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Summary

Between 2016 and 2020, several archaeological and palaeoenvironmental investigations were undertaken across
two areas of landscape on the northern and southern sides of the Humber Estuary, respectively at Paull (NGR
TA 1749 2629), East Yorkshire, and Goxhill, North Lincolnshire (NGR TA 1006 2184). The stimulus for these
investigations was the replacement of the Number 9 Feeder Gas Transmission Pipeline, which was constructed
by National Grid and the Humber Pipeline Tunnel Joint Venture to reinforce their National Transmission System.

The earliest evidence recovered by the project relates to the Mesolithic and earlier Neolithic landscapes that
existed in the estuary, comprising palaeoenvironmental and geoarchaeological data obtained through borehole
coring at both Goxhill and Paull. This allowed for both the terrestrial environment and changes in sea level to be
discerned across the earlier and middle phases of the Holocene, which formed a dynamic period when mainland
Britain was in the process of separating from Continental Europe, as rising sea levels gradually submerged the
former land bridge joining these two landmasses.

All of the archaeological evidence was confined to Goxhill, on the southern side of the estuary. Detailed analysis
indicates that this area was visited, probably by peripatetic groups, during the Bronze Age, with the first
evidence for more permanent settlement dating to the Early Iron Age. During this period, it seems that an area
to the south-east of Goxhill village was managed and divided, perhaps to facilitate and regulate the movement
of livestock around the landscape.

Good evidence was also obtained for later Iron Age settlement, within an excavated area to the north-east of
Goxhill village. This initially comprised an unenclosed roundhouse settlement established in the latter centuries
of the first millennium cal BC, adjacent to a tidal creek. It was followed by a second phase of Iron Age activity,
which again related to an unenclosed roundhouse settlement in the same area, occupied into the terminal stages
of the Iron Age, just prior to the Roman conquest, with livestock farming seemingly forming the main economic
pursuit. Settlement in this area continued following the Roman conquest, as evidence of a third open settlement,
containing roundhouses, was recorded, dating to the mid-/late first century AD. Settlement, however, appears
to have expanded during this period and was also characterised by a series of sub-rectangular structures that
may have functioned as hayricks. These remains, together with the palaeoenvironmental evidence, seem to
suggest that pastoralism continued to represent an important economic concern, though in tandem with arable
farming. Two subsequent phases of Roman settlement were also evident in this same area. The first, established
in the early second century, was characterised by a series of circular and conjoined enclosures, some containing
roundhouses, with the economy again based on mixed farming. During the later Roman period, in the late
second/early third century, the settlement was then transformed, with a series of rectilinear enclosures being
created across a large swathe of the landscape, emanating out from a settlement core. This settlement was
engaged in mixed farming, though perhaps with a greater range of crops and livestock being exploited than
previously. It also appears to have been more ‘Romanised’ in character, containing rectilinear timber buildings
and receiving some imported Roman goods. Moreover, salt working also formed an element of the settlement’s
economy, which was perhaps undertaken at Goxhill for the first time in the later Roman period.

Very limited evidence for post-Roman activity was recovered (in the form of three unstratified sherds of fifth- to
seventh-century pottery), though good evidence for later medieval activity was present in an area, south-east
of Goxhill village, excavated prior to the construction of a road diversion. The evidence indicates three phases
of medieval activity, dating between the tenth and mid-fourteenth centuries. It seems to relate to an area of
medieval enclosure running south from Church Side, a road running out from the south-eastern side of the
modern village, and was perhaps also associated with domestic dwellings originally situated on the street
frontage. The evidence included trackways, enclosure boundaries, small structures, and rubbish pits, which
may relate to a period when the medieval settlement had reached its maximum extent, prior to contraction in
the mid-fourteenth century, possibly as a result of climate change or the ravages of the Black Death.
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Figure 1: The location of the pipeline and the sites of the Above Ground Installations at Goxhill and Paull
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