
A great deal of background knowledge was collated during CAU’s bid for the TCARP 
project in preparation of a project design (see above, dated 07/03/16) and is not 
duplicated here. 
Pre-fieldwork assessment was specific and included scoping current knowledge on past 
work on the two areas of Tintagel headland selected for evaluation. Results from the 
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measured earthworks survey carried out by the RCHM(E) in 1984 were assessed, as 
well as the results of a keyhole trench dug on the southern terrace in 2003 which was 
conducted as part of a television series, Extreme Archaeology. In addition, the results 
from all past archaeological interventions, large and small investigations, which had 
taken place on Tintagel Island from the 1930s to the present day (2016) were evaluated. 
At the two locations a number of earthworks were evaluated. These were surveyed in 
1984 (see above) and reviewed in the field by Mark Bowden and Elaine Jamieson of 
Historic England in February and March 2015. At that time all earthworks are identified 
by numerical codes (eg 020 etc). 
The final report on the RCHME survey did not appear until 2016 (Bowden and Jamieson 
2016) when earthwork numbers initially assigned in the field were changed (Bowden 
pers comm). Note this present report uses the original numbering system assigned to 
individual sites and/or earthworks and new numbers are shown in italics in parenthesis. 
While presented in detail in the WSI, and therefore not duplicated here, the overall 
outcome of these studies supported the high potential of investigating a number of 
earthworks at the two locations: the upper eastern terrace and the southern terrace.  
Upper eastern terrace (Fig 2)

•	 Three parallel earthworks (west to east): 020, 019 and 018 (061, 065 and 064 
respectively).

•	 A standalone earthwork: 032 (067).
Southern terrace (Fig 2)

•	 Two parallel earthworks (north to south): 318 and 319 (093 and 094).
•	 An additional smaller (related) earthwork to the west: 317 (092).

The results guided the scope of the geophysical surveys which were then commissioned 
(see below). 

2.4.2 Geophysical surveys 2016
TigerGeo Ltd carried out geophysical surveys on Tintagel Island in May 2016. Work was 
concentrated on two locations: the upper eastern terrace and the southern terrace. The 
full results are reported in Terraces at Tintagel Castle, Cornwall. Geophysical Survey 
Report 2016 by Martin Roseveare, D Lewis and A Roseveare. These surveys comprised 
magnetic susceptibility, electrical resistance, laser scans and a GPR survey.  The results 
are summarised below.
Background to the geophysical surveys 
Southern terrace
The RCHM(E) survey in 1984 identified a number of artificial terraces upon which a 
variety of square and sub-rectangular earthworks survived. At least ten have been 
interpreted as “buildings” and and/or possible “house” sites: 310 (086), 309 (085), 
304 (080), 315 (090), 316 (091), 317 (092), 318 (093), 319 (094), 320 (095) and 321 
(096) (Mark Bowden pers comm). 
A keyhole excavation carried out as part of a television series (Extreme Archaeology) in 
2003 revealed potential for buried stratigraphy in one of the structures (ie 317, (092) 
see below).
On the eastern sector of the southern terrace lies a complex of earthworks which survey 
indicates to be an arrangement of “buildings” set out in a planned and (likely) interrelated 
fashion, that is sites 316, 317, 318, 319, 320 and 321. They all lie on a relatively wide 
and flat terrace which is defined to the north by high craggy and vertical outcrops of  
Tredorn Slate, and to the south by a major break in slope, as the ground falls sharply 
away towards the cliff edge. Overall this terrace measures 85m by 25m and the area 
occupied by this earthwork complex is 700m2 in extent. 
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Fig 2 The detailed survey of Tintagel Island carried out by the RCHM(E) in 1984 
showing all newly discovered earthworks and surface structures across the summit 
and steep slopes of the entire headland (© Historic England). The sites shown in 
purple are likely buildings. Earthwork numbers were allocated during the Historic 
England survey enhancement project in 2015 and were then revised in the survey 
report (Bowden and Jamieson 2016). Building 317 (092) was partially examined 
during a television programme in 2003 (Extreme Archaeology, Thorpe and Mower 
2004). Shown here are the main earthworks on the upper eastern terrace (buildings 
020, 018, 019 and 032) and the southern terrace buildings (317, 318 and 319) 
evaluated by CAU in the summer of 2016. 
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On Tintagel headland evaluation excavations in July 2016 focussed on three potential 
“structures” within this earthwork complex on the southern terrace: these were sites 
317, 318 and 319 (Fig 2). These vary in size but all appear to be laid out with respect 
to one another. Earthwork site 317 (092), square in shape, measures 7m by 6m. This 
lies on the western side of the complex and, to its immediate east, lies rectangular 
earthwork 318 (093), which measures 11m by 5m. Another rectangular earthwork 
319 (094), which lies parallel and to the immediate south of 318, measures 12m by 
4.5m. 
To the immediate east of sites 318 and 319 are two much larger rectangular earthworks: 
sites 321 (096) and 320 (095). Both appear to be laid out in relation to sites 318 and 
319.  Site 321 (096) measures 16m by 6.5m while site 320 (095) measures 15.5m by 
6.6m. As discussed this group of earthworks (possible buildings) appear to be laid out 
in relation to one another and form an interrelated set of potential “built” spaces and/
or buildings’ complex.
Magnetic Susceptibility overall results 
Both locations, that is the southern and upper eastern terraces, share similar underlying 
geology although the eastern terrace with its Barras Nose formation slates accounted 
for larger magnetic variations. Control data on the Tredorn Slate on the southern terrace 
showed this location to be significantly magnetic which was interpreted as (probable)  
enhanced anthropomorphic (that is human) activity. 
On the southern terrace magnetic susceptibility values were very high particularly in 
and around earthworks 319 and 320. The values, typical of heated soil and perhaps 
fired ceramics/clay and/or hammer scale, were present in the centre of platform 
320.  Platform 317 (092), the focus of work by Extreme Archaeology in 2003, by 
contrast, was not magnetically different from its neighbours but it lacked an internal 
focus with indeterminate evidence for the presence or absence of heated soil (ie, an 
oven and/or hearth). A notably higher magnetic reading was found a few metres to its 
east in a possible “newly-found cell”.   

Fig 3 Tintagel Castle, Cornwall. Magnetic susceptibility, maximum values: bottom left 
southern terrace, mid right upper eastern terrace (Source: Roseveare et al 2016).
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Fig 4 Tintagel Castle, Cornwall. Magnetic susceptibility, mean values: bottom left 

southern terrace, mid right upper eastern terrace (Source: Roseveare et al 2016).

Fig 5 Tintagel Castle, Cornwall. Magnetic susceptibility, detail of southern area. 
Earthwork 317 (092) highlighted with values (Source: Roseveare et al 2016).
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Electrical Resistance Surveys – overall results
On the southern terrace the whole of the width of the terrace in the western part was 
sufficiently resistive to be considered bedrock. Platform 317 (092) was defined by 
a limited difference in resistance between its interior and exterior which suggested it 
has been cut down into rock as a discrete structure. No masonry was detected and the 
southern edge of the building was not detectable. 
Other platforms on the southern terrace such as earthwork 318 (093) are apparent, 
although discrete earthworks such as 315 and 316 (090 and 091), were not apparent 
in the data and reflected varied results. Further east on this terrace variations became 
stronger and although there was a general association between platforms and low 
resistance regions, there was not a direct match.
Ground Penetrating Radar (GRP) survey results
The USTI Trivue system was deployed on the southern terrace and due to ground 
conditions and practicalities  the GPR survey was conducted across platform 319, from 
about 5m downslope south of the platform and continued northwards  into platform 
318 at the foot of the crags. A transect across both platforms was obtained (Fig 6). The 
following observations were made:

•	 A floor level (likely bedrock) and sealing stratified layers as well as structure – a 
probable wall – was detected across platform 319 (094). The “site” appears to 
extend southwards beyond the visible slope. Its rear end appears to be rock-
cut.

•	 Similar results – a bedrock floor and stratified layers – were found across 
platform 318 (093).

•	 A possible wall footing and/or composite structure (shared track and/or 
drain) was detected between sites 318 and 319. This could imply that the two 
“sites” respect each other and are contemporary.

Fig 6 Tintagel Castle, Cornwall. Sample GPR profile across sites 318 and 319 (093 and 
094) on the southern terrace (Source: Roseveare et al 2016). 
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Overall summary
The geophysical surveys in 2016 have provided very useful and excellent results which 
have tested some of the interpretations of the 1984 RCHM(E) earthwork survey of 
Tintagel Castle (see Bowden and Jamieson 2016). 
Of the two locations evaluated the southern terrace has clear signs of structures and 
likely settlement activity, whereas the smaller structures on the upper eastern terrace 
lack any marked signature for such activity. Overall impressions from these results 
make it tempting to suggest that “built” structures and/or spaces at both locations were 
different and that perhaps both locations were used in different ways, had different 
histories of use as well as different levels of survival of buried archaeology. 

Although the southern terrace appears to host discrete structures the high resolution 
susceptibility data (taken together with surface evidence) suggests they form a 
continuous set of buildings. 

The electrical resistance data appears to be responding primarily to the depth of topsoil 
and the presence or absence of rock close to the surface. Correlation with individual 
structures implied by the topography is fairly low, although likely better on the eastern 
terrace. This difference may in part be caused by differences in micro-environment with 
the southern terrace perhaps more exposed to saline spray than the eastern.

The low frequency (low vertical resolution) 250 MHz GPR has performed well in the 
limited sample on the southern terrace (see Roseveare et al 2016).

3 Archaeological results 2016
3.1 Excavations 2016
During 15 days of archaeological excavation in summer 2016, CAU opened up and 
evaluated four trenches at two locations on Tintagel headland. Two trenches were 
excavated on the upper eastern terrace (trenches Tristan and Isolde, Fig 7) and two 
on the southern terrace (trenches Mark and Geraint, Fig 8). Guided by the results of 
the RCHM(E) earthworks survey of 1984 and new geophysical surveys carried out early 
summer 2016, the overall aim of the excavations was to evaluate these preliminary 
results and look for the footprint of an intact building of post-Roman date.
The archaeological remains uncovered at each location revealed very different results 
and present entirely new evidence on the varied character of the post-Roman settlement  
on the headland. Some background evidence on the pre-13th century AD activities on 
the headland were revealed alongside activity dating to the period of the 13th century 
medieval castle. The project has also revealed varied preservation of upstanding and 
sub-surface archaeological remains and their potential. 

3.2 TCARP16 Principal Results – overall summary
The principal discoveries at each location are first summarised below and are then 
followed by detailed stratigraphic summaries for each trench. 

3.2.1 Upper eastern terrace
Trench Tristan was a long linear trench which was opened up across a series of 
three narrow parallel (artificial) terraces: these comprised three parallel upstanding 
earthworks (west to east): 020 (061), 019 (065) and 018 (064). (Figs  7 and 44).

Earthwork 018 (064) 
In the lower third of the trench a major (intact) slate revetment wall (107) = 
(136) of probable later medieval date (likely to be related to the time of Tintagel Castle 
ie, 13th century AD) was found. This formed the upper edge of site 018 (which occupied 
the lower terrace) and appeared to have been built upon the line of an earlier wall. This 
wall-line may be related to an earlier building perhaps of post-Roman date. This was 
not however fully investigated and, if indeed, an earlier building had once stood here, 
its preservation was poor. 
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Within 018, part of a slate floor (135) (Figs 15 and 44) was found and it was contained 
on its eastern side by a less well-built (stone and earth) wall (109). This was sealed 
by a dark humic layer (122) which has been interpreted as a former land surface 
and may have developed as the area was abandoned. Pottery dating from 11th to 12th 
centuries AD was recovered from this layer.

•	 The remaining two terraces spanned the widths of earthworks 020 and 019 
produced no definitive traces of buildings (named as upper terrace and mid 
terrace on Figure 44). 

Earthwork 019 

The western edge of earthwork 019 (065 mid trench) was defined by a vertically-cut 
face of bedrock (Figs 12 and 44) whilst the revetment wall (107) = (136), see above) 
defined its eastern edge. A narrow strip of uneven but levelled bedrock (3m wide) was 
found between the two edges of this earthwork (mid terrace) which had been sealed by 
substantial dumps of slate and earth scree. 

Earthwork 020

A vertical face of outcrop defined the western edge of earthwork 020 (061 upper 
terrace, Fig 44). The eastern edge was a protruded lump of bedrock (110). The area 
between both edges (upper terrace) was no more than 2m and infilled with slate and 
scree. 

Overall results – Trench Tristan

Two walls were found in the lower section of Trench Tristan: a well-preserved and robustly 
constructed revetment wall (136), and a stone and slate wall (109) which lay 
right of the edge of the terrace. Both were different in make-up and condition. (136) 
was well-bedded into the slope and formed a major revetment which was in likely use 
at the time of the medieval castle (ie the 13th century). It appears to be built upon the 
foundations of an earlier wall-line (131) – perhaps that of an earlier building. Wall 
(109), although broadly parallel to (136), was of a different build and maybe an earlier 
wall-line – perhaps for a building. The slate floor (135) contained by wall (109) could 
be artificial surface within a once roofed space.  

•	 If there had been an early building of post-Roman date which has been identified 
as a distinct earthwork (that is 018) on the upper eastern terrace then it has not 
survived. The location appears to have been used again in the medieval period. 

The entire trench was buried under several slate scree tips. A notable find in these tips 
were perforated roofing slates which date probably from the later medieval (Castle and 
Chapel) period of occupation on the headland. Note Site A (the chapel site) lies directly 
above the craggy overhang for this location. 

Spot samples for pollen were taken from two locations in Trench Tristan. One (sample 
1) from a sealed dark humic layer (122) interpreted as a former land surface which 
produced pottery of 11-12th century AD date. The second (sample 2) was from a trapped 
layer at bedrock level (113) (mid terrace). But survival of pollen grains was poor (and 
damaged) and sample 2 was dominated by flowering shrubs and plants with little cereal 
or tree pollen (see section 5.7).

A notable quantity of cereal grains were recovered from a later context (132). This 
unusual discovery represents the largest single collection of plant remains ever excavated 
on the headland. Cultivated oat grain has been identified (some of which has sprouted). 
Some rye grains were also noted alongside a few naked wheat and barley grains (see 
section 5.8). Layer (132) is a pocket of material which sealed steps (131) (Figs 13 
and 44) and represents a later deposit which presumably had accumulated up against 
revetment wall (107) when it was a visible boundary during the medieval period.  
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Many artefacts (pottery, glass and ironwork) with a wide date range (dating from the 
post-Roman period and the medieval period) were found in Trench Tristan.  A sherd 
of SW decorated pottery (Iron Age) was found. Many contexts contained a mixture of 
finds suggesting a high degree of residuality (see section 3.4). 

The majority of post-Roman imported pottery sherds (B/LRA wares dating c 5th to 6th 
centuries AD) were more abraded in comparison to those excavated from the two 
trenches investigated on the southern terrace. A sherd of D ware (dating 5th-6th century 
AD) has been identified from (128) (see section 5.2). 

Two pieces of late Roman glass (section 5.3) were found in this area alongside several 
pieces of ironwork (including parts of several nails). Some diagnostic items of post-
Roman date such as a small iron penannular brooch (SF3136) and a small hunting spear 
(SF1098) were found (section 5.4).

Trench Isolde
A linear trench was opened up across a square earthwork 032 (067) which also lay on 
the upper eastern terrace and this was Trench Isolde (Fig 8).

•	 Despite the survey interpretation of a possible building at this location no definitive 
structural remains of a “building” was found.  

The “rear” (upper section) of the trench was a graded (angled and sloping) bedrock face 
extending approximately 2m downslope. In mid trench part of a made-up levelled 
surface (306) – which perhaps had once served as a pathway (Fig 45) was found 
and this was fronted by a collapsed slate wall (305) (Figs 19 and 46). Remnants of a 
former land surface (303) were identified. Slate wall (305) defined the eastern edge 
of the earthwork and despite some convincing surface evidence prior to investigation, 
this proved to be an unconvincing “built” wall (Fig 18). If there had once been a wall 
here then it had suffered massive erosion and collapse so that only its foundation had 
survived (see Figs 18 and 46).

•	 The upper and mid sections of the trench were buried under slumped slate 
scree and soil creep. 

Overall results – Trench Isolde

A soil sample from a sealed residual land surface (303) was taken and the pollen 
analysed was found to be poor (section 5.7).

Good sealed layers were found in the central area of the trench (immediately above 
and embedded with the artificial pathway) which produced a great deal of finds of post-
Roman date: the bulk were imported pottery (late Roman amphorae) but also included 
a handful of medieval sherds which date to the 13th century AD – the main period of 
occupation of Tintagel Castle (section 3.4).

Finds from Trench Isolde were mixed but mainly highly abraded. They included an 
unusual mould-blown fragment of glass (SF2025) which may date to the 6-7th centuries 
AD (Fig 17 and section 5.3).

•	 The trench did not reveal definite evidence which could be interpreted as a 
building of post-Roman date. 
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Fig 7 Location of trenches Tristan and Isolde on Upper Eastern terrace on Tintagel 
Castle, Cornwall – TCARP16 Excavations 2016 (©CAU 2016).
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Fig 8 Location of trenches Mark and Geraint on the southern terrace, Tintagel Castle, 
Cornwall – TCARP16 Excavations 2016 (©CAU 2016).
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3.2.2 Southern terrace
Two trenches were opened up on the southern terrace: Trench Mark and Trench Geraint 
(Fig 8).

Trench Mark was opened up across a related square earthwork 317 (092, see above).
As in neighbouring trench Geraint, the below-ground survival of stone walls and related 
structural material was high.

Three sections of walling were discovered:  part of a major stone built revetment 
wall which was aligned on the edge of the terrace (704) (Fig 24) in the south of the 
trench), a section of a stone and earth-built wall (717) (uncovered in a trench 
extension to the west) and the poor traces of a (thin) slate-built coursed wall (720) 
(at the northern end of the trench) (Fig 47). These lay under turf and then under a 
demolition layer made-up of large slates. All the walls were different in their stone 
make-up but they appear to define the edges of the earthwork 317 (092). It is notable 
that wall (704) is not on the same alignment of wall (503) which was found in Trench 
Geraint (see above).

A potential rich (multiple) series of sealed midden deposits comprising (707), 
(711) and (725) was found on the edge of the terrace to the south of wall (704). This  
contained artefacts and organic material of post-Roman date (Fig 47). A rim of E ware 
in fresh condition (SF4137) was found in the lowest layer (725) and this may indicate a 
mid to late 6th century AD date (section 5.2).

•	 The phasing relationship of revetment wall (704) and the middens was not wholly 
investigated in 2016 although superficially it appeared as though the midden 
material was dumped against wall (704). This requires further investigation. 

Overall results – Trench Mark
Overall there was good survival of intact stratigraphy in Trench Mark with high survival 
of structural remains. The walls were however slightly different in their individual make-
up and the poorer condition of rear (?) wall (720) (related to a displaced natural 
boulder (703)) may hint at earlier structures. A marked quantity of finds of post-Roman 
date were found in the northern end of Trench Mark (eg layers (702), (713) and (716) 
(section 3.4) and included the neck fragment of SW Decorated ware (c 400 BC) an 
abraded sherd of late Roman (4th century AD) mortaria. 

Revetment wall (704) is a major feature and it is not yet clear whether this is the wall 
of a building or whether it marks the edge of a once “open” terrace (see Trench Geraint 
below). A possible narrow (slate-lined) gully feature (715) (found alongside its northern 
face) contained a pocket of medieval pottery and the fragment of a glass linen smoother 
(SF4130, Fig 39 and section 5.3). This unusual find has a wide date range from late 
Roman to 9th to 13th centuries AD (Fig 39 and section 5.3).

Pollen assessed from the lowest level of midden (725) was poor (section 5.7). 

There is the potential survival of sealed occupation/activity layers (722), (723) 
and (726) within the interior of site 317 which lay under demolition layer (709). These 
layers were only partially investigated in 2016 but appeared were well sealed (Fig 47).

Demolition and levelling event(s), which may have followed abandonment and collapse 
of former stone buildings and walls, appear to have produced the overlying large slate 
(levelled) layer (709) which covered the (sampled) interior of earthwork 317 and 
ensured the survival of the inner space contained within these walls (Figs 28 and 47). 
The demolition and levelling episodes are probably directly related to final abandonment 
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of this area. They may be dated by the discovery of a small pocket of early medieval 
pottery (c 11th/12th century AD) found in gully (715). Similar evidence for a demolition 
episode or series of events was uncovered in Trench Geraint (see below).

3.2.3 Southern terrace
Trench Geraint was a long linear trench which was opened up across two parallel and 
related, earthworks 318 (093) and 319 (094). These form part of a larger arrangement 
of possible buildings (to the west and east). (An additional related earthwork 317 (092) 
to the west was explored in Trench Mark (see above) (Figs 8 and 48). 

In trench Geraint the main discoveries were as follows.

Across the length of the trench, sections of three robust stone-built walls survived and 
each stood to just over 0.5m high and 0.8m wide. These were located on three narrow 
terraces (the upper room area, the middle terrace and the lower “room” area, see Fig 
48). Two of these were revealed as stubs of walls (507) and (509) (ie terminals) and 
which formed sides of two doorways. The potential survival of these walls beyond the 
trench edges is considered high. These features corresponded directly to the overgrown 
banks identified by the earthwork survey (Figs 31, 34 and 48). 

A flight of ten slate steps (524) (Figs 32 and 33) which linked the upper building 
(318) (093) to the lower (building) terrace (319) (094) (Fig 48) was found.  The upper 
earthwork (318) appeared to be a single room lined with a flagged slate floor (513) 
and a south-facing doorway (Figs 30, 31 and 48).  The lower earthwork (319, middle 
terrace and lower room area) appeared to accommodate two different spaces: the first, 
a likely once “roofed” space which may have contained the steps and the doorway (wall 
509) (just over 4m wide) and, the second, another possible “open” space (just over 
3m wide) which was fronted by a massive revetment wall (503) which lay right on 
the edge of the terrace (Figs 35 and 48).  The surviving parts of a slate “floor” and/
or pavement (516) was found on the lower terrace contained by the revetment wall 
(503). This was in much poorer condition than that found higher up (see (513) above) 
and so it is possible that this lower terrace (that is between the lower doorway and 
the revetment wall) was originally an “unroofed” and open space. These are current 
working ideas to be tested by future excavations. 

A rich midden (505) was found right on the edge of the southern terrace (this 
produced good survival of ecofacts, artefacts, including sherds of E ware and glass 
fragments) (Figs 36, 37 and 48). 

Midden (505) appears to be built upon the substantial stone revetment wall (503)
(see above).  However the wall was not sectioned and the midden was only sampled in 
2016 so the extent of the midden and its relationship with wall (503) requires further 
investigation. Whether wall (503) is part of a building or whether it is a revetment wall 
which contains and defines a major “open” terrace has yet to be resolved. 

Overall results – Trench Geraint
Good sub-surface evidence for stone-built buildings was found in Trench Geraint and the 
potential is high for future discovery of (relatively intact) ground plans and footprints 
of buildings. The midden discovered right on the edge of the terrace has also survived 
intact and is a key discovery and major context. 

A spot sample for pollen was assessed from (527) the lowest layer identified beneath 
midden (505). It contained no pollen (section 5.7).

Animal bone fragments were recovered from midden (505). These included a pig jaw, 
teeth and limb bones from cattle, sheep/goat and pig. Most are not articulated and 
some were burnt. One or two fragments display signs of butchering. There is limited 
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data on age at death but most of the animals appear to be young, sub-adults, and the 
presence of skeletal parts from all parts of the body, suggests that whole carcasses 
were present on site (section 5.9). 

An oyster fragment has been identified from midden (505). A single fish cranial bone 
from a large fish was found in an upper subsoil layer (502) and the vertebra of a 
medium-sized fish was found in midden sample <605> (505) (section 5.9). These fish 
remains are likely to represent fish consumption.  

Well-preserved charcoal assemblages of mixed wood taxa including oak and Betulaceae 
(Hazel, Alder Birch family) have been identified from midden (505). Some fragments 
appear to have been cut/worked so may represent wood chips. Some of the Betulaceae 
fragments show possible evidence of insect damage (section 5.10). 

Grain is frequent in these midden samples with some noted variation within the context. 
This could suggest that the midden had built up over several events/episodes. One of 
the samples produced reasonable numbers of sprouted barley grain. This could result 
from the burning of spoilt grain as a means or disposal or may indicate malting of barley. 
Full analysis will be required to determine which of these scenarios is the most likely. 
Naked wheat grain (bread wheat or rivet/macaroni wheat) grain was also recorded in 
these samples along with a few oat grains. Very few weeds were present and no cereal 
chaff. This suggests that stable waste is absent and that crop processing was not taking 
place at this location on site (section 5.8). 

Midden (505) is also a key context for finds and, in particular, for post-Roman imported 
pottery (A and B wares – that is, fine wares and storage wares). The overall sizes and 
good condition of just over 50 sherds of imported pottery suggest primary deposition. 
The date range is c 475-550 AD. Three sherds (two rims) of possible E ware have been 
identified from midden (505) and its presence would extend this date into the late 6th 
century AD and would suggest a date at least in the second half of the sixth century or 
even the early 7th century AD (section 5.2). 

A notable quantity of glass fragments were found in trench Geraint from midden 
(505) and occupation layers (512) and (514). These are mainly rim fragments 
from glass bowls/dishes (and one cone beaker) and are from forms classified by 
Campbell as Atlantic groups C and D (date range 6th to 7th centuries AD) (section 5.3).  

Fragments of iron (tanged) knives (SF3098 and SF3041) and a figure of eight chain-
link (SF3060) were found in trench Geraint (section 5.4).

As in neighbouring Trench Mark (see above) the entire area was levelled and buried 
with extensive slate layers (structural building material) probably during a major 
demolition event or series of events which, on current evidence, appears to date 
to c 11th-12th centuries AD (Fig 48).  

•	 No medieval or later artefacts (ie, from 13th century and which relate to the 
period of the construction and occupation of Tintagel Castle) were found on the 
southern terrace.

3.3 TCARP16 Stratigraphic summaries

3.3.1 Upper eastern terrace – Trench Tristan
Trench Tristan was a long linear trench which measured 12.3m by 1.9m and was aligned 
W-E. It was opened up across sites and earthworks coded 020 (061), 019 (065) and 
018 (064) and entirely hand-dug. 
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The measured RCHM(E) survey in 1984 showed that site 020 (061) measured 8m by 
3.5m, its “rear” side (W) was a vertical outcrop.  Immediately downslope (from 020) 
and lying parallel was rectangular site 019 (065) which measured 10.5m by 4m wide. 
Immediately downslope and parallel to 019 lay site 018 (064) which measured 10m by 
3.5m. This last earthwork lay right on the eastern edge of the upper eastern terrace. 
All three earthworks shared the same axis, that is, aligned NNE-SSW. Excavation in July 
2016 showed that they all occupied narrow “artificial” terraces and the difference in 
height between the upper to lower terrace was just under 3.5m (Figs 9 and 44).
Results of the electrical resistance survey carried out in May 2016 by TigerGeo Ltd 
prior to the excavations showed that platform (site) 018 (064) was clearly visible as a 
rectangular region of low resistance, confirming the presence of a soil within a rock-
cut platform. Immediately adjacent and to the north are platforms (sites) 017 and 
019 (065) which gave different readings and suggested some structural differences. 
Platforms 020 (061) and 021 (062) (to the south) showed clearly defined eastern edges 
which were provisionally interpreted as buried masonry. A wide band of raised electrical 
resistance which separated sites 020 (061) and 021 (062) was defined as a possible 
artificial surface, perhaps a “pathway”.  At the same time a magnetic susceptibility 
survey took place across the upper eastern terrace and the majority of the readings 
were all in the range of natural values for the site. Where high values were recorded 
they corresponded to weathered bedrock. Marked differences in magnetic susceptibility 
results were noted between those found here and those recorded across structures 
on the southern terrace and it has been suggested that these could reflect differential 
use of “buildings” sited in both locations (Roseveare et al 2016). The implication being 
that such marked differences could indicate different “zoned” areas of activities were 
borne out by the results of the excavations in summer 2016, for at both locations well 
preserved, but markedly different, evidence for built artificial structures were found.

Fig 9 Excavations in progress on Upper eastern terrace, Tintagel, Cornwall. Day 9, 27th 
July 2016. Trench Tristan to the left and Trench Isolde to the right (Photo: J Gossip, 
©CAU, IMGP 5997).
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Main features
The entire surface area of Trench Tristan was covered by tough maritime sward (100) 
which was removed by hand. This sealed subsoil (101) which comprised a rooty brown 
soil loam with many broken slates (like a “carpet of slates”) and which formed a thick 
“bed” up to 15cm deep and covered the entire trench (Fig 10).  
Many finds were recovered from (101) including 9 roofing slates, 8 sherds of LRA2/Bi 
and 4 of LRA3/Biv amphora, 6 notched slates, water rounded pebbles, 1 sherd of Native 
ware, 2 shards of glass of post-Roman date, and a fine quartzite pebble whetstone 
(SF1000). Beneath this and also lying across the entire length of the trench, was a slate 
scree tip layer (103) (Fig 44). This reasonably layer thick (25cm)  with slate fragments 
of all shapes and sizes intermixed with brown loam contained the greatest quantity of 
finds (63 items) from Trench Tristan, all comfortably dating to the post- Roman period 
(5th to 6th centuries AD). These included many sherds (29) of LRA2/Bi, LRA1/Bii, LRA3/
Biv and Bv amphorae, a decorated glass rim from a possible bowl (SF1068), the neck 
sherd of a LRA3/Biv amphora (SF1018), 1 amphora stopper in LRA2/Bi fabric (SF1053), 
2 small abraded sherds of ARSW (SF1035), 14 water rounded pebbles (many quartz), 
6 notched slates and 1 sherd of coarse ware (SF1027).

Fig 10 Upper eastern terrace at Tintagel castle, Trench Tristan, looking west. Day 4 21st 
July 2016. On removal of maritime sward “ a carpet of slate” emerges. General view of 
(102) and (103) upper and central area of the trench looking for a wall division between 
sites 020 (061)  and 019 (065). The pronounced break in slope is just becoming evident. 
(Photo: J Gossip, © CAU P1940). 
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Under all the overburden layers in Trench Tristan three narrow artificial terraces
emerged: the upper one in the extreme W  measured 1.20m and made up the width
of site 020 (061), the second (mid trench) was also narrow at less than 3m and
formed the width of site 019 (065), and the third (lower) 4m across site 018 (064)
(Fig 44). The upper edges of terraces (020) (061) and (019) (065) were defined by
vertical faces of outcrop, while the upper (west) edge of site 018 (064) was defined
by an intact and well-constructed revetment wall (107). An iron projectile point
(arrowhead) (SF1098) was found associated with (107) (section 5.4). 

• There had been an expectation that a built stone (masonry) wall separated 
parallel sites 020 and 019 so the discovery of a vertical (cut) face of bedrock 
was a surprise (Fig 12).  There was therefore a considerable difference in 
height from the upper (W) end of Trench Tristan to its lower (E) end on site 
018 (064) of over 3 metres.

Fig 11 Upper eastern terrace at Tintagel, Trench Tristan. Day 4 21st July 2016. General 
view looking across entire length of trench. Scales lie just at the junction of sites 
019 (065) and 018 (064). The considerable difference in height between the upper 
and lower terraces is evident (Photo: J Gossip, © CAU P1958). 

The following stratigraphic summary describes the localised stratigraphy in each of 
the three narrow terraces (see above). It begins in the upper W end (site 020, 061) 
continues with the stratigraphic story of the mid terrace (site 019, 065) and finishes 
with the lower E end of the trench (site 018, 064) (see section Fig 44).
West end Site 020 (061) 
The western edge of site 020 (061) was defined by a vertical face of bedrock (0.65 
m high). The terrace (106) here was narrow (1.20m wide) and had a gently sloping 
hollow (floor?) base cut into bedrock (Fig 44).  The height from the “back” face – ie, the 
vertical face of bedrock to the eastern edge was 1.15m. Its eastern edge (110) was 
a tightly packed deposit of large and medium-sized slates with little substantial form 
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– if originally the top of a built wall then the remains were amorphous.  Three notched 
slates were found in (110). A localised spread of fractured slate (scree) (102) lay 
below overburden (101) but sealed (103) (see above).  

•	 (102) represents a late slate tip/dump layer and produced “modern” finds 
including a metal capped glass bottle, cigarette butts and a plastic wrapper but it 
also produced 1 sherd of LRA2/Bi amphora (SF1002) and 1 notched roofing slate 
(SF1001).

A sondage (half the width of the trench) was excavated down through (103) across the  
terrace which made up 020 (061)  in this section of Trench Tristan. Successive layers  
(111), (114) and (115) were identified within the hollow that emerged. They were all 
thin layers of dumped slate intermixed with soil and although produced a few finds, they 
were clearly redeposited and therefore not primary layers. (114) and (115) completely 
filled in the rock cut hollow which was terrace (106) (Fig 44).  Three notched slates were 
recorded from (114) and (115) while 2 sherds of LRA2/Bi (SF1113 and SF1116) came 
from (111). 

•	 There was no evidence for the footprint of a building in this upper western zone 
of trench Tristan but only a narrow rock-cut (sloping) terrace. 

Mid Terrace Site 019 (065) (Fig 44)
The overall width of site 019 (which occupied the middle section of Trench Tristan) was 
5.2m. The western edge of this terrace was a steep, rock-cut stepped face of bedrock 
(116) (Fig 12). This was up to 1.75m high from its top to the slightly sloped edge 
which eventually levelled out to form the floor of the terrace which was 3.95m at base 
of outcrop to inner face of revetment wall (107)=(136) (see below). The levelled 
terrace in between was however much narrower at 2.30m.  Revetment wall (107)=(136) 
contained the eastern edge of 019 (Fig 44). 

•	 The natural but artificially cut “back” or rear edge (that is (116)) of 019 was a 
surprise discovery as surface indications had suggested that this was a built wall. 
However this proved not to be the case. 

Much of the middle section of the trench was covered by substantial layers of slate 
(103) (see above) which sealed slate and soil layers (104), (105) and (128).  
While (103) lay extensively across the entire trench area, a more compacted slate 
dump/tip (104) covered the area of the back outcrop wall (116) and much of the 
lower sections of the trench. (104) was substantial at 40-50m deep and appeared 
comprehensively spread. Whether it was dumped in one episode is uncertain though it 
had the appearance of slippage. It sealed (105) in the west and partly covered (128) 
in the east. Despite its great depth (104) only produced 9 finds: 4 notched slates, 2 x 
B wares (including a heavily abraded sherd (SF1054) and 1 x LRA1/Bii) and a LRA2/Bi 
amphora stopper (SF1050). It also produced 1 bone fragment (SF1051) and 1 quartz 
fragment (SF1052). 
A much looser slate and soil layer (up to 30 cm deep)  (105) (which lay beneath (104))  
partly overlay the lower parts of the bedrock face and sealed part of (128) which lay to 
the east where the terrace was more level. Like the layer above (ie, (104)), (105) too 
must have been dumped and was redeposited. It produced a larger quantity of finds: 19 
sherds of B wares including 1 x handle of Bv (SF1024) and 2 con-joining B ware sherds 
(SF1028) and 1 x perforated slate.  
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Fig 12 Upper eastern terrace at Tintagel, Trench Tristan, Day 14 2nd August 2016. The 
“back” end of site 019 (065) was found to be a vertical face of bedrock (116) with 
cut steps. (Photo: J Gossip, ©CAU P6234). 

The back face of 019 (065) was a cut bedrock face (116) which was buried by 
these dumped layers. Once removed, it presented a steep step-cut face (up to 4 
cut steps were recorded from top to base, see Fig 12). Localised pockets of dark 
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earthy fragmented slates and soil layers (117) and (113) were recorded under 
redeposited layers (104) and (105). (117) was identified on the “top” step immediately 
downslope and adjacent to the more compacted material recorded as (110), associated 
with site 020 (061) (see above). It produced 3 sherds of LRA2/Bi (SF1071, SF1072) and 
1 worked quartz flake (SF1073).  (113) was located on the lower steps of bedrock and 
produced 4 sherds of B ware (including a LRA3/Biv neck, SF1122), a bone fragment and 
1 sherd of imported coarse ware (SF1076).  Survival of pollen sampled from this layer 
(sample 2) was poor but dominated by flowering shrubs and plants (section 5.7).

• Both clearly were redeposited layers trapped in stepped face of (116) and 
the earliest layers in this zone of the trench. (113) was more compacted than 
(105) which sealed it and in its lower zone contained a number of large slates 
(see section Fig 44). 

As stated above, the narrow level floor of the terrace was just 2.30m. Under layers 
(128)=(127) then (130) both contained by wall (107)=(136) to the east, was a well 
preserved series of slate “steps” (131) (see below).  Layers (130) (the lower) and then 
(128) (the upper) were likely dumped redeposited soil and slate deposits representing 
one of the earliest phases of backfill or deliberate levelling events of the terrace. Both 
were between 15 to 25cm deep and both produced interesting collections of finds. The 
lowest, that is (130) a mixed slate and soil layer produced:  several B ware sherds 
(eg SF1131 and SF1133) and a handful of base sherds of medieval pot (SF1132)  of 
pre 11-12th century date (sections 3.4 and 5.6). It also produced a piece of ironwork.  
Layer (128) produced quite “fresh” material including 1 large sherd of (the rare) D 
ware (SF1128) which formed the complete profile of a bowl dating to the 6th century AD 
(section 5.2), a handle of LRA2/Bi amphora (SF1125), other B wares and an ironwork 
item attached to a slate fragment (SF1129) (section 5.4).  

•	 Both these layers, while mixed and redeposited, may represent former occupation 
layers cleaned out from a building or a set of buildings close by. 

As stated above, beneath (130) were a series of slate steps (132) and (131). Three were 
recorded in total and they appeared to be constructed in sequence upon the flat floor 
of the terrace. The  lowest was 30cm deep (10cm thick) and comprised neatly placed 
thin slates, the second a single (cracked) flat slate flag (0.40 cm wide and 15 cm thick), 
and the upper step (only partly revealed) was similar in design to the lowest – that is 
made up of smaller flat thin slates.  A thin clean plastic clay berm sealed the upper step. 
While the steps appeared to be ascending the western face of revetment wall (107) (see 
below) the relationship between these and the wall was not entirely clear (see Fig 13). 

•	 It is possible that these steps (if this is what they are) relate to an earlier wall-
line upon which the revetment wall (136) was later built. While this was not 
proven the evidence strongly points to the “steps” belonging to an earlier phase 
of activity on this part of the terrace. They could therefore belong to one side of 
a wall for an earlier building (the other side of which was wall (109) which was 
exposed in adjacent site 018 (see below). 
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Fig 13 Upper eastern terrace at Tintagel, Trench Tristan, Day 14, 2nd August 2016. 
Neatly laid slate steps (132), (131) beneath the western side of revetment wall 
(107) alongside a clay berm/ledge (119). Do they mark the threshold related to an 
earlier wall-line which represents an earlier stone building of possible post-Roman 
date?  (Photo: R Mikulski, ©CAU, P6139).

 
Lower Terrace east Site 018 (064)
Wall (107) = (136) defined the western edge/wall of site 018 (064) and was a shared 
boundary between this site and earthwork 019 (065) immediately upslope. The section 
uncovered in July 2016 spanned the entire width of Trench Tristan and this was clearly 
part of a longer linear wall (upstanding up to 0.60m prior to exposure) linking parallel 
earthworks 019 and 018 (see above and Figs 14 and 44). Remarkably well-preserved 
and intact, this (grassed-over) wall, was a substantial revetment wall (Fig 14). At 
least 1.5m wide, it was stepped and built into and against a natural (or artificial?) slope. 
Made up of flat medium-thick coursed and tightly compacted slate masonry it presented 
neatly-made W and E faces. It was bonded by a brown loam soil. It was 1m high on its E 
face (seawards side) and 0.8m high on it W face (inland face). While it shared the same 
general alignment, it was not parallel to wall (109) (see below).  
Although wall (136) was only revealed in plan (it was not sectioned) a notable quantity of 
finds recorded were associated with it – all from either within loose stone fabric or layers 
immediately around and above it: LRA2/Bi, LRA1/Bii, Bv amphora sherds including 2 
co-joining sherds (SF1097), 2 slate disc amphora stoppers (SF1064 and SF1102), 4 
notched slates (including a double” notched” item SF1107),  the basal sherd of a LRA2/
Bi (SF1086) (section 5.2), 1 iron projectile point (SF1098) (section 5.4), another iron 
item (SF1108), water rounded pebbles (SF112 and SF 1065), 1 base of native ware 
(SF1118) and 1 rim of a medieval 11th to 12th century AD) pot (sections 5.1 and 5.6). 

•	 This association of finds – clearly residual and redeposited – were mainly post-
Roman in date. The date of construction is not known but its remarkable intactness 
and solidity suggests that this was a late feature in Trench Tristan, possibly a 
medieval wall (13th century AD) sitting upon a much earlier boundary. It may also 
have been in use during the occupation of the medieval castle.
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Fig 14 Upper eastern terrace at Tintagel, Trench Tristan, Day 14, 2nd August 2016. 
Seaward (E facing) side of the revetment wall (136)=(107) within the lower part 
of the trench. This major wall defined the western edge of site 018 (064). Made 
of good sized flat coursed slates this terraced wall is a late feature on this part of 
the island and was probably constructed and in use during the medieval and later 
occupation of Tintagel Castle (Photo: J Gossip, ©CAU P6131). 

 
In the area within site 018 (064) was a sealed buried dark humic thin (remnant 
turf) layer (122) which, in turn, sealed slate floor (135) (see section Fig 44). This 
lay below debris collapse from wall  (107) and (129). This was sampled for pollen and 
geoarchaeological information on 1st August by Matt Canti and Katie Head (see section 
5.7, sample 1). It covered an area approximately 1 m 2. 

Representing a possible former land surface it may be a remnant soil build-up 
following abandonment of the floor area (135). Many mixed finds were recovered 
from (122): many fragments of a single vessel of Somerset Chert tempered ware 
(of early Norman date; Thorpe and Wood 2011) (SF1115) and (perhaps SF1121 
and SF1117) but also native ware including a neck (SF1103) and (SF1104) as 
well as 1 sherd of LRA2/Bi (SF1114) and 1 sherd of LRA1/Bii amphora (SF1117). 
Three iron objects were also recovered (SF1115 and SF1117).

Wall (109) defined the long eastern edge of site 018 (064) (Figs 15 and 44). A section 
of this linear stone and earth wall, 1.0m wide and 2.0m long, was revealed and spanned 
the width of the excavation trench. Prior to excavation this was a ridged grass covered 
upstanding wall less than 0.35m high. Rough and ready and made of a jumble of slate, 
stone and earth build but with facing on both W and E faces, Wall (109) was found to 
be in poor condition.  It was 0.30m high on its W face and similarly low on its E face. 
Much of its eastern face (as revealed in the trench) had slipped downslope through 
gradual erosion on the seaward side. 
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No finds were found in association with it and the small segment revealed was 
planned but not sectioned. 

Fig 15 Upper  eastern terrace at Tintagel, Trench Tristan, Day 15, 3nd August 2016. 
Looking down on lower terrace (site 018, 064) at the eastern end  of trench Tristan. 
The rough and ready make-up and poor condition of wall (109) on the edge of the 
terrace is all too clear. The slate floor (135) within site 018 (064) is being revealed. 
In the left hand corner of the photo lies the substantial revetment wall (136)=(107) 
(Photo: J Gossip, ©CAU IMGP6306). 

  
An area of a levelled slate surface/floor (135) was contained by Wall (109) (Figs 
15 and 44). This made up surface of large flat slates laid in a “crazy paving” fashion 
spanned the area between Wall (107) (to the W) and wall (109) (to the east). It covered 
an area 2m 2 and was revealed in part. It appears to represent a section of a purposely 
built floor of one slate thickness. Although on its western side it appeared contained by 
Wall (109) this surface may be earlier. It lay beneath buried turf line (122). Finds 
from (135) included several fragments of animal bone (SF1137) and 1 rim sherd of 
medieval pot (SF1138) (c 1100-1200 AD, section 5.6). 

•	 Slate floor (135) was the lowest layer excavated in site 018 (064) in August 
2016 and may represent the floor of an early building.

3.3.2 Upper eastern terrace - Trench Isolde
A rectangular trench coded Isolde, aligned W-E, and which measured 6m x 1.9m, was 
opened up centrally across the width of earthwork 032 (067) which had been identified 
and surveyed by the Royal Commission Survey in 1984.  The aim here was to test 
whether this was an artificial structure, a possible building (Bowden and Jamieson 2016, 
building 067). The earthwork was defined in part by an overgrown (steep) bedrock face 
at its (western) “rear” (over 1.5m high), a narrow platform (less than 2m wide) which 
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was “fronted” by a (probable earth and stone) wall located downslope. Site 032 (067) 
was square in shape and this was the smallest “site” evaluated by the TCARP team in 
2016: it measured 6.6m by 4.6m.

Fig 16  Upper eastern terrace at Tintagel, Trench Isolde, Day 3, 20th July 2016. 
Looking eastwards and downslope across the trench following the removal of the 
maritime sward (300). Cleaning down onto (302) and (304) after the removal of 
topsoil (301). At the western end of the trench the bedrock is just beginning to 
emerge. (Photo: J Gossip, ©CAU P5645)
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Following the removal of turf (300) from across the trench area, a brown silty topsoil 
(301) with frequent roots and much disturbed by anthills covered the entire area (Fig 
16). It contained many mixed finds: LRA2/Bi amphora sherds, notched and perforated  
slates, quartz flakes and fragments, as well as a modern (rubber) shoe heel. The 
fragment of a medieval ceramic ridge tile (SF2000) was found at the interface between 
this and the layer (302) below (section 5.6). 
(302) was also part of the overburden in this trench and was another loosely 
compacted silty loam with frequent degraded (slatey) bedrock  but  confined to the 
upper western half of the trench. It too produced a large group of finds including LRA2/
Bi, LRA1/Bii amphora (SF2001; SF2002; SF2008; SF2003 and SF2004) as well as some 
B wares (SF2008) and an amphora stopper made from LRA2/Bi Fabric (SF2007) (section 
5.2). Alongside notched slates and quartz crystals, there were also fragments of an 
iron horse shoe (?), a possible iron sickle (SF2006) and 2 sherds of medieval pottery 
(SF2005) (13th century AD in date, section 5.6). 
A dark blackish brown soft silty clay (303) with charcoal flecks lay localised in crevices 
in the bedrock within the western half of the trench. This was marked by its soft high 
soil content and notable quantity of pot fragments: LRA2/Bi, LRA1/Bii and Bv wares 
(SF2013; SF2015; SF2016; SF2018; SF2019; SF2020; SF2021; SF2027; SF2028; 
SF2029; SF2030 and SF2031) as well as imported coarsewares (SF2017; SF2023) and 
native wares (SF2026; SF2032) were recovered throughout with a marked quantity  
at its base. Two shards of post-Roman glass were recovered and included an unusual 
fragment of mould-blown glass (SF2025, Fig 17 see section 5.3). This clean deposit 
overlay natural bedrock and is a primary layer into which was embedded blocks of 
outcrop (306) which appeared to have been artificially laid down to form a compacted 
levelled surface. A spot sample for pollen was taken (sample 3) for assessment but little 
survived (see section 5.7.3).

Fig 17 Trench Isolde. Fragment of unusual moulded glass (SF2025). The ribbing has 
been noted on another fragment of glass from earlier excavations and has been 
attributed by Campbell to the Germanic group B seen on palm cups dating to the 6th 
and 7th centuries AD (see section 5.3.1). (Photo: A Sharpe, ©CAU  DSC0061). 
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In the eastern half of the trench (where the bank edge of 032 was aligned N-S), was a 
slate rubble deposit (304) densely mixed with small to medium slate, shillet and dark 
grey brown silty clay. This was mostly disturbed by anthills in the southern zone and 
more compact towards the centre of the trench. Notched slates, several water rounded 
white quartz pebbles, quartz flakes and LRA2/Bi (SF2012) and LRA1/Bii (SF2009; 
SF2011; SF2012) amphora sherds were found alongside 2 sherds of pre 11th century 
AD pottery and/or imported coarsewares (SF2010).  

•	 Despite its rubble state, this appeared to be a well-sealed deposit and is 
perplexing to explain – can it represent the remnants of walling matrix? This was 
only partially excavated (Fig 18).

(305) is the probable remains of a collapsed stone wall. This lined the eastern 
(downslope) side of site 032 (067) and prior to excavation was a grassed covered linear 
bank 0.60m high and 1.5m wide. Trench Isolde cut through a 2m section of this (of 
which only 1m was excavated to bedrock). Once the overlying and bonding material 
(304) was removed, the structural fabric and make-up of this feature was revealed. 
This comprised large angular pieces of cut slate, many were set vertically or diagonally 
onto and into a steep slope of natural bedrock: the bare bones of the resulting structure 
looked bizarre and hazardous (Fig 18 and 46). It is possible that this is part of a wall, 
the foundation of which may have been (306)? The large slates that made up (305) 
may have been built upon (306) until they collapsed and fell to ruin as a result of 
abandonment or even perhaps due to natural subsidence (as the natural slope here is 
very steep). Whatever the explanation, the remnant stone make-up showed that there 
was an artificial edge or boundary at this location and this edged a small platform which 
defined earthwork 032 (067) on its eastern side. 
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Fig 18 Upper eastern terrace, Trench Isolde, Day 9, 27th July 2016. Norman Reed, 
Megan Val Baker and Jacky Nowakowski discuss the bizarre condition of (305) – is 
this the inner structure of a collapsed wall? Prior to excavation the overgrown bank 
on this side of site 032 (067) had looked to be a convincing wall (Photo: J Gossip, 
©CAU P6024).

The space (the edge of 305 and the base of the bedrock face within the third back 
area of Trench Isolde) was artificially levelled and formed a made-up surface 1.5 to 
1.7m wide (see below). (306) was a compacted surface comprised of medium to 
small slate fragments located in the upper western zone of the trench and was more 
compacted on the southern side (Figs 19 and 20). It embedded a large displaced 
block of quartz outcrop which was levelled and which may have originally formed a 
foundation level for a wall (see 305) (section Fig 45). After the possible demolition 
of this wall, the levelled surface may have been used as a trackway to gain access to the 
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upper eastern terrace from this side. A single sherd of LRA2/Bi amphora was recovered 
from the soil sample <404>.

Fig 19 Upper eastern terrace at Tintagel, Trench Isolde, Day 14, 2nd August 2016. 
Looking south across the eastern part of trench where a sondage cut through the 
collapsed wall (305) shows its poor condition. The narrow flat area (mid trench) is 
shown with the displaced white quartz block (306) “in situ”. The base of bedrock 
on the upper western end of the trench can be seen to the right. No definitive 
(convincing) evidence for a building stance was found but this narrow terrace may 
have served as an artificial trackway (Photo: J Gossip, ©CAU 6099). 

(307) was a dark black-brown soft silty clay pocket of soil recorded adjacent to 
the eastern edge of possible wall foundation (306) (see above). It appeared to be similar 
to (303) which was located on the western edge of (306) so the two contexts could be  
the same. Perhaps this was part of wall infill recorded as (304). Two pot sherds, SF2022 
a LRA2/Bi amphora sherd and a sherd of imported coarse ware were found in this layer.  
Both sherds were in fresh and un-abraded condition. Wood charcoal was high in this 
deposit (section 5.10) but the pollen sample was poor (see section 5.7) and the material 
may well have been more mixed than first interpreted. 
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Fig 20 Upper eastern terrace, Trench Isolde, Day 7, 25th July 2016. Looking east 
across trench midway during excavation when the main features became clearer. 
The centre (0.5m) ranging pole marks the area of the narrow terrace which made 
up a levelled artificial surface – a likely trackway (306). The 2m ranging pole marks 
the line of wall (305) and the upper layers of wall collapse (Photo: M Val Baker, 
©CAU P5854).
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3.3.3 Southern terrace – Trench Mark 
In July 2016 two long trenches were opened up across three of the earthworks on the 
south terrace. Trench Geraint was a long section cut through parallel sites 318 (093) 
and 319 (094) and Trench Mark was a shorter and cut across site 317 (092). Both 
trenches were aligned N-S (Fig 8).

Fig 21 Bird’s eye view of excavations in progress on the southern terrace, Tintagel 
Castle, Cornwall. Day 9, 27th July 2016. Trench Geraint on the left and trench Mark 
on the right (Photo: J Gossip, ©CAU IMGP5985). 

Evaluation of site 317 (092) - Trench Mark
Trench Mark was originally rectangular and measured 7.9m by 2m wide but finished as 
an L-shaped trench when a small western extension (1.8m by 1.5m wide) was opened 
up to explore the bank and wall on its western side (Fig 47). A small part of earthwork 
317 (092) had been evaluated by a team from Extreme Archaeology in 2003 but our 
evaluation did not broker this earlier small trench. The previous work indicated buried 
stratigraphy with late Roman and post-Roman finds (Trench 2, Thorpe and Mower 2004). 
Earthwork 317 (092) was first identified and surveyed in 1984 by the RCHME (Fig 2). It 
comprises a substantial grassed earthwork which measures 7m by 6m. It is defined by 
a major linear bank (up to 0.40m high) in the south, a break in slope to the west (0.4m 
high) and another break in slope in the north (0.50m deep). On surface appearance 
(prior to excavation) it presented itself more as a sunken square hollow rather than an 
upstanding structure. The eastern side of this earthwork displayed a short slope with 
an apparent “opening”  which, on surface evidence, appeared to link with a shared 
“passage” and or “transit space” leading to sites 319 (094) and 318 (093) which lie to 
the east (Figs 8 and 21). The potential functional and structural relationships of these 
three sites have yet to be fully investigated. 
Following the hand removal of the maritime sward (700) which was of varied depth 
(no more than 0.05m deep) across the entire area of trench Mark, a dark humic thicker 
(15 cm) subsoil (701) was revealed. This immediately produced finds: eg, LRA3/Biv, 
LRA1/Bii and Bv sherds, notched slates, a couple of water rounded quartz pebbles and 
a piece of granite (SF4023). 
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Structural features started to appear immediately beneath the subsoil once the entire 
trench had been cleaned by trowel (Fig 22). 

Fig 22 Southern terrace at Tintagel. Trench Mark, Day 2, 19th July 2016. Looking 
north across trench Mark structural features started to appear as soon as the turf 
was removed. In the foreground the upper edges of revetment wall (704) start to 
emerge as well as the surface of the large displaced (natural) boulder (703) in the 
north-east corner of the trench (Photo: R Smith, ©CAU P17755). 
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Within the north eastern corner of Trench Mark was a massive circular stone (703) 
which lay placed at an angle (downwards to the SW) and formed an (rear) edge to site 
317 (092). This was up to 0.60m high. This feature was a fractured and displaced piece 
of outcrop, 1.4m long and 1.5m wide, with striking quartz veins. On its lower edge, an 
artificial circular hole (10 cm diameter and 0.05 cm deep) had been created. This may 
have been cut to hold a wooden stake in position. Lines of small stake/socket holes 
piercing hard bedrock have been recorded elsewhere on the bare rock on the headland 
and have provisionally been interpreted as the settings for wooden fences which may 
have provided the structural framework for (turf) walls (see Thomas 1993, fig 71). It 
appears that (703) was natural unmodified material to hand which may have been used 
to make up the back (rear?) wall of structure 317 (092). Around the fringes of (703) 
was a localised stony spread (702) of eroded and crushed slates, the likely product 
of weathering and erosion. This produced several  amphora sherds (SF4052, SF4084, 
SF4088) as well as a sherd of native ware (SF4082) and the decorated neck sherd of SW 
decorated ware (SF4082) dating to 3rd to 1st centuries BC (section 5.5.1). 

A very abraded and worn fragment of Oxford Colour coated ware Late Roman 
mortaria (SF4092) which dates to 350-400 AD was found in this spread.  

At  the extreme northern end of Trench Mark and immediately under subsoil (701) was 
a localised stony soil layer (713) (less than 30cm deep). This abutted (703) and was 
only partially excavated. It lay over stony layer (721). (713) produced a fairly coherent 
quantity of finds, all post -Roman in date. This included many sherds of B wares, several 
water rounded quartz pebbles and at least 1 sherd of imported coarse ware (SF4066) 
(section 5.2). 
The poorly preserved traces of a possible thin slate and stone wall (720), aligned 
W-E, was recorded abutting (703) and running towards wall (717) (see below).  Wall 
(720) was made up of thin slate courses (0.30 cm high) and was 0.7m wide. Its 
southern face was coursed. It may have been bonded with wall (717). It appeared to 
be sealed by (713). Its fill (716) (also recorded as 718) contained numerous finds: 
at least 14 B ware sherds (LRA2/Bi, LRA3/Biv amphora), 1 sherd of imported coarse 
ware (SF4099), a couple of water rounded quartz pebbles as well as the fragment of an 
amphora stopper (in Bi fabric) SF4070 (section 5.2). 
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Fig 23 Southern terrace at Tintagel, Trench Mark, Day 9, 27th July 2016. Displaced 
boulder (703) (right hand top corner) with poorly  preserved remnants of an 
earlier wall-line (720) (marked by the 0.5m scale). A notable quantity of finds was 
excavated from the localised spread (713) contained by this wall. A late Roman 
colour-coated mortaria fragment was found in this area of the trench (Photo: R 
Smith, ©CAU P2295).  

A small extension was opened up immediately to the west at the northern end of Trench 
Mark to examine the western edge of site 317 (092). Under the maritime sward 
(700) and subsoil (701), a section of a well-built stone faced stone and earth wall 
(717) aligned N-S was revealed (Figs 24 and 44).  This was 0.75 to 0.80m wide and at 
least 0.5m high although it was not fully excavated. Its western (outer?) face comprised 
large and medium-sized horizontal slate blocks while some very large slates (724) 
set vertically appeared to make up its eastern (inner?) face. The thin slate wall (720) 
(noted above) appeared to run towards the inner face of (717) and although these two 
sections of walling appeared associated, their structural phasing was not resolved. As 
both presented different structural characters it is possible that (720) was earlier than 
(717). Wall (717) did however demonstrate that the western edge of site 317 was 
intact and was well preserved.
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Fig 24 Southern terrace at Tintagel. Trench Mark, Day 10, 27th July 2016. General 
view of  excavation in progress looking across to the south west. In the foreground 
lies the displaced boulder (703) and side wall (717) is emergent in the trench 
extension.  A sondage is cut across the late levelling and demolition layer (709) to 
reveal traces of sealed occupation levels below. All contained by and within area 
defined by a major revetment wall (704) at the far end of the trench (Photo: J 
Gossip, ©CAU, IMPG 2318).  

At the far southern end of Trench Mark was a substantial, intact and robustly-built stone 
wall (704) (Figs 25, 26 and 47).  This lay 4.40m to the south of (703). Only a section 
of this was revealed across the width of the trench but it is clearly part of a much longer 
revetment wall which lay on the edge of this major terrace. Although it appeared to be 
similar in build (and function?) to another section of a substantial wall (503) revealed 
in Trench Geraint to the east (see below), it is in fact on a slightly different (W-E) 
alignment (see Fig 8). 
Wall (704) varied in width (0.9m to 1.3m) and although largely intact, there was some 
slumped stone (clear evidence for subsidence) along part of its seaward facing side. 
(this was described by our supervisor Ryan as evidence for a “catastrophic failure”). 
The outer (seawards) face of wall (704) was lined with massive blocks of slate, large 
and medium sized, while its inner (land facing) face was regular thick flat slates tightly 
coursed which formed a neat masonry face and was at least 0.45m high. The wall was 
bonded with a small and soil mix (712) (Fig 26). 

Wall (704) was only revealed in plan and section and was not excavated. 
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Fig 25 Southern terrace at Tintagel, Trench Mark, Day 5, 22nd July 2016. Ryan Smith 
and early stages of cleaning up the intact revetment wall (704) found at the southern 
edge of Trench Mark. Part of its seaward face had slumped forwards (by bucket) (Photo: 
J Gossip, ©CAU P5776). 
A tipped layer of medium and large slates (706) recorded on the south facing side 
of wall (704) revealed an event of partial wall collapse (section Fig 47). This stony, 
quartz and soil mix, at least 0.20m thick, produced a burnt bone fragment (SF4006), 
a sherd of LRA2/Bi amphora (SF4012) and a couple of water rounded quartz pebbles 
(SF4012 and 4013).
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Fig 26 North face of revetment wall 704 in situ in trench Mark, Tintagel, 2016. Day 14 
2nd August 2017. (Photo: J Gossip, ©CAU, IMGP2537)

The seaward face of wall (704), was a substantial midden made up of at least 3 
successive layers: (707), (711) and (725) (Fig 47 section). The full extent of the 
midden is unknown but here it was located right on the edge of the southern terrace. 
All three banded layers (typically 30cm deep), were characterised by dark humic and 
moist material, all contained finds and apparently high organic content (see sections 
5.8 to 5.10).  The layers were sampled by sondage in 2016 and not fully excavated. A 
fine Phocean red slip (slightly worn) rim sherd (SF4017) was recovered from the upper 
layer (707), while a probable “fresh-looking” rim sherd of E ware (SF4137) was found 
in the lowest layer (725) (section 5.2). This entire sealed deposit is rich and a major 
primary archaeological deposit. Other finds included B ware sherds, a compass-drawn 
slate disc (SF4016), bone fragments (SF4114), an amphora stopper (SF4116, Fig 27) 
and 2 fragments of haematite (SF4145). 
Spot samples for pollen were taken from the lowest layer (725) and the entire midden 
was extensively sampled for palaeo-environmental data (dry sieved and then wet 
sieved). Five pollen grains (were identified but are of “resistant” taxa and thus provide 
a skewed picture (see sample 5, section 7.7.3). 
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Fig 27 Large slate amphora stopper SF4116 from midden deposit (711) in Trench 
Mark (Photo: A Sharpe, ©CAU, DSC0047). 

Immediately along and against the inland face of wall (704) was a localised spread of 
mid yellow brown stony soil (705) which contained a handful of finds as if trapped 
against the face of the wall. These included a couple of notched slates (SF4005, SF4020) 
sherds of LRA2/Bi and LRA3/Biv amphora (SF4015; SF4018; SF4007; SF4008) and two 
water rounded quartz pebbles (SF4009; SF4019). This overlay a stony layer (710) 
which also  ran parallel to the inner wall face and comprised large and small slate slabs 
(good structural material) which had the appearance of having being moved from close 
by and dumped in a haphazard fashion along this side of the wall. It is likely that this 
was displaced structural building material or material from a stone/slate floor. (710) 
sealed a possible stone-lined drain or gully (715) which ran parallel to the wall 
which was 0.70m wide and over 0.50cm deep. Its fill (714) was a loose mid yellow 
brown (clean) loam. (714) produced a large number of finds which included a glass 
linen smoother (SF4130) (Fig 39) found at the bottom of the feature together with a 
smooth polished beach cobble (SF4129) of similar size and possibly similar function. 
Other finds were an iron loop (SF4131) on a ring/dress hook (see section 7.4.2), bone 
fragments, B sherds (SF4131; SF4133; SF4134) and a large number of medieval pot 
sherds (SF4120; SF4121; SF4123; SF4135; SF4136 and SF4142) (see section 7.6.1).  

•	 This cache of mixed material was well sealed and the fresh condition of the 
medieval pottery – circa 11th to 12th centuries AD (pre- Tintagel Castle) – suggests 
that the deposit was buried around that time. 
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Fig 28 Demolition and levelling layer 709 in mid trench Mark, Day 8, 26th July 2016. 
(Photo: R Smith, ©CAU, 2016. IMGP2221). 

The central area of Trench Mark was covered with a substantial layers of large and 
medium-sized slate slabs (709) (see Figs 28 and 47) which had been sealed by a 
mid-brown silt layer (708) (which produced lots of finds including a piece of granite 
SF4032 and a couple of sherds of imported coarse wares SF4027; SF4035, and a tiny 
abraded fragment of African Red Slip Ware (ARSW SF4024) (section 5.2). Many of the 
slabs which made up (709) were mostly laid flat but some slabs were angled. This 
was several layers thick (over 0.30 to 0.40m) and appeared to have been spread and 
levelled across the space (3.20m) between the edge of gully (715) (see above) and the 
base of stone (703). This major stone deposit looked like debris from the demolition of 
a building. Half of this was excavated across a sondage on the eastern side of the trench 
and beneath this was (722): a dark brown silty clay loam with crushed and fractured 
small slates and charcoal flecks. It is possible that (722) may be an occupation 
layer within a built space. At least 5 cm thick – only part of this was excavated and 
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so its true extent is unknown. (722) produced many finds including an iron tanged 
knife (SF4102), a possible iron strap and/or hinge plate (SF4106) and another iron 
object (SF4113) as well as a stone haematite fragment (SF4101) (see section 5.4). 
Several sherds of B ware were also found including a basal sherd of a LRA2/Bi amphora 
(SF4096) (section 5.2). (726) with very similar composition also lay at this level and 
may be an equivalent layer.
Overall results
The 2016 excavations of earthwork 317 on the southern terrace conclusively demonstrated 
good below ground survival of structural and artefactual evidence for significant activity 
dating to the post-Roman period. 

Fig 29 Trench Mark final record at the end of the dig 2016. Day 14, 2nd August 2016. 
The revetment wall 704 on the edge of the southern terrace, remaining (1/2 
sectioned) demolition slate layer (709), wall 717 on the western edge in the trench 
extension and outcrop 703 (bottom left corner). (Photo: J Gossip, ©CAU 2016. 
IMGP2592). 

The main discoveries were:
Potentially rich multiple sealed midden deposits (707), (711) and (725) on the 
edge of the terrace which contained artefacts and organic material of post Roman 
date. A rim of E ware in fresh condition (SF4137) was found in the lowest layer 
(725) and this may indicate a mid to late 6th century AD date (section 5.2).

The intact survival  of well-built stone, earth and slate (717) and robust slate 
walls (704) and (704) which define the edges of the earthwork site (Fig 29). 

•	 The phasing relationship of revetment wall (704) and the middens was not wholly 
confirmed in 2016 although it seems as though midden material was dumped 
and built up against wall (704). This would need to be further investigated. It 
is notable that wall (704) is not on the same alignment of wall (503) which was 
found in Trench Geraint (see below).
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There was also some hint of possible phasing (and structural complexity?) with 
the discovery of a (rear?) wall (720) and related stone (703). Their much poorer 
character and condition could suggest that they represent the edge of earlier 
built structures. A mixed collection of finds (pottery of late Iron Age and Late 
Roman alongside finds of post-Roman date) were found in the northern end of 
Trench Mark (see layers (702), (713) and (716)). 

There is the high potential survival of sealed occupation/activity layers (722), 
(723) and (726) within the interior of site 317. These layers were only partially 
investigated in 2016 but were noted to be well sealed. 

The final activities within this trench appear to be episodes of demolition and 
levelling and this may have involved structural demolition of former stone 
structures and their subsequent levelling (709) leaving only the footings of walls 
in place and interior occupation layers sealed within (Fig 29). The demolition 
and levelling episodes are probably directly related to final abandonment of this 
area. The event may possibly be dated by the small cache of medieval pottery 
(c 11th/12th century AD) sealed under this overburden and found in gully (715).

3.3.4 Southern terrace – Trench Geraint 
Evaluation of sites 318 (093) and 319 (094) 
Trench Geraint was a long trench (12.7m by 1.9m) and was opened up across upper 
site 318 (093) and lower site 319 (094). It was completely hand dug. Aligned N-S, 
it closely followed one of the GPR transects profiles (profile Fig 6) which had detected 
buried structures and infill across both sites.
Site 318 (093) is a rectangular earthwork, 11m long and 5 m wide. It is defined 
on its southern edge by a prominent grassed linear bank (up to 0.50 m high and 0.60m 
wide) and on its northern side by a significant break in slope (up to 0.60m high). 
The south “front” bank curves around both its western and eastern ends - prior to 
excavation, this gave the impression that much of its structure lay buried and intact. 
Its eastern end is located adjacent to a much larger earthwork – site 321 (095) which 
measures 16 m by 6.5 m. 
Immediately “downslope” and lying parallel, is a similarly sized earthwork: site 319 
(094). This measures 12m by 4.5m. Its southern edge is a grassed linear bank over 
1m wide and standing up to 0.6m high (prior to excavation). Like its neighbour 318 
(093) (upslope), the northern edge of site 319 (094) was recorded as a major break in 
slope (up to 0.40m deep before excavation). The western and eastern ends of site 319 
(094) are also defined by major breaks in slope. Its eastern end is linked to a much 
larger rectangular earthwork 320 (096) which also lies on this major southern terrace. 
Site 320 (096) measures 15.5m by 6.6m and forms part of this complex of related 
“buildings” on the southern terrace.
Before the excavations started here in July 2016 a great deal of ragwort was noticed 
on the southern terrace and many of these plants grew along the lines of the individual 
earthworks. 
Stratigraphic summary
As discovered in Trench Mark, intact and well-preserved archaeology was found in 
Trench Geraint.  
Under the tough maritime sward (500) there were at least two dark humic subsoil 
layers (501) and (502) which covered the entire surface area of the trench. Both 
produced finds: 12 sherds of B wares (LRA2/Bi, LRA1/Bii and LRA3/Biv), some burnt 
and butchered animal bone and animal teeth (section 5.9), 1 water rounded slate pebble 
and a rusted piece of a modern tin can.
Sections of substantial three stone walls were revealed in Trench Geraint. One in the 
northern section of the trench: Wall (507) which corresponds to (grassed over) linear 
bank which defines the southern side of site 318 (093) (see above, Fig 48). The second 
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lay mid trench and this is Wall (509), which corresponds with the break in slope which 
marks the northern edge of site 319 (094) (Fig 48). The third, Wall (503), lies on 
the major break in slope which marks the edge of the southern terrace as well as the 
southern side of site 319 (094).  A remarkable flight of slate steps (524) was found 
leading down from a doorway positioned in site 318 (093) to site 319 (094) (Fig 33). 
Two areas of flagged slate flooring were found: floor (513) lay wholly within site 318 
(093) and paved area (516) lay within site 319 (094) (Fig 48). An intact midden 
deposit (505) was found right on the edge of the terrace at the far southern end of 
Trench Geraint.
The remarkably well-preserved stone and slate-built structures found in Trench Geraint 
were sealed by abandonment, demolition and levelling deposits (see below). Some 
potential occupation surfaces associated with building(s) use were recorded though not 
fully excavated.

Northern section of trench - Site 318 (093)
The edge of a doorway which led into site 318 (093) was discovered at the northern end 
of Trench Geraint.  One side of this doorway (right-hand side if entered from the south) 
was confirmed by discovery of the stub of wall (507) which ended at a stone threshold 
(of at least the top 3 steps of the flight of 10 steps, see below, Figs 31 and 32). The full 
width of the doorway is, as yet, unknown, although the top (doubled) step at the point 
of the threshold was at least 0.80m wide. 

An actual threshold stone appeared not to have survived in situ (Fig 32).  
Wall (507) lay under overburden (501) and (502).  Only a section of Wall (507) was 
revealed in Trench Geraint and we can be reasonably confident that the remaining 
sections of this wall have also survived well beyond the excavation trench. The section 
exposed in July 2016 was at least 0.75m long and 1.2 m wide. It stood up to 0.50m high 
on its N facing side (inner face) and 0.80m on its S face (outer face) (Fig 48).  This was 
the terminal of a wall which was aligned W-E and revealed in plan and section although 
not dismantled and excavated. In section however the difference in height between its  
outer and inner faces revealed that the wall had probably been built into and against a 
slope. Wall (507) was made up of large to medium-sized blocks of stone which lined 
both faces and which contained a soil and stone rubble core. Its inner face (N facing) 
was at least 5 masonry courses high while its outer (S) face was at least 12 courses 
high. Both faces were a combination of horizontally laid stone while its terminal ends 
were faced with larger squared blocks of stone to form a clear terminal. The entire build 
was substantial and robust in character. The upper courses of its outer face had suffered 
some movement and spillage downslope (522) and (520) (see below) which could 
suggest a period of possible abandonment and neglect before final demolition. 
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Fig 30 Flagged slate floor 513 in situ found at the northern end of trench Geraint lay 
wholly within site 318. Day 7 25th July 2016. (Photo: B Britton, ©CAU, DCS2183). 

Wall (507) contained, and was contemporary with, a remarkably well preserved slate 
flagged floor (513) (Figs 30 and 48). The floor covered the entire northern zone of 
Trench Geraint, an area 2m by 1.8m was revealed, although it is clear that this is a 
much larger interior feature which may have occupied the entire surface area within site 
318 (093) – an idea that requires future testing.  The floor is intact and was regularly 
made up of large and medium-sized high quality grey-blue slates which have been laid 
tightly to form a well-made artificial surface (Fig 48).  The floor’s grey-blue colours 
were vivid and its overall condition was fresh, it did not look weathered, so it probably 
lay within and under a roofed space and/or within the single room of a freestanding 
building. It was not excavated but planned. Along the inner face of wall (507) was 
a possible wall foundation cut and this was filled with a clean mid grey brown silty 
clay soil (526) (0.20m wide and 0.18m deep) which produced a tiny piece of clear 
quartz crystal (SF3123).  Deposit (526) was not wholly excavated but lay under floor 
(513) and so appeared to embed the floor. A thin deposit (512) (0.15 – 0.20m) of 
mixed soil and small slate fragments (512) lay across the surface area of floor (513) 
and could represent remnants of an occupation surface and/or an abandonment layer  
which developed prior to demolition of the stone superstructure of site 318. This entire 
“inside” area was sealed by a substantial mixed stone, slate and soil demolition and/
or levelling layer (511). Immediately above (511) and wholly within the “interior” 
space of site 318 (093) (and contained by wall (507)) was a  very dark grey black 
silty clay (506) which had the marked appearance of being “burnt”. (This was sampled 
<601> but not processed by wet sieving. It produced a large slate with surface cut 
marks SF3000). Was this evidence of a fire and a by-product of deliberate destruction?

Possible occupation layer (512) produced a great number and variety of finds: 
many B wares (LRA2/Bi and LRA1/Bii) (section 5.2), part base of a Native ware 
(SF3003), a rim shard of a glass bowl (SF3005) (section 5.3), an iron concretion 
(?slag SF3034) and two iron objects (SF3006 a possible dress hook and SF3038 
slag?) (section 5.4).  There were no finds in (511) or from the floor (513). A 
single fragment of LRA2/Bi (SF3004) is recorded from wall (507). 
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Fig 31 Flagged slate floor (513) in the room of site 318 and threshold at top of the 
steps. The terminal end of wall 507 which served as one side of a doorway is clear. 
Trench Geraint, day 13, 1st August 2016. (Photo: B Britton, ©CAU IMGP2450).

Mid trench – flight of stone steps (524) (Figs 33, 34 and 48)
A well-preserved flight of slate and stone steps (524) was found in the space 
between 318 (093) (see above) and the northern edge of site 319 (094).  This lay under 
some wall slippage at the top (see (522) and (520)) as well as demolition layer (508) 
across mid trench. This flight ascended into site 318 (093) at a height of approximately 
1.7m and although did not occupy the entire space (taking up 2.60m of the approximate 
5m between two sites 318 and 319), its presence showed that there was a marked 
difference in height and that sites 319 (094) and 318 (093) had both been built into a 
partly artificially terraced slope. Ten steps were identified with the ninth (second bottom 
lower step) missing. Each individual step was made up from pairs of large horizontally 
laid slate slabs which appeared to be slotted into solid ground although this was not 
examined and the full width of the flight was not wholly revealed (as a 1m wide sondage 
was cut through one side of overlying demolition and levelling layer (508)). Some of 
the steps had uneven height. The lowest treads (9 and 10) appeared to be slotted into 
bedrock (with step 9 missing). The entire structure had clearly been well-built and was 
impressive. 
A possible occupation/activity layer (525) was identified at the base of the steps. 
This may have been part of a made-up surface (534) and in places was sealed by 
(534) but the extents of both contexts are to date unknown. Of the two only (525) 
was partially excavated, and produced a large number of finds.  (534) which had been 
recorded as a possible (slate) floor mid terrace – perhaps inside a building? – was not 
excavated (see below). Both are likely to be primary contexts related to the use and 
history of this space/building. Finds from (525) included sherds of many B wares (LRA2/
Bi, LRA3/Biv), a couple of water rounded pebbles, at least 5 iron fragments/objects, a 
nail shank (SF3110) and slag? (SF3125)  and 1 body shard of glass  (SF3113).  The  rim 
of a medieval pot (SF3114) c 11th to 12th centuries AD in date (see sections 5.2 to 5.6) 
was also found. 
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•	 This stone staircase may have been an interior feature which gave access from 
a lower room (site 319, (094)) to an upper room (318. (093)). If this was the 
case, it would suggest that these two sites are part of a single possible two storey 
(Canti-levered) building built into a terrace. The lower part of the building built 
upon levelled ground (see build of wall (509) below). Equally this stone staircase 
may well have been an outside feature which gave access just to one room (318). 
If so it partly occupied the space (5m) between one building (the upper site 318, 
093) and may have given access to another that is, the lower site 319, (094). 
Further investigation is required to come to a definitive interpretation. Traces of 
a possible slate floor (534) were noted close to the area of doorway by wall (509) 
(see below).

Fig 32 The top three steps of the flight of stairs leading into room 318 (093) with the 
end wall (507) of the doorway (on right) and the slate floor (513) of the interior 
intact. Note a clear threshold step is absent. Trench Geraint, Tintagel. Day 13 1st 
August 2016. (Photo: J Gossip, ©CAU,  IMGP2495). 

 
The flight of steps (524) which occupied the mid zone of Trench Geraint was sealed 
by stone (and soil) spillages (522), (520) and (518) from upper wall (507) and 
a substantial stone demolition and levelling layer (508) (Fig 48). (508), (520) 
and (518) all produced finds. As well as some large fragments of B ware (eg SF3019, 
Bv) and others (LRA2/Bi and LRA1/Bii), demolition layer (508) produced 1 sherd of 
imported coarse ware (SF3008), and 2 iron objects (one of which is a square headed 
tack, SF3018).  A notched slate (SF3081) came from spillage (520) and one came 
from slippage (518) (eg SF3070) as well as 2 water rounded pebbles and 1 grooved 
slate disc (SF3073) (see sections 5.2 to 5.6). 
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Fig 33 Pam descends down the flight of steps (524) in trench Geraint. Day 13, 31st 
July 2016. (Photo: J Nowakowski, ©CAU 2016). 

Southern section of Trench Geraint - Site 319 (094) 
The lower section of Trench Geraint cut through site 319 (094). Under the overburden of 
maritime sward (500) and subsoil (501) was slate spillage and levelling layer (510) 
and demolition layers (518) and (517).  Levelling spread (510) the lowest of all was 
made up of large and medium-sized slates and was extensive (covering some 4m x 2 
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m in extent and up to 0.30m deep) over this part of Trench Geraint covering the spaces 
between Walls (509) and (503) (see below).  (510) sealed slate pavement (516) and 
related layer (515) and produced finds: several sherds of B wares (LRA2/Bi, LRA1/Bii, 
Bv), 1 base of Native Ware (SF3047) and a large (and in fresh condition) rim of a fine 
bowl (PRSW) (SF3024) (see sections 5.1 to 5.2). 

The stub of a W-E aligned sturdy stone-built Wall (509) (Fig 34) was found and this 
corresponded to the break in slope which the RCHME survey had identified as the 
northern edge of site 319 (094). Like its upslope counterpart (Wall (507) in site 318 
(093), see above), this too was the terminal end of a wall and also formed one side of 
a doorway. Wall (509) appeared less well preserved than (507) but on current evidence 
is very likely to be contemporary. Here wall (509) was 0.92 m wide, and the exposed 
section was 0.92 m long. It was also well-made of large blocks of stone and flat slates 
laid down which made coursed masonry (at least 4 courses high) bonded with soil. 
Its north face stood 0.30m high and its south face 0.40m high. It’s possible that it 
represents the footings of a once much more substantial and higher wall.  Most of 
its superstructure may well have been extensive slate layer (517) which has been 
interpreted as spillage, that is, the likely structure and fabric of upper sections of wall 
(509). This large blanket of slate debris (517) (Fig 48) lay wholly to the south of wall 
(509) extending for at least 1.5m and comprised many large angled slates (all angled 
to the south) and sealed earlier occupation layer (515) (see below). It may have been 
pushed down and represent an initial demolition event. Many finds were recorded from 
(517): many B wares (LRA2/Bi, LRA1/Bii, Bv), several iron objects including a figure 
of eight chain link (SF3060), a possible nail/brooch? (SF3063), nail shank fragments 
(SF3066), 1 rim shard of glass (SF3068), several water rounded pebbles and charcoal 
fragments. It sealed (515) but did not extend as far as slate pavement (516) (see 
below) (see sections 5.2 to 5.10).
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Fig 34 Looking through doorway into middle terrace, trench Geraint, Tintagel. Day 
13 1st August 2016. On bottom left is end of doorway (509) with stone post (531) 
in situ. At the rear lies the slate steps which rise up to site 318 (093). A sondage 
was cut through demolition layer 508 and half of this is shown in situ (on left under 
the ranging pole) so that only a small narrow view of the floor/ground surface was 
revealed in 2016. (More demolition material protrudes from the right hand trench 
section). (Photo: J Gossip, ©CAU  IMGP2490). 
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Unlike Wall (507) (which appeared to have been built into the slope, see above) Wall 
(509) appeared to have been built on a levelled surface (530) a proper foundation 
deposit which comprised a mid-yellow brown friable silt clay mixed with slate fragments. 
Contemporary with both the wall and the foundation deposit was a possible occupation 
layer (514): a localised spread of mid greyish brown silty clay with slate inclusions and 
lots of finds. Six sherds of B wares (LRA2/Bi, LRA1/Bii), 2 fragments of glass (SF3094 
and SF3096 the latter a fragment from a cone beaker) alongside 1 slate spindle whorl 
(SF3036), 1 iron concretion (recorded as slag SF3035) and charcoal was recovered from 
(514).  Foundation deposit (530) was recorded but not excavated. Immediately to the 
north of (514) and the north face of wall (509)  were traces of a laid slate surface 
(534) which may have extensively sealed (525) although this still needs to be further 
investigated (see above).  

•	 The extent and or survival of (534) was not fully revealed or excavated (most 
of it still lies buried and still sealed by demolition layers (519), (518) and (510). 
The small area recorded shows however that it may share characteristics of the 
flagged floor (513) found in site 318 – nicely coloured and unweathered slate 
(see above). In which case it could be the floor of an inside space – an inside 
space which contained the flight of steps (524) (see above). If this is the case, 
then Wall (509) would form the left hand-side of a doorway which leads from an 
open space (an outer terrace, see below) into an inner one, ie, a covered space/
room. The evidence for 318 and 319 forming part of a single two storied building 
linked by a flight of steps seems quite convincing (and attractive!).

Immediately in front of the end of Wall (509) about 30 cm to the east but not centrally 
placed was a curious small upright stone (531) set vertically into the ground. This 
was 0.25m high, 0.20m by 10m, and split into two (Figs 34 and 48). 

•	 Was this placed here to uphold a threshold stone which spanned the doorway? 
We do not know the width of the doorway – its corresponding eastern side is likely 
to be beyond the edge of the trench to the east, and therefore has potentially 
survived. (531) may have been placed into a cut feature (532). The feature was 
not excavated in 2016 and requires further investigation.

At the far end of Trench Geraint was a major stone-built wall (503) (Fig 48). The 
distance between the outer (S) face of wall (509) and this other major structural feature 
was 3.60m. Built against the N face of wall (503) was a levelled slate surface – a slate 
pavement (516) (Fig 35 and 48).
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Fig 35 Looking east across lower end of trench Geraint, Tintagel. Day 13, 1st August 
2016. Under demolition and levelling layer was a slate “floor” surface and/
or pavement (516) in poor condition. This was confined by revetment wall 503 
immediately to the south and lay within the area of site 319 on the lower part of 
the southern terrace (Photo: J Gossip, ©CAU IMGP2478).

Slate Pavement (516)
Made of  smaller and poor quality thin flat slates, pavement (516), was planned but 
not excavated: it comprised an artificial levelled surface measuring  1.20m by 1.20m in 
extent and was tightly packed: it had a “crazy paving” appearance (Fig 35). It looked 
weathered as if it had been exposed to the elements and like the remnant of a once 
much larger artificial surface.  Some charcoal fragments (SF3057) and 1 sherd of LRA2/
Bi (SF3059) were recorded from its surface. It appeared embedded in underlying (515). 

•	 Slate pavement (516) may well have been located in an open, unroofed, 
unprotected space. Was it on an open terrace?

Silty clay mix with frequent small slate fragments (515) may be an in situ occupation/
activity layer associated with (beneath) (516) and in use at the time any building 
represented by wall (509) was in use/occupied. It was planned and not fully excavated 
but sampled and it is likely that it may well extend beyond the confines of the excavation 
trench. It produced a large quantity of finds: a couple of B sherds (LRA2/Bi and LRA1/
Bii), 1 sherd of Native ware (SF3034), a small abraded sherd of ARSW (SF3045), 
several iron objects (fragments of tanged knives eg SF3041 and SF3098, and other 
unidentifiable fragments eg SF3101 and SF3042) (section 5.4), 1 slate disc (SF3046), 
several fragments of animal bone (SF3044), and possible iron slag (SF3126).
Wall (503) and midden (505)
The top of Wall (503) appeared immediately on the removal of the maritime sward 
(500) and thin subsoils (501) and (502). A section of this substantial wall was exposed 
across the width of Trench Geraint although it is clear that more of this survives on 
either side of the trench and defines the southern edge of the southern terrace (Fig 8). 
When surveyed it was clear, however, while this major feature was aligned W-E, it was a 
slightly different alignment than Wall (704) found in Trench Mark despite both appearing 
to serve the same purpose.
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•	 What that purpose is, has yet to be resolved. Are these sections of walling 

designed to define the edges of a major artificial terrace? Or are they footings for 
buildings? The fact that both are not on the same alignment may suggest some 
phasing and time depth within this complex of earthworks or even that perhaps 
they were tying in to the local topography. Both walls are however associated 
with middens. In Trench Mark, a multiple midden (707)/(711)/(725) appears to 
be thrown up against the wall, while in Trench Geraint, the relationship of Wall 
(503) to midden (505) was not fully investigated in 2016. These relationships 
need further investigation. 

Wall (503) is an intact section of a substantial and robust masonry wall made up of 
large blocks of stone and slate tightly packed and bonded with small stone and a very 
dark grey brown humic soil mix (529). It is lined with massive quarried blocks of stones 
on its south face (seawards) where it stands at least 0.35m – 0.40m high. Some of 
this building stone  may have not been quarried locally from the nearby outcrop on the 
southern terrace but may have been brought to this location from Tintagel  Valley where 
similar heavily (iron) mineralised and high quartz content stone has been observed. Its 
north face stands at least 0.20m high (although its full height was not established on 
this side). Slate pavement (516) abuts this face (see above). The 1.9m stretch of this 
feature exposed in Trench Geraint was 0.90m wide. Within the central section of this 
wall was a perceptible gap (528) (seen clearly in the south face where it measured 
0.55m wide and 0.35m deep) which had been crammed and blocked with large and 
small slate slabs. Wall (503) was exposed and recorded in the main trench section 
and was planned. It was not dismantled or excavated. Some of the fabric of this wall 
had slumped forwards to the south where it was recorded at sharply angled slippage 
(504). Four sherds of LRA1/Bii amphora, 1 sherd of LRA2/Bi and another of LRA1/Bii 
amphora and 1 notched slate were recovered from (504).
Midden (505) 
Immediately next to the seaward face of Wall (503) was a very dense dark soil: midden 
(505). This dark layer was identified over an area 1.60m by 0.80m at the extreme 
southern end of the trench. Only part of this was excavated (in a sondage) and an 
extensive sample <605> which comprised 13 x 20 litre sample buckets was recovered 
(Figs 36 and 37). This layer was 0.5m deep. It was immediately apparent that this (dry) 
material was rich in organic content which included  animal bone, wood charcoal and 
finds (SF3099). This included an intact animal jaw bone (with teeth) (a possible pig/
boar) which was lifted in a block of soil and sent to the Historic England team at Fort 
Cumberland, Portsmouth, for identification and assessment (8th September 2016).  The 
entire sample <605> was not dry sieved or wet sieved on site but later processed at by 
the HE team at Fort Cumberland for assessments (sections 5.8 to 5.10). 
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Fig 36 Richard Mikulski sampling midden 505 in trench Geraint, Day 10, 28th July 
2016. Animal bone was found in the deposits which was soft and rich (Photo: J 
Gossip, ©CAU  IMGP2312). 

While Wall (503) appears to rest upon his midden deposit, but it is not certain whether 
the midden has been dumped against the southern face of the wall or whether it partly 
lies beneath the wall. The small sample recovered in 2016 contained many finds (bulked 
recorded as SF3099) which included many B wares (LRA2/Bi, LRA1/Bii, LRA3/Biv), 2 
shards of glass (one the rim of a glass bowl SF3099), and 2 (worked) slate amphora 
stoppers. Of particular interest was the discovery of 3 possible sherds of E ware (2 
rims) of potentially 3 vessels. This would date the midden to the mid-6th century AD (M 
Duggan, section 5.2).

•	 Midden (505) is clearly a significant context and its full extent is unknown and 
by only dismantling the wall would the phasing relationship be clarified. How 
midden (505) relates to the slate pavement (516) and its bedding layer 
(515) which lie on the other northern side of Wall (503) (see above) remains to 
be clarified. 

Beneath (505), where excavated in sondage, was a cleaner moist mid brown (plastic) 
silty clay subsoil (527) (0.10m deep) which overlay the natural solid bedrock. (527) 
did not contain finds but spot samples for pollen assessment were taken by Katie Head 
following on site discussion with Katie and Matt Canti (1st August 2016) (Sample 4 
produced no pollen, see section 5.7.3).
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Fig 37 An intact pig jaw bone and other animal bone in situ in midden (505) in trench 
Geraint. Day 11 29th July 2016. (Photo: B Britton, ©CAU IMGP2334).

Overall summary 
The main results from Trench Geraint are summarised as the following.
Overall good survival of robust and sturdy stone block and slate walls of impressive 
build and design was found: Wall (507) (north), Wall (509) (mid terrace) and 
Wall (503) (south).  Walls (507) and (509) serve as edges of doorways into built 
spaces.  All share same character build and are laid out with respect to each other and 
are likely to be contemporary. The blocked gap in wall (503) is not clearly explained (Fig 
38) and seems to be too narrow to serve as a doorway. 
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Also discovered was an intact flight of stone steps (524) which lead from site 319 
(094)  to site 318 (093) has been revealed. Whether this was located in a “room” or was 
in an unroofed “outside” space has yet to be resolved. 
In all areas of the trench the good survival of artificial surfaces and floors was noted. 
The slate flagged floor (513) found in site 318 (093) is intact and would appear to 
have been originally located in an inside (ie roofed) space and a likely single room. It 
is of good quality slate and not weathered. Possible slate floor (534) in association 
with wall (509 and doorway) to the north may suggest that the space (4.60m) between 
sites 319 (094) and 318 (093) was also protected and therefore may have been roofed 
and that perhaps the two “rooms” were within a single two storey building. Upper room 
318 (093) lies above and is built into a slope.  Room 319 (094) (below with the stairs) 
lies on a flat surface.
As in Trench Mark, a substantial layer of structural material (mainly large slabs of 
slate) covered the entire excavation trench concealing the wall footings and floors. It is 
tempting to suggest that this material derives from the upper walls of stone buildings 
and represent stone collapse and some levelling episodes perhaps in an attempt to 
finally abandon the complex. This material was comprehensively spread across site 318 
(093) and mid trench across doorway and wall (509) for 10.20 metres (N-S). The pattern 
and arrangement of the demolished structural material suggests deliberate destruction 
of buildings/rooms in a downwards (downslope) direction. This interpretation needs 
requires further investigation and verification. 

Slate pavement (516) located at the southern end of Trench Geraint was of a notably 
poorer quality and comprised thinner slates. This may have been located in an open 
space exposed to the elements. This was contained by revetment wall (503) which may 
have not been the wall of a building, but was instead a major stone boundary on the 
edge of an open terrace.
Beyond the wall (503) and right on the edge of the lower terrace (site 319) was a 
midden. The presence of E ware in Midden (505) suggests a date in mid to late 6th 
century AD. The abundant and fresh condition of finds noted in trench Geraint (like the 
material from Trench Mark) suggests that the material culture was deposited close to 
where it had been once used. The extent of midden (505) is not yet known (Figs 39-42).
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Fig 38 Looking north along trench Geraint on the southern terrace. Day 13, 1st August 
2016. The chunky stone which makes up (503) and the obvious stone blocking in 
a gap can be clearly seen. Its purpose unclear and, although apparently aligned 
to doorway edged by wall end ((509) mid trench), this does seem too narrow to 
be a doorway. The sondage excavated into midden (505) can be seen (left bottom 
corner). (Photo: B Britton, ©CAU  IMPG2486). 
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3.4 Finds Summary Overview – TCARP16
September 2016 by Carl Thorpe
Introduction
During excavations at Tintagel Castle in summer 2016, 741 items in total were excavated: 
357 items excavated from the trenches Tristan and Isolde on the upper eastern terrace, 
and 384 items excavated from trenches Geraint and Mark located on the southern 
terrace. 
All the finds were treated as small finds and were three dimensionally recorded. A 
small quantity was recovered as unstratified and/or from environmental samples after 
processing. 
Categories of finds included pottery, worked stone and slate (many perforated), flint, 
glass, metalwork and animal bone.

Overall time-range 
The principal time periods covered by diagnostic artefacts are:

•	 Middle to late Iron Age 3rd to 1st centuries BC
•	 The late Roman period of the 3rd-4th centuries AD
•	 Post-Roman period dating to 5-7th centuries AD
•	 The pre castle medieval (PCM) of the 11th to 12th centuries AD 
•	 The medieval castle period (CP) dating from the 13th to 15th centuries AD

The following accounts give an overview for each trench when finds processing and the 
main catalogue was prepared and before detailed assessments took place.
Upper eastern terrace
Trench Tristan 
Two hundred and fifty five artefacts were recovered from Trench Tristan, of which 85 
were sherds of pottery. The bulk of the potsherds were post-Roman and included fine 
table wares (A wares) and storage vessels (B wares – amphorae). The amphora present 
were LRA2/Bi, (including a handle (128) SF1125), LRA1/Bii, LRA3/Biv and Bv (including 
two handles (105) SF1024, and (107) SF1075): all fall within a date range from the 5th 
to 7th centuries AD. 
Fine table wares included some small sherds (103) SF1035 of possible African Red 
Slipped Ware (ARSW) and a sherd forming the complete profile of a ‘D’ ware bowl (128) 
SF1128. This dates to the 6th century AD (Campbell 2007). There were also a couple of 
sherds of possible imported coarse wares, and a few sherds of Native ware. 
Examples of amphora stoppers both ceramic and slate were also present: all presumed 
to date from the 5th to 7th centuries AD.
Several shards of post-Roman (5th to 7th centuries AD) glass were recovered including 
two pieces of pale blue glass (101), a rim shard with trail decoration (103) SF1068, and 
a rim shard from a bowl (121) SF1099. 
Sherds of medieval pottery were recorded from redeposited contexts: the majority  are 
Somerset Chert tempered ware, and date to the pre-castle period, that is, circa 11th to 
12th centuries AD. 
Large parts of a single vessel of Somerset Chert tempered ware came from contexts 
(122) and (122) SF1121 a well-sealed buried soil (an early Norman date is suggested, 
Thorpe and Wood 2011).  
Metalwork included an iron projectile point (arrowhead) SF1098 (107), an iron ring- 
headed brooch and/or buckle SF1136 (129), and fragments of iron nails. 
Stonework included numerous notched and perforated slates but also a fine quartzite 
whetstone SF1000 (101). 
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•	 All the post-Roman pottery shows some evidence of having been abraded with 
the majority of the sherds being medium to small in size. Many have deposits 
of iron or manganese upon their surfaces. This suggests that they have been 
lying around within the layers for some time, being moved around as the scree 
deposits have shifted.  

•	 Finds from layers (127) and (128) were less abraded and appeared to be slightly 
larger in size than that encountered elsewhere in this trench. A rim sherd of  
D-ware found in (128) was in a fresh condition. 

•	 The medieval ceramics from contexts (122) and (130) are very fresh with sharp 
edges and little abrasion suggesting that they are close to where the vessel(s) 
was broken and deposited. 

Trench Isolde  
One hundred and two artefacts were recovered from Trench Isolde: 62 were sherds of 
pottery. 
The bulk of the potsherds were post-Roman imported forms: LRA2/Bi, LRA1/Bii, LRA3/
Biv, Bv, with some coarsewares.  Fragments of ceramic amphora stoppers were identified. 
A few sherds of native ware were also present. Native ware is pottery produced within 
Cornwall that is a continuation of the Romano-British potting tradition manufactured in 
a gabbroic or local fabric. Unfortunately the material from Tintagel has not been closely 
studied. However the vessels seen are often long-lived forms that continue from the 4th 
to 7th centuries AD. Those found within Isolde are undiagnostic as they are small and 
abraded.
Two shards of post-Roman glass were recovered including a single piece with moulded 
decoration (303) SF2025 (Fig 17). This means that this glass was blown, or poured into 
a mould to obtain the decoration. It is an import, and appears to be part of Campbell’s 
Group C: decorated Atlantic tradition (Campbell 2007, see section 5.3.1).
Several sherds of medieval pottery, of Lostwithiel type ware (302) SF2005, were found 
and would be contemporary with the construction of Tintagel Castle. A ridge tile also of 
Lostwithiel type (302) SF2000 was also found. All were recorded from backfill.
Stonework included numerous notched and perforated slates. 

•	 Much fresh material including imported, native and coarsewares were found from 
two primary contexts (303) and (307). The pottery from context (306) is similarly 
fresh and unabraded in nature. 

•	 Imported pottery and other pottery sherds were medium to small in size, and 
abraded, suggesting that they had been redeposited. Some had manganese 
deposits upon their surfaces. 

•	 A comparison between the sizes of shards of glass found in the Upper Eastern 
Terrace with the material found on the Southern Terrace show little difference. 
This may reflect the nature and resilience of glass within the ground subsequent 
to the initial breakage of the vessel and after being discarded.

Southern Terrace
Trench Mark 
Trench Mark produced 175 artefacts:  the majority, 106, were sherds of pottery. 
Initially the oldest sherd identified was an Oxford Colour Coated piece of mortaria (702) 
SF 4092 (dating to 3rd to 4th centuries AD). During assessment a neck fragment of SW 
Decorated ware (c 400 BC) was identified from the same context (see section 5.1.1).
The majority of pot sherds were post-Roman in date and included fine table wares and 
amphora. A range of amphora present being LRA2/Bi, LRA1/Bii (including a neck sherd 
with graffiti (709) SF4050),  LRA3/Biv, and Bv. Fine table ware included a rimsherd of 
a Phocean Red Slipped Ware (PRSW) bowl (707) SF4017. There were also a couple of 
sherds of possible imported coarsewares, and a few sherds of Native ware. Unfortunately 
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none of the Native ware sherds appear to be diagnostic but they probably date from the 
4th to 7th centuries AD. 
Examples of amphora stoppers (both in ceramic and slate) were also present. 
Of importance was the discovery of a single rim sherd of E ware (725) SF4137. This was 
from the midden.

Fig 39 Part of a glass linen smoother (SF4130) was found in a sealed gully (714) in 
Trench Mark together with pottery dating to pre-11-12th centuries AD. Together 
with a polished cobble these items may have been dumped prior to the demolition 
of buildings on the southern terrace (see section 3.3.3) (Photo: A Sharpe, ©CAU 
2016, DSC0036).

A large piece of a glass linen smoother SF4130 was recovered from (714) (Fig 39). This 
is not closely dated and may be any date from Roman to medieval period (see section 
5.3.1). This was associated with a smoothed and polished beach cobble (which may also 
have functioned as a linen smoother (714) SF 4129).
There were several sherds of medieval pottery coming from backfill layers, the majority 
on first examination appear to be Somerset Chert tempered ware, of pre castle date c 
11th to 12th centuries AD (Thorpe and Wood 2011). 
Metalwork included an iron tanged knife (722) SF4102 (confirmed by X-Ray), and 
another possible tang (709) SF 4141. X-Ray shows SF4131 (714) to be a hook on a ring 
like a dress item (section 5.4.2). 
Stonework included numerous notched and perforated slates but also a whetstone (709) 
SF4047, and a compass drawn slate disc (707) SF4016.

•	 The late Roman sherd of Oxford Colour Coated ware mortaria SF 4092 from 
context (702) is small and fairly heavily abraded.  

•	 The post-Roman ceramics are on average medium to small in size with the 
majority showing only a small degree of abrasion, with many having a nearly fresh 
appearance. This may suggest that the material in this area has not undergone 
the same amount of movement as recorded on the upper eastern terrace (see 
above). 
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•	 The medieval ceramics from context (714) are fresh with sharp edges and little 
noted abrasion. This material appears to be Somerset Chert tempered ware, of 
pre castle date circa the 11th to 12th centuries AD. The glass linen smoother (714) 
SF 4130 was recovered from the same context and this cache of material was 
found in a sealed gully (714).

A comparison with the finds recovered by Extreme Archaeology (which opened up a 
small trench at this location in 2003) shows that they had very similar material (Thorpe 
2004). Finds included LRA2/Bi, and LRA3/Biv amphora, and a small sherd of Native 
ware. The only significant difference was the marked absence of medieval pottery. 

Trench Geraint 
Two hundred and nine artefacts were recovered from Trench Geraint: 139 were sherds 
of pottery. 

Fig 40 Fresh and large pieces of bodysherds of LRA1/Bii amphora were found in 
midden (505) in Trench Geraint. (Photo: A Sharpe, ©CAU 2016. DSC0040).

The bulk of the pottery is post-Roman in date and includes pieces of fine table ware and 
amphorae (Fig 40). Fine table wares included a small sherd (515) SF3045 of possible 
African Red Slipped Ware (ARSW) and a large rimsherd of a Phocean Red Slipped Ware 
(PRSW) bowl (510) SF3024 (Fig 42). There was also a sherd of possible imported 
Coarseware, and a few sherds of Native ware. The native ware sherds are  not diagnostic 
but are likely to date from the 4th to 7th centuries AD. 
Examples of slate amphora stoppers were also present. 
Most importantly three sherds, including two rims (from two separate vessels) of 
potential E ware, (505) SF3099 were recovered ((Fig 41) and see section 5.2). 
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Fig 41 Rim sherd of E Ware found in midden (505) in Trench Geraint. This is one of 
three sherds found in the midden and is in fresh condition. (Photo: A Sharpe, ©CAU 
2016, DSC0009).

Several shards of post-Roman glass were recovered from a variety of contexts: 3 rims 
(512) SF3005 (a likely bowl?), (517) SF3068, (514) SF3096 (from a possible cone 
beaker), and a rim shard from a glass dish/bowl (505) SF3099 (see section 5.3.1).

Fig 42 Jo holds the fragile glass rim shard (SF3099) found from trench Geraint. Day 
10, 28th July 2016. (Photo: J Gossip, ©CAU, IMGP2306).
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A single rimsherd of medieval pottery came from context (525), on first examination 
this appears to be Somerset Chert tempered ware, of pre castle date c 11th to 12th 
centuries AD. This layer was not fully excavated in 2016 and it may be a residual find.
Iron metalwork included (515) SF3041 fragment of knife tang and (525) SF 3110 the 
shank of a nail (see section 5.4.2).
Stonework included numerous notched and perforated slates but also a quartz crystal 
utilised as a ‘strike a light’ (505) SF3099 and a slate spindle whorl (514) SF3036.

•	 The post-Roman ceramics are on average medium to small in size with the 
majority showing only a small degree of abrasion, with many having a nearly fresh 
appearance. This suggests that the material in this area has not undergone the 
same amount of movement as that recorded for example on the Upper Eastern 
Terrace. 

•	 The material from the midden deposit, context (505) is very fresh, with many 
large sherds present. This is an important context as it is one of the few instances 
where E-ware (6th to early 7th centuries AD) coincides with LRA2/Bi (5th to late 6th 
centuries AD), LRA1/Bii amphora (5th to 7th centuries AD), LRA3/Biv amphora (5th 
century to middle 6th century AD) and Phocean Red Slipped Ware (5th to late 6th 
centuries AD) (see section 5.2.4).

Fig 43 A large fresh fragment of PRSW bowl found in midden (505) in Trench Geraint. 
(Photo: A Sharpe, ©CAU 2016, DSC0014).

Key emergent results 
The oldest diagnostic sherds were a piece of SW Decorated ware (c 400 BC) and the 
fragment of an abraded Oxford Colour Coated ware mortaria (702) SF 4092 (3rd to 4th 
centuries AD). This adds to a small collection of this material that has been noted from 
previous archaeological work (Thomas 1993, 84). 
The whole range of Mediterranean imported wares, both fine table wares and amphora 
are represented within the collection. There is however little apparent difference 
between the material found on either terrace, although a greater quantity of fine table 
ware was found on the southern terrace. Good preservation conditions of material from 
the midden found within Geraint, context (505) is high, with all sherds in a very fresh 
condition.
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A very rare import is represented by the complete profile of a ‘D’ ware bowl (128) SF 
1128 from Tristan. Only a single piece of this ware had been previously identified from 
Tintagel, coming from the investigation of the ‘Steps’ area in 1989 and 1990 the site 
of which lies just below the terrace upon which Tristan was located (Batey et al 1993). 
This ware is believed to be the same as ‘Dérivée Sigillée Paléochrétienne du groupe 
Atlantique (DSPA)’as described in France, produced in the Bordeaux region of western 
Gaul during the 6th century, perhaps continuing into the early 7th century (Campbell 
2007). From insular sites in Britain such as Dinas Powys it appears that the floruit of 
importation is in the mid sixth century. The only other site to have produced this ware 
within Cornwall is Mays Hill, St Martin’s, Scilly (Thomas 1985, 85).
For the first time at Tintagel, E-ware has been identified. Four sherds have been 
provisionally identified from the two trenches on the southern terrace. These may  
represent three separate vessels (all probably jars). This is a significant discovery as 
although radiocarbon dates from the work done by the University of Glasgow (Barrowman 
et al 2007) suggested occupation perhaps continuing into the 7th century, the absence 
of E-ware has always been a puzzle especially as it occurs elsewhere in Cornwall at this 
time including Gwithian (Nowakowski et al 2007), and Hay Close, St Newlyn East (Jones 
2007). E-ware is an import from a source in western France and its date range has been 
considered to be from the 6th to early 8th centuries (Tyers 1996, Campbell 2007 and see 
section 5.2.4).

•	 As noted above the midden deposit (505) is one of the very few occurrences 
where E-ware has been found together with imported Mediterranean wares. 
Obtaining accurate dating for this deposit would greatly further understanding of 
this important moment in post-Roman ceramics when apparently two separate 
traditions of imports coincide. 

The collection of post-Roman glass is also significant. Ewan Campbell (2007) had 
identified a total of six glass vessels from previous work done at Tintagel; the current 
work has more than doubled this number. The majority of the glass is probably of 
Merovingian origin (From France) dating from the 5th to 7th centuries AD (see section 
5.3.1).
An unusual glass item is the linen smoother (714) SF4130 (Fig 39). This is the first to 
have been found at Tintagel, but it cannot as yet be assigned to a specific period (see 
section 5.3.1). Linen smoothers are known from the Roman period (Wild 1970) and 
from 10th-13th century contexts in London (Vince 1991), York (Walton-Rogers 1997) 
and Winchester (Biddle, 1990). In York they appear to be a fairly common household 
item along with polished stone slick stones (such as that from context (714) SF4129) 
used  for similar purposes and thus do not appear to reflect a higher social status 
(Walton-Rogers 1997). 
The majority of the medieval ceramics found on either terrace appear on first examination 
to be Somerset Chert Tempered Ware (Thorpe and Wood 2011). This material mainly 
dates from the 11th and 12th centuries, and pre dates the construction of Earl Richard’s 
13th century  castle. The only probable structure of this date at Tintagel is the Chapel on 
top of the island (Radford 1960; Thomas 1993) although this is based on an assessment 
of the decorated stonework found there which cannot be dated that specifically but 
is considered generally to be of this period. The chapel has often been thought of as 
standing in isolation. The pottery found may indicate other activity happening in the 
vicinity at this time. Associated with backfill layers, the pottery may represent a time 
when earlier pre-existing walls were taken down. 
The discovery of so much new material particularly on the southern terrace in 2016 is a 
major addition to previous collections from earlier excavations.  
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4 Outline chronology and dating 
As discussed above artefacts with a wide date range spanning from the mid to late Iron 
Age through to the modern period were found during the 2016 excavations at Tintagel 
(see section 3.4). 
The majority of diagnostic finds were however ceramics dating to the post-Roman 
period, that is the 5th to 7th centuries AD. Other classes of diagnostic finds such as glass 
and metalwork have been identified during the assessments (see section 5).
No scientific (radiocarbon) dating has taken place on the data from the 2016 excavations 
at time of writing. A discussion with Alex Bayliss on dating material from the TCARP project 
took place in London in September 2016. At that time a proposal to spot date (using 
radiocarbon dating) the pig jaw bone recovered from midden (505) in trench Geraint 
was discussed. It was agreed that despite the clear potential of sealed stratigraphy 
particularly within the middens identified on the southern terrace, the value of a spot 
date on a single bone item was questionable at this stage.  A series of dates in order 
to provide a precise chronological sequence is desirable and these would refine the 
artefact dating. It was agreed that in future work samples recovered from a buried 
sequence would be targeted for radiocarbon dating.  
Little diagnostic stonework was found in the 2016 excavations with only a few tools such 
as whetstones and a spindle whorl: both types could be any date from the later prehistoric 
to the medieval period. Many slate discs – amphora stoppers – were found and these 
add to the recognised distinctive collection from Tintagel (cf Thorpe in Barrowman et al 
2007, and Moffett forthcoming). 

Significance of the diagnostic finds are summarised as follows:  
Later Prehistoric and Roman activities
The 17 sherds of later prehistoric and Roman date found during the TCARP16 excavations 
can now been added to the 21 (minimum), found during the 1990s excavations at 
Tintagel. These now form additional evidence for Iron Age and Later Roman phases 
of activities. A rapid review of the Radford 1930s archive has also identified further 
material (see section 5.1). These are the “native wares”  and they  range in date from 
the Middle to Later Iron Age (SWD ware c 400 BC) to flanged bowls, cooking pots and 
dishes diagnostic of the mid to late Roman period (eg, Trethurgy forms and South 
Devon ware, c 4th , 5th and 6th centuries AD). 
While in 2016 the sherds were all found in mixed contexts and are not closely linked to 
structures which date to these periods, their presence on the headland does hint at a 
continuity of activity at the headland not demonstrated by earlier work. Test pitting on 
the headland in advance of path upgrading in March 2017 discovered a few more sherds 
of late prehistoric and Romano-British date on the island summit (Smith and Sharpe 
2017). Our knowledge of the exact character of activities from the later prehistoric to 
the Roman period still remains unknown. 

Post-Roman Tintagel: 5th to 6th and 7th centuries AD
The full range of imported (ceramic) wares have been found during the 2016 excavations 
(see section 5.2) spanning the 5th to 6th centuries AD (c 450- 550 AD) and for the 
first time includes the possible identification of E ware (an import from the Atlantic 
seaboard, section 5.2). Its discovery (a couple of fresh sherds) found from the middens 
located on the southern terrace adds another dimension to our current understanding 
of chronology at Tintagel  potentially extending this into the later sixth or even seventh 
century AD (see section 5.2.4 and Campbell 2007, 46). These are important and key 
finds. This highlights the importance of gaining a clear dated sequence through midden 
(505) in Geraint and midden (707) in trench Mark in future work.  On present evidence 
this would suggest the earliest date for the formation of the midden would be mid sixth 
century AD. The full investigation of the stratigraphic relationship between the middens 
and the revetment walls is a key priority in future work (section 7.1.2).  
Fragments of glass vessels found during the 2016 excavations provides further important 
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evidence of a possible extended chronology and these cover the range of imported 
forms categorised by Campbell and which date from 5th- to 7th-centuries AD (see 
section 5.3). This is also an important and key find.  
The glass linen smoother found in Trench Mark, while unusual, cannot be closely dated. 
It was however found in associated with a collection of medieval sherds of pre 12th 
century AD and so may have been buried at that time. 
Much of the ironwork too is not closely dated (section 5.4) although the varied range of 
finds from personal dress accessories to an arrowhead and nail heads and shanks is of 
interest. 

Medieval: 11th to 12th centuries AD
The handful of medieval sherds which date to the pre-13th century castle period were 
found on the southern terrace. Their discovery there suggests an end date for the life 
histories of the stone buildings at this location on the island.

Medieval: 13th century AD
The majority of the small group of medieval ceramics found in the 2016 excavations and 
which would be contemporary with the 13th century castle were found on upper eastern 
terrace, mainly from an old land surface which post-dates post-Roman  settlement and 
when the terrace was probably used for small-scale cultivation. The largest collection 
of cultivated oat grains ever recorded from Tintagel Island was recovered from this 
location (see section 5.8)
   
5 Assessments of key data-sets
5.1 Assessment of “native wares” TCARP16
Henrietta Quinnell, November 2016
The term ‘native ware’ is used to describe ceramics which are not Post-Roman imports 
or of Medieval date.

5.1.1 Brief details of the 2016 sherds
Seventeen sherds were recovered, from trenches Tristan (8) and Isolde (3) on the 
upper eastern terrace, and from trenches Mark (3) and Geraint (3) on the southern 
terrace. Most were in contexts either stratified with, or post-dating, those containing 
Post-Roman import wares, but the sherds are too few in number to determine whether 
they are redeposited or contemporary with associated dateable sherds.
All these sherds are in either gabbroic or probable gabbroic fabrics.

An unstratified sherd from trench Tristan is definitely of Middle Iron Age South 
Western Decorated Ware (Accomplished style) as it has abraded curvilinear motifs 
infilled with rouletting. This sherd was likely to have been produced somewhere 
in the 3rd to 1st centuries BC. A neck sherd from trench Mark (SF4082 (702)) 
has possible finger nail decoration which could indicate an Early Iron Age date.

5.1.2 Rapid assessment of ‘native wares’ from excavations predating 
work in the 1990s

The 1990s excavations had produced 21 sherds in gabbroic, granitic (probably South 
Devon), and local un-sourced fabrics (Thorpe 2007). Published comment (Thomas 
1993, 84) described ‘several hundred’ sherds as local wares ‘conventionally dated to the 
third-fourth centuries AD’. In the 1980s Professor Thomas with Carl Thorpe reviewed 
material held at the Royal Cornwall Museum and boxed some ninety sherds separately 
(Thomas and Thorpe 1988). This box was kindly loaned by the Museum to Carl Thorpe 
who rapidly assessed it together with the present author during this present study.
Two small gabbroic sherds had South Western Decorated patterns and a further two 
gabbroic sherds had features suggestive of this Middle Iron Age date, a sherd with a 
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repair rivet and a sherd with an interior rim groove. One or two well-made gabbroic 
sherds had features which suggest that Middle Iron Age occupation may have extended 
into the Late Iron Age/Early Roman period. There are also a small ?flagon base and 
several small sherds in a fabric probably copying Poole Harbour black-burnished ware, 
which are likely to belong to the beginning of the Roman period. 
There is no material which suggests activity during the second and earlier third centuries 
AD.
There are sherds of gabbroic cooking pots of Type 4 type and also of conical flanged 
Type 22 bowls which are now known to extend until at least the 5th century AD, possibly 
into the 6th century. A couple of examples of these cooking pots have hard fired but 
irregular rims which suggest a post-Roman date: these are in a non-standard gabbroic 
variant fabric. Also present, in a similar fabric, are large sherds from two different 
flanged bowls with finger-tip modelling of the flange. The only comparandum recorded 
is an example in the 6th century AD at Trethurgy Round (Quinnell, 2004, Fig 60, P136) 
which is associated with post-Roman imports. There are also Type 19 dishes, known to 
date until at least the 4th century AD.
There are several different granitic fabrics present, of which South Devon ware is 
the most frequent, with some sherds from vessels current in the 4th century AD: it is 
currently not known if South Devon ware extends into the 5th century. There are a few 
sherds in apparently local but otherwise unknown fabrics, including a flanged bowl of 
broadly Type 22.

5.1.3 Summary 
The results from the 2016 season, supported by the assessment of previous finds, 
definitely show for the first time later Iron Age activity at Tintagel. They also suggest 
that sherds from vessels made in South West Britain in a variety of fabrics during the 
4th, 5th and possibly 6th centuries are likely to be found regularly in any further more 
extensive work at Tintagel. Once a larger, well-recorded, assemblage of material is 
recovered, there should be considerable potential for sourcing fabrics, understanding 
the forms used, and the extent to which the products of local South Western pottery 
workshops contributed to the procurement networks of Post-Roman Tintagel. While 
continuous ceramic activity from the Roman to the Norman period is well established in 
West Cornwall, it has not previously been evidenced in North and East Cornwall. 

5.2 Post-Roman imported pottery TCARP16
Maria Duggan, Newcastle University, December 2016

5.2.1 Introduction
This report presents a first stage assessment of post-Roman ceramics excavated by the 
Tintagel Castle Archaeological Research Project in July/August 2016. The assessment 
follows the aims detailed in A Standard for Pottery Studies in Archaeology (2016). A 
second, equivalent, assessment will follow for any sherds recovered in 2017, followed 
by a detailed analysis stage. This report describes two boxes of sherds delivered to 
the author at Newcastle University following on-site cleaning and processing and pre-
identification by Carl Thorpe at Cornwall Archaeological Unit. All sherds recovered in 
2016 were viewed and assessed individually and by context.

5.2.2 General comments on the pottery
The vast majority of the material comprises small body sherds and fragments/scraps of 
imported amphorae of East Mediterranean/Aegean origin. Typically the sherds are not 
greater in size than 10-40 mm2, limiting detailed identification beyond broad ware type. 
In many cases the sherds could not be identified beyond a general grouping as LRA 
(Late Roman Amphorae – of Mediterranean origin), as it was not considered prudent to 
identify fabrics more closely than on a rapid, visual appraisal. All fabric identifications 
and counts by type should be considered as provisional pending the detailed analysis 
stage, where groupings will be reviewed and verified.
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In general, diagnostic elements (rims, handles, bases) are rare, limiting precise 
chronological determinations. Where diagnostic or more unusual sherds were present 
some suggestions regarding chronology have been suggested (see below).

5.2.3 Condition 
The sherds are typically small and abraded to moderately abraded. As an overview the 
sherds from the upper eastern terrace (abraded to moderately abraded), are generally 
more abraded than those from the South Terrace (moderately abraded), although 
this varies between individual contexts. There are also a high proportion of larger and 
diagnostic sherds from the southern terrace – and particularly from midden context 
(505) in trench Geraint. The latter context is notable in that the sherds are in less worn 
condition – the LRC3 fine ware rim is, for instance, in particularly good condition. The 
majority of the sherds have dark external surfaces – which Carl Thorpe has identified 
as ‘manganese staining’. This affects the typical colour of the imported wares, but does 
not prevent identification in clean-break section.

5.2.4 Ceramic types present
The TCARP excavations in 2016, though heavily featuring amphorae, produced a 
range of material that can be seen within the typical ‘Atlantic Seaboard’ set of wares – 
notwithstanding the absence of North African imports.

Amphorae
The majority of the amphora sherds could be identified as Late Roman 1 (hereafter 
LRA1 - equivalent to Bii/Peacock and Williams 44), Late Roman 2 (LRA2 - Bi/Peacock 
and Williams 43) and, to a lesser degree Late Roman 3 (Biv/Peacock and Williams 45).

LRA1 is of broad NE Mediterranean origin (Cilicia, Bay of Iskenderon and Cyprus), and 
in widespread production from the fourth to seventh century. The lack of diagnostic 
LRA1 sherds within the TCARP group prevents identification to a specific dated sub-type 
(such as Dominique Pieri’s LRA1A and LRA1B).

LRA2 is the standard Aegean amphora of the equivalent date, with production attested 
on Chios, Cnidos, Cos and the Argolid region of Mainland Greece. Again this type has 
been subject to chronological refinements. The single small rim sherd from the 2016 
assemblage – Geraint (505) SF3099 - can be suggested as either Pieri’s LRA2A or 
LRA2B (rather than the late LRA2C), but this does not allow very close dating beyond a 
broad 5th-7th century date. Similarly, the small LRA2 handle sherd from Tristan (128) – 
SF1125 might be from either of these sub-types. 

LRA3 is the typical amphorae from the region of western Anatolia – with Ephesus and 
Aphrodisias suggested as likely production centres – and therefore produced in the 
same broad region as the LRC fineware.
It should be noted that although these types are grouped under the general term ‘Late 
Roman Amphora’, they characterise production in the late Roman/early Byzantine 
Mediterranean and are imported to the post-Roman/early Medieval western Mediterranean 
and Atlantic. Apart from LRA3 (and LRA4, not present here) they are not thought to 
occur at Roman period sites in Britain.
The precise production-sources of the Tintagel East Mediterranean amphorae are not 
clear. A broad Cilician origin is likely for at least some of the LRA1 but Cyprus should also 
be considered.  A more detailed macroscopic comparison of fabrics against published 
descriptions should be included as part of the analysis stage, but given the level of 
variation and the expanding knowledge of production-sites, establishing precise origins 
for every sherd/vessel is unlikely to be possible in the timescale of the project. Likewise, 
the LRA2 show some initial similarity to the southern Argolid fabrics under ongoing 
study by Mark Hammond at the University of Missouri (Hammond 2016) but other 
Aegean sources and published fabrics (Cos?) should also be considered.

‘Bv’ grouping. A significant proportion of the assemblage comprised sherds of thick-
walled (rather ‘chunky’) amphorae – and had been pre-identified to the ‘Bv’ category 
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established at Tintagel (following the B-ware sequence expanded by Charles Thomas). 
It was not possible to make a detailed examination of the fabrics, although there was 
a general consistency within this group – rather pale brownish fabrics, fine inclusions – 
including mica. However, although a North African (Zeugitanan/Byzacenan) origin has 
been suggested for this group, the sherds did not initially appear to match any African 
products – in general features or fabric. An Iberian source seems, at first viewing, 
more likely. Paul Reynolds has previously suggested a Bay of Cádiz or Algarve origin 
for this category (Reynolds 2010, 392), and the possibility of establishing a Baetican 
or Lusitanian origin should be investigated as part of the analysis stage. Again ‘type-
sherds’ for microscopic or petrographic analysis should be determined as part of the 
second assessment stage. 
Two diagnostic sherds of this broad ‘Bv’ grouping were among the 2016 finds, both 
amphora handles. However, it was not considered that these belonged to the same 
class of amphora. One, SF1024 from Tristan (105), is from a rather ‘chunky’ amphora 
and is closer in features to the ‘family’ of ‘globular amphorae’ in widespread production 
from the 6th/7th century. The second, SF1024 from Tristan (107), seems to belong to 
a smaller amphorae, with handles springing up vertically from the vessel wall - and is 
potentially closer to the Lustianian Almagro 50. This has some similarity with the ‘Bv’ 
illustration published in 2007 (Thorpe 2007, 240). It can be suggested that at least 
two types of amphora might be represented by this grouping, and potentially both 
Iberian. It is recommended that this grouping should be considered in detail within 
the analysis stage, to at least determine a broad regional source, and to attempt to 
match these to published, dated, types. All sherds should be laid out at the same time 
to check the integrity of the group and identify any differences in fabric or diagnostic 
elements. Similar ‘thick-walled’, ridged sherds have been identified within the Bantham 
assemblage and possibly at Mothecombe in Devon (Reed et al. 2011, 100-2; Agate et 
al. 2012), but have not been matched to a regional source.

Amphora stoppers: Several amphora stoppers were present, all seemingly of amphora 
fabrics – and likely reused from amphorae. It is recommended that where possible the 
diameters of the stoppers (both ceramic and stone) are recorded, to give an indication 
of the size of vessel they may have fitted – as this could be of some chronological use.

Fineware
Late Roman C (hereafter LRC, equivalent to Phocaean Red Slip ware) is one of the 
standard, common ‘Late Roman’ red-slipped fine wares, produced in considerable 
quantities in the Phocaea/Foça region of western Anatolia. It is distributed across the 
East Mediterranean and Atlantic: the latter distribution characterised, particularly, by 
Form 3, which has a broad production date of c 400/500-550 (although later variants 
may be produced into the second half of the sixth century). There have recently been 
recommendations that the chronology of the forms and variants of LRC should be revised, 
but – with this caveat – some suggestions have been made for the two diagnostic rims 
below.
Two rim sherds of LRC represented the only diagnostic fineware sherds. Both of these 
are of LRC Form 3 and fit broadly within variants C-F, and most probably variant C (this 
would be typical for the Insular sites, where LRC3G and Form LRC10 have not been 
identified with certainty). As such, a broad date of c 475 to 550 can be suggested, but 
probably not beyond. Similar dates were suggested for the LRC3C at Vigo, with 3F more 
characteristic of the first half and middle decades of the sixth century, and potentially 
beyond (Fernández 2014, 250-2). It is suggested that these rim sherds are illustrated 
and discussed with other experts in the Atlantic and Mediterranean to consider the 
variant attribution.
In addition, a few very small scraps of fine red-slipped pottery were present from 
contexts Geraint (510) and (515) and Tristan (103). All of these seem to be of Late 
Roman C. An additional scrap of fineware was recovered from Mark (708) which might 
be African Red Slip (ARS) or, more likely, LRC. As such there were no clear sherds of 
African origin within the entire group.
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DSPA: A single base sherd of Dérivées des Sigillées Paléochrétiennes Atlantique (DSPA 
- ‘D’ ware/Terra Sigillata Gálica Tardía’) was recovered in context Tristan (128). Although 
no kilns have been recovered to date, this fineware was almost certainly produced in the 
Bordeaux region, although other regional productions are a possibility. This ware has 
been seen as ‘transitional’ in date between the Mediterranean imports and E ware, with 
Ewan Campbell suggesting a largely sixth century date for the Insular finds (Campbell 
2007, 32) although it seems to have been produced in the Bordeaux region between the 
fifth and seventh centuries.

Coarseware
A lesser number of sherds were initially suggested to be imported coarse ware. The 
majority of these are likely to be from amphorae, although as these were all body sherds 
it is not possible to identify them further at this stage. Several do have fabrics dissimilar 
from the typical LRA1, LRA2 and LRA3 - including a few in rather hard, micaceous 
fabrics. It is suggested that as part of the analysis stage other potential sources should 
be considered for these less typical sherds– including Hispanic, and potentially other 
Mediterranean sources.
There were a couple of thin-walled, ridged bodysherds that could be suggested as 
imported cooking wares: SF2010 in Isolde (304) and particularly SF2023 in Isolde 
(303), which comprised two joining ridged sherds with dark exterior surface and red-
brown interior. The recent identification of Aegean and East Mediterranean cooking pots 
at Vigo gives some precedent for imported cooking wares in the Atlantic. These should 
be examined more closely, with the potential of thin-section petrography or additional 
analysis to be reviewed as part of the 2017 assessment.

E ware: Four sherds from the South Terrace had been pre-identified by Carl Thorpe as 
likely E ware – three rim sherds and a body sherd. Of these, three were from Geraint 
(505) and one from Mark (725). Although the precise source for this coarse ware has 
not been identified, it is likely to be the standard coarse ware in production in south-
western France (specifically the Bordeaux region but potentially the wider Aquitaine 
region) from the sixth/seventh century. However, research on this ware in France is at 
an early stage; it is currently classified by finds from its Insular distribution. In western 
Britain and Ireland it is seen as characteristic of a later stage of imports – focused on 
the mid-sixth and into the seventh century.
From an initial visual examination the four sherds – described below – do certainly fit 
the forms and broad characteristics of this ware, but – although hard-fired – the fabric 
and colour are not completely typical (being rather darker in colour – potentially burnt? 
– and smoother and less ‘pimply’ in texture) and it is suggested that the fabrics should 
be examined more closely (microscopically and, potentially, in thin-section) to confirm 
this identification – particularly as this has chronological significance. Again, this should 
follow the 2017 excavations, as additional finds might be a possibility. The rim with a 
groove high on the shoulder from Geraint (505) is certainly the most likely. The body 
sherd in Geraint (505) seems to contain mica as well as larger inclusions of quartzite, 
which should be reviewed.
 
Unusual types
A couple of sherds that do not fit within this typical Atlantic group can be noted:

1. SF 4092 from Mark (702) is an oxidised, orange sherd with trituration grits. I 
would concur with Carl Thorpe that this is likely to be a mortaria and probably of 
the Oxford industry.

2. An unstratified scrap of very dark pottery from Tristan could not be identified, but 
should be re-viewed as part of the analysis stage.

Non-ceramic finds
A couple of mislabelled or uncertain finds were separated.

•	 SF 4044 in Mark (713) was a very small stone, rather than ceramic.
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•	 SF 4088 in Mark (702) was a very small piece of slag/industrial waste rather than 
ceramic.

5.2.5 Chronology
Imports of Mediterranean amphorae have been recognised at post-Roman sites in 
western Britain since the 1930s, with Tintagel reported to have the largest volume of 
material. The amphorae themselves are not closely datable, unless particular diagnostic 
elements are recovered. The standard types recorded in Britain (LRA1 and LRA2) were 
in general production between the fourth and seventh century.
A general date range for this import system has been established as c 475-550, based 
on the forms of red-slipped fineware, although certain sites in the wider Atlantic region 
(Lisbon, Bordeaux and particularly, Vigo in Galicia) continued to receive Mediterranean 
imports into the late-sixth and early seventh century. As such, the possibility of 
Mediterranean imports arriving at Tintagel beyond c 550 should not be automatically 
dismissed. However, of the imported Mediterranean material recovered to date from 
the site – including the 2016 finds – there is nothing that necessarily dates beyond the 
mid-sixth century; all would sit comfortably within a c  475 to c 550 AD bracket. As such 
the contexts which only have imported amphorae can only be suggested to date to this 
general time-frame – at least on the basis of the pottery.
In general LRA3 is not considered a common find in the western Mediterranean after 
the sixth century, and it does not feature in the latest contexts at Vigo. As such, the 
presence of LRA3 in several contexts at Tintagel suggests a focus on importation in the 
later-fifth/earlier sixth century, rather than later in the century. However, all of the 2016 
sherds were rather small – including the collar/neck sherd in Tristan (113) and could be 
residual/redeposited.
The DSPA sherd, though rare, is not chronologically very significant. Without the rim the 
form is uncertain, although Rigoir Form 4 seems likely. Soulas has suggested this dish 
was in production across the fifth and sixth century, although a later-fifth/sixth century 
date is likely (this form was in decline at Place Camille Jullian Bordeaux from the later 
sixth century - Soulas 2000, 148).
The sherds of potential E ware, do, however, add another dimension to the chronology. 
At Insular sites this ware is characteristic of imports arriving in the later sixth and, 
particularly, seventh century (Campbell 2007, 46). This is reinforced by the E ware 
identified at Vigo – where it also appears in the later contexts of equivalent date. As 
such the presence of this ware at Tintagel – the first instance– can, potentially, be seen 
to extend importation at the site beyond the mid-fifth century (note the comments 
on Context Geraint (505) below). As noted, it is recommended that this identification 
should be reviewed and verified within the analysis stage.

5.2.6 Context summary: abrasion, broad types and sherd counts
Figures in parentheses are counts of all sherds and fragments – the count includes 
those sherds with provisional (?) attributions.

5.2.7 Upper eastern terrace
Trench Tristan
(101): Generally abraded. Comprises scraps and small body sherds of imported 
amphorae: LRA2 (5 sherds) and LRA3 (5), and scraps only identified as LRA (11). Also 
1 larger body sherd of ‘Bv’ grouping.
(102): Moderately abraded. Body sherd of LRA2 (1) and a scrap of LRA.
(103): Generally abraded. Mostly scraps and small body sherds of imported amphorae: 
LRA1 (6), LRA2 (2), LRA3 (5), scraps identified as LRA (10), and larger body sherds of 
‘Bv’ grouping (3). Also one scrap of probable LRC fineware. Also produced a possible 
partial amphora stopper of an imported amphora fabric - SF1053.
(104): Abraded to very abraded condition, scraps of LRA1 (1) and LRA (1). Produced a 
partial amphora stopper of probable LRA2 fabric – SF1050.
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(105): Abraded. Scraps and body sherds of imported amphorae: LRA1 (3), LRA2 (2), 
LRA (4). Also larger thick-walled body sherds and scraps of ‘Bv’ grouping (8), as well as 
1 amphora handle in the same fabric- SF1024. This may be from the top or bottom of a 
rather heavy, ‘chunky’ amphora. There is a central ridge running down the length of the 
handle, which is oval in section. This should be illustrated.

(107): Moderately abraded small body sherds and body sherds of imported amphorae: 
LRA1 (1), LRA2 (7), and scraps of LRA2 (2). Also included 1 base of LRA2 - SF1086 - 
which might be useful to illustrate, but is not closely datable. Most of the LRA2 seems 
to be from the same vessel and it is worth considering joins. Also 2 joining larger body 
sherds and 1 handle – SF 1075 - of the ‘Bv’ grouping. This is probably from the bottom 
part of a handle that is ‘d-shaped’ in section (curved internally/flat exterior). This should 
be illustrated. The context also produced a partial amphora stopper of probable LRA2 
fabric – SF1101.
(108): Abraded Scraps of LRA2 (2). Also produced one partial amphora stopper similar 
to fabric of the ‘Bv’ grouping.

(111): Abraded scrap of LRA2 (1).
(112): Moderately abraded scrap of LRA1 (1) and small body sherd of LRA2 (1)

(113): Moderately abraded scraps and small body sherds of imported amphorae: LRA 1 
(1), LRA2 (2), 1 sherd from the neck of LRA3 – SF 1122 – which is probably not worth 
illustrating, as well as a sherd initially identified as coarse ware – SF 1076 – but seems 
likely to be from an unidentified amphora type. This is quite hard fired, and blackened 
on the interior – possibly from a pitch lining – and is worth further consideration. There 
is some similarity with a sherd in Geraint (508) – SF3008.
(117): Abraded scraps and small body sherds of imported amphorae: LRA2 (3) and 
LRA (1).
(118): Moderately abraded small body sherd of LRA2 (1).
(120): Abraded small body sherd of LRA1.

(122): Abraded small body sherd and scrap and of imported amphora: LRA1 (1) and 
LRA 2 (2)
(126): Moderately abraded scraps of LRA 1 (2) and LRA3 (3) and thick body sherd of 
possible LRA1 (1). Also produced a partial amphora stopper – SF1110 – of probable 
LRA1 fabric.

(127): Moderately abraded body sherd and scrap of LRA2 (2).

(128): Moderately abraded: 1 handle of LRA2 – SF1125, and a body sherd of ‘Bv’ 
grouping (1). Also one base with foot ring of DSPA – SF1128. The LRA2 handle is from 
the central part of a handle (c. 56mm) that is oval in section with a vertical ridge running 
along its length. The DSPA base sherd is from a large open vessel (c. 24 cm diameter) 
with a low groove/foot ring. The exact form is uncertain  – the inside surface has some 
concretion, so it is not clear whether this might be a Rigoir 29 mortarium – however the 
common form Rigoir 4 is the most likely. The base is rather abraded, but there are some 
visible traces of the darker-grey slipped interior surface.
Both diagnostic sherds should be illustrated, particularly the DSPA.
(129): Abraded scrap of LRA1 (1). Also produced 1 partial amphora stopper of probable 
LRA2 fabric.

(130): Abraded scraps of imported amphorae: LRA1 (1) and LRA (2).
U/S Abraded scrap of pot (1) – unidentified dark fabric, which should be examined 
further. Moderately abraded body sherds and scraps of LRA2 (4).

Trench Isolde
(301): Abraded body sherds and scraps of imported amphorae: LRA2 (3), LRA (2) and 
body sherd and scraps of the ‘Bv’ grouping (7), probably from the same vessel. Also 
produced a partial amphora stopper of possible LRA1 fabric. Similar to stopper found in 
context 302.
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(302): Abraded scraps and body sherds of imported amphorae: LRA1 (4), LRA2 (9), 
LRA (4). Also produced a partial amphora stopper of possible LRA1 fabric. Similar to 
stopper found in context 301.
(303): Abraded to moderately abraded sherds of imported amphorae: Large, thick 
body sherd of LRA1 (1) of possible Cilician origin, small body sherds and scraps of LRA2 
(8), LRA (2), and scraps and a large body sherd of the ‘Bv’ grouping (3). Also 3 joining 
sherds of a thin-walled fabric – SF2023 – which might be an imported cooking ware, and 
should be considered further. Also produced a partial amphora stopped in LRA2 fabric.
(304): Abraded small body sherds of imported amphorae: small sherds from neck 
junction of LRA1 (3) – SF 2011 and 2009 – which may be from the same vessels but are 
probably not worth illustrating, small body sherds and scraps of LRA2 (3) and LRA (2). 
Also 2 sherds of ridged, thin-walled ware in a pale brown fabric with frequent quartzite 
inclusions, which could represent an imported cooking ware and should be considered 
further.
(306): Good to moderately abraded small body sherd of LRA2.
(307): Good to moderately abraded body sherds and small body sherds of LRA2 (1) and 
LRA (1). The latter is grooved and has a micaceous fabric – and should be considered 
further.
SF 2013 (no context number): Abraded scraps of LRA (4).

5.2.8 Southern terrace
Trench Geraint
(501): Moderately abraded body sherds and scraps of imported amphorae: LRA1 (3), 
LRA3 (1).
(502): Abraded small body sherd and scrap of LRA1 (2).
(504): Moderately abraded body sherds and small body sherds of imported amphorae: 
LRA1 (6), LRA2 (1).
(505)*: Generally good condition, with a few sherds good to moderately abraded. A 
total of 54 sherds of imported amphorae, largely body sherds, small body sherds and 
scraps: LRA1 (17) including sherds with clapboard ridging; LRA2 body sherds (28) 
including body sherds with combed outer surfaces and 1 LRA2 rim – SF3099; LRA3 
body sherds (5); LRA body sherds (3). 1 large rim sherd in good condition (c.150 mm 
surviving) and one joining scrap of LRC 3 vessel (SF3099 from sample 605). This is 
in exceptionally good condition and preserves the slipped surface on the interior and 
exterior. The rim is clearly concave and can be suggested as LRC3C-F – but probably 3C. 
There is no rouletting on the flange. The vessel is rather small for the form at c.22cm 
in diameter.
Also two rim sherds and a body sherd of coarse ware – provisionally identified as E ware 
- SF3099. The two rims are from different vessels, but of a similar type (E1 jar). One 
has a characteristic groove high on the shoulder.
(507): Moderately abraded small body sherd of imported amphorae: LRA2 (1)
(508): Moderately abraded small body sherds and scraps of imported amphorae: LRA1 
(7), LRA2 (2), LRA (2). Also 1 large thick body sherd of the ‘Bv’ grouping with a ridged 
exterior. 
(510): Abraded small body sherds and scraps of imported amphorae: LRA1 (6), LRA2 
(1), LRA3 (2), LRA (1 – SF 3008, showing some similarity to SF1076 in Tristan (113), 
and a small body sherd of the ‘Bv’ grouping (1). Also 1 scrap of LRC fineware.
(512): Moderately abraded small body sherds and scraps of imported amphorae: LRA1 
(4), LRA2 (3), LRA3 (1), LRA (7).
(514): Moderately abraded body sherds and scraps of imported amphorae: LRA1 (1), 
LRA2 (2), LRA (3).
(515): Moderately abraded small body sherd and scrap of imported amphorae: LRA1 
(1), LRA2 (1). Also a scrap of LRC fineware.
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(516): Moderately abraded scrap of imported amphorae: LRA2 (1).
(517): Abraded scraps and small body sherds of imported amphorae: LRA1 (6), LRA2 
(3), LRA1 (1). Also body sherd of thick amphorae possibly of the ‘Bv’ grouping (1).
(520): Abraded scraps of imported amphorae: LRA2 (1), LRA (1).
(525): Abraded scraps and small body sherds of imported amphorae: LRA1 (1), LRA2 
(7), LRA (3). Also a large thick body sherd of the ‘Bv’ grouping.
(508) Moderately abraded body sherd of LRA2. 
U/S: Moderately abraded body sherd of LRA3.
 
Trench Mark
(701): Abraded small body sherds and scraps of imported amphorae: LRA1 (1), LRA2 
(1), LRA3 (1), LRA (1), and 1 thick-walled body sherd of the ‘Bv’ grouping. One of the 
bags – SF 4034 – has context ‘704 (701)’       
(702): Moderately abraded. Body sherds of LRA2 (2). Also 1 small body sherd with 
trituration grits of a mortaria in an oxidised, orange fabric – SF4092 (I would concur 
with the note stated on the bag that this is probably Romano-British Oxford ware) – this 
may be residual. Also one small piece of slag – SF4088 – to be returned.
(702): Moderately abraded body sherd of LRA2 (1).
(705): Moderately abraded body sherds and scraps of imported amphorae: LRA1 (4), 
LRA2 (1), LRA (1).
(706): Abraded to moderately abraded scraps of LRA2 (2).
(707): Good to moderately abraded rim of LRC fineware. The rim sherd (c.70mm 
fragment) is from a rather large open vessel c. 27 cm in diameter. There is a horizontal 
groove running around the upper exterior of the rim, which is unusual. However, in 
general features this can be assigned to Hayes Form 3C (Hayes 1972, 329). This should 
be illustrated.
(708): Moderately abraded body sherds and scraps of imported amphorae: LRA1 (2), 
LRA2 (2), LRA (1). Also 1 very small scrap of fineware, probably LRC, but possibly ARS.
(709): Moderately abraded scraps and body sherds of imported amphorae: LRA1 (4), 
LRA2 (4 – joining), LRA3 (2). Within the LRA1, there is one body sherd with a post-
firing incised graffito on the exterior surface – seems to be a letter ‘A’. This should be 
photographed and shown to a relevant specialist (the dipinti and graffiti from Bantham 
were reported by Dr Roger Tomlin).
(711): Moderately abraded body sherds and scraps of imported amphorae: LRA1 (1), 
LRA2 (3), LRA3 (1).
(713): Abraded to moderately abraded body sherds and scraps of imported amphorae: 
LRA1 (7), LRA 2 (9), LRA3 (2), LRA (3). Also one  very small stone SF4044 which can 
be discarded.
(714): Abraded scraps and body sherd of imported amphorae: LRA2 (1), LRA3, (1), 
LRA (1).
(716): Abraded scraps and small body sherd of imported amphorae: LRA2 (1), LRA3 
(4), LRA (5). Also produced 1 partial amphora stopper in LRA2 fabric.
(718): Abraded scraps and body sherds of imported amphorae: LRA1 (2), LRA2 (2), 
LRA3 (1), LRA (2).
(722): Abraded scraps and small body sherds of imported amphorae: LRA2 (1), LRA 
(2), and 2 body sherds of thick-walled ‘Bv’ grouping.
Midden (725*): Moderately abraded rim sherd of possible E Ware – SF 4137. The 
everted rim is of an open vessel – possibly E1 jar. This should be illustrated and examined 
further.
SF4000: Moderately abraded small body sherd of LRA3.
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Without Trench Location
South Terrace U/S: Moderately abraded body sherd of LRA1.
‘By KA footprint on path’: Moderately abraded small rim sherd probably of imported 
amphora. Hard fired and seems micaceous. Not worth illustrating but should be 
considered further.

5.2.9 Significant contexts
In general, the post-Roman ceramic material from the contexts is quite similar, with no 
clear differences in relation to type distribution. The main amphora types are found in 
both areas and across the trenches – the only exception being that LRA3 is absent in 
Trench Isolde.
The only context that presents a difficulty with the broad c.475-550 date is in trench 
Geraint midden (505). The rim sherds are likely to be E ware (subject to further 
analysis), which would suggest a date at least in the second half of the sixth century. 
It is unlikely that the Mediterranean wares are residual, given the large size and good 
condition. It could be suggested that the LRC3 dish was curated for some time as a 
prized/rare item. It is possible that the context should be seen somewhere in the middle 
decades of the sixth century – with LRC typical of the first half of the sixth century 
and early instances of E ware. This can only be resolved by additional analysis and 
excavation. However, it is clear that this represents a very significant context for the 
site.
Trench Mark midden (725) should also be examined, as the possible E ware suggests 
a rather later date for this context, although in this instance no Mediterranean wares 
were present. This context was however only sampled in  2016 and so more remains.

5.2.10  Broad context of assemblage
As noted, the 2016 material fits well within a standard ‘Atlantic Seaboard’ package 
of the late-fifth and sixth century, and shows characteristics seen as typical of the 
Insular groups – focused closely on Aegean and NE Mediterranean types, rather than 
SE Mediterranean or African wares. LRA2 is particularly well represented, although this 
is generally uncommon on the wider Atlantic Seaboard (Western France, NW Spain and 
Portugal), where LRA1 and, to a lesser degree, Gazan LRA4 dominate the imports. This 
also presents a disparity with the Bantham assemblage, which was focused heavily on 
LRA1 but had very little LRA2 (Reed et al 2011). It may be that this reflects different 
patterns of distribution between N. Cornwall region and S. Devon, or potentially 
chronological differences. At Vigo, LRA2 was noted to be particularly common in one 
context at the ‘Marqués de Valladares’ excavations, dated (stratigraphically and by 
associated fineware) to the first half of the sixth century (Fernández 2014, 344).
The presence of LRA3 amphorae is also relatively high – although this type is recorded 
at other Insular and wider Atlantic sites it is not particularly common. As mentioned, this 
type is broadly seen as an earlier ‘marker’ within the post-Roman Mediterranean imports. 
No LRA4 (Bvi) were observed. This type is uncommon in Britain – though present at 
Bantham – but is relatively common in the wider Atlantic. It must be noted that the sherds 
were typically very small, and it is strongly recommended that estimations of relative 
vessel quantities and sherd-to-vessel ratios should be made in the analysis stage before 
detailed inter-site comparisons are made. On the whole the sherds are relatively smaller 
than those from Bantham, potentially suggesting differences in deposition between the 
sites, or a greater level of re-deposition/post-depositional movement.

5.2.11  Recommendations
At this stage no sherds specifically showing clear traces of internal residue were 
identified, but it is recommended that a sample of each type be selected for residue 
analysis as part of the second assessment stage. A small sherd of probable amphora 
may have some traces of pitch on the interior – SF 1076 in Tristan (113), and any 
additional examples of this less common fabric should be examined. A ‘best-practice’ 
seminar for organic residue analysis will be held at York in March 2017 – arranged by 
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Historic England – which will inform strategies for sampling as part of the analysis; any 
specific recommendations will be reported and should be actioned where possible.
It is recommended that thin-sections be taken from representative ‘type-sherds’ of 
particular classes,  again to be determined following the second assessment stage (likely 
to be the LRA1, LR2 and ‘Bv grouping’. At present there is not suitable comparative 
material to identify the specific source origin of the LRC and, as questions remain about 
the production of this class, it may not be appropriate to conduct further analysis (the 
forms and general fabric are distinctive to identify the broad class). 
It is recommended that all amphora stoppers should be measured – with diameters 
compared to standard measurements for Late Roman Amphorae types.
If possible, an additional day should be added to the second assessment stage in 2017 
to account for the possibility of a greater quantity of finds, and to consider the overall 
assemblage together. This will allow more detailed recommendations for the analysis 
stage – including representative types for additional analysis to be identified.
Regarding illustration, it is suggested that most of the diagnostic sherds should be 
illustrated prior to additional fabric analysis – most of these are not very large, and 
although they have limited potential to refine typological identifications, they should be 
illustrated prior to additional ‘snipping’. 
The following sherds should be illustrated

•	 Tristan (105) SF1024 – handle of ‘Bv grouping’ (1).
•	 Tristan (107): SF1075 - handle of ‘Bv grouping’. SF1086 – base of LRA2 (less 

important) (2).
•	 Tristan (128): SF1125 - LRA2 handle. SF1128 – DSPA base (2).
•	 Mark (707) SF4017 – LRC Form 3C rim (1).
•	 Mark (709) SF4050 – LRA1 body sherd with graffito (1).
•	 Mark (725) SF4137 – E ware? Rim (1).
•	 Geraint (505): SF3099 2 x E ware rims, LRA2 rim, LRC3 rim (4).

5.2.12  Interim Quantification by type 
An interim quantification was conducted solely by sherd count (attached), which will be 
extended in the second assessment stage; as mentioned, identifications will be reviewed 
and are subject to change. As part of the analysis stage a complete quantification will be 
conducted using a range of measures – specifically weight. The number of diagnostic rim 
sherds will be appraised to determine if EVEs should be attempted, but quantification 
by rim/body/handle (rbh), sherd to vessel ratio and/or Minimum number of vessels 
(MNV) should also be attempted to allow more effective comparisons with contemporary 
Insular and Atlantic sites.

5.3 Glass  Assessment TCARP16
Dr Rachel Tyson (freelance specialist) and Dr Sarah Paynter, (Historic England), 
November 2016

5.3.1 Overview
The 2016 excavations at Tintagel uncovered 14 fragments from glass vessels, and part 
of a glass linen smoother. The vessel fragments were small but in good condition. 
Seven fragments came from trench Geraint (the southern terrace); five (including two 
adjoining) from trench Tristan; two from trench Isolde (the upper eastern terrace); 
and the linen smoother from trench Mark (the southern terrace).
The glass fragments were examined by glass specialist Rachel Tyson and listed in an 
Excel spreadsheet with the details necessary to carry out the assessment (table 1) The 
range of forms, types and their sources were assessed, and a summary of this and their 
potential to answer questions in the site’s research design and the wider context of 
archaeology and glass studies is given in section 5.3.1. 
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5.3.2 Summary of glass finds from Tintagel
Previous discoveries glass finds at Tintagel
A total of 30 fragments of vessel glass had been excavated during previous excavations 
at Tintagel, from the 1930s onwards (overview in Campbell 2007a); the 14 fragments 
excavated in 2016 are therefore a significant addition. 
The glass types that were represented have been extensively studied in the context 
of glass and pottery trading patterns in Atlantic Britain and Ireland by Ewan Campbell 
(2007b). Campbell identified a small quantity of Roman glass; a majority of fragments 
being imports of the 5th to 7th centuries AD; one fragment probably of 8th/9th-century 
date; and these recognised Tintagel as a site of major importance for its glass finds in 
the Atlantic West (2007a). He assigned five groups (A to E) to the 5th- to 7th-century 
AD imported glass: a late Roman/Mediterranean tradition (A), a Germanic tradition (B), 
and Atlantic traditions with variants in their decoration (C–E) (2007b). The majority of 
the previously identified Tintagel glass fell into groups C and D.

5.3.3 Glass finds from the 2016 excavations
The 2016 Tintagel finds are also dominated by Campbell’s Atlantic groups C and D. 
Eleven of the vessel fragments are of very slightly varying shades of yellow-green, and 
include thickened rims (six fragments) and marvered horizontal opaque white trails 
(four fragments), and are likely to come from types familiar at Tintagel and other 
Atlantic British sites. While the fragments are not large – the greatest percentage of 
rim diameter is c.8% - it appears that of five rim fragments, only one of them is likely 
to come from a cone beaker, while the others are much wider and likely to come from 
bowls. This contrasts with the glass previously found from the Atlantic British sites, the 
majority of which are from cone beakers (Campbell 2007b, 64), although it compares 
more closely with previous glass finds from Tintagel where the forms were more mixed 
(Campbell 2007a, 224–5). 
One fragment is more unusual: pale green glass with mould-blown helical ribbing (SF 
2025) ((303) trench Isolde). However, this may come from a vessel related to the 
white-trailed vessels discussed above; bowls and cone beakers from burials in France 
combine opaque white trailing below the rim with mould-blown ribbing on the body (eg, 
Cabart 2006, 35, 37, no. 14, bowl; du Pasquier 2005, 35, cone beaker). One previous 
fragment from Tintagel was small, pale green and ribbed (Campbell 2007a, 227, no. 
19), which was assigned to Germanic group B as this type of ribbing also has parallels 
with palm cups of the 6th and 7th centuries; this should be compared with the recent 
find from Tintagel. 
The dating of and parallels for Campbell’s group C/D vessels need to be researched in 
detail taking into account recent finds, but current publications suggest that they are 
mid-6th century in date, possibly as late as the late 6th/early 7th century (Campbell 
2007a, 2007b; Cabart 2006). They are thought to be produced in Merovingian France:  
similar glass in use in the 6th century has been excavated in Bordeaux, as well as 
evidence of glass production in the city (see Foy and Hochuli-Gysel 1995, 163–5; 
Campbell 2000, 42).
Two adjoining fragments of pale blue/green glass (subsoil context (101), trench 
Tristan) are very small and undiagnostic, and it is possible that these may be late 
Roman, or later; this cannot be confirmed by visual examination, but chemical analysis 
may be able to narrow the date range.
The partial linen smoother (SF 4130) ((714) trench Mark) is of a later date: linen 
smoothers of this bun-shaped handle-less type are similar in appearance from 
approximately the late 9th to the 13th centuries AD and found on a number of sites 
in England, Scandinavia and western Europe; this example is in a mixed-date context 
including probable 11th to 12th-century pottery (see section 3.3.3). Previous analyses 
of linen smoothers have found that some are made of lead-rich glass, including a 
number excavated at Coppergate in York (Mortimer 1995), while others are made of 
potash glass, from Coppergate as well as Lincoln (Bayley 2008). A number excavated 
in France were found to be made of a lead-rich slag, a by-product from the lead-silver 
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mines at Melle (Gratuze et al 2003). Chemical analysis may be able to confirm the 
composition of the Tintagel linen smoother; its weathered appearance suggests that it 
is probably potash glass. This would be a valuable opportunity to build on research into 
the chemical composition of linen smoothers, which may lead to the ability to define 
a closer date range and origin relating to appearance, and provide more information 
surrounding the use of glass linen smoothers.

5.3.4 Glass production in the first millennium AD
For the earlier part of the first millennium AD, most of the glass used in continental 
Europe and Britain was a type referred to as natron glass, made from the sodium-
rich evaporitic salt commonly known by that name. The natron sources in Egypt were 
heavily exploited for glassmaking in antiquity and the large scale glass production sites 
identified for the period so far tend to be located nearby, in the eastern Mediterranean 
(Foy et al 2003, Phelps et al. 2016). The glass made there was traded widely, although 
it was often modified and recycled during its lifetime (Paynter and Jackson 2016). The 
practice of adding recycled Roman coloured glass to glass batches to provide colour, to 
make coloured window glass for example, seems to have been common, but in some 
regions entirely different types of colourant were adopted. 

Table 1 TCARP16 Glass artefacts – all trenches

Trench SF 
no.

Context 
description

No. 
frags

Context 
description

Colour Glass description Form Ref

Tristan 1068 103 1 Slate scree 
tip layer

Pale yellow-
green

Small rim 
fragment, fire-
rounded edge, 
everted, with 
seven (then broken 
edge) adjacent fine 
marvered opaque 
white horizontal 
trails below the 
rim. Large rim 
diameter, poss. 
c.200mm?

Bowl? Campbell 
2007b, Ca

Tristan 1099 121 1 ?wall 
context, 
details 
unclear

Pale yellow-
green

Rim fragment 
with fire-rounded 
thickened edge, 
everted. RD c.160-
170mm (4%).

Bowl Campbell 
2007b, C

Tristan 216 126 1 slate 
rubble 
collapse 
over wall 
(107) in 
018

Colourless 
with light 
greenish 
tinge

Body fragment 
with 4-5 adjacent 
marvered opaque 
white trails, all 
partly denatured 
with a dark stripe

? Campbell 
2007b, C

Tristan  101 2  Pale blue-
green

Small adjoining 
body fragments, 
very slight curve

? late Roman?

Isolde 2024 303 1 primary 
layer 
embedded 
into 
compacted 
surface 
outcrop

Colourless 
with 
yellowish 
tinge

Small body frag-
ment

? Campbell 
2007b, C/D
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Trench SF 
no.

Context 
description

No. 
frags

Context 
description

Colour Glass description Form Ref

Isolde 2025 303 1 primary 
layer 
embedded 
into 
compacted 
surface 
outcrop

Pale green Curving body 
fragment, 
cylindrical tapering 
profile, with helical 
mould-blown 
ribbing petering 
out. Thick glass, 
with a thinner 
internal layer 
partially broken off.

cone beak-
er?

du Pasquier 
2005, 35, 
cone beaker 
from burial at 
Aulnizeux with 
helical ribbing 
and marvered 
white trails, 
blue/green?; 
Cabart 2006, 
Saint-Dizier, 
ribbed and 
opaque white 
trailed bowl, 
burial 12, no. 
14, ribbed 
bowl; Evison 
2000, 66 & 
52, fig. 3, 2 
(from grave of 
AD 575-625)

Geraint 3005 512 1 thin 
remnant 
occupa-
tion layer 
within 
318 over 
flagged 
floor (513)

Pale yellow-
green

Rim fragment with 
fire-rounded very 
slightly thickened 
edge, slightly 
everted. RD c.130-
180mm (2-3%). 
Bubbles.

Bowl? Campbell 
2007b, C

Geraint 3068 517 1 slate 
debris - 
part of 
initial 
demolition 
event(s) 
south of 
wall (509) 
in 319

Pale yellow-
green

Very small 
rim fragment, 
fire-rounded and 
thickened at edge

? Campbell 
2007b,  C/D

Geraint 3094 514 1 occupation 
layer in 
319

Pale yellow-
green

Small body frag-
ment

? Campbell 
2007b, C/D

Geraint 3096 514 1 occupation 
layer in 
320

Pale yellow-
green

Rim fragment with 
fire-rounded thick-
ened edge, turned 
inwards; 2-3 thin 
marvered opaque 
white horizontal 
trails below rim. 
Bubbles. Approx 
RD c.70-100mm 
(c.3-5%). Darkest 
smokiest shade.
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Trench SF 
no.

Context 
description

No. 
frags

Context 
description

Colour Glass description Form Ref

Geraint 3099 505 1 midden Pale yel-
low-green

Widely everted 
rim, fire-rounded 
thickened edge. 
Nine very fine 
adjacent opaque 
whte horizontal 
trails just below 
rim, within an 
interval of just over 
3mm. RD c.170-
180mm (8%).

Bowl Campbell 
2007b Ca. cf 
Dinas Powys 
G104

Geraint 3099 505 1 midden Pale yel-
low-green

Body fragment , 
curving at a slight 
angle

 Campbell 
2007b, C/D

Geraint 3113 525 1 occupation 
layer at 
base of 
flight of 
steps

Pale yel-
low-green

Small body frag-
ment

? Campbell 
2007b, C/D

Mark 4130 714 1 fill of 
sealed 
gully (715) 
mixed 
deposit 
includes 
B wares 
as well 
as some 
11th-12th 
C (fresh) 
pottery

Now 
opaque 
brown

Just over half a 
solid bun-shaped 
linen smoother, 
in opaque brown 
(potash?) glass. 
Rounded top, 
circular, pushed in 
and scar in centre 
of underside. 
Rough pitted 
surface. Diameter 
c.80mm.

Linen 
smoother

 

Highlighted fragments are recommended for illustration

5.3.5 Statement of potential
Specialist glass research
This glass is an important addition to the 30 previously excavated glass fragments from 
Tintagel since the 1930s, and should be fully catalogued, with the date, form, function 
and origin researched and discussed in the light of Ewan Campbell’s detailed study of 
glass from Atlantic British sites. New finds and recent research of Merovingian glass in 
France and Atlantic Britain should be surveyed to update Campbell’s research on his 
group C/D glass. The ribbed fragment is unusual and not well-known in Atlantic Britain, 
although may be from the same production area as the group C/D glass. The Tintagel 
assemblage differs slightly from the glass recovered from other Atlantic British sites in 
having a larger proportion of bowls to cone beakers, and it should be considered how 
similar or different Tintagel’s assemblage is to these other sites, and the implications of 
this. The question of whether the fragments had their primary use at Tintagel or whether 
they were imported as cullet, raised in previous publications, should be addressed. The 
linen smoother is a new type for Tintagel, and is important as it is in a stratified deposit; 
its composition, date and source should be investigated. The pale blue/green fragment 
should be analysed to establish whether it is late Roman, or later. 

•	 In the context of glass studies for this period in general, this is an extremely 
important assemblage that should be published in full.
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The dating of the glass will contribute to establishing the extent of Romano-British, 
post Roman and chronology of medieval activity at Tintagel. The glass also advances 
the wider study of the society, function, chronology and economy of the site, of trading 
contacts with Merovingian France, of the status represented by the glass and of the 
activities represented by the beakers, bowls and linen smoother. Campbell examined 
the relationship between the distribution of excavated glass of this type, and activity 
on site at Dinas Powys (Campbell 2007b, 92–108); this taphonomic study should be 
compared with the information available from the 2016 and future excavations, and 
may enhance understanding of the nature of specific buildings. All of these areas have 
the potential to feed into proposed reconstructions and improved site interpretation, 
and enhance visitor understanding of the site at Tintagel.

5.3.6 Chemical analysis of the glass 
Chemical analysis of the Tintagel glass has the potential to establish: which fragments 
belong to the same vessel, where and when the glass may have been made originally, 
how it was modified and by whom. Analysis will be undertaken by Sarah Paynter 
of Historic England. Any work could be extended to include the finds from previous 
excavations, provided sampling is permitted; samples of only a few mm are sufficient. 

Future work will be guided by the following research questions

•	 What is the composition of the group C/D fragments? How does this compare 
to the other Atlantic British (such as J Jones’ analysis of glass from previous 
Tintagel excavations) and Merovingian glass? 

•	 Based on the composition, can the likely source and date of the glass be 
determined (Foy et al 2003; Phelps et al 2016), in the context of the models of 
production and trade for this period?

•	 How has the glass been altered, whether by recycling, contamination or 
deliberate modification? 

•	 Is the opacifier in the opaque white-trailed glass tin oxide, as found in other 
glass from Atlantic British sites (Campbell 2007b, 64), rather than calcium 
antimonate as used in the Roman period and Scandinavia? 

•	 Are any of the fragments from the same vessel?

•	 Is the composition of the pale green ribbed fragment similar to group C/D 
glass, or could it be Anglo-Saxon? How does this compare to the ribbed green 
fragment from the previous excavations (Campbell 2007a, 227, Vessel 19)?

•	 Is the adjoining blue-green fragment late Roman, or later in date?

•	 Is the linen smoother potash or lead-rich glass? How does the composition 
compare to analyses of linen smoothers from dated contexts, as well as 
contemporary glass used for windows and vessels? Can the likely origins and 
date of the glass be determined? Linen smoothers are similar in appearance 
over a long period (late 9th-13th centuries), and perhaps chemical analysis 
could provide more precision.

5.3.7 Conservation
The glass is in good condition, other than the decaying opaque white trails on one 
fragment, and requires no further conservation. At this stage, the decaying opaque 
white trails may be required for chemical analysis, so conservation is not immediately 
necessary and would contaminate the chemical composition.
Illustration
The glass chosen for illustration in the final publication will partly depend on what 
is excavated in the 2017 season. Currently, it is likely that eight of the 2016 glass 
fragments should be drawn (highlighted on table 1).
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5.4 Metalwork - Iron finds from TCARP16 
Dr Jennifer Foster, December 2016

5.4.1 Introduction and overview
A number of metalwork finds were excavated during fieldwork in 2016 at Tintagel: 11 
in total from the upper eastern terrace (10 from Trench Tristan, 1 from Trench Isolde) 
and  25 from the southern terrace (18 from Trench Geraint and 7 from Trench Mark). All 
are of iron and many are identifiable artefacts. Laura Ratcliffe, the project’s conservator 
arranged for X-Rays of some items to aid assessment.
 
There is a wide range of iron artefacts from Tintagel consisting of: articles of personal 
wear (brooches or belt buckles and dress hooks); domestic items (knives, chain, nails); 
and possibly items for hunting (arrowhead, horseshoe). This is a wider range  than might 
be expected from Post-Roman sites, eg Mawgan Porth in North Cornwall (Bruce Mitford 
1997) had no iron objects, just some possible nail fragments, and earlier excavations at 
Tintagel produced very few iron objects (Jones 2007, 267), again mainly nail shanks. It 
is interesting that objects made of other metals such as copper alloy are noticeable by 
their absence on Post-Roman sites, presumably because of the difficulty of acquiring the 
metals as the Roman trading system collapsed, and also for the reason that anything 
worn out would be recycled rather than discarded. Presumably the people living on 
Tintagel had copper alloy objects, or even gold and silver artefacts, but we have no 
evidence surviving. 

All of these objects are typical of native metalwork, of a very long- lived tradition; 
objects such as these were made in the Iron Age, through the Roman period and into 
the Post-Roman period. As a result it is not possible to give any idea of close dating from 
these artefacts. Unlike the glass and pottery there is no indication of imported items. 
Also these are basic items for living, not artefacts suggesting a luxurious lifestyle. 
 
This is an extremely interesting collection of iron objects from Tintagel in the Late 
Roman and post Roman period which greatly extends the knowledge of domestic life 
this period, not just on this site, but in the whole of Britain. It is extraordinary that these 
came from just 4 small trial trenches.  It is to be hoped that the excavations next year 
can be funded to continue this exciting research.

5.4.2 Catalogue

Dress articles
SF Tristan SF1136 (129) D 34mm
This is probably a small iron penannular brooch, judging by the width of the pin, but it 
is not possible from the X ray to see any terminals. If the ring is solid it could still be a 
penannular brooch, or a small circular buckle; a similar example comes  from an Anglo-
Saxon female grave,  Grave 45, Great Chesterford cemetery (Evison 1994); this is a 
very similar shape and diameter of 32mm, and was found at the waist. 
Iron pennanular brooches are common throughout the Roman period and into the Anglo-
Saxon period (Booth 2014). They are always small, of a standard size (33-35mm).

Conservation may be able to reveal the terminals.

SF (no number) Tristan (130)
Curved length of a circular-section iron. A fragment of iron corrosion lies across it at 
right angles. This could be a nail, or possibly a fragment of a penannular brooch with a 
simple rounded terminal. The diameter would be typical (c 35mm).
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SF4131 Mark (714) L 35mm
Iron loop with a possible ring head, possibly used as a fixative for clothing like a modern 
hook and eye.

SF3006 Geraint (512) L 37mm
A mass of corrosion with a tang attached; it seems to have a little hook at the end. This 
is the same size as SF4131 and may be a similar object, such as a dress hook.

SF4106 Mark (722)
A mass of corroded iron on a piece of shale. It seems to have structure – like a tabby-
weave fabric which could have been replaced by the corroded metal. It might be worth 
cleaned carefully and showing to a fabric specialist. Or it may be rust.

Domestic articles

SF4102 Mark (722) L 8cm
Small tanged knife, very fragmentary with the point missing. The tang is square-
sectioned (l. c 2cm); the blade has a long triangular-shaped section. The blade wider 
than the tang; the top of the knife slopes at an angle down to the tip. The blade is 
parallel to the tang.

SF3098 (says 3058 on the X-ray) Geraint (515) L 85mm
Small tanged knife, very fragmentary though with some metal surviving. It is difficult to 
reconstruct the original shape. 

SF3041 Geraint (515) L 30mm
Possibly a fragment of a knife with a square-sectioned tang and small triangular-
sectioned blade which is 15mm wide near the tang (now hollow due to corrosion). If 
this analysis is correct the tang is bent at an angle to the blade.
X-Ray of little help but does show the tang.

These knives are typical of many found on domestic sites from the Iron Age, 
through the Roman period and into the Anglo-Saxon period (eg Manning 1985); 
presumably every person had their own knife to assist with everyday tasks and 
eating

SF3060 Geraint (517) 
Two interlocking figure-of-eight chain links. The length of the complete one is about 
4cm long. It is very similar to the chain of four interlocking links attached to an iron ring 
from the Anglo-Saxon cemetery at Great Chesterford (Evison 1994; Grave 21), which 
were c 3.5cm long; in this case it was probably a key chain. A chain of this size could 
have been used for heavier items, eg, an iron cooking bowl, though not as large as a 
cauldron, or to hold a door or gate closed, or to chain an animal such as a cow. These 
figure-of-eight chain links are typical in Britain from the early Iron Age, throughout the 
Roman period and into the post-Roman and early medieval period.

Hunting
SF1098 Tristan (107) L 52mm (probably originally 60-70mm long)
Iron arrowhead with missing tip and broken shaft. This is very different from Roman 
arrowheads, the blade being flat rather than square in section. This could have been 
used in warfare or defence, or more likely for hunting. NB The date is indefinite as this 
could be Medieval.
 
SF2006 Isolde (302) Horseshoe L 9cm, nail L 31mm
Half of a horse shoe with nail. The length of the horseshoe is c 9cm; it seems complete 
in which case it was for a very small pony; the smallest horse shoes sold today are 
102mm long. There are 4 oval nail holes on this half and so presumably there were 8 
altogether. Horseshoes of this type are known in the Roman period: two from  London 
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are a similar shape and have oval holes like this, though only 4 on each side (Liversidge 
1968, Fig 153) and these also have very similar nails in situ. These horseshoes are for 
slightly larger ponies (L 10.5 and 13cm). 

The nail is typical of a horse shoe nail with a thin rectangular head parallel to the 
rectangular shank. However, it was not attached so may have been for another purpose.

Nails
There are 8 fragments of nails/ tacks with rectangular or circular-sectioned shanks. All 
are small, probably for wooden artefacts such as furniture or doors. All could be Roman 
in date, or later.

SF (no number) Tristan (122) bulk sample
Fragment of a circular-section object originally 7mm thick, presumably a nail. The centre 
of the shaft survives, the rest is deposited as rust around the object.

SF1129 Tristan (128)
Object with rectangular shank changing to a circular shank 1cm across in a mass of 
corrosion. Probably a nail or stud.

SF1121 Tristan (122)
Rectangular iron shank in a mass of corrosion. ?nail

SF3110 Geraint (525)
Probably shank of a nail.

SF1115 Tristan (122) L 30mm
Probably a rusted nail shank with raised head the same width as the rectangular shank. 
Width of head 20mm

SF1135 Tristan (129)
Probably head of a nail with circular section shank broken off at the top.

SF3066 Geraint (517)
Rusts deposits, possibly part of a nail shank.

Geraint (508) 
Fragment of curved nail shank, rectangular section

Other objects

Tristan (122) wet sieving
Possibly slag

SF1108 Tristan (107) 
Stone with mica in it (?granite). Or this could be tin ore. I will try to get it analysed

Unidentifiable Fragments

•	 SF3125 Geraint (525) – occupation layer at base of flight of steps
•	 SF3101 Geraint (515) – in situ occupation layer beneath pavement (516)
•	 SF4113 Mark (722) Concretion – occupation layer
•	 SF3038 Geraint (512) – occupation layer on flagged  floor (513)
•	 SF3042 Geraint (515) – in situ occupation layer beneath pavement (516)
•	 SF3052 Geraint (517) – Corroded iron in slate demolition layer
•	 SF4138 Mark (709) – slate demolition layer
•	 SF4141 Mark (709) - Corroded iron in slate demolition layer
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•	 SF3126 Geraint (515) - Too corroded to identify from in situ  occupation layer 
beneath pavement (516)

•	 SF3109 Geraint (525) – occupation layer at base of flight of steps
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5.5 Post-Roman and Medieval Stonework – TCARP16
Carl Thorpe, October 2016

5.5.1 Overview
The TCARP16 assemblage of post-Roman and medieval stonework is a collection of 
234 artefacts found from all the trenches. The greatest number were found in Trench 
Tristan. Unfortunately none of the stonework is diagnostic to give precise dates so 
the chronological range represented covers the 5th to 13th centuries AD, although the 
majority probably covers the period circa 5th to 7th centuries AD. A wide variety of 
categories were identified and included some tools such as whetstones, many notched 
slates (of various sizes), slate discs interpreted as amphora  “stoppers” and/or counters, 
some “strike a light” artefacts, roofing slates and many water rounded pebbles. Only 
one or two items of incised slates with signs of possible graffiti were identified despite 
the discovery of many such items during past excavations (see Thorpe in Barrowman 
et al 2007). 
An unusual item was the polished quartzite cobble SF4129 from trench Mark context 
(714) and provisionally identified as a possible linen polisher. It may date from the 
period 1180 – 1200 AD, the period before the medieval castle was constructed. This 
object was found with a fragment of a glass linen polisher (see Fig 39 and section 3.3.3) 
and South Western Chert Tempered ware pottery.

5.5.2 Quantities and distribution of stonework
Upper Eastern terrace
Trench Tristan
One hundred and sixteen artefacts were recorded from Tristan. The categories (number 
and SF number) include: quartz vein fragments (30); notched slates of various small 
sizes some with signs of wear/damage (27); water  rounded (beach) pebbles (23); 
perforated roofing slates (13); 6 small slate discs (2 possible amphora stoppers 
(SF1060 and SF1102 and 2 counters SF1090 and SF1092); flint pebbles (5); fragments 
of sandstone (2); two finely polished whetstones (SF1000 and SF1111); water rounded 
greenstone fragments (2); 1 quartz  flake; 2 slate pebbles (1 notched); 1 slate counter 
(SF1019); 1 haematite fragment (SF1126); 1 incised slate (SF1017) and 1 slate cobble. 

Traces of graffiti of an incised Merrell’s board were recorded on one roofing slate  
recovered from subsoil (101) and another example of incised lines were noted on 
a slate fragment (SF1017) found in scree layer (103). Incised slates with graffiti 
have been recorded from  previous excavations at Tintagel (see Thorpe 1988) 
and may date to any time from the late Roman to medieval periods. 

Trench Isolde
Thirty stone pieces were recorded from Isolde. The majority of the items were various 
sizes of notched slates (some with signs of wear and damage) (10); pieces of vein 
quartz (7 – presumably many of which had become detached from the exposed outcrop 
which made up the compacted surface (306)); water rounded pebbles (6); 2 natural 
slates; 2 roofing slates; 1 slate disc, 1 slate pebble and 1 (possible utilised) quartz 
crystal. Unlike nearby trench Tristan no identifiable tools were recorded.
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Southern terrace
Trench Geraint
Thirty three items of stonework were recorded from Trench Geraint. Categories identified 
were the following: 8 water rounded pebbles; 8 notched slates; 3 slate discs of which 
two may be amphora stoppers (SF3099 and SF3046); 2 quartz crystals (SF 3099 a 
possible “strike a light”, and one a clear sliver of a crystal SF3123); 2 (broken conjoining) 
slate pieces with incised lines and “cupped” markings (SF3000); 1 slate spindle whorl 
(SF3036);  1 slate disc “stopper” (SF3073); 1 slate pebble; 1 worked slate. Six recorded 
items are merely fragments of natural stone.
Trench Mark
Fifty five items of stonework were recorded from Trench Mark. Like others found in the 
2016 excavations they cover the wide range of stonework categories: water rounded 
pebbles (20); notched slates of various sizes and wear (13); small slate discs and/
or counters (3 including SF4127); 2 slate amphora stoppers (SF4116 and SF4127); 3 
haematite fragments (SF4145); quartz flakes (3), 2 slate pieces with deep “cup marks” 
(drilled) (SF4001 and SF4062); 1 slate pebble counter; 1 natural slate; 1 slate pebble; 
1 fragment of greenstone (SF4032); 1 granite fragment (SF4037); 1 flint pebble 
(SF4056); 1 natural stone; 1 quartzite whetstone (SF4047) and 1 polished quartzite 
cobble (SF4129). 

While only one tool (whetstone SF4047) was recovered from demolition layer 
(709) the majority of the items are pebbles and notched slates, at least two 
slate amphora stoppers were recorded (SF4116 and SF4127) from middle layers 
of midden material (711). The highly polished quartzite cobbler was found in 
association with the glass linen smoother in a sealed context (714) and whether 
it too was used for the same purpose is intriguing. The two small slate pieces with 
deeply scored “cup marks” (SF4062 and SF4001) may have been used for drilling 
or even perhaps “fire lighting”.   

5.5.3 Potential for analysis – Stonework
Overall the collection appears to be a typical stonework assemblage for Tintagel and 
bears comparison with the material collection excavated at the site by the University of 
Glasgow in the 1990s (Batey in Barrowman, Batey, and Morris, 2007, 200-216). In 2016 
only six actual tools were identified, but this low number may be just a reflection of the 
small areas investigated. Three were whetstones. There is also a polished cobble linen 
smoother, a spindle whorl, and a quartz crystal which appears to have been utilised as 
a ‘Strike-a-light’. Fifteen slate discs were also recovered, the majority appearing to be 
suitable for use as amphora stoppers, though a few of the smaller examples could be 
rough outs for spindle whorls, or counters.
There are also numerous notched slates which are enigmatic. Some of the larger ones 
are possibly structural, and used for propping stakes upright (see fig 28 where notched 
slates supporters were found on site C in the 1990s, Harry and Morris 1997), or caused 
when sharpened stakes were hammered into the ground. Smaller ones may have been 
used as fire lighting stones supporting the vertical element of bow drill firelighters. 
Most show signs of wear within the notches. Comparanda should be sought for similar 
material in an attempt to further elucidate the function(s) of these stones.

5.5.4 Recommendations for further study and illustration
Five complete roofing slates have been selected for illustration, along with the six 
identifiable tools, and the 15 slate discs (amphora stoppers and counters etc), a total 
of 26 items. A number of illustrations showing the range and diversity of the notched 
slate are recommended.
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5.6 Medieval ceramics assessment – TCARP16
Carl Thorpe, October 2016

5.6.1 Overview
A small collection of medieval pottery comprising 59 sherds was excavated: the majority 
were recovered from trenches Tristan and Isolde (47) on the upper eastern terrace and 
a handful (12) recorded from trenches Mark and Geraint on the southern terracehe 
medieval es Mark and Geraint. es Tristan and Isolde (47) on the upper eastern terrace 
and a small group (12)  Young, .  
The chronological range represented is 12th to 13th centuries AD with the majority of 
sherds diagnostic of the period of circa 1180 – 1200 AD, that is the period before the 
construction of the medieval castle at Tintagel. Indeed only five sherds can be associated 
with the period of occupation of the castle and all were found in redeposited contexts. 
Those found on the upper eastern terrace were in trench Isolde: a ridge tile (SF2000), 
and two sherds of South-western micaceous ware (SF2005) from subsoil (302). Another 
heavily abraded single sherd of South-western micaceous ware (SF4139) was found 
in demolition layer (709) in trench Mark on the southern terrace and a rim sherd of 
same fabric and date (SF3114) in trench Geraint. All pieces were notably small, heavily 
abraded and had obviously been re-deposited.
The material – all South West chert tempered fabrics - recorded from contexts (122), 
(130), and (135) in trench Tristan, and at least 10 items in trench Mark from (714), 
are the most significant as the material is very fresh and unabraded, indicating that 
the sherds  had been little disturbed since deposition. These are generally considered 
to date to the eleventh to twelfth centuries AD and add to the small collection now 
recognised from earlier work at Tintagel (see O’Mahoney 1988; Thorpe and Wood 2011). 
Context (714) was the fill of a sealed gully (715) which ran parallel to wall (704). These 
sherds (which all appear to be part of a single vessel, or jar) were found in association 
with a glass linen smoother (SF4130 and polished cobble SF4129). The association is 
promising as the fill was sealed. 

Two basal sherds of this fabric found in Tristan from the possible abandonment 
layer (122) display internal residues which may be suitable for radiocarbon dating 
at some future date.

Although pre-castle medieval finds have been identified from Tintagel during previous 
excavations, the discovery of these finds in 2016 is significant as it is the first time that 
they have been found in sealed deposits. These do not however directly inform the post-
Roman story but provide some background information on activities at Tintagel during 
the period from the end of the 5-6th centuries AD and the period of the occupation at 
the time of the medieval castle from the 13th century onwards. 

5.6.2 Potential for analysis – ceramic sequence
The study of Cornish medieval pottery is still at an early stage. Most published sites 
are rural and lack stratified sequences, their dating being in relation to broad regional 
traditions, so the discovery of sherds from stratified material here at Tintagel is unusual. 
It may help in furthering the knowledge of ceramics dating to this period and would bear 
useful comparison with material particularly recorded from nearby sites such as Tintagel 
Churchyard (Nowakowski and Thomas 1992) and further away such as  Launceston 
Castle (Saunders 2006), Okehampton Castle (Higham, Allan, and Blaylock, 1982),  
Lammana, West Looe (Olson 1994) and, even, Exeter (Allan 1984).  

5.6.3 Recommendations for further work and illustration
Six items have been selected for illustration, five rim sherds, and the fragment of ridge 
tile. 

Reconstruction of the vessel from trench Tristan (122) and (130) may be 
recommended to obtain a complete profile. 
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5.7 Assessment of pollen samples TCARP16
Professor Ralph Fyfe and Dr Katie Head, University of Plymouth, December 2016

5.7.1 Project background 
During the TCARP16 excavations a number of spot samples to assess pollen were taken. 
This report presents results of the assessment of samples taken for pollen analysis 
during the excavations, as part of the rationale for the excavations was the recovery of 
samples suitable for environmental analysis from within sealed contexts. 

5.7.2 Methods and Samples
Six spot samples for assessment of their pollen preservation and integrity were taken 
from four trenches (detailed in Table 2). Where possible samples were taken from 
occupation layers, but in practice it was difficult to identify these, and so samples came 
from secure contexts underneath structural elements of the archaeology.

The pollen samples were subject to standard chemical preparations (Moore et al, 1991). 
These included disaggregation using KOH, micro-sieving to retain the 10-180 micron 
fraction, dissolution of the minerogenic fraction using hydrofluoric acid, and removal 
of non-pollen organics using an acetolysis mix (acetic anhydride and sulphuric acid).  
Samples were stored in silicon oil, and mounted onto slides for examination under x400 
magnification.  Identifications were made using the keys in Moore et al. (1991) and 
the Plymouth University pollen reference collection.  Where possible, counts up to 100 
terrestrial pollen were made, with the condition of each grain assessed as either robust, 
corroded, folded and/or broken.  The resulting pollen assemblages were assessed for their 
value for providing useful information, on the basis of post-depositional degradation and 
biasing of the record (Bunting and Tipping, 2000).  The tests included: the proportion 
of ‘resistant’ pollen grains i.e. those that resist decay in soils (cut-off value >20% TLP);  
the concentration of pollen grains in the sediment (cut-off value at <3000 grains cm-3); 
and the proportion of damaged grains (cut-off value >35%).

Table 2: list of samples assessed for pollen, and their context and interpretation

Upper Eastern Terrace – Trench Tristan
Sample  number Context Comment
1 (122) Sealed buried dark humic (remnant 

turf) horizon which sealed a slate 
floor (135). Former land surface 
which produced pottery dating 11-12th 
centuries AD.

2 (113) Compacted sealed layer trapped 
against bedrock (116). Earliest layer in 
Trench Tristan but likely to have been 
redeposited.

Upper Eastern Terrace – Trench Isolde
3 (303) primary layer 

embedded into com-
pacted surface out-
crop (306) 

A residual artificial land surface? A 
clean deposit overlying natural bedrock 
laid down to form a compacted levelled 
surface. High soil content and produced 
sherds of B wares and imported and 
native coarse wares dating 5-6th 
centuries AD.

Southern terrace – Trench Geraint
4* (527) Silty clay subsoil (10 cm deep) overlying 

natural solid bedrock sealed beneath 
midden (505) which contained many 
finds dating 5th to 6th centuries AD.
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Southern terrace – Trench Mark 
5* (725) midden Lowest layer of midden which contained 

fresh sherd of E ware indicating a 6th 
century AD date.

6 (714) fill of gully 
(715)

Fill of stone-lined gully (715) which 
contained mixed material but a cache 
of finds indicating a 11-12th centuries 
AD date.

 

5.7.3 Results 
Results of the assessment of the pollen samples are given on Table 3. Sample 4 is not 
included, as no pollen was preserved at all within this sample. At the foot of Table 3 the 
tests to determine the degree of post-depositional biasing are given. These are used to 
assess the reliability of the samples to provide a reasonable picture of the environment 
at the time of deposition. If samples fail one or more of these tests then they may be 
deemed unreliable and can provide misleading interpretations.
For sample 5 it was only possible to recover and identify five pollen grains. This sample 
is clearly unreliable, and also comprises only ‘resistant’ taxa (i.e. those that survive in 
spite of reducing conditions in the soil). 
Samples 1 and 2 fail on the basis that they are dominated by damaged grains. Whilst 
this suggests these samples might be rejected, there may still be valuable information 
that can be used to infer the environment at the time of deposition, should full counts 
be undertaken, as grains remain identifiable and there is no other apparent post-
depositional biasing. We have used a cut-off value of 20% for rejecting samples on the 
basis of the proportion of ‘resistant’ grains, as these include several taxa indicative of 
agricultural land use. It should be noted that Bunting and Tipping (2000) suggest a 
much lower value (at >6%), but we recognise that such a cut-off value is likely to be 
too low in situations such as Tintagel where open ground and agricultural activities may 
be anticipated.  
Samples 3 and 6 fail the reliability tests on the basis of % resistant taxa and the 
% damaged grains. They are thus not considered reliable for further analysis or any 
interpretation. 

Table 3: Results of the assessment of the six samples from the Tintagel excavations 
in 2016. Numbers are raw pollen counts. Note that sample 4 contained no pollen 
and is thus not included. ‘Resistant’ taxa are highlighted in bold font. The results 
of ‘reliability’ tests are provided at the foot of the table. Dark cells with light font 
indicate test failures.

Sample 
1

Sample 
2

Sample 
3

Sample 
5

Sample 
6

Alnus 0 3 0 0 0
Apiaceae 1 1 0 0 0
Artemisia-type 5 0 0 0 1
Asteraceae 9 1 2 0 6
Avena/Triticum 8 0 0 0 0
Caryophyllaceae 0 0 1 0 1
Chenopodiaceae 2 1 0 0 0
Corylus 0 1 0 0 0
Cyperaceae 1 2 5 0 0
Filipendula 0 1 0 0 0
Lactuceae 7 20 43 0 88
Plantago lanceolata 7 7 16 4 1
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Sample 
1

Sample 
2

Sample 
3

Sample 
5

Sample 
6

Poaceae 50 61 24 1 5
Primulaceae 1 0 0 0 0
Pteridium 0 0 1 0 0
Pteropsida (monolete) indet. 0 1 0 0 1
Rosaceae 2 1 1 0 0
Scrophularia type 5 1 1 0 0
Secale 0 0 1 0 0
Ulmus 0 0 2 0 0
Indeterminable 2 7 17 0 1
Total land pollen (TLP) 100 107 113 5 103
Lycopodium marker 6 7 9 57 37
Charcoal sherds counted 27 58 7 15 87
% damaged grains 78 83.2 77 100 44.7
% ‘resistant’ pollen types 14.0 19.6 38.9 0.0 87.4
pollen concentration (gr cm-3) 309733.3 284069.7 233332.4 1630.175 51733.84

5.7.4 Statement of potential and recommendations 
The results of this assessment demonstrate that it is possible to recover meaningful 
environmental samples from excavations at Tintagel, although not all samples are 
useable. 
Samples 1 and 2 have the potential for full analysis (to a count of 350 grains) in 
order to derive statistically-significant pollen assemblages. None of the other samples 
from the 2016 excavations merit any further work. The useable samples seem to have 
been those from sealed occupation layers with evidence for buried soil preservation. If 
possible, targeting these sorts of contexts in subsequent excavations may be a useful 
strategy for recovery of environmental evidence.

5.8 Assessment of charred plant remains – TCARP16
Gill Campbell, Historic England, Portsmouth, February 2017

5.8.1 Introduction
Thirty eight samples during the course of the 2016 excavations were recovered: 5 from 
trench Isolde, 17 from trench Tristan, 6 from trench Geraint, and 8 from trench Mark. 
Samples were processed using a 250 micron mesh for the flot (the material that floats) 
and 0.5mm or 1mm mesh for the residue. Most samples were dry sieved through a 
5mm mesh by the side of the trench prior to been floated. This was done in order to 
reduce the size and weight of the samples requiring transport off the Island.

5.8.2 Methods
Each flot was scanned under a low power dissecting microscope at up to x50 magnification. 
Notes were made on the quality and quantity of the charred plant remains present in each 
flot. The amount of charcoal, cereal, chaff and weed seeds in each sample was recorded 
using the following four point scale: 1= present (1-5 items), 2=frequent (6-25 items), 
3=common (26-100 items), 4=abundant (101-500 items), 5 =superabundant (over 
500 items). The presence of other charred material, such as hazel nutshell fragments 
or seaweed fragments, and other remains such as small animal bones, was also noted 
and recorded on a spreadsheet. 
A selection of the 2-0.5mm fractions of the residues obtained from the flotation processes 
were assessed in a similar manner. Any plant remains other than charcoal sorted from 
the larger fractions (>4mm, 4-2mm) were examined and the results incorporated into 
the assessment data for relevant samples.
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Identifications were made with reference to the modern comparative botanical collection 
held by Historic England, Fort Cumberland. Nomenclature follows Stace (1997) for wild 
plants and Zohary and Hopf (2000, table 3, table 5 traditional classification) for the 
cereals. 

5.8.3 Results
The results are discussed in detail below by trench. While cereal grain and charcoal were 
recovered in considerable quantities in the different trenches, cereal chaff was largely 
absent and there were very few wild species, including weeds noted. Preservation of 
the charred material and charcoal varied. Material from contexts close to the surface 
was heavily coated in silt and the flots from these contexts contained a considerable 
numbers of roots, modern seeds and ant remains. In the deeper contexts, for example 
midden layer 505, preservation of charred material and charcoal was much better with 
only small amounts of roots present. 
Trench Isolde
The samples from this trench produced occasional cereal grains, with oat, barley and 
naked wheat grain noted in samples from the sealed occupation surface. A possible 
grain of (Lolium temulentum), a typical medieval weed species, was recorded in sample 
<402> from the old land surface.

Table 4: Assessment of samples from trench Isolde
Sample Context Flot 

volume
>4mm 
Charcoal

4-2mm 
Charcoal

Grain Chaff Weed Notes

<400> 302 425ml 2 2 0 0 0 Charcoal oak, Betulaceae and a possible heather 
twig.70% of the flot is roots and silt.

<401> 304 400ml 0 2 0 0 1 Mixed wood taxa including hazel type and another short 
lived taxon. Seeds- Galium  cf. aparine  (charred), poorly 
preserved Rumex  sp., earthworm eggs, modern seeds 
and lots of roots in the sample. About 90% of the flot  is 
roots and silt.

<402> 303 500ml 3 4 1 0 1 Charcoal common includes possible Calluna vulgaris 
(heather) stem, oak and Betulaceae. Fragmentary cereal 
grain includes Avena  sp. (oat), Hordeum  sp. (barley). 
Possible darnel (Lolium temulentum ) grain noted. Flot 
500ml of which 50% is roots.

<403> 307 70ml 1 2 1 0 0 Charcoal includes oak and Betulaceae (short-lived).1 
well-preserved, naked wheat (Triticum  cf. aestivum / 
turgidum)  grain, 1 indet. tuber fragment. Flot 70ml, of 
which 30% roots. No evidence of modern seeds.

<404> 306 320ml 2 3 0 0 0 Charcoal  includes an indet. twigs  Betulaceae  and oak. 
Flot 320ml, 60% of which is roots.

Trench Tristan
Sample <200> from slate scree tip 102 contained possible evidence for a recent fire in 
the form of fresh looking burnt monocot stems and leaves as well as charcoal. Sample 
<205> which contained charred grass and plantain seeds could present a similar type 
of fire occurring at some unknown date, though the number of diagnostic remains are 
few .
Several samples, <216> from layer 126, <218> from layer 120, <219> from layer 130, 
and <220> from layer 132 produced abundant oat grain, some of which had sprouted. 
These samples also produced some rye, hulled barley and naked wheat grain. The 
presence of cultivated oat, Avena sativa or A. strigosa, was confirmed by the occurrence 
of a few grains which were presence of grain still within their florets from sample <220>. 
Seeds of corn spurrey (Spergula arvensis), an arable weed of acid and sandy soils 
(Stace 1997, 171; Salisbury 1961, 246) were recorded in samples <219> and <220>. 
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Table 5: Assessment of samples from trench Tristan
Sample Context Flot 

volume
>4mm 
Charcoal

4-2mm 
Charcoal

Grain Chaff Weed Notes

<200> 102 330ml 1 1 0 0 0 Some of the charcoal looks quite recent as do some 
burnt monocot stem/leaf fragments. Modern Silene sp. 
seeds common. 90% roots and silt.

<201> 103 300ml 1 3 1 0 0 Only one bag was assessed. 90% roots and soil. 
Charcoal is completely coated in silt. I small oat grain 
noted.

<203> 104 350ml 2 3 0 0 0 70% silt and roots. Charcoal is silt covered, with oak, 
Betulaceae and Rosaceae type noted. A few fragments 
of herbage were also recorded.

<204> 111 150ml 0 1 1 0 0 70% roots and soil. Occasional oat grain

<205> 112 100ml 2 4 0 0 1 Betulaceae with some oak (all is covered with silt). Rare 
weed seeds- Plantago lanceolata / media , large grass 
seed. 60% of the flot is roots.

<206> 107 110ml 2 3 2 0 1 Charcoal- oak and Betulaceae noted. Grain is mainly oat 
with some sprouted grains. 1 rare and a few 
indeterminate cereal grains also noted. Rare weed 
seeds include cf. Rumex sp., Vicia/Lathyrus sp. , and 
Poaceae indet. 25% roots

<207> 113 120ml 2 3 1 0 1 Betulaceae, oak  and possible Fabaceae charcoal, 
though fragments are silt coated. Grain is generally 
poorly preserved but includes 1 barley and 1 small rye 
grain. Weeds, 1 large grass. Flot is 60% roots and 
Cenococcum  sp. fungal bodies are frequent with modern 
ant remains also frequent. One piece of plastic noted.

<208> 117 250ml 2 3 0 0 0 90% roots and soil. Charcoal fragments are silt coated. 
Oak and cf. Betulaceae noted.

<209> 114 5ml 0 1 0 0 0 I diffuse porous charcoal fragment

<210> 115 7ml 0 1 0 0 0 3 fragments of charcoal.

<211> 110 130ml 1 2 0 0 0 80% roots.

<212> 120 75ml 2 3 0 0 0 30% roots. Charcoal includes possible heather, 
Betulaceae and oak.

<216> 126 300ml 4 3 5 0 1 Super-abundant generally poorly oat grain about 30% of 
which shows definite signs of sprouting. One cultivated 
oat floret noted. Rye frequent, with a trace of hulled 
barley and wheat. Rare wild grass seeds. Charcoal 
includes oak, Betulaceae and at least 1 round wood 
fragment. About 5% roots.

<217> 122 50ml 2 2 2 0 0 Charcoal includes oak, Betulaceae and one possible 
heather stem. Grain , oat, some sprouted, and barley. 
Cenococcum sp. fungal bodies are common, with 
modern ant remains frequent. Moderate numbers of 
rootlets within the flot.

<218> 120 100ml 3 2 4 1 0 Possible heather charcoal, Pomoideae, oak and 
Betulaceae indet (with insect damage). Abundant oat, 
about 30% sprouted. Rare wheat and rye. 1 cereal size 
culm node.10% rootlets and 1 piece of burnt bone.

<219> 130 100ml 3 2 4 0 1 Oak with some Betulaceae in both fractions, the latter 
with insect damage. A possible conifer fragment was 
noted in >4mm fraction. Abundant poorly preserved oat 
grain, some of which has sprouted, with rare rye, barley 
and naked wheat. 1 charred Spergula arvensis . 1 
fragment of burnt bone.

<220> 132 60ml 2 2 4 1 1 Charcoal includes, oak cf. Acer  type, Betulaceae. Large 
number of oat grains, fair in terms of preservation, and 
about 15% of which show signs of germination, though 
all of the sprouts are < ½ of the length of the grain. 
Preserved florets show this is cultivated oat (Avena 
sativa/ strigosa). Rye grains are few frequent, and there 
are rare barley and naked wheat grains. Weeds, a single 
corn spurrey (Spergula arvensis ), chaff-twisted awns 
(Avena type). One possible worked burnt bone and one 
iron? concretion. Will require sub-sampling for analysis
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Trench Geraint
Midden 505 produced well-preserved charcoal assemblages of mixed wood taxa including 
oak and Betulaceae (hazel, alder, birch family). Some fragments appear to have been 
cut/ worked so may represent wood chips. Some of the Betulaceae fragments showed 
possible evidence of insect damage. Grain was frequent in samples and there appears to 
be some variation within the context; for example, <603> 3 of 13 produced reasonable 
numbers of sprouted, hulled barley grain. Naked wheat grain (bread wheat or rivet/
macaroni wheat) grain was also recorded from this context along with a few oat grains. 
Very few weeds were present and no cereal chaff. A seed case of wild radish Raphanus 
raphanistrum) from <605> 7 0f 13< is worthy of note. This plant is typical of disturbed 
maritime habitats on acid soils (Stace 1997, 280; Salisbury 1961, 178). 

Trench Mark
Reasonable assemblages of cereal grain were recovered from sample <805> from 
occupation layer 722 and from samples <806> and from <807> from midden deposits 
711 and 725. <806> also produced a poorly preserved cultivated legume fragment that 
could not be identified further. Samples from this trench contained a wider variety of 
charred wild plant propagules as compared to the other trenches and also several burnt 
small rodent droppings. Some of the material in samples taken from surface layers may 
relate to recent or historical fires; for example, <801> from 703 which contained burnt 
seeds of purslane (Portulaca sp.), an introduced species.
Table 6: Assessment of samples from trench Geraint

Sample Context Flot 
volume

>4mm 
Charcoal

4-2mm 
Charcoal

Grain Chaff Weed Notes

<600> 512 670ml 1 3 2 0 0 Charcoal is coated in silt and therefore difficult to 
assess without breaking. Oak and Betulaceae present , 
though pieces in 4-2mm are quite small. Grain includes 
barley, at least one sprouted, and 1 oat grain. Over 50% 
of the flot is roots and silt.

<602> 519 60ml 1 2 1 0 0 Very little charcoal. A single oat grain was noted.
<603> 520 50ml 2 2 1 0 0 Charcoal includes oak and Betulaceae. Fragments in 4-

2mm fraction are rather small/borderline identifiable. 
Grain is poorly preserved, includes cf. oat, barley and a 
wheat/rye grain.<605> 

3 of 13
505 200ml 4 5 2 0 1 Charcoal is well-preserved and includes oak, Betulaceae 

and possible Rosaceae fragments. Some of the 
Betulaceae fragments show insect damage and there 
are possible signs of working on some fragments. Rare 
twigs and bark were also noted. Grain was mainly 
barley, including one hulled, twisted grain,  with at least 
one wheat grain. Weeds , a single dock (Rumex sp.) 
seed.  Bone fragments were common though mostly 
<4mm. there were very few roots in the flot.

<605> 
7 of 13

505 200ml 3 4 2 0 1 Charcoal, mainly Betulaceae with some oak and 
Pomoideae. Betulaceae shows possible insect damage. 
Frequent grain , includes hulled six-row barley, naked 
wheat grain and fragmentary oat grain. Weeds, a single 
wild radish (Raphanus raphanistrum). Bone fragments 
were common though mostly <4mm. there were very 
few roots in the flot.

<605> 
10 of 
13

505 200ml 3 4 1 0 0 Charcoal is well-preserved. Taxa noted: oak, Betulaceae 
and Rosaceae. Grain includes sprouted barley and 
poorly preserved ?sprouted, wheat grain, Rare 
Cenococcum sp. fungal bodies.  Frequent fragments of 
bone, some burnt, and I fragment of oyster shell also 
present.

<605> 
13 of 
13

505 100ml 3 3 3 0 1 Charcoal includes some possible cut pieces. Taxa 
present: oak, Betulaceae. Grain is mainly barley, most of 
which is sprouted. Also noted 2 well-preserved naked 
wheat grains and one well-preserved oat grain. 1 onion 
couch (Arrhenatherum elatius spp. bulbosus) tuber is 
present along with occasional fragments of herbaceous 
material. Weeds : 1 Caryophyllaceae and 1 large grass. 
Frequent bone and rare burnt bone.
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Table 7: Assessment of samples from trench Mark
Sample Context Flot 

volume
>4mm 
Charcoal

4-2mm 
Charcoal

Grain Chaff Weed Notes

<800> 707 450ml 1 3 1 0 1 Charcoal includes oak, Betulaceae and Rosaceae. 1 Oat 
grain and one small legume noted. 70%  of the flot 
consists of roots and silt. There are lots of recent 
Aethusa cynapiuim  seeds. Lost some of the flot due to a 
sieve jam

<801> 703 650ml 0 2 0 0 3 Charred monocot. stems and rhizomes. Charred seeds 
include Portulaca  sp., Rumex   sp., Silene  sp., cf. Daucus 
carota , small legume and Plantago  cf. lanceolata . 
Suggestive of  modern turf burning or another fire of 
some sort since Portulaca   is an introduced weed. 
Fragments  of charcoal are borderline in size terms and 
silt covered. Charred rodent droppings also noted.

<802> 714 400ml 2 2 1 0 1 Charcoal is silt coated with rounded ends. Plastic 
present. Includes heather type stem, Betulaceae and 
oak. Occasional grass type rhizomes. Grain includes 
poorly preserved wheat, barley and oat. Weeds = 
Plantago cf. lanceolata , Anthemis  sp. and 
Caryophyllaceae. Flot is 70% roots and silt. 

<803> 708 100ml 1 1 0 0 2 Charred rodent dropping, monocot. stems and 
rhizomes. Charred Daucus carota , Rumex  sp., Veronica 
sp., Plantago  cf. lanceolata  and small Caryophyllaceae.  

<804> 713 200ml 1 2 0 0 0 1 fragment of charcoal in >4mm fraction. Possible 
beech in 4-2mm fraction. 90% roots and silt.

<805> 722 250ml 2 3 3 0 1 Charcoal  includes oak and diffuse porous taxa. Flot is 
about 40% roots and silt. Grain includes sprouted, hulled 
barley, oat, cf. rye and wheat. Weeds = Plantago  cf. 
lanceolata and Bromus sp. Rare charred rodent 
droppings.

<806> 711 425ml 4 5 3 0 0 Oak, Pomoideae type,  cf. Acer  type and Betulaceae 
with ? insect damage. Naked wheat grain barley, 
(including one sprouted).  I oat grain and I Vicia / 
Lathyrus / Pisum  sp. noted, as well as a possible glume 
wheat grain. Very few roots.

<807> 725 100ml 3 4 2 0 0 Flot still damp when examined. Charcoal inlcudes cf. 
Acer type, Betulaceae, oak, including one round wood 
fragment.  Grain frequent- mainly hulled barley with rare 
naked wheat grain. One barley grain shows possible 
evidence of insect attack. Flot 100ml or which <5% is 
roots.

5.8.4 Discussion and Statement of Potential
No large assemblages of charred cereals were recovered from the 1990s excavations at 
Tintagel, although oats, hulled barley, and occasional rounded naked wheat type grains 
were all recorded. A single rye grain was also found within the phase X backfill of the 
great ditch (Straker et al 2007, Chapter 11, tables 39 and 84). The large assemblages 
of cultivated oat grain from medieval layers in trench Tristan and reasonable numbers 
of cereal grains from post-Roman midden layers in trench Geraint and trench Mark, in 
particular the well-preserved remains from midden 505, are therefore exceptional and 
merit full analysis.
The absence of chaff remains and the paucity of arable weed seeds recovered to date 
supports Straker’s assumption that cereals were being imported to the site following 
threshing and after they had been cleaned of weeds (Straker 2007, 54, 290). The few 
weeds that have been identified from both medieval and earlier contexts do however 
suggest that cereals were supplied from the surrounding area rather than from further 
afield suggesting that the site had a close relationship with its hinterland (Straker 2007, 
50). The presence of sprouted barley and oats might indicate either burning of spoilt 
grain as a means of disposal or malting of barley and/ or oat for beer. Full analysis will 
be required to determine which of these scenarios is the most likely.
The presence of rye in medieval contexts in trench Tristan and its apparent absence from 
the earlier midden layers might imply that this cereal only began to be consumed at the 
site in the medieval period. There is also an impression that oat may have increased in 
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importance over time with barley correspondingly decreasing in importance. However 
these observations need to be tested as part of further excavation and analysis. 
In addition to the remains of cereals, the fragment of cultivated legume from sample 
<806> provides further evidence for the use of pulses at the site. Small numbers were 
recovered during the earlier excavations from AreaCO3/4/8 (Straker 2007, table 4). No 
other definite food plants were recorded as part of this assessment, contrasting with the 
1990s excavations which produced hazel nutshell fragments, blackberry and possible 
crowberry (Straker 2007).  In line with the previous interventions no imported plant 
foods were found other than a few seeds of purslane which are likely to be of recent 
date.

5.8.5 Recommendations
Full analysis of a minimum two of the four samples from trench Tristan (<216>and 
<220>) which have produced large assemblages of oat grain is recommended. In 
addition <206> would merit further work. Sample <402> from trench Isolde, may also 
be worth analysing depending on how closely this layer is dated.
It is suggested that further investigation of the samples from midden and occupation 
layers in trenches Mark and Geraint should wait the results of the 2017 excavation. 
However, it is clear that it would be worth processing further sub-samples from <605> 
in order to obtain a good representation of cereal remains, circa 400items, to allow 
statistical comparison with samples from trench Tristan and other sites in the south 
west of similar date such as Bantham (Jones 2011). 

Analysis and reporting of the charred plant assemblages from the 2016 excavations 
is likely to take 5 days.

5.9 Assessment of animal bone – TCARP16
Polydora Baker, Historic England, Portsmouth, 4th March 2017

5.9.1 Introduction
This assessment comments on the information potential of the animal bones recovered 
during the 2016 excavations at Tintagel, undertaken by the Cornwall Archaeological 
Unit. During the excavations, a small assemblage of animal bones was recovered from 
a range of feature types, dating from the late Roman to late medieval period. The aims 
of this assessment are to consider the preservation, and potential to inform on the use 
of animals at the site (species, age at death), their procurement (skeletal elements) and 
characteristics (biometric data).
Storage
The hand-collected and sieved bone assemblages are stored in one standard box (c. 
40x25x20 cm; Site TCARP, Pig jaw), with lifted pig jaw and associated soil from midden 
505.

5.9.2 Provenance and recovery
The animal bones were recovered from the upper eastern and southern trenches, but 
most derive from midden 505 (with a few from the subsoil) in Trench Geraint on the 
southern terrace. Other fragments derive from the possible medieval features in Trench 
Tristan on the upper eastern terrace.
The assemblage was recovered by hand, by dry-sieving at the trench-side over a mesh 
of 5mm, and from samples processed by flotation, with the flot collected on a 0.25mm 
mesh and residues on a 0.5mm mesh. The residues were later sieved over 4mm and 
2mm mesh. The 2-4mm fractions did not yield any identifiable bone. A pig jaw in 
midden (505) was block lifted and is retained in the soil block which has been dried 
through exposure to ambient room conditions.

5.9.3 Methods
The animal bone assessment follows the Historic England Animal Bones and Archaeology 
Guidelines (Baker and Worley 2014). It comments on the quantity, quality and information 
potential of the recovered material. It also provides a task-list for full analysis. No 
interpretation or synthesis is attempted.
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All fragments were assessed, with counts of identifiable bones determined using a 
fragment count and a zones system. The diagnostic zones system follows Serjeantson 
(1996) mammals. These are pre-determined zone(s) from particular anatomical elements 
used in estimation of, for example Minimum Number of Elements (MNE) and Minimum 
Number of Individuals (MNI). Fragments without any of these zones are excluded from 
quantification of derived counts.

For the assessment, no attempt was made to distinguish between certain taxonomic 
groups, sheep and goat for instance. Full speciation should be carried out for full analysis, 
using modern comparative reference material and published criteria for morphological 
and biometrical separation.

Mandibles (and isolated teeth) are considered ‘ageable’ if they have one or more cheek 
teeth (fourth deciduous premolar/fourth premolar – third molar) in-situ with recognisable 
wear (attributable to a wear stage) on the occlusal surface. The wear stages of Grant 
(1982) will be used for cattle and pigs, and Payne (1973 & 1987) for sheep/goat.

Few specimens are measurable. Von den Driesch (1976) defines the majority of 
measurements that will be taken for full analysis. Pig measurements will follow the 
definitions of Payne & Bull (1988). 

Additional notes were taken on the presence of pathology, preservation, butchery and 
burning.

5.9.4 Results
The assemblage includes approximately 32 identifiable (recordable) teeth or bones, 
(some of which are highly fragmented), of which 15 are ageable and only three are 
measurable. The recordable specimens are from cattle, sheep/goat, pig and fish. 
The domestic animal remains include teeth and bones of young cattle and pig. The 
assessment data are listed by context/bag in Appendix 6. Additional quantification of 
fragments is provided in the sample tables sorted by Gill Campbell (2017). 

A few observations can be made about the burial context and animals.
•	 None of the bone samples or small finds includes articulated bones.

•	 Preservation in midden 505 is good and fairly consistent, with preservation of 
intact teeth and not a lot of abrasion of bones although there is considerable 
breakage both ancient and modern.

•	 The left pig jaw (from midden 505) includes the premolar-molar row (with 
third premolar to third molar - P3-M3 - present), suggesting it suffered little 
disturbance following burial.  A fragment of a right pig jaw includes a small 
part of the premolar-molar row (sockets of P2-M1), with P4 in situ and is 
associated with an isolated lower first molar M1. The right and left jaws could 
be associated as tooth wear differs little. The left M3 is half erupted indicating a 
young animal under c 2 years (Silver 1969).

•	 Midden 505 includes evidence for sub adult cattle (unfused metapodial 
epiphysis), sub adult pig (half erupted mandibular third molar), adult/sub adult 
sheep/goat. 

•	 The two sheep/goat teeth in 502 (subsoil) may be associated but are isolated - 
there is no jaw bone present. 

•	 The presence of teeth and limb bones as well as lower leg/foot bones of cattle 
(metapodial, phalanx), sheep/goat (calcaneum) and pig (distal tibia) may 
indicate whole animals/carcasses were present.
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•	 An identifiable cranial bone from a large fish was recovered from subsoil (502) 
and a vertebra from a medium-large fish was present in sample 605 (context 
505). The midden bone should be identified by a fish specialist. 

5.9.5 Discussion
Preservation of animal bone from previous excavations at Tintagel was very poor, the 
material yielding only a few identifications of the main domestic animals (see Baker 
in Straker 2007). The 2016 assemblage shows similar preservation, with many tiny 
degraded fragments recovered in the samples. The assemblage from midden 505 is 
better preserved and has yielded most of the recordable specimens. The total identifiable 
fragments are from cattle, caprines and pigs suggesting, as with previous assemblages, 
that domestic livestock were used. There is very limited data to determine age at death 
for pig jaws and some of the cattle and sheep teeth. The skeletal elements which derive 
from all body parts suggest that whole carcasses may have been present at the site. 
The presence of a single fish bone in the midden (505) may indicate that some fish was 
consumed.
Given the rarity of animal bone assemblages from Cornwall (Holmes forthcoming), this 
information and data from past and forthcoming excavations, in tandem with data from 
other sites, have potential group value. The countable bones should be recorded in 
full with particular attention paid to uniting broken fragments of teeth (where bagged 
together) so that age at death data can be determined, if possible.

5.10 Wood Charcoal assessment – TCARP16
Zoë Hazell, Historic England, Portsmouth, February 2017

5.10.1 Introduction
In summer 2016 a series of excavations were undertaken by Cornwall Archaeological 
Unit at Tintagel, Cornwall. During this, a series of samples were recovered for analysis 
of the environmental remains, which were processed by flotation by the unit. For details 
on the flotation methods used see Campbell in Nowakowski and Gossip 2016.

5.10.2 Methods
Based on a combination of the context information and the results of the charred plant 
remains (Campbell, 2017) 10 of the sample flots were selected for assessment of the 
wood charcoal.
The flots were sieved through 4mm and 2mm sieves, and the volume (ml) and weight 
(g) (for the >4mm, 2-4mm and <2mm fractions) were recorded. The abundance of 
charred remains in the >4mm and 2-4mm fractions was estimated using an abundance 
scale (see caption for Table 8).
Ten charcoal fragments were picked at random from each of the two fractions for each 
sample. Each fragment was broken to reveal fresh planes required for wood identifications 
(TS = transverse section, RS = radial section and TLS = transverse longitudinal section). 
Charcoal for identification was examined on a high power light reflecting microscope 
(Olympus BHM) at magnifications between x50 and x500. Identifications were made 
using a combination of the identification keys and texts by Schweingruber (1982) and 
Gale and Cutler (2000).
Where possible, taxa were identified to genus level, as is standard for taxonomic wood 
identifications. Wood taxa (individual and types/groups) are summarised in Table 
1, based on Stace (1997). In the results, insecure identifications are indicated by a 
preceding ‘cf’. Unidentifiable remains (due to, for example, small fragment size, poor 
condition wood and/or vitrification) are reported as Indet. (Indeterminate).
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5.10.3 Results
In total, 11 taxa/taxonomic groups were recorded (Table 8) of which all are hardwoods. 
Sample information is presented in Table 2 and the wood identifications are presented 
in Table 3.

Table 8. Summary of the taxa (taxonomic group) recorded during the Assessment of 
the wood charcoal at Tintagel (TCARP16).

Taxon Common name/s

Betulaceae (undiff.) Alder/Birch/Hazel/Hornbeam
Betulaceae (not Carpi-
nus)

Alder/Birch/Hazel (not Hornbeam)

Betulaceae (Alnus/Co-
rylus)

Alder/Hazel

Alnus sp. Alder
Betula sp. Birch
Corylus sp. Hazel
Ilex sp. Holly
Maloideae sp. Pomoideae/Pomaceous fruits (including Sor-

bus (whitebeam), Crataegus (hawthorn), Ma-
lus (apple), Pyrus (pear))

Populus/Salix sp. Willow/Poplar
Prunus sp. Cherry
Quercus sp. Oak

Table 9.Flot details – volumes and weights are based on the complete sample (no 
separating out of grain, where present). Weights are rounded to 1dp. Abundance 
scale: Rare = 1-5, Frequent = 6-25, Common = 26-100, Abundant = 101-500, 
Super-abundant = 500+. * = lots of grain. ** = includes modern roots/organics.

Trench Sample Context Fraction V o l u m e 
(ml)

W e i g h t 
(g)

Abundance Notes

Mark <802> (714) >4mm <5 0.9 Frequent
2-4mm 80** 9.2 Abundant
<2mm 220** 38.6 -

<805> (722) >4mm 15 3.2 Common
2-4mm 20 5.3 Abundant Very small 

fragments
<2mm 200** 27.9** -

<806> (711) >4mm 70 19.3 Abundant
2-4mm 110 32.1 S u -

per-Abun-
dant

<2mm 250 73.4 -
<807 (725) >4mm 30 6.5 Abundant

2-4mm 50 10.8 S u -
per-Abun-
dant

<2mm 90 21.5 -
Geraint <600> (512) >4mm <5 1.6 Frequent
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Trench Sample Context Fraction V o l u m e 
(ml)

W e i g h t 
(g)

Abundance Notes

2-4mm 20 12 Abundant Very small 
fragments

<2mm 400** 115.6 -
<605> (505) >4mm 20 5.5 Abundant

(3 of 13) 2-4mm 30 10.6 S u -
per-abun-
dant

<2mm 125 49.8 -
<605> (505) >4mm 15 3.2 Common

(13 of 
13)

2-4mm 25 7.0 Abundant

<2mm 80 33.1 -
Isolde <402> (303) >4mm 50 10.1 Abundant

Primary 
deposit

2-4mm 85 23.4 S u -
per-abun-
dant

<2mm 275 69.0 -
Tristan <219> (130) >4mm 10 2.0 Common

2-4mm 20* 9.6* Abundant*
<2mm 50** 3.9 -

<207> (113) >4mm <5 0.8 Frequent
2-4mm 15* 2.6* Abundant*
<2mm 100** 20.0 -
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Table 10. Wood 
identification results 
of the Assessment of 
the wood charcoal at 
Tintagel (TCARP16). * = 
fragments to be revisited 
during Analysis.

Trench Sample Context Fraction Total
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Mark <802> (714)
gully

>4mm - - - - - 2 - 2 - - 4 1 1 10

2-4mm - 1 - - - 3 - - - 1 5 - - 10

<805> (722)
Midden

>4mm - - - - - 3 - - - - 7 - - 10

2-4mm - 1 - - - - - 1 - - 7 - 1 10

<806> (711) >4mm - - 1 - - 5 - - 1 - 3 - - 10

Midden 2-4mm - - 1 - - 4 - - - - 2 - 3 10

<807> (725) >4mm - - - - - 5 - 1 1 - 1 1 1 10

Midden 2-4mm 1 - - - - 1 - 1 - 2 - - 5 10

Geraint <600> (512) >4mm - - - - - 4 - 1 - - 3 1 1 10

Occupation 
layer

2-4mm 1 1 - 1 1 2 - - - - 3 - 1 10

<605> (505) >4mm 1 1 - - - 6 - - - - 1 - 1 10

(3 of 13)
Midden

2-4mm 1 3 - - - 2 - 1 - - 3 - - 10

<605> (505) >4mm 1 - - 2 1 3 - - - - 3 - - 10

(13 of 13)
Midden

2-4mm - - - - - 6 1 - 1 - 2 - - 10

Isolde <402> (303) >4mm - 2 - - - 5 - - - - 3 - - 10

Primary de-
posit

2-4mm - - - - - 2 - - - - 7 1 - 10

Tristan <219> (130) >4mm - 1 - - - 1 - - - - 6 2 - 10

Redeposited 
above steps

2-4mm - - - - 2 - - - - - 7 - 1* 10

<207> (113) >4mm - - - 2 - 5 - - - - 2 - 1 10

Base of bed-
rock

2-4mm - - - - - 5 - - - 1 3 - 1* 10
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5.10.4 Summary and recommendations
Overall, the diversity of the assemblages is low, with Betulaceae (particularly cf / 
Corylus) and cf / Quercus dominating.
It was not uncommon that the genera within the Betulaceae group could not be reliably 
distinguished, and this was mostly due to poor preservation of the perforation plates 
– plates were often incomplete and, where present, the scalariform bars were broken.

Trench Mark
•	 <802> (714) = fill of sealed gully: the integrity of this sample is questioned, as 

there is evidence of some contamination.

Recommendation: No further analysis.
•	 <805> (722) = well-sealed occupation layer: this is not very diverse 

(Betulaceae, Quercus and Maloideae) but the Maloideae is in the 2-4mm 
fraction only.

Recommendation: Analysis of both fractions.
•	 <806> (711) = sealed second midden layer: there is nothing in the 2-4mm 

that isn’t in the >4mm fraction.

Recommendation: Analysis of the >4mm fraction first (75 fragments), followed 
by the 2-4mm fraction (25 fragments).

•	 <807> (725) = sealed third midden layer: Prunus occurs only in the 2-4mm 
fraction.

Recommendation: Analysis of the >4mm fraction first (75 fragments), followed 
by the 2-4mm fraction (25 fragments).

Trench Geraint
•	 <600> (512) = remnant occupation layer: not very diverse (Betulaceae, 

Quercus, Maloideae and bark). There is nothing in the 2-4mm fraction that is 
not in the >4mm fraction.

Recommendation: Analysis of the >4mm fraction only.
•	 <605> (505)(3 of 13)= midden: abundant charcoal – not very diverse 

(Betulaceae and Quercus, Maloideae) but the Maloideae is only in the 2-4mm 
fraction.

Recommendation: Analysis of the >4mm fraction first (75 fragments), followed 
by the 2-4mm fraction (25 fragments).

•	 <605> (505)(13 of 13) = midden: this sample contains the only Ilex found 
(and only in the 2-4mm), and some Populus/Salix only in the 2-4mm.

Recommendation: Analysis of the >4mm fraction first (75 fragments), followed 
by the 2-4mm fraction (25 fragments).

Trench Isolde
•	 <402> (303) = primary deposit, lots of flot material but not very diverse 

charcoal (Betulaceae and Quercus, bark). Nothing was found in the 2-4mm 
fraction (other than bark) that is not in the >4mm fraction.

Recommendation: Analysis of the >4mm fraction only. Check the 2-4mm 
fraction for Calluna stems (see Campbell, 2017) if it is not recorded in the >4mm 
fraction.

Trench Tristan
•	 <219> (130) = layer over steps: frequent flot (which includes lots of grain) but 

the charcoal is not very diverse (Betulaceae, Quercus and bark)
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Recommendation: Analysis of the >4mm fraction only. Look for the conifer 
fragment (see Campbell, 2017).

•	 <207> (113) = dark layer with slate above bedrock mid terrace: charcoal not 
very diverse (Betulaceae, Quercus and Prunus) but the Prunus is in the 2-4mm 
fraction and not the >4mm fraction.

Recommendation: Analysis of the >4mm fraction first (75 fragments), followed 
by the 2-4mm fraction (25 fragments). Also look for the Fabaceae fragment (see 
Campbell, 2017).

Analysis should include a minimum of 100 fragments per sample. Where the 
recommendation is to split the 100 fragments between the two fractions (75 fragments 
for the >4mm fraction and 25 for the 2-4mm fraction) these can be added to 25 
fragments at a time, if necessary.

Additional
It is worth noting that during the Assessment of the ‘small finds’ charcoal for radiocarbon 
dating (Hazell, 2016) (appended here as Appendix 5), SF3056 (from Context (517) – 
demolition layer) included Fraxinus (ash) sapwood. Fraxinus is the only wood type that 
has not yet been recorded as part of this wood charcoal assessment.

6 Overall discussion
6.10.1 Emergent results

The 2016 excavations at Tintagel Castle examined two locations on Tintagel Island which 
had never been wholly investigated by excavation before. The small-trench opened up 
by the Extreme Archaeology TV programme in 2003 on the southern terrace gave some 
hints that this location had potential, but this was very much a keyhole opportunity 
which provided no definitive interpretation although buried stratigraphy was detected 
(see Thorpe and Mower 2004).  

In all four trenches opened up during the TCARP16 evaluation exercise in 2016 - the 
two on the upper eastern terrace, and the two on the southern terrace – well-preserved 
buried archaeology was uncovered and remains dating to the post-Roman settlement 
and the medieval period at Tintagel Castle were uncovered. 

The archaeology found at both locations were however entirely different in overall 
character.   

6.10.2 The upper eastern terrace – the character of the archaeology
As discussed, on the upper eastern terrace, no clear evidence for the footprint of a building 
of post-Roman date was found in either of the two trenches (Tristan and Isolde) despite 
upstanding earthworks which were mapped and interpreted as  buildings by the 1984 
survey (Bowden and Jamieson 2016). The enhanced results of the electrical resistance 
survey (carried out in 2016) also confirmed anthropogenic activities in the form of 
rock-cut platforms and possible lines of surviving stone (masonry) walls (Roseveare et 
al 2016). The magnetic susceptibility values recorded at this location at the same time 
were different to those found on the southern terrace and which was interpreted as 
potentially “functionally” different (Roseveare et al 2016). Those differences became 
apparent when tested by the evaluation trenches in 2016. The topography and make-
up of the upper eastern terrace was found in part to be natural, and in part, artificial. 
Trench Tristan cut a transect across the terrace and revealed a marked stepped profile 
which accommodated an upper, middle and lower terrace (Fig 44). While the upper 
terrace was very narrow, the two lower terraces potentially offered more space for 
the accommodation of “buildings” and are very similar to the spaces explored as Site 
C during the work on the island in the 1990s. There on the middle terrace structural 
evidence for a post-built “modest” structure dated by radiocarbon to cal AD 415-535 



Tintagel Castle, Cornwall – TCARP16 Archive and Assessment Report – Excavations 2016 final version 
15/06/17

103

was found beneath a later stone-built structure dated to cal AD 560-670 (Barrowman et 
al 2007). Other early structural features in the form of beam-slots, stone and posthole 
clusters and early floor deposits exhibited not only the varied range of evidence for 
buildings but also indications of time-depth on these terraces and showed the clear 
complexity of the archaeology on this side of the Island and the challenges in detecting 
the wholesale  footprint of single buildings.  

In 2016 the CAU team faced a similar challenge on the upper eastern terrace. While 
a robust and substantial stone revetment wall (136) was found (built into a slope) 
demarcating the edge of the middle and lower terraces in trench Tristan, this wall 
does not appear to be that of a (roofed) building but instead is a terraced wall of late 
(medieval) date, which perhaps defined an area set aside for small-scale cultivation and 
crop growing (a notable quantity of cultivated oat grains were found in related contexts 
– that is (130) and (132) see section 5.8), and may therefore be contemporary with the 
13th century castle. The wall appeared to be built upon an earlier wall-line marked by 
(131) which may have defined the western edge of an earlier rectangular building and 
which was defined, on its eastern side, by a poorly preserved low stone wall (109). If the 
slate floor (135) found within is in situ, then two (surviving) sides of a single rectangular 
building at just over 3m wide, is feasible. The date of this potential building has not 
been definitively proven although a post-Roman date cannot be ruled out. Some time 
may have elapsed between the abandonment of the building and construction of the 
revetment wall as a dark humic layer (remnant  traces of old land surface (122)) formed 
over the “interior” and from this fragments of a medieval Somerset Chert-tempered  
ware were found mixed up with post-Roman imported pottery (sections 3.3.1 and 5.6). 

Glasgow University’s work at Tintagel in the 1990s was solely focused on this eastern 
side of the island and demonstrated that two types of buildings co-existed in the post-
Roman to early medieval period at Tintagel, that is stone-walled as well as turf-walled 
buildings on stone footings (Barrowman et al 2007). These lie scattered across the 
promontory terraces on this exposed eastern side of Tintagel island – many across 
Radford’s sites (B-C, F-G) now surviving as restored single and  multi-celled buildings 
and all buildings at these sites were found built upon artificial terraces similar to the 
scenario uncovered on the upper eastern terrace in 2016. And like the other terraces on 
this side of the island much of the overburden which buried Trench Tristan comprised 
thick layers and spreads of slate scree which was fairly deep in places (and containing 
much cultural debris of mixed dates, roofing slates, pottery and worked stones) and 
so for example completely concealed the true lay of the land in the area of the middle 
terrace (where it was over 1m deep, see section Fig 44).

While no definitive evidence for a building was found in trench Isolde (which was also 
opened up on the upper eastern terrace), a made-up surface or narrow pathway (306) 
shadowed by a very poorly preserved slate wall (305) was found.  Initially this earthwork 
was interpreted as a small square building which utilised a vertical face of outcrop as 
a “back” wall. The vertical face was found but this did not form the back wall of a 
convincing building but only one side of this pathway which may well have been in use 
in the post-Roman period as well as in the medieval period and later.  

6.10.3 The southern terrace – the character of the archaeology
Work on the southern terrace at Tintagel Island in 2016 presented a very different 
opportunity and that was to evaluate a number of apparently closely related buildings 
all of which, on survey evidence, indicated that they formed a coherent planned complex 
which may be contemporary. None of the earlier (modern) archaeological excavations 
had looked at clusters of buildings. 

On the eastern sector of the southern terrace this complex of earthworks comprises 
at least six related “sites”: (316 (091), 317 (092), 318 (093), 319 (094), 320 (095) 
and 321 (096) (Bowden and Jamieson 2016). Square earthwork 317 (092) measures 
7m by 6m and lies on the western side of the complex, and to its immediate east lies 
rectangular earthwork 318 (093) (which measures 11m by 5m). Another rectangular 
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earthwork 319 (094), which lies parallel and to the immediate south of 318, measures 
12m by 4.5m. These are the three sites evaluated in 2016 by linear trenches Geraint 
and Mark. (To the immediate east are two much larger rectangular earthworks: sites 
321 (096) and 320 (095). Site 321 (096) measures 16m by 6.5m while site 320 (095) 
measures 15.5m by 6.6m). As discussed this group of earthworks appear to be arranged 
in a complex and/or compound and formed an associated set of stone “built” spaces 
and/or buildings.

They all lie on a relatively wide and flat terrace which is defined to the north by high 
craggy and vertical outcrops of Tredorn Slate, and to the south by a major break in slope 
as the ground falls sharply away towards the cliff edges. Overall this terrace measures 
approximately 85m by 25m and the area occupied by this complex is 700m 

2 in extent. 

In form it is very different from the narrow terraces which characterise the eastern side 
of the Island (see above). GPR survey was successful here detecting buried masonry 
walls and stratigraphy (see Fig 6 and section 2.4.2) and high values detected during 
the magnetic susceptibility survey were marked in comparison to those recorded on 
the upper eastern terrace (see section 2.4.2). Preliminary interpretations suggested 
by these readings suggested the presence of “specialist” buildings, perhaps industrial 
workshops for craft-making  which required intense heat and/or furnaces (Roseveare 
et al 2016), but little direct evidence for this was found in the 2016 evaluations. The 
marked absence of any metallurgical detritus and waste was notable (the soil residues 
both wet and dry sieved were scanned by a magnet for hammer scale during fieldwork 
as well as during sorting the coarse residues during post excavation). Another possible 
explanation could be offered and this may relate to the evidence for abandonment 
and demolition of the area (as suggested by the thick levelled layers of good-sized 
(structural) slates which lay across the entire surface areas of both trenches here on the 
southern terrace and ensured the remarkable survival of intact stone walls and floors).  
If fire had played a part in these events then perhaps this caused the high readings. 
Both ideas are at the stage speculative and will be tested in future work.

Evaluation in 2016 therefore confirmed the preservation of remarkably intact buried  
structural evidence of buildings and potential roofed (and perhaps unroofed) structures: 
substantial stone walls, artificial slate floors (513) and pavements (516), a slate  staircase 
(524) as well as at least two artificial middens (505) and (707). Indeed present indications 
are that the arrangement of buildings and indeed the make-up of the southern terrace 
upon which these rest is remarkably different to the character of the buildings and those 
artificial terraces investigated on the eastern side of Tintagel Island. The discoveries 
of well-preserved middens apparently dating (with imported Mediterranean wares and 
imported Atlantic pottery and glass) to the post-Roman occupation and providing good 
Eco factual data (cereal grain, wood charcoal and animal bone) are exceptional for 
Tintagel. As noted above the good preservation of the buried archaeology here may 
in large part be due to a systematic abandonment and demolition episode where the 
standing stone walls of abandoned buildings collapsed when their wooden roofs were 
(perhaps) set on fire. Dating evidence at this stage indicates that this (or these series 
of events) took place between the 7th and 1th to 12th centuries AD. Evidence for the 
apparent deliberate demolition of buildings which took place on the southern terrace 
has not been recorded so comprehensively on Tintagel Island to date and these ideas 
require further investigation.
The southern terrace is one of the few sheltered places on Tintagel headland and 
commands fine views up coast towards Gulls Rock (lying opposite Trebarwith Strand) 
and away in the far distance to the west, Trevose Head, and the mouth of the Camel 
estuary. The Norman church of St Materiana, Tintagel’s parish church, sits immediately 
on the near horizon to the south-east and within clear view. In the early 1990s CAU 
carried out excavations within the churchyard and found burials and artefactual 
evidence which directly links the church location to the post-Roman settlement on 
Tintagel headland (Nowakowski and Thomas 1990; Nowakowski and Thomas 1992). 
The potential relationship between buildings here on the headland and activity of similar 
date found at the location of the present parish church at Tintagel is intriguing. 
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6.10.4 Overall significance
The discovery of sealed and intact structural remains together with a high quantity of 
artefacts found in the two evaluation trenches (Geraint and Mark) excavated on the 
southern terrace, represent entirely new archaeological evidence at Tintagel headland. 
These discoveries have the potential to contribute new knowledge on the character, 
function and status of settlement during the 5th to 7th centuries AD as well as the history 
of buildings – their lifecycles and final abandonment, ruination and perhaps deliberate 
demolition. In addition the results on the southern terrace offer an opportunity for 
finding out more about activities beyond the 7th century right up to the period of the 
construction of the medieval castle in the 13th century on the headland. 
Furthermore the discovery of good supporting ecofactual data (despite poor pollen 
survival and no land snails (to date)) also found in contexts investigated on the southern 
terrace has the potential to provide information on settlement status and economy for 
this period. Scientific dating potential is also considered high. 

The architectural character of this complex of stone structures and/or “buildings” is 
unlike that seen elsewhere on the Island. Further investigation will contribute to a more 
detailed understanding of their form, function and history. The evidence revealed to date 
is tantalising and the suggestion that these may well be residential buildings of high 
status requires further verification. If further investigation confirms these working ideas 
then this new information is of major local and wider significance and adds considerably 
to our current understanding to the make-up of this major citadel (and/or proto-urban 
site) and the story of the Tintagel’s unique regional position in south west Britain and 
on the Atlantic seaboard during the post-Roman period.   

When further evidence of this complex of buildings on the southern terrace is gained 
this will provide opportunities to address wider research into the comparison of this data 
with the evidence for contemporary sites in the wider landscape of south west Britain. On 
present evidence the building forms at Tintagel appear to be in a class of their own when 
compared with building plans of similar date in the region. A recent national overview 
by David Petts confirms this (Petts 2015). In Cornwall for example at Trethurgy Round, 
St Austell, the dominant building type is a freestanding single-roomed oval structure 
(Chapter 10, Quinnell 2004) while the oval gullied structures found at Mothecombe, 
South Devon  appear to be structurally equivalent (Agate et al 2012), and at Gwithian 
West Cornwall, a cluster of small stone-walled oval single-celled buildings with probable 
turf superstructures were found deeply nested in the sand dunes (Nowakowski et al 
2007). The sub-rectangular and square forms of the Tintagel structures have more in 
common with later vernacular styles, as for example those at Mawgan Porth, North  
Cornwall, where a series of “courtyard” buildings dating from the 9th to 10th centuries 
AD were excavated in the 1950s (Bruce-Mitford et al 1997), though even these differ in 
significant detail from the types found at Tintagel. The detailed investigation of at least 
3 stone buildings at Tintagel clearly offers not only the opportunity to better understand 
the varied vernacular in south-western Britain during the post-Roman period but also 
to investigate a potentially different class (and status) of building. The much broader 
question on how far the post-Roman settlement at Tintagel actually reflects cultural 
conventions within the wider native scene is also of relevance.        

7 Recommendations
7.10.1 Overall recommendation – fieldwork 2017

The evaluation exercise on the southern terrace in 2016 successfully uncovered the intact 
footprints of buildings. Preservation is excellent and further excavation is recommended. 
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7.10.2 Open area excavation and field strategy 2017
It is proposed that a much larger open area is opened up on the southern terrace and 
this will investigate and bring together the earthworks evaluated in summer 2016. This 
would entail excavating an area measuring 28m by 10m (approximately 280m2 ). 

•	 The total excavation area would explore earthworks: 318 (093), 319 (094) and 
317 (092) and the spaces between them (Nowakowski and Gossip 2017). 

The strategy will be to uncover the structural remains to investigate their date, 
construction, any phasing and to investigate how they relate to one another. Survey 
evidence suggests that they form part of a much larger complex (see above) and 
although investigation of this entire complex is not proposed a greater understanding 
of this complex will be achieved and inform its long-term conservation and future 
management. 
Further geophysical survey work (GPR and magnetic susceptibility) may be also be 
considered to cover the area to the immediate east at some future date.
The proposed field strategy will:

•	 Uncover structural walls in their entirety in the excavation trench

•	 Identify and record the individual earthworks

•	 Identify interior and exterior spaces and their functions in order to compare the 
results with other excavated and consolidated buildings on the headland

•	 Investigate the spaces in between the earthworks to see how they inter-relate 
and were used

•	 Securely date the construction and life histories of the buildings

•	 Investigate any potential major and/or minor structural phasing and time-depth

•	 Extensive sampling of the middens discovered in 2016 to look for data sets 
related to date, function, economy and status and to investigate the make-up of 
the southern terrace

•	 Section parts of the structures to look for good scientific dating material

•	 Securely date the abandonment/ruination and demolition event.

A five week excavation in the summer 2017 is planned.   
The CAU team will comprise project manager and excavation director (JAN), excavation 
co-director (JG), find supervisor (CT) and 5 CAU archaeologists. An experienced 
volunteer will co-ordinate the on-site wet sieving programme. 
An education outreach and schools programme will be delivered in advance and parallel 
to the excavation in 2017. 
Up to 20 experienced volunteers each day will be invited to participate throughout the 
entire excavation season. 

7.10.3 Recommendations analysis on TCARP16 data-sets 
Section 5 reports on the assessments of the key data-sets related to TCARP16 and 
sets out specific recommendations for further stages of analysis in a future excavation 
programme. These recommendations will be revisited and taken forwards after another 
season of excavation takes place in 2017. Detailed analysis will be agreed as part of 
future post excavation work to take place in 2018-2019. 
Assessments of the major finds from TCARP16 have covered the native wares, post-
Roman imported pottery, glass, post-Roman and medieval worked stone, ironwork, 
medieval ceramics, pollen, charred plant remains, wood charcoal and animal (and fish) 
bone. 
The significance of each can be summarised as follows:
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•	 The two sherds of South West Decorated ware within the small collection of 
native wares found during TCARP16 show later Iron Age activity on the headland 
for the first time. Cooking pots of locally sourced gabbroic fabrics associated 
with the post-Roman imports (dating from the at least 4th to 6th centuries AD) 
contemporary with the presence of post-Roman imported pottery demonstrate 
active engagement with regional pottery workshops in the wider hinterland of 
North Cornwall. 

•	 The post-Roman imported pottery assemblage is a major assemblage of regional 
and national significance and adds to the large collection of material found during 
previous work on Tintagel Island. Assessment of the TCARP16 material covers the 
range of Late Roman storage (B) wares (LRA1, LRA2, LRA3) alongside fine table 
wares (A). The material to date shows a focus on Aegean and NE Mediterranean 
connections rather than the SE Mediterranean or North African. The material to 
date sits comfortably within the traded “Atlantic Seaboard” package dating to the 
late 5th and 6th centuries AD. The identification of D ware and, possibly E ware, 
at Tintagel for the first time shows active connections with the western Atlantic 
seaboard – modern day France and Spain - in the later 6th and possibly early 7th 
centuries AD.

•	 Glass fragments from imported bowls and a cone beaker found mainly on the 
southern terrace again demonstrate important and active connections during the 
6th to 7th centuries AD between Tintagel and the western Atlantic seaboard.

•	 Worked stone of post-Roman and early medieval date contributes to a uniquely 
formed collection of finds excavated in previous work. The categories are wide 
ranging but include tools such as whetstones and worked circular slates made 
into amphora stoppers (there are also examples of worked amphora pieces) and 
these are unique to Tintagel. 

•	 A fairly sizeable collection of metal artefacts (all of iron) were found in 2016. 
Much of the ironwork too is not closely dated although the varied categories  
from personal dress accessories (the small penannular brooch) to an arrowhead 
and nail heads and shanks are of local domestic interest. Unlike the glass and 
imported pottery no exotic metalwork has been found. 

•	 The medieval ceramics found during TCARP16 are mainly an indication of 
background activity on the headland during the period pre-construction of castle, 
that is the 11th to 12th centuries AD.

•	 Past excavations have shown the generally poor conditions of the survival of 
ancient pollen on Tintagel Island. This continued to be confirmed in our work in 
2016. Information on the reconstruction of the natural environment during the 
post-Roman period will largely rely on the charred plant remains and charcoal.

•	 Charred cereal and plant remains (oats, hulled barley, naked wheat type grains) 
were recorded during TCARP16 and reasonable numbers of cereal grains were 
found from post-Roman midden layers in trench Geraint and trench Mark, in 
particular the well-preserved remains from midden 505. These are exceptional 
assemblages for Tintagel. The noted absence of chaff and overall low level of 
weed seeds confirms earlier observations that cereals were brought onto the site 
(presumably) from related settlements in the immediate and wider hinterland. 
Evidence of sprouted barley and oats could indicate either burning of spoilt grain 
or malting for beer. 

•	 Former land surface (122) on the upper eastern terrace produced the largest 
assemblage of cultivated oat grain and this included some rye grains, a few 
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naked wheat and barley grains. This large assemblage of cultivated oats has 
been identified from medieval layers in trench Tristan and as ecofactual data 
is exceptional from the site. The material sheds some light on the potential 
agricultural character of much of the island beyond the curtain wall of the 13th 
century castle following the demise and active use of the post-Roman ruins.  

•	 No other definite food plants were recorded as part of TCARP16 compared to the 
wider range of foraged fruits and nuts from the 1990s excavations and no exotic 
or imported plant foods have been identified to date.

•	 The preservation of wood charcoal on the whole is good but the species range is 
not that diverse: with Alder/Birch/Hazel/Hornbeam and Oak dominant. This adds 
to the known background picture from earlier work. Unusually some Fraxinus 
(ash) sapwood was recorded from a demolition layer on the southern terrace. 
Some wood chip fragments were noted from the midden 505 perhaps chopped 
fire wood (G Campbell pers comm). Earlier research work showed that main 
timber used in construction was oak and hazel and so the TCARP16 results are 
consistent. A possible fragment of a conifer has been identified. This data will give 
insights into general environmental background conditions as well as available 
resources for building construction and domestic needs.   

•	 The small but important collection of animal bone found from midden (505) on 
the southern terrace is a major advance on our knowledge about the role of 
domesticates in the diet and economy of the post-Roman settlement at Tintagel. 
To date all the teeth and bones are identified parts of young (sub adult) animals 
of cow, sheep/goat and pig. There is some evidence for butchering and complete 
carcasses. Whether animals were kept and housed on the headland all year round 
or brought onto the site and slaughtered for consumption will be a key line of 
enquiry.

•	 Some fish bone has been identified from Tintagel in earlier work (see Barrowman 
et al, 2007, 185, 299) but not in great quantities so the few fragments found 
on the southern terrace are a notable addition to information on diet and food 
consumption during the post-Roman period. The fragment of an oyster shell was 
also found. 

Absent data – TCARP16
•	 No human bone was found during TCARP16.
•	 No land or marine shells were found in any of the layers excavated in 2016.
•	 No direct evidence for metalworking was found.  

These results have informed the method statements for set pieces of work developed 
in the Written Scheme of Investigation for fieldwork in 2017 (Nowakowski and Gossip 
2017).
A review of specific recommendations set out above will take place following the 
completion of future excavations as part of TCARP and be revised as appropriate 
dependant on the results of future work.
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Appendix 1: Records inventories Trench Tristan

Context Inventory

Context 
Number

Type (Cut/ 
Deposit/
Build)

Description Plan 
Number

Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

100 D Turf - maritime sward across entire trench   18/07/2016 BA

101 D Clearance layer below 100 - subsoil across entire trench   18/07/2016 BA

102 D Fractured Slate at W end - localised  late spread under shallow overburden   21/07/2016 BA

103 D Tip Layer - slate scree tip layer across entire trench   22/07/2016 BA

104 D Compacted Tip Layer - mid trench compacted slate dump   23/07/2016 BA

105 D Loose Scree Tip Layer - mid terrace lower redeposited slate dump   23/07/2016 BA

106 B W wall against Natural - cut for narrow terrace at western end of trench   23/07/2016 BA

107 B Lower E wall of Mid terrace = (136) intact well-constructed terrace wall   23/07/2016 BA

108 D Compact layer upper Terrace at eastern end of trench   23/07/2016 BA

109 B E(lowest) wall at eastern (lower) end of trench - eastern edge of 018 poorly preserved slate wall   23/07/2016 BA

110 D Compact Layer upper terrace - eastern end of (106)   23/07/2016 BA

111 D Area between (110)+(106) - redeposited dumps of slate and soil   26/07/2016 BA

112 D Compact dark earth - pos.close to upper wall - compact slumped scree slate tip at junction of 020 and 109   26/07/2016 RM

113 D Mid Terrace dark tip against slate natural - sealed localised redeposited slate and soil   27/07/2016 BA

114 D Slip Material below (106) - redeposited dumps of slate and soil   27/07/2016 BA

115 D Slate/shillet Below (114) - redeposited dumps of slate and soil   27/07/2016 BA

116 D Slate Natural (steps) - natural bedrock vertical stepped face   27/07/2016 BA

117 D Mid yellowish brown over (116) - upper terrace localised redeposited slate and soil   27/07/2016 BA

118 D Lower terrace ,coarse gritty layer - slump downslope from wall (107)   28/07/2016 BA

119 D Clay butting wall 107 - a clay berm?   28/07/2016 BA

120 D Deposit over clay (119)   28/07/2016 BA

121  RECORD NUMBER NOT USED   29/07/2016 BA

122 D Thin (2cm) dark organic layer? buried soil? - remnant turf layer   29/07/2016 BA

123 D Fill of P/H (124)   29/07/2016 BA

124 C? Cut for P/H - located in lower terrace 018 but not confirmed   29/07/2016 BA

125 D Small Slate gritty below level (122) - localised spread   29/07/2016 BA

126 D Compact grey shillet over wall collapse in SW corner lower terrace = (128)   31/07/2016 RM

127 D same as (128) = mid terrace redeposited slate dump   31/07/2016 RM

128 B Possible wall? - mid terrace redeposited slate dump   01/08/2016 RM
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Context 
Number

Type (Cut/ 
Deposit/
Build)

Description Plan 
Number

Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

129 D SE quad of (107) wall collapse - part of wall slump (126) and (128)   01/08/2016 RM

130 D Layer overlying  steps in middle terrace - early redeposited slate levelling layer   02/08/2016 RM

131 B Steps - slate steps made of flagstones - an earlier wall-line beneath (107)?   02/08/2016 RM

132 D Dark organic layer below (130) - thin layer below step (131)   02/08/2016 RM

133 D Fill of cut (134)   02/08/2016 RM

134 C cut into `clay` (119)   02/08/2016 RM

135 B Paving floor in Lower terrace - sealed slate floor of a building?   02/08/2016 RM

136 B Wall same as (107) = intact well-preserved revetment terraced wall   02/08/2016 JG

137 D `Clayey` layer below steps (131)   03/08/2016 RM

138 D Shillety material beneath? (136) in lower terrace   03/08/2016 RM

Sample Inventory

Sample 
Number

Context 
Number

Quantity (Bags/
Litres)

Residue Mesh Size Description Plan 
Number

Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

200 102 40L Y 1mm Bulk Sample - Fractured Slate at W.end - localised  late spread under shallow 
overburden

  22/07/2016 BA

201 103 40L Y 2.5 & 1mm Bulk Sample Tip Layer - slate scree tip layer across entire trench   24/07/2016 BA

203 104 40L Y 2.5 & 1mm Bulk Sample Compacted Tip Layer - mid trench compacted slate dump   25/07/2016 BA

204 111 40L   Bulk Sample   26/07/2016 BA

205 112 40L   Bulk Sample   26/07/2016 BA

206 107 40L   Bulk Sample   27/07/2016 BA

207 113 40L Y 2.5 &1mm Bulk Sample Mid Terrace dark tip against slate natural - sealed localised redepos-
ited slate and soil

  27/07/2016 RM

208 117 30L   Bulk Sample   27/07/2016 RM

209 114 25L N sieved to 
1mm

slate only Bulk Sample Slip Material below (106) - redeposited dumps of slate and soil   27/07/2016 BA

210 115 20L   Bulk Sample   27/07/2016 RM

211 110 40L Y 2.5 & 1mm Bulk Sample Compact Layer upper terrace - eastern end of (106)   29/07/2016 RM

212 120 15L   Bulk Sample   29/07/2016 RM

213 107 *   1 small bag charcoal   29/07/2016 RM

214 122 *      29/07/2016 RM

215 123 *      29/07/2016 RM

216 126 40L Y 2.5 &1mm Bulk Sample   31/07/2016 RM

217 122 *   Bulk Sample   31/07/2016 RM

218 129 40L   Bulk Sample   01/08/2016 RM

219 130 40L   Bulk Sample   01/08/2016 RM

220 132 *   Bulk Sample   02/08/2016 RM
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Finds Inventory
Small Find 
Number

Context 
Number

Type Description Number Period Plan/ 
Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

 101 stone 2 perforated roofing slates 2   18/07/2016  

 101 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  18/07/2016  

 101 pot 3 sherds Biv amphora 3 PR  19/07/2016

 101 stone 3 perforated roofing slates (1 with grafitti Merels board) 3   19/07/2016

 101 stone 3 notched slates 3   19/07/2016  

 101 glass 2 shards pale blue-green late Roman? Glass (assessment RT Nov 2016) 2 late Ro-
man?

 20/07/2016

 101 stone 6 quartz fragments (worked?) 6   20/07/2016

 101 stone 2 water rounded quartz pebbles 2   20/07/2016

 101 stone 2 roofing slates (1 with grafitti - Merrels board?) 2   20/07/2016

 101 stone 1 notched slate 1   20/07/2016

 101 stone 6 quartz fragments (worked?) 6   20/07/2016

 101 stone 3 water rounded quartz pebbles 3   20/07/2016

 101 stone 1 water rounded pebble 1   20/07/2016

 101 stone 2 perforated slates (roofing?) 2   20/07/2016

 101 stone 1 notched slate 1   20/07/2016

 101 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR  20/07/2016

 101 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  20/07/2016

 101 pot 1 sherd Bv amphora 1 PR  20/07/2016

 101 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR  20/07/2016

1000 101 stone 1 quartzite pebble whetstone 1   251 20/07/2016  

 101 stone 2 water rounded white quartz pebbles 2   21/07/2016

 101 flint 1 water rounded flint pebble 1   21/07/2016

 101 flint 1 flint flake 1   21/07/2016

 101 stone 1 notched slate 1   21/07/2016

 101 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora (dec) 1 PR  21/07/2016

 101 pot 4 sherds Bi amphora 4 PR  21/07/2016

 101 pot 6 sherds ‘B’ ware 6 PR  21/07/2016

 101 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 PR  21/07/2016

 101 pot 1 sherd Bv amphora 1 PR  21/07/2016

 101 pot 1 sherd Native ware 1 PR  21/07/2016

 101 organics 1 peach stone - modern 1   21/07/2016

1001 102 stone 1 notched roof slate 1  251 21/07/2016  

1002 102 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora (dec) 1 PR  251 21/07/2016  

 103 stone 1 fragment of greenstone or haematite 1   22/07/2016  
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Small Find 
Number

Context 
Number

Type Description Number Period Plan/ 
Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

 103 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR  22/07/2016  

1003 103 pot    251   

1004 103 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR 251 22/07/2016  

1005 103 pot 1 sherd Bv? Amphora 1 PR 251 22/07/2016  

1006 102 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR 251 22/07/2016  

1007 103 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 251 22/07/2016  

1008 103 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR 251 22/07/2016  

1009 103 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR  251 22/07/2016  

1010 103 pot     251   

1011 103 stone 1 notched slate 1   252 22/07/2016  

1012 103 stone 1 notched slate 1   252 22/07/2016  

1013 103 stone 1 notched slate 1   252 22/07/2016  

1014 103 pot 2 sherds Bi amphora 2 PR  252 22/07/2016  

1015 103 pot 2 sherds ‘B’ ware 2 PR  252 22/07/2016  

1016 103 stone 1 fragment of greenstone 1   252 22/07/2016  

1017 103 stone 1 incised slate, possibly trimmed. 1   251 22/07/2016  

1018 103 pot 1 neck sherd Biv amphora 1 PR  252 22/07/2016  

1019 103 stone 1 pebble slate disc (counter?) 1  252 22/07/2016  

1020 103 pot 1 large sherd Bv amphora 1 PR 252 22/07/2016  

1021 103 pot 1 sherd Bv amphora 1 PR 252 22/07/2016  

 103 stone 1 notched slate 1  252 24/07/2016  

1022 103 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 PR 252 24/07/2016  

1023 103 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR 252 24/07/2016  

1024 105 pot 1 large handle sherd Bv amphora 1 PR 252 24/07/2016  

1025 105 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR 252 24/07/2016  

1026 103 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR 252 24/07/2016  

1027 103 pot 1 sherd Imported Coarseware 1 PR 252 24/07/2016  

1028 105 pot 2 co-joining sherds ‘B’ ware 2 PR 252 24/07/2016  

 103 stone 1 quartz flake (worked?) 1  252 25/07/2016  

1029 108 pot 1 fragment amphora stopper. Bv fabric. 1 PR 252 25/07/2016  

1030 103 stone 1 notched slate 1  252 25/07/2016  

1031 103 pot 1 sherd Bv amphora 1 PR 252 25/07/2016  

1032 103 stone 1 notched slate 1  252 25/07/2016  

1033 103 stone 1 notched slate 1  252 25/07/2016  

1034 103 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 PR 252 25/07/2016  
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Small Find 
Number

Context 
Number

Type Description Number Period Plan/ 
Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

1035 103 pot 2 small sherds ARSW? 2 PR  252 25/07/2016  

1036 103 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR 252 25/07/2016  

1037 103 stone 1 lump of haematite 1  252 25/07/2016  

1038 103 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR 252 25/07/2016  

1039 104 stone 1 notched slate 1  252 25/07/2016  

1040 104 stone 1 notched slate 1  252 25/07/2016

1041 104 stone 1 notched slate 1  252 25/07/2016

1042 104 stone 1 notched slate 1  252 25/07/2016

1043 104 pot 1 sherd Bii ? amphora 1 PR 252 25/07/2016

1044 103 stone 1 T shaped slate 1  252 25/07/2016

1045 103 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 252 25/07/2016

1046 103 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR 252 25/07/2016

1047 103 pot 3 sherds Bii amphora 3 PR 252 25/07/2016

1048 103 stone 1 quartz fragment 1  252 25/07/2016  

 112 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora from sample <205> 1 PR 252 26/07/2016

1049 110 stone 1 notched slate 1 252 26/07/2016

1050 104 pot 1 fragment of amphora stopper in Bi fabric 1 PR 252 26/07/2016

1051 104 bone 1 bone fragment 1 252 26/07/2016

1052 104 stone 1 quartz fragment (worked?) 1 252 26/07/2016

1053 103 pot 1 fragment of amphora stopper in Bi fabric 1 PR 252 26/07/2016

1054 104 pot 1 heavily abraded sherd ‘B’ ware? 1 PR 252 26/07/2016

1055 107 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR 252 26/07/2016

1056 105 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR 252 26/07/2016

1057 105 pot 2 sherds ‘B’ ware 2 PR 252 26/07/2016

1058 112 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR 252 26/07/2016

1059 103 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 252 26/07/2016

1060 107 stone 1 notched slate 1 252 26/07/2016

1061 107 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 252 26/07/2016

1062 107 pot 1 sherd Bii? amphora 1 PR 252 26/07/2016

1063 107 pot 1 sherd Bi (dec) 1 PR 252 26/07/2016

1064 107 stone 1 slate disc amphora stopper 1 PR 252 26/07/2016

1065 107 stone 1 notched slate 1  252 26/07/2016  

 107 stone 1 water rounded white quartz pebble 1  252 27/07/2016

 112 stone 1 quartz flake (worked?) 1  252 27/07/2016

1066 112 pot 2 sherds Native ware 2 PR 252 27/07/2016
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Small Find 
Number

Context 
Number

Type Description Number Period Plan/ 
Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

1067 105 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware, possibly Bv? 1 PR 252 27/07/2016

1068 103 glass 1 rim shard Post-Roman glass (Decorated) part of a bowl? (assessment RT Nov 
2016)

1 mid-6th 
century AD, 
Campbell 
2007, Ca

252 27/07/2016

1069 103 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 PR 252 27/07/2016

1070 103 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 PR 252 27/07/2016

1071 117 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 252 27/07/2016

1072 117 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora. 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR 252 27/07/2016

1073 117 stone 1 quartz flake (worked?) 1  252 27/07/2016

1074 113 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 252 27/07/2016

1075 107 pot 1 Bv amphora handle 1 PR 252 27/07/2016

1076 113 pot 1 sherd Imported Coarseware 1 PR 252 27/07/2016

1077 113 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 252 27/07/2016

1078 105 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 252 27/07/2016

1079 105 pot 6 sherds Bv 6 PR 252 27/07/2016

1080 105 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora (dec) 1 PR 252 27/07/2016  

 u/s pot 1 sherd Native ware 1 PR 252 28/07/2016

1081 113 bone 1 bone fragment 1  252 28/07/2016

1082 114 stone 1 notched slate 1  252 28/07/2016

1083 114 stone 1 notched slate 1  252 28/07/2016

1084 115 stone 1 notched slate 1  252 28/07/2016

1085 107 pot 1 rim sherd Medieval pottery 11th to 12th centuries? 1 PCM 252 28/07/2016

1086 107 pot 1 basal sherd of a Bi amphora 1 PR 252 28/07/2016  

 107 charcoal Charcoal fragments from sample <213>   252  

 108 pot 2 sherds ‘B’ ware 2 PR 252 29/07/2016

 110 stone 1 notched slate from sample <211> 1  252 29/07/2016

 110 stone 1 notched slate from sample <211> 1  252 29/07/2016

1087 118 stone 1 notched slate 1  252 29/07/2016

1088 118 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 252 29/07/2016

1089 120 pot 1 sherd Bii ? Amphora 1 PR 252 29/07/2016

1090 120 stone 1 slate disc 1  252 29/07/2016

1091 120 stone 1 notched slate 1  252 29/07/2016

1092 121 stone 1 slate disc 1  252 29/07/2016

1093 105 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR 252 29/07/2016

1094 103 bone 1 bone fragment 1  252 29/07/2016

1095 107 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 252 29/07/2016
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Small Find 
Number

Context 
Number

Type Description Number Period Plan/ 
Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

1096 107 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora (dec) 1 PR 252 29/07/2016

1097 107 pot 2 co-joining fragments forming 1 large sherd of Bv amphora 2 PR 252 29/07/2016

1098 107 metalwork 1 iron projectile point (arrowhead?) X-ray shows Probable hunting spear with tip 
missing and broken shaft (Assessment JF 28.11.16)

1 length 
52mm 
probably 
originally 
60-70mm 
long

252 29/07/2016

1099 121 glass 1 rim shard glass Post-Roman bowl (assessment RT Nov 2016) 1 Mid-6th 
century AD, 
Campbell 
2007, C

252 29/07/2016

1100 107 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 252 29/07/2016

1101 107 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 252 29/07/2016

1102 107 stone 1 slate disc amphora stopper 1 PR 252 29/07/2016

1102 107 stone 1 notched slate 1  252 31/07/2016

1103 122 pot 1 neck/shoulder sherd Native Ware 1 PR 252 29/07/2016

1104 122 pot 1 sherd Native ware 1 PR 252 29/07/2016  

 103 flint 2 water rounded flint pebbles 2  252 31/07/2016

 103 stone 12 water rounded quartz pebbles 12  252 31/07/2016

 122 pot 2 sherds Medieval pot associated with SF1115 from sample 2 PCM 252 31/07/2016

 122 pot 5 sherds (2 rim, 3 body) Medieval ware from wet sieving 5  252 31/07/2016

 122 metalwork 1 Fe object - fragment of a nail (Assessment JF 28.11.16) 1  252 31/07/2016

1105 126 pot 1 fragment of an amphora stopper 1/8 complete in Bii fabric 1 PR 252 31/07/2016

1106 107     252  

1107 107 stone 1 double notched slate 1  252 31/07/2016

1108 107 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 252 31/07/2016

1108 107 metalwork 1 Fe object. Stone with mica in it? ?granite. Possible Tin ore TBC (Assessment JF 
28.11.16)

1  252 31/07/2016

1109      252  

1110      252  

1111 126 stone 1 highly polished pebble whetstone fragment 1  252 31/07/2016

1112 107 stone 1 highly polished water rounded pebble 1  252 31/07/2016

1113 111 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 252 31/07/2016

1114 122 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 252 31/07/2016

1115 122 metalwork 1 Fe object adhering to pot rusted nail shank and head (Assessment JF 28.11.16) 1 length 
30mm

252 31/07/2016

1116 111 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora (dec) 1 PR 252 31/07/2016

1117 122 pot 1 sherd Bii ? amphora 1 PR 252 31/07/2016

1118 107 pot 1 basal angle sherd Native ware 1 PR 252 31/07/2016
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Small Find 
Number

Context 
Number

Type Description Number Period Plan/ 
Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

1119 107 bone Numerous animal bone fragments   252 31/07/2016

1120 107 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora (dec) 1 PR 252 31/07/2016

1121 122 pot 13 sherds Medieval ware 13 PCM 252 31/07/2016

1121 122 metalwork 6 fragments of iron work Rectangular iron shank in a mass of corrosion. ?nail (As-
sessment JF 28.11.16)

6  252 31/07/2016  

1122 113 pot 1 neck sherd Biv amphora 1 PR 252 01/08/2016

1123 113 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 252 01/08/2016

1124 127 pot 2 sherds Bi amphora 2 PR 252 01/08/2016

1125 128 pot 1 handle sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 252 01/08/2016

1126 128 stone ? 1 fragment stone? Possibly pot? 1  252 01/08/2016

1127 128 pot 1 sherd Bv amphora 1 PR 252 01/08/2016

1128 128 pot 1 large sherd forming the complete profile of a ‘D’ ware bowl 1 PR 252 01/08/2016  

 105 stone 1 perforated slate 1  252 02/08/2016

 105 pot 2 sherds ‘B’ ware 2 PR 252 02/08/2016

 107 pot 2 sherds of ‘B’ ware 2 PR 252 02/08/2016

 122 pot 1 sherd medieval pot 1 PCM 252 02/08/2016

 122 pot 6 sherds (2 basal angle) Medieval pot 6 PCM 252 02/08/2016

 122 metalwork 1 Fe object ?slag (Assessment JF 28.11.16) 1  252 02/08/2016

 126 glass 1 shard trail decorated Post-Roman glass form unknown (assessment RT Nov 2016) 1 Mid-6th 
century AD, 
Campbell 
2007, C

252  

 126 stone 11 quartz fragments from sample <216> 11  252 02/08/2016

 126 stone 1 slate disc from sample <216> 1  252 02/08/2016

 126 pot 4 sherds ‘B’ ware from sample <216> 4 PR 252 02/08/2016

 129 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR 252 02/08/2016

 129 pot 4 sherds Native ware from sample <218> 4 PR 252  

 129 stone 2 water rounded pebbles 2  252 02/08/2016

 130 metalwork 1 fe object. Penanular brooch terminal? (Assessment JF 28.11.16) 1 c 35mm 252 02/08/2016

1129 128 metalwork 1 fe object in a mass of corrosion. Probably a nail or stud (Assessment JF 28.11.16) 1  252 02/08/2016

1130 129 pot 1 fragment, about 1/2 of an amphora stopper in Bi fabric 1 PR 252 02/08/2016

1131 130 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR 252 02/08/2016

1132 130 pot 1 basal angle sherd Medieval pot 1 PCM 252 02/08/2016

1133 130 pot 1 sherd Bii ? Amphora 1 PR 252 02/08/2016

1134 130 pot 1 sherd Medieval pot 1 PCM 252 02/08/2016

1135 129 metalwork 1 Fe object. Probably head of a nail with circular shank broken off at the top (assess-
ment JF 28.11.16)

1  252 02/08/2016
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Small Find 
Number

Context 
Number

Type Description Number Period Plan/ 
Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

1136 129 metalwork 1 Fe ring headed pin (Brooch?) X-ray shows Pennanular brooch (Assessment JF 
28.11.16)

1 PR 32mm 
diameter

252 02/08/2016  

 U/S pot 4 sherds Bi amphora (2 dec) 4 PR 252 03/08/2016

 U/S pot 1 sherd Native ware 1 PR 252 03/08/2016

 U/S pot 4 sherds Medieval ware 4 PCM 252 03/08/2016

 U/S stone 1 large perforated sub-rectangular roofing slate 1  252 03/08/2016

 U/S stone 1 slate disc. Amphora stopper? 1  252  

 130 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora from sample <219> 1 PR 252 03/08/2016

 130 stone 1 water rounded pebble from sample <219> 1  252 03/08/2016

 130 pot 5 sherds (4 basal angles) Medieval pot from sample <219> 5 PCM 252 03/08/2016

1137 135 bone Several fragments of animal bone   252 03/08/2016

1138 135 pot 1 rim sherd Medieval pot 1 PCM 252 03/08/2016

1139 137 pot 1 sherd Medieval pot 1 PCM 252 03/08/2016  
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Appendix 2: Records inventories Trench Isolde
Context inventory

Context 
Number

Type (Cut/ 
Deposit/
Build)

Description Plan Number Section Num-
ber

Date Recorder 
Initials

300 D Turf - maritime sward across entire trench  455 19/07/2016 MB

301 D Clearance layer below (300) topsoil across entire trench  455 19/07/2016 MB

302 D Deposit below (301) - slumped overburden loosely compacted loam and degraded slate western upper zone of trench 451,450 455 19/07/2016 MB

303 D Deposit below (306) - dark soft silt clay in western part of trench primary layer 451 455 20/07/2016 MB

304 D Slate rubble overlying possible wall of building (305) - in eastern zone of trench slate rubble deposit 450 455 20/07/2016 MB

305 B Possible Wall/Structure - probable collapsed remains of a stone wall 450,451,454 455 20/07/2016 MB

306 B Possible Structure/track? Compacted artificial layer in mid trench - an old trackway? 451,454 455 24/07/2016 MB

307 D Deposit infilling between (305)& natural bedrock similar to (303)  remnant traces of wall bonding material? 451 455 25/07/2016 MB

Sample inventory

Sample 
Number

Context 
Number

Quantity (Bags/
Litres)

Residue Mesh 
Size

Description Plan Number Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

400 302 60L Y 1mm Deposit below (301) Turf - maritime sward across entire trench 450,451 455 21/07/2016 MB

401 304 60L   Slate rubble deposit overlying poss. Building (305)(infilling) 450,451 455 22/07/2016 MB

402 303 110L Y 1mm Deposit below (302) overlying bedrock Deposit below (306) - dark soft silt clay in western part 
of trench primary layer

451 455 27/07/2016 MB

403 307 20L   Deposit infilling between (305) & natural Bedrock(same as (303)? 451 455 27/07/2016 MB

404 306 40L   Compacted Trackway Layer beneath (302) 451,454 455 28/07/2016 MB
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Small finds inventory

Small Find 
Number

Context 
Number

Type Description Number Period Plan/ Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

 U/S stone 2 notched slates 2   18/07/2016  MB

 301 stone 3 quartz fragments (worked?) 3   19/07/2016 MB

 301 stone 1 perforated slate (with Delabole butterfly fossil) 1   19/07/2016 MB

 301 stone 1 worked? Slate 1   19/07/2016 MB

2000 302 pot 1 ridge tile fragment. Medieval. 13th century. Lostwithiel fabric 1 MED  452 19/07/2016  MB

 301 stone 1 notched slate 1   20/07/2016  MB

 301 stone 1 quartz flake (worked?) 1   20/07/2016  MB

 301 pot 3 sherds Bi amphora 3 PR  20/07/2016  MB

 301 Misc 1 Modern shoe heel 1 MOD  20/07/2016  MB

 301 pot 2 ‘B’ ware sherds 2 PR  21/07/2016  MB

 301 stone 2 quartz fragments 2   21/07/2016  MB

 301 stone 1 perforated slate 1   21/07/2016  MB

 301 stone 1 notched slate 1   21/07/2016  MB

 302 stone 1 quartz crystal 1   21/07/2016  MB

 302 stone 2 notched slates 2   21/07/2016  MB

2001 302 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora (dec) 1 PR  452 21/07/2016  MB

2002 302 pot 8 sherds Bi amphora 8 PR  452 21/07/2016  MB

 302 stone 1 notched slate 1   22/07/2016  MB

 304 pot 2 sherds Bii amphora 2 PR  22/07/2016  MB

 304 stone 3 notched slates 3   22/07/2016  MB

2003 302 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR  452 22/07/2016  MB

 304 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR  24/07/2016  MB

 304 stone 3 notched slates 3   24/07/2016  MB

 304 stone 1 water rounded quartz pebble 1   24/07/2016  MB

 304 stone 1 quartz flake (worked?) 1   24/07/2016  MB

2004 302 pot 3 sherds Bii amphora 3 PR  452 24/07/2016  MB

2005 302 pot 2 sherds Medieval pot. Lostwithiel type ware? 2 MED  452 24/07/2016  MB

2006 302 metalwork 3 Fe fragments X-ray shows half a horseshoe and nail. These types of horseshoes 
are for slightly larger ponies (Assessment JF 28.11.16)

3 Roman? 
Length 
9cm and 
nail length 
31mm

 452 24/07/2016  MB

2007 302 pot 1 amphora stopper fragment. Bi fabric. 1 PR  452 24/07/2016  MB

2008 302 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  452 24/07/2016  MB

2008 302 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 PR  452 24/07/2016  MB
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Small Find 
Number

Context 
Number

Type Description Number Period Plan/ Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

2008 302 pot 2 sherds ‘B’ ware 2 PR  452 24/07/2016  MB

2009 304 pot 2 sherds Bii amphora 2 PR  452 24/07/2016  MB

2010 304 pot 2 sherds Medieval pottery? Imported Coarseware? 2 PCM  452 24/07/2016  MB

 304 stone 1 quartz flake (worked?) 1   25/07/2016  MB

2011 304 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR  452 25/07/2016  MB

 301 pot 1 fragment of an amphora stopper. Bv or Bii fabric 1 PR  26/07/2016  MB

 302 stone 1 water rounded pebble 1   26/07/2016  MB

 304 stone 2 water rounded white quartz pebbles 2   26/07/2016  MB

2012 304 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  452 26/07/2016  MB

2012 304 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR  452 26/07/2016  MB

 304 stone 1 water rounded white quartz pebble 1   27/07/2016  MB

2013 303 pot 3 sherds Bi amphora 3 PR  452 27/07/2016  MB

2013 303 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR  452 27/07/2016  MB

2014 303 pot 1 fragment of an amphora stopper in Bi fabric 1 PR  452 27/07/2016  MB

2015 303 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora (dec) 1 PR  452 27/07/2016  MB

2016 303 pot 2 sherds Bi amphora 2 PR 452 452 27/07/2016  MB

2017 303 pot 1 sherd Imported Coarseware 1 PR  452 27/07/2016  MB

2018 303 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  452 27/07/2016  MB

2019 303 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  452 27/07/2016  MB

2020 303 pot 2 sherds Bv amphora 2 PR  452 27/07/2016  MB

2021 303 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora (dec) 1 PR  452 27/07/2016  MB

2022 307 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  452 27/07/2016  MB

2022 307 pot 1 sherd Imported Coarseware 1 PR  452 27/07/2016  MB

 306 pot 1 sherd of Bi amphora from sample <404> 1 PR  28/07/2016  MB

2023 303 pot 3 sherds Imported Coarseware 3 PR  453 28/07/2016  MB

2024 303 glass 1 shard of Post-Roman glass - small body fragment form unknown (assessment RT 
Nov 2016)

1 late 6th/
early 7th 
century AD, 
Campbell 
C/D

 453 28/07/2016  MB

2025 303 glass 1 shard of pale green cone beaker of Post-Roman date c AD575-626 (assessment RT 
Nov 2016) 

1 unusual 
late 6th/
early 7th 
century AD

 453 28/07/2016  MB

2026 303 pot 1 sherd Native ware 1 PR  453 28/07/2016  MB

2027 303 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  453 28/07/2016  MB

2028 303 pot 2 sherds Bi amphora 2 PR  453 28/07/2016  MB

2029 303 pot 1 large sherd Bi amphora  joins with SF 2030 1 PR  453 28/07/2016  MB
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Small Find 
Number

Context 
Number

Type Description Number Period Plan/ Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

2030 303 pot 1 large sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  453 28/07/2016  MB

2031 303 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  453 29/07/2016  MB

2032 303 pot 2 sherds Native ware 2 PR  453 29/07/2016  MB
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Appendix 3: Records inventories Trench Mark 
Context Inventory

Context 
Number

Type (Cut/ Depos-
it/Build)

Description Plan Number Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

700 D Turf with light topsoil - maritime sward across entire trench  861,862 18/07/2016 RS

701 D Clearance material dark organic slit -subsoil across entire trench area 853 861,862 18/07/2016 RS

702 D Stoney layer North edge of trench - weathered pocket of natural slate 853,854  19/07/2016 RS

703 D Large stone in NE of trench - displaced lump of bedrock 853,854,855,857 861,862 19/07/2016 RS

704 B Wall southern edge of trench - major stone revetment wall 852,853,857,858,849  19/07/2016 RS

705 D Surface layer on N side of wall (704) - localised redeposited stony soil 855  19/07/2016 RS

706 D Collapsed slate layer on S side of wall - revetment wall (704) localised collapse 852.,853  19/07/2016 RS

707 D Underneath collapsed Stone(706) - upper midden layer 857.,858 862 19/07/2016 RS

708 D Mid brown reddish soil covering (709) - contained in central area of trench Mark built up after levelling 858 862 20/07/2016 RS

709 D Slate & demolition material sealed by (708) - demolition and levelling layer 856,857,858,860 862 20/07/2016 RS

710 D Stoney collapse N side of wall (704) - stony collapse parallel to inner face of (704). Displaced structural material? 857.,859  21/07/2016 RS

711 D Deposit under (707) - middle midden layer 857 862 21/07/2016 RS

712 D Fill of wall S side - bonding matrix of wall (704) 857.,858  22/07/2016 RS

713 D Reddish brown silty layer N end of trench - localised at extreme northern end of trench Mark 855,857,858 861 22/07/2016 RS

714 D Yellowish layer under(710) and fill of gully (715) 857,860 862 24/07/2016 RS

715 B Drain (& wall) - possible stone-lined gully running parallel to inner face of wall (704) 860  26/07/2016 RS

716 D Fill of wall (717) to W of trench - only partially sampled. 854.,860  26/07/2016 RS

717 B W wall slate & quartz stone - well preserved slate and stone wall on w side of trench 860  26/07/2016 RS

718 D Deposit on E side of W (717) wall - same as (716) 860  26/07/2016 RS

719 D Layer W side of W (717) wall 860  26/07/2016 RS

720 B East-West  wall - poorly preserved stone and slate wall 860  27/07/2016 RS

721 D Layer under(713) & part of (715) - localised in extreme northern end of trench Mark 854.,860 861 27/07/2016 RS

722 D Brown soil layer under(709) - traces of an occupation layer within a building? 856  28/07/2016 RS

723 B Possible floor slab under (722) - in situ floor? 860  28/07/2016 RS

724 D Collapsed W wall (724) deposit slates at various steep angles - wall (724) slump 860  28/07/2016 RS

725 D Dark brown loose loam layer with charcoal under (711) - lowest midden layer  862 28/07/2016 RS

726 D Shillet type layer below (709) - similar to (722) 860 862 28/07/2016 RS
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Sample Inventory

Sample 
Number

Context 
Number

Quantity (Bags/
Litres)

Residue Mesh 
Size

Description Plan Number Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

800 707 20L   Underneath (706) 857.,858 862 20/07/2016 RM

801 708 20L   Underneath (701) above (709) 858 862 21/07/2016  RM

802 714 30L   Underneath (710) 857,860 862 24/07/2016  RM

803 708 20L   Matrix within stones (709) 858 862 24/07/2016  RS

804 713 20L   NE corner reddish soil 855,857,858 861 24/07/2016  RS

805 722 20L Y 2.5 & 
1mm

Under (709) Brown soil layer under (709) - traces of an occupation layer within a building?  856  29/07/2016  RS

806 711 80L Y 1mm Under (707) Deposit under (707) - middle midden layer 857 862 31/07/2016  RS

807 725 30L Y 1mm under (711) Dark brown loose loam layer with charcoal under (711) - lowest midden layer   862 31/07/2016  RS

Finds Inventory

Small Find 
Number

Context 
Number

Type Description Number Period Plan/ Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

4000 701 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 PR  851 18/07/2016  RS

4001 701 stone 1 stone with double cup marks 1   851 18/07/2016  RS

4002 701 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware possibly Bii? 1 PR  851 19/07/2016  RS

4003 701 stone 1 water rounded pebble 1   851 19/07/2016  RS

4004 701 stone Natural stone - picked up as pot 1   851 19/07/2016 RS

4005 705 stone 1 notched slate 1   851 19/07/2016 RS

 706 pot 1 Bi amphora sherd (dec) 1 PR  851 20/07/2016 RS

4006 706 bone 1 calcined bone fragment 1 bone  851 20/07/2016 RS

4007 705 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  851 20/07/2016 RS

4008 705 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora (dec) 1 PR  851 20/07/2016 RS

4009 705 stone 1 water rounded pebble 1   851 20/07/2016 RS

4010  Charcoal Charcoal fragments  charcoal  851 20/07/2016 RS

4011 706 pot 1 Bi amphora sherd  1 PR  851  RS

4012 706 stone 1 water rounded pebble 1   851 20/07/2016 RS

4012 706 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  851 20/07/2016 RS

4013 706 stone 1 pebble 1   851  RS

4014 707 pot 1 basal angle sherd Native ware. 1 PR  851 20/07/2016 RS

4015 705 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware. Biv? 1 PR  851 20/07/2016 RS
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Small Find 
Number

Context 
Number

Type Description Number Period Plan/ Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

4016 707 stone 1 compass drawn slate disc 1   851 20/07/2016 RS

4017 707 pot 1 rims herd PRSW 1 PR  851 21/07/2016 RS

4018 705 pot 3 sherds Bi amphora 3 PR  851 21/07/2016 RS

4019 705 stone 1 water rounded quartz pebble 1   851 21/07/2016 RS

4020 705 stone 1 notched slate 1   851 21/07/2016 RS

4021 708 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  851 21/07/2016 RS

4022 708 stone 1 water rounded white quartz pebble 1   851 21/07/2016 RS

4023 701 pot 1 sherd Bii? 1 PR  851 21/07/2016 RS

4024 708 pot 1 sherd (small) ARSW? 1 PR  851 21/07/2016 RS

4025 701 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 PR  851 21/07/2016 RS

4026 708 flint 1 burnt flint core 1 flint  851 21/07/2016 RS

4027 708 pot 1 sherd Bii? Possibly Imported Coarseware? 1 PR  851 22/07/2016 RS

4028 708 stone 1 water rounded pebble 1   851 22/07/2016 RS

4029 708 stone 1 quartz fragment 1   851 22/07/2016 RS

4030 708 stone 1 notched slate 1   851 22/07/2016 RS

4031 708 stone 1 notched slate 1   851 22/07/2016 RS

4032 708 stone 1 large fragment of igneous stone. Granite? 1   851 22/07/2016 RS

4033 708 stone 1 water rounded quartz pebble 1   851 22/07/2016 RS

4034 708 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora (dec) 1 PR  851 22/07/2016 RS

4034 701 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR  851 22/07/2016 RS

4034 701 flint 1 piece of flint debitage 1 flint  851 22/07/2016 RS

4035 708 pot 1 sherd Imported Coarseware ? 1 PR  851 22/07/2016 RS

4036 708 stone 1 water rounded quartz pebble 1   851 22/07/2016 RS

4037 708 stone 1 unmarked stone 1   851  RS

4038 708 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  851 24/07/2016 RS

4039 713 pot 2 sherds Bi amphora 2 PR  851 24/07/2016 RS

4039 708 stone 1 granite? Fragment 1   851 22/07/2016 RS

4040 708 stone 1 water rounded quartz pebble 1   851 22/07/2016 RS

4041 713 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  851 22/07/2016 RS

4042 713 stone 1 water rounded quartz pebble 1   851 24/07/2016 RS

4043 713 stone 2 quartz fragments - natural 2   851 24/07/2016 RS

4044 713 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR  851 24/07/2016 RS

4045 701 stone 1 water rounded quartz pebble 1   851 24/07/2016 RS
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Small Find 
Number

Context 
Number

Type Description Number Period Plan/ Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

4046 714 pot 1 sherd Medieval pottery. Chert tempered ware? 1 PR  851 24/07/2016 RS

4047 709 stone 1 whetstone 1   851 24/07/2016 RS

4047 709 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR  851 24/07/2016 RS

4048 709 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware. Biv ? 1 PR  851 24/07/2016 RS

4049 709 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR  851 24/07/2016 RS

4050 709 pot 1 shoulder sherd Bii amphora with grafitti on surface 1 PR  851 24/07/2016 RS

4051 709 pot 4 sherds Bi amphora (dec) 4 PR  851 24/07/2016 RS

4052 702 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  851 25/07/2016 RS

4053 702 stone 1 natural stone fragment 1   851 25/07/2016 RS

4054 709 pot 1 sherd Native ware 1 PR  851 25/07/2016 RS

4055 709 stone 1 water rounded quartz pebble 1   851 25/07/2016 RS

4056 709 stone 1 water rounded quartz pebble 1   851 25/07/2016 RS

4057 709 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR  851 25/07/2016 RS

4058 709 stone 1 notched slate 1   851 25/07/2016 RS

4059 709 stone 1 notched slate 1   851 25/07/2016 RS

4060 713 pot 2 sherds Bii amphora 2 PR  851 25/07/2016 RS

4061 709 pot 1 sherd Biv? Amphora 1 PR  851 25/07/2016 RS

4062 704, 709? stone 1 notched and cupped slate 1   851 26/07/2016 RS

4063 711 pot 2 sherds ‘B’ ware 2 PR  851 26/07/2016 RS

4064 713 pot 4 sherds ‘B’ ware (3 Bii, 1 Bi) 4 PR  851 26/07/2016 RS

4065 713 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  851 26/07/2016 RS

4066 713 pot 1 sherd Imported Coarseware 1 PR  851 26/07/2016 RS

4067 713 pot 1 sherd Biv ? Amphora 1 PR  851 26/07/2016 RS

4068 713 pot 1 sherd Imported Coarseware 1 PR  851 26/07/2016 RS

4068 713 pot 2 sherds ‘B’ ware (1 Bii, 1 Biv) 2 PR  851 27/07/2016 RS

4069 716 pot 3 sherds Bi amphora 3 PR  851 26/07/2016 RS

4070 716 pot 1 fragment amphora stopper in Bi fabric 1 PR  851 26/07/2016 RS

4071 716 stone 1 water rounded quartz pebble 1   851 26/07/2016 RS

4072 716 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1   851 26/07/2016 RS

4073 718 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR  851 26/07/2016 RS

4074 713 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  851 27/07/2016 RS

4075 716 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 PR  851 27/07/2016 RS

4076 713 stone 2 water rounded white quartz pebbles 2 PR  851 27/07/2016 RS
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Number

Type Description Number Period Plan/ Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

4077 716 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 PR  851 27/07/2016 RS

4078 713 stone 1 notched slate 1   851 27/07/2016 RS

4079 713 stone 1 water rounded white quartz pebble 1   851 27/07/2016 RS

4080 713 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora (dec) 1 PR  851 27/07/2016 RS

4081 713 pot 1 sherd Bi (dec) 1 PR  851 27/07/2016 RS

4082 702 pot 1 sherd Native ware 1 PR  851 27/07/2016 RS

4083 716 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR  851 27/07/2016 RS

4084 702 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  851 27/07/2016 RS

4085 716 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR  851 27/07/2016 RS

4086 716 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 PR  851 27/07/2016 RS

4087 716 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 PR  851 27/07/2016 RS

4088 702 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR  851 27/07/2016 RS

4089 718 pot 1 sherd Bi (dec) 1 PR  851 27/07/2016 RS

4090 713 pot 3 sherds ‘B’ ware 3 PR  851 27/07/2016 RS

4091 703 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  851 28/07/2016 RS

4092 702 pot 1 sherd Oxford Colour Coated ware mortaria with grits 1 PR  851 28/07/2016 RS

4093 718 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 PR  851 28/07/2016 RS

4094 718 stone 1 water rounded pebble 1   851 28/07/2016 RS

4095 709 stone 1 large notched slate 1 PR  851 28/07/2016 RS

4096 722 pot 1 basal sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  851 28/07/2016 RS

4097 718 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1   851 28/07/2016 RS

4098 716 stone 1 water rounded pebble 1   851 28/07/2016 RS

4099 718 pot 1 sherd Imported Coarseware 1 PR  851 28/07/2016 RS

4100 722 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 PR  851 28/07/2016 RS

4101 722 stone I haematite? Fragment 1   851 28/07/2016 RS

4102 722 metalwork 3 FE fragments. Tanged knife? X-ray shows small tanged knife (As-
sessment JF 28.11.16)

3 length 8cm  851 28/07/2016 RS

4103 722 stone 1 notched slate 1   851 29/07/2016 RS

4104 722 pot 1 sherd Bv? Amphora 1 PR  851 29/07/2016 RS

4105 722 pot 2 sherds Bv? Amphora 2 PR  851 29/07/2016 RS

4106 722 metalwork 1 Fe object? X-ray shows amorphous lump, possibly part of a domestic 
fitting with a flat plate/strap element, hinge plate etc. Assessment 
suggests that it has structure which may be fabric (Assessment JF 
28.11.16).

1   851 29/07/2016 RS

4107 718 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  851 29/07/2016 RS
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Date Recorder 
Initials

4108 718 stone 1 water rounded quartz pebble 1   851 29/07/2016 RS

4109 701 pot 1 sherd Bv amphora 1 PR  851 29/07/2016 RS

4110 701 stone 1 small slate disc or counter 1   851 29/07/2016 RS

4111 704 metalwork 1 Fe object 1   851 29/07/2016 RS

4112 722 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1   851 29/07/2016 RS

4113 722 metalwork 1 Fe object concretion (Assessment JF 28.11.16) 1   851 29/07/2016 RS

4114 711 bone Bone fragments  bone  851 31/07/2016 RS

4115 711 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 PR  851 31/07/2016 RS

4116 711 stone 1 slate disc. Amphora stopper? 1 PR  851 31/07/2016 RS

4117 711 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR  851 31/07/2016 RS

4118 711 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR  851 31/07/2016 RS

4119 711 stone 1 worked slate 1   851 31/07/2016 RS

4120 714 pot 1 sherd Medieval pot 1 MED  851 31/07/2016 RS

4121 714 pot 1 sherd Medieval pot 1 MED  851 31/07/2016 RS

4122 714 bone 1 bone fragment 1 bone  851 31/07/2016 RS

4123 714 pot 1 sherd Medieval pot 1 PR  851 31/07/2016 RS

4124 723 stone 2 notched slates 2   851 31/07/2016 RS

4125 711 charcoal Charcoal fragments  charcoal  851 31/07/2016 RS

4126 711 stone 2 water rounded quartz pebbles. 1 notched slate 3   851 31/07/2016 RS

4127 711 stone 2 slate discs. 2 charcoal  851 31/07/2016 RS

4127 711 charcoal Charcoal fragments    851 31/07/2016 RS

4128       851  RS

4129 714 stone 1 highly polished beach cobble. Linen smoother ? 1   851 31/07/2016 RS

4130 714 glass 1 glass linen smoother - opaque brown (Assessment RT Nov 2016) 1 date range late 
9th to 13th cen-
turies AD (RT 
pers comm)

 851 31/07/2016 RS

4131 714 metalwork 1 Fe object. Tang of knife? X-ray shows iron loop with a possible 
ring head - dress fitting - similar to a hook and eye (Assessment JF 
28.11.16)

1 length 35mm  851 31/07/2016 RS

4131 714 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 PR  851 31/07/2016 RS

4132 714 bone 1 bone fragment 1 bone  851 31/07/2016 RS

4133 714 pot 1 sherd Bi (dec) 1 PR  851 31/07/2016 RS

4134 714 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR  851 31/07/2016 RS

4135 714 pot 3 sherds Medieval pot (2 rim sherds) 3 MED  851 31/07/2016 RS

4136 714 pot 1 sherd Medieval pot 1 MED  851 31/07/2016 RS



Tintagel Castle, Cornwall – TCARP16 Archive and Assessment Report – Excavations 2016 final version 
15/06/17

133

Small Find 
Number

Context 
Number

Type Description Number Period Plan/ Section 
Number

Date Recorder 
Initials

4137 725 pot 1 rim sherd E ware 1 PR  851 31/07/2016 RS

4138 709 metalwork 1 Fe object unidentifiable item (assessment JF 28.11.16) 1   851 01/08/2016 RS

4139 709 pot 1 sherd Medieval pot 1 MED  851 01/08/2016 RS

4140 709 stone 1 water rounded quartz pebble 1   851 01/08/2016 RS

4141 709 metalwork 1 Fe object. Corroded iron (assessment JF 28.11.16) 1   851 01/08/2016 RS

4142 714 pot 2 sherds Medieval pot 2 MED  851 01/08/2016 RS

4143 714 stone 1 fragment natural stone 1   851 01/08/2016 RS

4144 714 bone 1 animal bone 1 bone  851 02/08/2016 RS

4145 711 stone 2 haematite? Fragments 2   851 02/08/2016 RS

 U/S pot 1 sherd Bii amphora. 1 sherd Biv amphora. South Terrace U/S 2 PR  851 03/08/2016 RS
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Appendix 4: Records inventories Trench Geraint
Context Inventory

C o n t e x t 
Number

Type 
(Cut/ Deposit/Build)

Description Plan Num-
ber

S e c t i o n 
Number

Date Recorder Ini-
tials

500 D Turf - maritime sward across entire trench  652, 653 18/07/2016 BB

501 D Cleaning layer under turf - subsoil covering entire area of trench  652, 653 18/07/2016 BB

502 D Cleaning layer under turf above wall (503) site 319 - subsoil at southern end of trench  652 18/07/2016 BB

503 B Wall S end of trench major revetment wall - edge of southern terrace 650 654 18/07/2016 BB

504 D Masonry slip to S of (503) - on the outer face of revetment wall  652 19/07/2016 GB

505 D Dark soil layer below (504) - major midden deposit  652, 654 19/07/2016 GB

506 D Dark soil layer below (501) - appearance of being burnt - destruction layer?  652, 653 22/07/2016 GB

507 B Stone-built Wall edge of threshold to site 318 - one side of doorway 650  22/07/2016 GB

508 D Mass stony slate layer - upper demolition layer in 318 650  22/07/2016 GB

509 B Stone-built wall N of (503) N edge of site 319 - one side of doorway 650  22/07/2016 GB

510 D Mass stony slate demolition layer across site 319 - contiguous with (508) and contained by wall (503) 650  22/07/2016 GB

511 D Stoney layer beneath (506) demolition layer across site 318 - sealing the interior  652, 653 22/07/2016 GB

512 D thin small stones layer beneath (511) - remnant occupation layer and/or abandonment layer?  652, 653 22/07/2016 GB

513 D Large flat stone layer beneath (512) - flagged slate floor in situ inside room 318  652, 653 22/07/2016 GB

514 D beneath spread (508) occupation layer around wall (509) in site 319 primary layer 651  25/07/2016 GB

515 D beneath spread (510) occupation layer? In site 319 - primary layer 651  25/07/2016 GB

516 D Laid thin slate floor in site 319 - outside slate floor? 651  25/07/2016 GB

517 D Slate slip spread from wall (509) within site 319 - sealed spread of stones - early collapse/levelling 651  652 26/07/2016 GB

518 D Slate slip spread from wall (507) mid terrace - abandonment and slippage 651  26/07/2016 GB

519 D Soil layer under (518) S - remnant occupation layer? Contiguous with (525)? 651   652 27/07/2016 GB

520 D Soil layer under North of sondage - slumped abandonment soil and slate mix 651   652 27/07/2016 GB

522 D spillage of large stones from upper courses of wall (507) 651   652 27/07/2016 GB

523 B possible drain feature - though unlikely - not conclusive 651  28/07/2016 GB

524 B Steps /Stairs mid terrace between sites 318 and 319 - flight of 10 steps leading down from 318 towards space 
between 318 and 319

 652 28/07/2016 GB

525 D soil layer beneath steps (524) occupation layer primary deposit mid terrace  652 29/07/2016 GB

526 D Soil layer beneath (513) abutting wall (507) - clean mid grey brown floor layer - primary layer in room 318 - in 
a foundation cut or below the slate floor?

651  29/07/2016 GB

527 D Beneath Midden Layer (503) Natural? 651  654 01/08/2016 GB

528 D Blocking fill of gap in wall (503) not excavated 651  654 01/08/2016 GB

529 D Infill of core of wall (503) - bonding matrix 651  654 02/08/2016 GB

530 B Small stone foundation beneath and/or for wall (509)   02/08/2016 GB

531 D Upright stone odd? Placed in relation to terminal end of wall (509) - doorstop? 656  03/08/2016 GB

532 D Possible pit fill around (531) - not excavated 656  03/08/2016 GB
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C o n t e x t 
Number

Type 
(Cut/ Deposit/Build)

Description Plan Num-
ber

S e c t i o n 
Number

Date Recorder Ini-
tials

533 D Soil Matrix beneath steps (524) - made-up ground? Not excavated 656  03/08/2016 GB

534 D Possible Layered floor S of Steps (524) - Slate flagged floor - inside a building? 656  03/08/2016 GB

535 C?` Gulley feature by (507)? - not excavated     

Sample Inventory
S a m p l e 
Number

C o n t e x t 
Number

Q u a n t i t y 
(Bags/Litres)

Residue Mesh Size Description Plan Num-
ber

S e c t i o n 
Number

Date Recorder Ini-
tials

600 512 40L   Layer beneath demolition   22/07/2016 GB

601 506 30L   Dark layer above (512) 650  22/07/2016 GB

602 519 5L Y 2.5 & 1mm Dark layer beneath spill (518) Soil layer under (518) S - remnant occu-
pation layer? Contiguous with (525)?

651  26/07/2016 GB

603 520 30 Y 2.5 & 1mm Layer beneath wall spill Soil layer under North of sondage - slumped 
abandonment soil and slate mix

651  27/07/2016 GB

604 521 10L   Layer beneath (507) wall 651  27/07/2016 GB

605 505 120L   Made up ground beneath wall (503) - midden 650-1  29/07/2016 GB

Finds Inventory 
Small Find 
Number

C o n t e x t 
Number

Type Description 
Assessment comments January 2017 Maria Duggan pottery. 
Assessment comments Rachel Tyson glass 

Note B identifications by C Thorpe

Number Period P l a n / S e c t i o n 
Number

Date Recorder Ini-
tials

 501 pot 3 sherds Bi amphora 3 LRA1 4th -7th Cent 
AD

 18/07/2016

 501 bone 8 animal bone fragments, burnt and butchered 8 bone  18/07/2016  

 501 metalwork 1 Modern tin can top 1   19/07/2016

 501 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 LRA3 L5th to E 6th 
cent AD

 19/07/2016

 504 pot 4 sherds Bii amphora 4 LRA1 4th -7th Cent 
AD

 19/07/2016

 504 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 LRA2 5th to 7th Cent 
AD

 19/07/2016

 504 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR  19/07/2016

 504 stone 1 notched slate 1   19/07/2016  

 501 pot 1 sherd Bii ? Amphora 1 PR  20/07/2016

 501 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR  20/07/2016

 501 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 LRA3 L5th to E 6th 
cent AD

 20/07/2016

 501 stone 1 water rounded slate pebble 1   20/07/2016
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Small Find 
Number

C o n t e x t 
Number

Type Description 
Assessment comments January 2017 Maria Duggan pottery. 
Assessment comments Rachel Tyson glass 

Note B identifications by C Thorpe

Number Period P l a n / S e c t i o n 
Number

Date Recorder Ini-
tials

 502 bone 2 sheep teeth 2   20/07/2016

3000 506 stone 1 large slate (2 fragments) with cut marks on surface 1   650 20/07/2016 GB

 508 metalwork 1 Fe object - fragment of curved nail shank, rectangular section (Assessment JF 
28.11.16)

1   21/07/2016  

3001 512 pot 4 sherds Bi amphora 4 LRA1, LRA2, LRA3 
and LRA

 650 21/07/2016  

3002 512 charcoal Charcoal fragments    650 21/07/2016 SM

3003 512 pot 1 basal angle sherd Native ware 1 PR  650 21/07/2016 PH

3004 507 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 LRA2 5th to 7th Cent 
AD

 650 21/07/2016 JM

3005 512 glass 1 rim shard pale yellow-green from a bowl? (Assessment RT Nov 2016) 1 mid-6th century AD, 
Campbell 2007, C

 650 21/07/2016 PH

3006 512 metalwork 1 Fe object. X-ray shows corrosion with a tang and a little hook. Possible dress hook 
(Assessment by JF 28.11.16)

1 Fe length 37mm 650 21/07/2016 PH

3007 512 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 LRA1, LRA2, LRA3 
and LRA

650 22/07/2016 PH

3008 508 pot 1 sherd Imported Coarseware 1 PR 650 22/07/2016 PH

3009 512 charcoal Charcoal fragments   650 22/07/2016 PH

3010 510 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR 650 22/07/2016 JM

3011 512 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR 650 22/07/2016 PM

3012 508 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR 650 22/07/2016 JM

3013 512 pot 1 sherd Bi (dec) 1 PR 650 22/07/2016 PH

3014 508 Charcoal Charcoal fragments   650 22/07/2016 JM

3015 512 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR 650 22/07/2016 PH

3016 512 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR 650 22/07/2016 PH

3017 512 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 650 22/07/2016 PH

3018 508 metalwork 1 Fe object. Casting sprue? or tang? X-ray shows square headed tack 1  650 22/07/2016 JM

3019 508 pot 1 large sherd Bv amphora with ridged exterior 1 PR 650 22/07/2016 GB

3020 508 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora (dec) 1 LRA1, LRA2, and LRA 650 22/07/2016 LO

3021 512 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR 650 22/07/2016 PH

3022 508 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR 650 22/07/2016 JM

3023 510 pot Small sherd 1 PR 650 24/07/2016 JM

3024 510 pot 1 rims herd PRSW 1 LRC 650 24/07/2016 JM

3025 510 pot 2 amphora sherds (1x Bi, 1x Bii) 2 LRA1, LRA2, LRA3 
and LRA

650 24/07/2016 JM

3026 510 pot 1 sherd Bv amphora 1 PR 650 24/07/2016 JM
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Small Find 
Number

C o n t e x t 
Number

Type Description 
Assessment comments January 2017 Maria Duggan pottery. 
Assessment comments Rachel Tyson glass 

Note B identifications by C Thorpe

Number Period P l a n / S e c t i o n 
Number

Date Recorder Ini-
tials

3027 510 pot 3 sherds ‘B’ ware. 3 PR 650 24/07/2016 JM

3028 510 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR 650 24/07/2016 JM

3029 508 pot 6 sherds Bii amphora 6 PR 650 24/07/2016 LO

3030 508 charcoal 1 charcoal fragment   650 24/07/2016 LO

3031 508 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora (dec) 1 PR 650 24/07/2016 AB

3032 512 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR 650 24/07/2016 PM

3033 512 charcoal charcoal fragments   650 24/07/2016 SM

3034 512 stone Natural decayed iron concretion. Recorded as slag 1  650 24/07/2016 GB

3035 514 stone Natural decayed iron concretion. Recorded as slag 1  650 24/07/2016 AB

3036 514 stone 1 slate spindle whorl 1  650 24/07/2016 LO

3037 514 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora (dec) 1 LRA1, LRA2 and 
LRA3

650 24/07/2016 AB

3038 512 metalwork 1 Fe object? Concretion adhering to slate? Described as slag. Unidentifiable (Assess-
ment JF 28.11.16)

1  650 24/07/2016 PM

3039 510 pot 1 sherd Bii ? Amphora 1 PR  651 24/07/2016 AB

3040 508 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR 651 24/07/2016 LO

 512 charcoal Charcoal fragments   651 25/07/2016

 512 pot 3 sherds ‘B’ ware 3 PR 651 25/07/2016

3041 515 metalwork 1 Fe fragment. X-ray shows frag of knife with a bent tang (assessment JF 28.11.16) 1 L 30mm 651 25/07/2016 PM

3042 515 metalwork 1 Fe object ? Unidentifiable (assessment JF 28.11.16) 1  651 25/07/2016 PM

3043 515 pot 1 sherd Native ware 1 PR 651 25/07/2016 PM

3044 515 bone 8 fragments of animal bone 8 bone 651 25/07/2016 PM

3045 515 pot 1 sherd ARSW ? 1 PR 651 25/07/2016 PM

 U/S stone 1 notched slate 1  651 26/07/2016

3046 515 stone 1 slate disc 1  651 26/07/2016 PH

3047 510 pot 1 basal angle sherd Native ware 1 PR 651 26/07/2016 PH

3048 510 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 651 26/07/2016 PH

3049 510 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR 651 26/07/2016 PH

3050 517 pot 1 sherd Bv amphora 1 PR 651 26/07/2016 JM

3051 517 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora. Possibly Bv ? 1 PR 651 26/07/2016 EP

3052 517 metalwork 1 Fe object? Corroded iron (assessment JF 28.11.16) 1  651 26/07/2016 JM

3053 517 stone Natural sandstone fragment 1  651 26/07/2016 PM

3054 517 charcoal Charcoal fragments   651 26/07/2016 JM



Tintagel Castle, Cornwall – TCARP16 Archive and Assessment Report – Excavations 2016 final version 
15/06/17

138

Small Find 
Number

C o n t e x t 
Number

Type Description 
Assessment comments January 2017 Maria Duggan pottery. 
Assessment comments Rachel Tyson glass 

Note B identifications by C Thorpe

Number Period P l a n / S e c t i o n 
Number

Date Recorder Ini-
tials

3055 517 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 LRA1, LRA2 and 
LRA3

651 26/07/2016 JM

3056 517 charcoal Charcoal fragments   651 26/07/2016 JM

3057 516 charcoal Charcoal fragments   651 26/07/2016 PM

3058 517 charcoal Charcoal fragments   651 26/07/2016 EP

3059 516 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 LRA2 5th to 7th Cent 
AD

651 26/07/2016 PM

3060 517 stone Iron two interlocking figure of eight chain links - possible key chain (Assessment JF 
28.11.16) 

1 length of complete 
one is 4cm

651 26/07/2016 EP

3061 517 stone 1 notched slate 1  651 26/07/2016 JM

3062 517 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 651 26/07/2016 JM

3063 517 metalwork 1 Fe object. Nail? Brooch? 1  651 26/07/2016 JM

3064 517 charcoal Charcoal fragments   656 26/07/2016 JM

3065 517 stone Natural stone fragment 1  656 26/07/2016 JM

3066 517 metalwork 4 Fe objects? Rust deposits, possibly part of a nail shank (Assessment JF 28.11.16) 4 Roman? 656 26/07/2016 JM

3067 517 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR 656 26/07/2016 JM

3068 517 glass 1 rim shard pale yellow-green form of Post-Roman glass unknown (Assessment RT 
Nov 2016)

1 late 6th/early 7th cen-
tury AD, Campbell 
2007, C/D

656 26/07/2016 JM

3069 517 stone 1 water rounded pebble 1  656 26/07/2016 JM

3070 518 stone 1 notched slate 1  651 26/07/2016 CW

3071 518 charcoal Charcoal fragments   651 26/07/2016 ER

3072 518 stone 1 water rounded pebble 1  651 26/07/2016 CW

3073 518 stone 1 grooved slate disc 1  651 26/07/2016 CW

3074 517 pot 1 sherd Bi (dec) 1 PR 651 27/07/2016 JM

3075 520 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware. Bii? 1 LRA1, LRA2 651 27/07/2016 ER

3076 517 charcoal Charcoal fragments   651 27/07/2016 JM

3077 517 charcoal Charcoal fragments   651 27/07/2016 JM

3078 517 pot 2 sherds Bi amphora 2 PR 651 27/07/2016 JM

3079 517 charcoal Charcoal fragments   651 27/07/2016 JM

3080 517 charcoal Charcoal fragments   651 27/07/2016 JM

3081 520 stone 1 notched stone 1  651 27/07/2016 CW

3082 518 stone 1 water rounded quartz pebble 1  651 27/07/2016 CW

3083 517 pot 1 sherd Bii? amphora 1 PR 651 27/07/2016 JM

3084 517 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR 651 27/07/2016 JM
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Small Find 
Number

C o n t e x t 
Number

Type Description 
Assessment comments January 2017 Maria Duggan pottery. 
Assessment comments Rachel Tyson glass 

Note B identifications by C Thorpe

Number Period P l a n / S e c t i o n 
Number

Date Recorder Ini-
tials

3085 517 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora (dec) 1 PR 651 27/07/2016 JM

3086 520 charcoal charcoal fragments   651 27/07/2016 PH

3087 517 stone 1 pebble fragment 1  656 28/07/2016 JM

3088 517 stone 1 water rounded quartz pebble 1  656 28/07/2016 JM

3089 520 pot 2 sherds Bi amphora 2 PR 651 28/07/2016 PM

3090 517 charcoal charcoal fragments   651 28/07/2016 JM

3091  charcoal charcoal fragments   651 28/07/2016 JM

3092 514 pot 1 sherd Bii? Amphora 1 PR 656 28/07/2016 JM

3093 514 charcoal charcoal fragments   656 28/07/2016 JM

3094 514 glass 1 shard pale yellow-green small body fragment of Post-Roman glass (assessment RT 
Nov 2106)

1 late 6th/early 7th cen-
tury AD, Campbell 
2007, C/D

656 28/07/2016 JM

3095 514 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora (dec) 1 PR 656 28/07/2016 JM

3096 514 glass 1 rim shard Post-Roman pale yellow-green glass cone beaker (Assessment RT Nov 
2016)

1 mid-6th century AD, 
Campbell 2007, Ca

656 28/07/2016 JM

3097 514 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 656 28/07/2016 JM

3098 515 metalwork 2 fragments Fe object small tanged knife  very fragmentary with some metal surviving 
(assessment JF 28.11.16)

2 Length 85mm 656 28/07/2016 JM

3099 505 pot 2 sherds (1 rim) E-ware from sample <605> 2 PR 656 29/07/2016 GB

3099 505 pot 1 rim sherd Bi amphora from sample <605> 1 PR 656 29/07/2016 GB

3099 505 pot 12 sherds Bi and Bii amphora from sample <605> 12 PR 656 29/07/2016 GB

3099 505 pot 3 sherds Bii amphora from sample <605> 3 PR 656 29/07/2016 GB

3099 505 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 656 29/07/2016 GB

3099 505 pot 1 rim sherd E-ware from sample <605> 1 PR 656 31/07/2016 GB

3099 505 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 PR 656 31/07/2016 GB

3099 505 pot 2 sherds Bii amphora 2 PR 656 31/07/2016 GB

3099 505 pot 2 sherds Bi amphora 2 PR 656 31/07/2016 GB

3099 505 pot 2 sherds Bii amphora 2 PR 656 31/07/2016 GB

3099 505 pot 1 sherd Biv amphora 1 PR 656 31/07/2016 GB

3099 505 glass 1 rim shard Post-Roman pale-green yellow glass bowl (Assessment RT Nov 2016) 1 mid-6th century AD, 
Campbell 2007, Ca

656 31/07/2016 GB

3099 505 glass 1 shard Post-Roman pale yellow-green body fragment of glass (Assessment RT Nov 
2016)

1 late 6th/early 7th cen-
tury AD, Campbell 
2007, C/D

656 31/07/2016 GB

3099 505 charcoal 5 charcoal fragments from sample <605> 5  656 31/07/2016 GB

3099 505 bone 1 pigs jaw bone 1 bone 656 31/07/2016 GB



Tintagel Castle, Cornwall – TCARP16 Archive and Assessment Report – Excavations 2016 final version 
15/06/17

140

Small Find 
Number

C o n t e x t 
Number

Type Description 
Assessment comments January 2017 Maria Duggan pottery. 
Assessment comments Rachel Tyson glass 

Note B identifications by C Thorpe

Number Period P l a n / S e c t i o n 
Number

Date Recorder Ini-
tials

3099 505 bone 5 bags of animal bone from sample <605> 5 bone 656 31/07/2016 GB

3099 505 stone 1 quartz crystal. Utilised as a ‘strike-a-lite’ ? 1  656 31/07/2016 GB

3099 505 stone 2 slate disc amphora stoppers, 1 worked slate from sample <605> 2 PR 656 29/07/2016 GB

3100 515 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 LRA1, LRA2  656 29/07/2016 PM

3101 515 metalwork 1 Fe object? Natural concretion? Unidentifiable fragment (assessment JF 28.11.16) 1 PR  656 29/07/2016 PM

3102 525 charcoal Charcoal fragments    656 29/07/2016 JM

3103 514 pot 2 sherds ‘B’ ware 2 PR  656 29/07/2016 JM

3104 514 stone Natural stone 1   656 29/07/2016 JM

3105 514 stone 1 water quartz rounded pebble 1   656 29/07/2016 JM

3106 525 stone 1 water rounded quartz pebble 1   656 29/07/2016 PM

3107 525 stone Natural stone fragment 1  656 29/07/2016 PM

3108 525 pot 2 sherds ‘B’ ware 2 PR 656 29/07/2016 PM

3109 525 metalwork 3 fragments Fe object Unidentifiable (Assessment JF 28.11.16) 3  656 29/07/2016 PM

3110 525 metalwork 6 fragments Fe object. Probably shank of a nail (Assessment JF 28.11.16) 6 Roman? 656 29/07/2016 PM

3111 525 metalwork 1 Fe object 1   656 29/07/2016 PM

3112 525 metalwork 1 Fe object 1   656 29/07/2016 PM

3113 525 glass 1 shard Post-Roman pale yellow-green glass - small body fragment (Assessment RT 
Nov 2016)

1 late 6/early 7th centu-
ry AD, Campbell C/D

 656 29/07/2016 PM

3114 525 pot 1 rim sherd Medieval pot 1 PCM?  656 29/07/2016 PM

3115 525 stone 1 water rounded pebble 1   656 29/07/2016 JM

3116 525 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 LRA1, LRA2 and 
LRA3 and Bv

 656 29/07/2016 JM

3117 525 pot 3 sherds Bi amphora 3 PR  656 29/07/2016 JM

3118 525 charcoal Charcoal fragments    656 29/07/2016 JM

3119 525 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 656 29/07/2016 PH

3120 525 pot 1 sherd Bv amphora 1 PR 656 29/07/2016 PH

3121 525 pot 1 sherd Bi amphora 1 PR 656 29/07/2016 PH

3122 518 pot 1 sherd ‘B’ ware 1 PR 656 29/07/2016 CW

3123 526 stone 1 clear quartz crystal 1  656 31/07/2016 MS

3124 525 pot 2 sherds ‘B’ ware 2 PR 656 31/07/2016 PH

3125 525 metalwork 1 Fe object (slag?) Unidentifiable fragments (Assessment JF 28.11.16) 1  656 31/07/2016 PH

3126 515 metalwork 4 fragments Fe object (slag?) Too corroded to identify) (assessment JF 28.11.16) 4   656 31/07/2016 LG

3127 525 stone 1 notched slate 1   656 29/07/2016 PM
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Small Find 
Number

C o n t e x t 
Number

Type Description 
Assessment comments January 2017 Maria Duggan pottery. 
Assessment comments Rachel Tyson glass 

Note B identifications by C Thorpe

Number Period P l a n / S e c t i o n 
Number

Date Recorder Ini-
tials

 U/S stone 2 notched slates 2   656 31/07/2016

3128 525 pot 2 sherds Bi amphora 2 PR  656 31/07/2016 PM

3129 515 pot 1 sherd Bii amphora 1 PR  656 31/07/2016 LG
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Appendix 5: Tintagel TCARP16 Charcoal Assessment 

Assessment of the charcoal “small finds” samples for material suitable for radiocarbon dating 
Zoë Hazell, Historic England, September 2016

Samples were examined for short-lived wood types most suitable for radiocarbon dating. Samples from within contexts were examined 
until sufficient suitable remains were identified. The wood identifications presented here are preliminary and will be confirmed during 
subsequent detailed examination of the material. The Betulaceae family includes Corylus (hazel), Betula (birch), and Alnus (alder) 
Carpinus (hornbeam); again, refined identifications will take place during subsequent analyses. Identifications of Pomoideae/Maloideae 
(which includes Crataegus (hawthorn), Sorbus (whitebeams), Pyrus (pears) and Malus (apples)) are not usually refined to genus.

Some of the ‘small find’ sample bags contained multiple fragments, identified as different wood types.

The yellow highlights the contexts identified by J. Nowakowski (CAU) as priority contexts for dating material.

*indicates where the sample bag seems to read “SF3093” [faded labelling] rather than SF3090; NB there was no bag labelled SF3090.

Fragments with potential for radiocarbon dating are in bold.
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Trench Context Context description Sample (SF) number Comments resulting from examination wrt suitability for radiocarbon dating

Geraint 505 Top of midden SF3099 Multiple fragments in the bag.
Includes Quercus (oak) and 2x fragments of Betulaceae (?Corylus).

(southern terrace) 508 Upper demolition layer SF3014 Multiple fragments in the bag.
Includes Quercus and 2x fragments of short-lived taxa (?Corylus and ?Acer/Pomoideae).

SF3030 One fragment in the bag.
1x fragment of ?Corylus.

512 Remnant occupation layer SF3002 One main fragment in the bag (cf Quercus).
in addition, 1x small fragment of Betulaceae.

SF3009 Multiple fragments in the bag.
All (cf) Quercus.

SF3033 Four fragments in the bag.
All (cf) Quercus (including knotwood).

Dry sieve Two fragments in the bag.
One fragment of cf Quercus (and the other a lump of soil).

514 Occupation layer (primary) SF3090 [SF3093]* Multiple fragments in the bag.
Includes Quercus and 3x fragments of Betulaceae.

SF3091 Multiple fragments in the bag.
Includes (cf) Quercus and 2x fragments of ?Corylus.

SF3102 Includes Quercus and 1x fragment of Betulaceae.

516 Slate pavement lower terrace SF3057 One fragment in the bag (cf Quercus).

517 Demolition layer SF3054 Not examined

SF3056 Multiple fragments in the bag, including many small fragments.
3x large fragments of Fraxinus (ash) (no tyloses ie sapwood).

SF3058 Four fragments in the bag.
Two fragments of Quercus, together with knotwood and ?bark.

SF3064 Not examined

SF3076 Not examined

SF3077 Two fragments in the bag.
Both stone.

SF3079 Multiple fragments in the bag.
Includes cf Quercus and 3x fragments of ?Corylus.

SF3080 Not examined

SF3090 Not examined

518 Levelling layer mid terrace, beneath 
(508)

SF3071 Three main fragments in the bag.
All (cf) Quercus

520 Slate wall spillage SF3086 Multiple small fragments in the bag.
Includes Quercus, and 2x small fragments of short-lived taxa (Betulaceae).

525 Occupation layer (primary deposit) SF3118 Multiple fragments in the bag.
Includes Quercus (oak) and 4x fragments of short-lived taxa (2x ?Pomoideae and 2x Betulaceae 
(?Corylus))

Mark 711 Midden middle layer SF4125 Not examined

SF4127 Four large fragments in the bag (plus one stone).
Includes 3x fragments of ?Corylus.
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Trench Context Context description Sample (SF) number Comments resulting from examination wrt suitability for radiocarbon dating

? Unknown SF4010 Not examined

Tristan 101 Subsoil Not examined

(upper eastern terrace) 107 Top of wall <213> Not examined

Appendix 6: TCARP16 Animal Bone
Countable/recordable bones by provenance. 
P. Baker, Historic England

Hc-hand-collected; sv-sieved (>4mm or small find from sample); T-teeth; B- bone; MD-mandible

       Countable Ageable Measurable

Terrace Trench Cxt Rec Bt Brn Pres Cattle Sh/gt Pig
Fish

Cattle Sh/gt Pig Cattle Sh/gt Pig

       T B T B T B MD T B MD T B MD T # # #

Southern Geraint 502 hc m - - 1 - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - 1 -

Southern Geraint 502 hc m - - 1 - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - -

Southern Geraint 502 hc yes yes m - - - - - 1? 1 - - - - - - - - - - -

Southern Geraint 505 sv m 1? - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Southern Geraint 505 sv m - 2 - - - - - - - 2 - - - - - - - -

Southern Geraint 505 sv m 1 - - 1 - 1? - - - - - - 1 - - - - -

Southern Geraint 505 sv yes m 2 - - - 3 1 - - 1 - - - - 1 3 - - 1

Southern Geraint 505 sv m - 1 - - 1 1 - - - - - - - 1 - - - 1

Southern Geraint 505 sv p - - - - 1 2? - - - - - - - - 1 - - -

Southern Geraint 505 sv yes p - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Southern Geraint 505 sv p - - - - - 1(3f) 1 - - - - - - - - - - -

Southern Geraint 505 sv yes p - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Southern Geraint 505 sv p - - - - - 1(2f) - - - - - - - - - - - -

Southern Geraint 505 sv yes p - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Southern Geraint 515 hc p - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Southern Mark 706 hc yes p - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Southern Mark 711 hc p - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Southern Mark 714 hc yes g - 1 - - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - -

Southern Mark 714 hc p - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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       Countable Ageable Measurable

Terrace Trench Cxt Rec Bt Brn Pres Cattle Sh/gt Pig
Fish

Cattle Sh/gt Pig Cattle Sh/gt Pig

       T B T B T B MD T B MD T B MD T # # #

Southern Mark 714 hc yes p - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Southern Mark 725 yes p - - - - 1? - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Eastern Tristan 103 hc yes p - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Eastern Tristan 104 hc yes p - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Eastern Tristan 107 hc p 4 - - - - - - - 2 - - - - - - - - -

Eastern Tristan 113 hc yes p - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Eastern Tristan 135 hc p - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Eastern Tristan 135 hc p - 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

      

Total  8 5 2 1 6 8 2 0 3 3 0 2 1 2 4 0 1 2



Tintagel Castle, Cornwall – TCARP16 Archive and Assessment Report – Excavations 2016 final version 
15/06/17



Tintagel Castle, Cornwall – TCARP16 Archive and Assessment Report – Excavations 2016 final version 
15/06/17

147



Tintagel Castle, Cornwall – TCARP16 Archive and Assessment Report – Excavations 2016 final version 
15/06/17








	_GoBack
	OLE_LINK1
	OLE_LINK2

