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Introduction

The sites of S5t. Mary’s fuildhall and Hongen Stiecet ware both

- eXcavated durlhng the 1982 season. - Hoth sites lle to the south of the

" wa3led Rosan city of Lindum, within tne medleval suburb of Migfords

flecause of the close proxzinlty of “he sites one ¢o ¢hother, because

Sebe of the  featuyres cxcavated werc contenporanecus, and becguse

" nejther ylelded particulurly substantisl bone assemblages, the two

Sites gre disgussed togethey In this report. #fuch of the information

about the  interpretation of features has been extTacted *ron

. Bapthilshed drafts of the excavatioh repPorts £raom Xonson Street

Clagilton, 1902) and 35t, Mary's Gollchali (Fagliton and Stocker,
12323, ; '
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Fonson Strect consisted of busically Longn eaterial ¢ron what Las
been descriued as “opulent tradecs dwellipgs®, Lut excavetlons during
the last ceniury revealed a nurber of early (opan cremations and
inburations (records suggest thot during the early Hopan period this
drea functioned 4% a cemctery). There vaz alse a nusbeT of medievel
Tubbish plis and other archltectural fragaents cut into the Rozan
feutures (Magilton, 1982). The melority of the anibal hone {rom
flonson Sirecet was late Ropan in date, but the small amounts of early
Romen and Hedleval bent are recerded 4n Tables 3 to 6. In the tahles,
the phases are listed as follows:

P51 = The early Roman cemetery Clst=%nd Centuries)
#52 = Roman (2nd=-3rd Centurics)
PS3 = Hedleval

5t. Pary’s Guildhall was a saiti=phase site Baving been oceupied
frops Roaan through to nmodern times (ﬂaqiltoh and StockeT, 1902),
Purihq Lhe Howmen period the site cunsisted of a nusber of artisen
Guellings situated on the land bLetween the Fosse tay and Ersine
Streoet, After a long perlod of abandonnseht, Lthe construction of the

Gulldhall, the ‘llorman flouse® and other asacelated bulldings marvked

-the £1°st architectural activity fn the area. 'The later pedieval

perioe -erely represents the continued occuralion and adaptation of
thesiﬂaﬁildinqs. For the purpeses of this roport, and becguse of the
'snaza anounts of bones Involved, the site has been alvided up into
Lhree main phases: )

SHGE = Ist=3rd century (Early and Late Romn)
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SHG2 = Sth~12th century (Early Medieval}

SKGY = 12th=16th (Late Fedieval plus sone Post=redioval saterial)

In addition, Ghere were a hunbey of contexts which vore
unstratified, which are hnot referred to at any great lengta in the

text, but which appear In sope of the tables (SAGH/5).

Froz the site of Monson Street, a total of 1,430 bone tragacnts

ver~ retrieved of which 96§ were [dentified to genus or specles, §ron

-Ste Mary®s Cullohall 3,947 (ruqﬂcuys gere excavated of whieh 2,662
ivayments vweve simllarly Identified. Procervation of the lone ¢ren

‘both Sites was reasonably gnod: there was & vezy 1lov frequency of

charred, na%ed and &ahTuaded bone and whillst atuch of (% wag

. ETegmentazy, it was falrly easy to estehlish the sypocies to which most

of the bones belonged




FPethods and techniques

Recause al) of the bLone hearing contexts were spall, often
containing fewer than a dozen bapei, the record was made on small

index cards. Tue following iniormatior vwas Tecorded:
1.Bone type and specles

2.Portion ot bone ldentified (l.2s Jeng bones are divided wup
into slx sactors, the proximal and distal articulations and four equal

fractions of the dlaphysis)

3.Epiphyseal fusion of sclectew bunes of the gajor doaesticates

{agter Silver, 1969}

4,%ne rate of dental attrition and tooth esuptlon in the

. ggzesticates (CGrant, 1982: Payne, 1964: Mfull and Payone, 1982)

. S.The relutave proportions ¢f carcass conpobents

6.Hon=setrical traits, suck as tue presence and absence of a

second ' presolar o ‘the nandibles of catile and sheep (Andreus and

flecdle, 19753, and the.postion of the nutrient foregen in sheep femora
(locdle, 1978).
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7.The ratio of horned, to polled, to *scurred’ sheep
g.Distinctive butchery marks
9.Any signs of tisease or lnjury.

in addition, where possible, measutrckenis were taken on the bDore
.7coup1ete long bones, following the systen first devised by von den
Pricoeh €1976). and thesc afe Included ac the end of the repo~t and

Tables (Biomtry Archivel.

The bones theaselves are the projerty of €he  Trust foy

_ancoinnhi:e Atchacqlony, and the potes amnd archive caterlal for these

';'tun gites are stored within the Fnvironmental archaeclogy Unit,

'aa;versitg of York.




Results.

Kanson Street produced the rexalns of 14 dlfferent sptecies of
panmal, bird and f£ish (possibly 15 I{{ the unstratified carnivere bone

is fox rather than dog; Table 1). The greatest diversity of specles

_mas during the Roman phase, ut this ls pardly serprising, as this

phase produced B2.7% of all identifled bLonpe (Table 3). Dones were

" distributed fairly evenly throughout the contexts with no

concentTations of any one species {n &hy one phase (Table 4).

&t, Hary's Guildhall produced a total of 28 different species
and a further tvo bird, and one fish bone which it vas ispossible o
icentlify to specles (Table 2}, The greatest diversity of species was

duging the Later Mpdieval gphase, although in totael this did not

produce &4 nany identiflable bones as the Farly Hedleval phase (Tablie
- . It ought to be pointed ogut that many of the bones which were

. unstratificed at the tiwe of writing this rerort are prebably of later

medleval date, The presence of Turkey (Heleeyris gallopave) in

Context 5016 faplies that this conteag 13 st least 16th century in

" date,

A study of the dentition of the pajor dozesticates {Tables S and
6) vtevealed no =major distinctions between the tuo sites, of between
phases. Cattle were almost exclusively adult, end in fact a fairiy

bigh preportion were af lecast 5~ years of ajc at death, Tae sheep




Lincoln in that there were f0 very young Jladlviduais in the
assemblage, abd only few elderly sheep. 6F% of tihe sheep vwere adult
(3~4 vyears) and a further 27,45 vere sub~adult. There wore very few
iy abdlbles Lut with the exception of one, all vere juvenlle and
sub=wmiult, shich would scen Lo suggest that pilys vere being Killed

Letween Lhe ages of 1=2 years.

A study of the eplphyseal fusiun in Zolected jony bones sceas to

vindicate these findings (Table 7). The pajority of cattle bones uwere

-~ from adult individuals, whilst the dlstribution of sheep and plg bones

Tepresents a greater diverslty ln age et death with a fairly high

proportion of lamature individuals.

¥hen a simple ¢2rcass gopponents analysis was atienpted (Table 01)

10f cattle, sheep and plg, the most 3triking feature was the very hich

proporticn of skull In all phases. In the case of rpig, sxull
accounted tcr between 46% and 57% of «ll pig bones In bolh

assephlages. (Only very small nuabers of bone: wore involved,

“hovaver). Cattle showed a falrly rande;d spread of carcass Coaponents

- throtmhout all phases, but with 4 gencrally hich percentage of skull

frageents. In the late pedlavel period, horn cores accounted for 3
third of all cattle bones but this may be eaplaiped Ly the prescnce ol
9 horn=vorkers shop Somewhere ln the vicinity. One feature Irom 5L,
Mary®s Gulldhall (pit 25°0) produced sosething In the order of 1,500

olIn core fragments. They are discussed {n 4 seperate report (Scott,




1988).

It {5 the distribution of slcer bones which i{s perhaps the rost
Interesting feature of this analysis. Throuyhout ali phases, except
OMG], the ratlio of sknll to other skeletol clenents Is markedly high,
In the later nedieval phase however, there is a very hign proportion
of metapodial {37.2%) which ls spiead throughouut all contexts of this
rhase, This phenonehon has Leen observed elswhere in later kodleval
depesits, e.g. at Aldwark, Yerk, «nd can ke intezpreted in different
wayss I{ could be that only selected joints of the sheep carcass were
£inding their way {nto these deposSits l.e. the cheap and sinewy hock
Joints which may ha¥Ye been broughlt onte the site in bulk,
Altcrnat;Vely it could be that shecpskins xere belng brought eonto
glte, the skibs were then trikred and the petapedlals represent the
waste from this process. As therc is no other evidence Zfor skinning

activity In the area, this latter alternative seens the less likelv.

Table 9 shows the ratio of horned to polied to scurred sheep £7on
vost--0of the recorded sites fn Lincoln (studled by the authori.
Throughout all sites, ghe propurtion of skulls possessing acurs wes
very amall with no cConcentratjions within particular phases {(Scurs
ugalliy, but pot always represent ‘ewes’), Of interest (s the
reiatLVExv high proportlion of polied sheep In Roman lovels (rost
natebly at Fonson Street and St. Farks). It is jyust cencelvable that
this zepresents a single sheep poyulatlion (the sites lie very close to

_ one dnother geographically). but it is wpusual to say the least teo

Te s
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tind such a high concentration of pollerd sheey In Roman levels. They
becoke Buch mofe commen in Llincolp after tin Conquest, and  Increased
in frequency during the PFedieval perfod (f’Connor, 1982). 'This

observation nas not becn matched Ly Roran material fros Tork.

The few injured and diseased Lones identlfied consisted of a
dgaestic fowl tihiofatsus with a healed mldshaft fracture, similariy a
cat ferur with a mpidshaft fracture that bkad healed at alnost 45
degrees’ to the nors. There was & SheeDd hofn cofe ¥ith 50 dalled
*Thuzb prints®, a sign of arrested growth, 2lkely to have been caused
by a short period or perieds of \nalnutrition. The oniy other
Lnﬁ}dente_ot disease wvas a4 horse 13t Pholinx  with extensive Lopey
grovth about all facets of the shaft, but with fio changes ApPATent in

the articular surf«ceas. 7This Is indicative af & condition knewh to
¥ets as ‘cingbone®.



Discussiocn

Faced with two s3all sites (ajyroxirately 5,000 Lone fragments in
totall, 1lying within falrly close proximity to each other, 't seened
én ideal oprortunity io compare and contrast the tve. In terms of the

assemblayes thepselves, It was also Lhe rost practical solution.

Honuon Street contalned buslcally Repan naterial, whilst S5t.
Fary®s Gulldhall was 4 zulti=phase site yeilding materfal f{rom Roman

through to Late Medjeval levels.

Taking the Ronan assenblages from both sites, the species varjed
little, ond represented a typlcal plcture of the exploitution of
denestic animals vith vild species represented at o very low frequency
(roe deer, browvn hare, mallard, plke}, The humar bone from Roman
Honzon Street was probably rewurked from the farly Roman cenetery.
Cattle was the nost abundunt specles followed by sheep, vwith pig

Iepresented by only a very small nusber of bLones.

Ly looking at tne butchery merks on the cattle bones f{t was
1ossible to establish patierns in the dressing and diqu;ul of the
varcass. At Monson Street, Lutchery was Lasically cuncentrated on the
Froxisal femur and humerus which is consistent with the removal of the

iimbs as whole “nits. Other butchery marks were basically random.

" .
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At St. Pary*s Guildhiall the only apparent pLutchery was on  the
atles and axis, which suqggests the rerovel of Lhe head. Tiese
tindinys are signfficant fn thet they present o dificrent plocture to
that of the Gonan Siles of Holies Gralnwarchouse and The Park. At
tl.ese sites butchery <consisted of the systeadtic rengval of the
vertebral colusn (& Pprocess knovwh 45 “ch.ining’®, and ldentifiable by
the reaoval of \he Lransverse (rocesses oh either side of the
centTum). There was also the comprehensive snashing up of leng bones,
i T»sunably In an attewpt tu extraci the bone marrov. b additfon,
there were concentrations of cut aarks along the margins of the

humerus uistal articulation and the glenoid cavity of the scapulas.

The systematic dlsposSal of cattle Carcasses 15 a conmoh  [eafure
of Romen town sites (Yallby, 1984). One poussibie explanatioh for tihis
dlscrepancy Iﬁ butchery techniques is that the cottle bohes fros the
Park and West Parade {both sltes close to the heart of Roman Lincoir)
represent wholesale wsarketiny and processing of cattle carcasses

vhozeas the bones fros Konson Street ond St. Mary®s Guildhall derived

- £fon less organised butchery and disposal. It should be stressed that

these two assemblajes were modest in 5iZe xnd thus these conclusions

should be Tegarded as possibilities rather than probabllities.

There 15 too little nedieval naterdul fromn Honson Street with
_nnlch to coapare with conteajerancous raterial f£rom St. Hary's
Guildhall. At this site , during the Early Hedieval phase, chaicjes {n

the diet appear to have beeh slight with the same specles represented ™

.q\ .
s
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in siailer bropertions. The wild biza sjecles fepresented afe
‘pasically wvetland spreies or thote whose usual habitaet 1S open
ayrlcultural lande ~nis describes quite well the environxent of
tinceln and  iis ninterland. Tie fish specles must have been brought
wilo the site [rom the coast. In general tiere sceas to have been
corpuratively little exploltation of uild specles, and this possitly
jpicates Lhet they played o fairly uninportant part in the diet at

tlis dete.

perlvi the Late Yedieval period the pleture i5 vwery auch the
sabe, but with & yreater diversity of bird spreles {many of which mRust
Le segarded &% sccidentals rather then food jtengl. It was a0t
jofsible to  identfify with certainty the shall falcon species, but it
was appreciably sealler than kestrel (Falco tinngnculusl, evan
allowing for a large diversity fn size uithin this species, The
jdeatification of songthrush fTurdus philcrelus) attests te the Iin2
preservation and hand collection of the tone on a slte where sieving

#as not practised,

A single unstratified feature (5016) thouyht to be Late Hedlevail

in date, and described as *the packing and £131ing of « chimney flue *
centained a bewildering sclection of species including  turkey
(Heleagris gallopave), Tawny Owl {5trix aluco) and Rablit (0Oryctolagus

" cuniculus). The single specimen of turkey s useful iIn providing

termings post quen date for this flue packing.

12




fts  Hary®s Guildhall and Honson Street provided a  useful
strortunity to examine two sites shich lie Very close te onc anocther,
rerbaps nighliyhting any subtle ditfercnces Letween the two sites,
This appears to hove been vindicuated by dicrepancics in such tihings as
ditferences in Lutchery technlyue and the [Toportions of polled to
horned sheep, The onurber of tones invelved is teo small to aliow
broad {irm conclusions to bLe drewn, llowcver the findings nave
extended the archaeological record and have, In particular, raised
questions about rubbish dispesal in the Poran period and how varlation

.4n this disposal may reflect differences between arcas of the city,
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Tatle 2 = St. Pary’s Guildball = A 1ist of the specles represented,
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Toble 3. The tote) nurbers of Lrogropts withiin cach phase,
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Tatle 5, Fonson Ltreet = The dentitioi of tha rajur domecticoles
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Table Ge Sts Hary’s Guildhall - The dentition of the major domesticates
(As Table 5;
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Table 7 = Honson Street and St. Hary's Guildhall = Fpiphyseal fusion.
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Table 8 = Hofisun street and Gt. Hary’s Guildhall = CaiCcass Ccomponcnhise
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