Reflective Field Journal

At the start of this Semester, we were advised to start keeping a journal, recording our experiences, thoughts, and any important information within it, and the following are extracts from my journal pertaining to our Introduction to Fieldwork module.

[image: ][image: ]Our first classroom session was a lecture by Martin on 8 February 2018 about maps and making sense of them.   There was a variety of maps to look at, ranging from the Ordnance Survey Landranger maps with a scale of 1:50,000 (2cm to 1km) and Explorer maps with a scale of 1:25,000 (4cm to 1 km) to specialist maps showing the underlying geology of the area displayed and historic maps dating back to the 1800s.   Martin discussed the national grid reference system and we answered a series of questions about the OS Explorer 199 map which covers the area between Lampeter, Tregaron and Llan-non.   I enjoyed this exercise as I find maps fascinating, and I have looked at this particular Explorer map in some detail while investigating walks in the Lampeter area.   We did a very useful exercise with a cross-section.   We drew a line across a portion of a map with contours.  On the same sheet below this map was a graph with contour [image: ]heights and distance on the y-axis and x-axis respectively.    We then used a ruler to mark on the graph the point where the line crossed a map contour – once these marks were connected, we could see the gradient of the area on the map and thus we had a visual representation of the map contours.   The geological map was very interesting, and we could see this would be a useful tool when researching a site; the historic maps were also fascinating, showing the difference in town development between the dates of the maps and today.   I looked at the online archive of maps at the National Library of Scotland for one of my assignments, looking at the evolution of Mill Street in Lampeter on [image: ]the Ordnance Survey maps from 1889, 1905 and 1948.Figure 2 - Ordnance Survey 6" Cardiganshire XXXIV.SW   1905 - National Library of Scotland
Figure 1 - Ordnance Survey 6" Cardiganshire XXXIV.SW      1889 - National Library of Scotland
Figure 3 - classroom exercise showing gradient (K Davies, 2018)

On 18 February, we had a classroom lecture on mapping a grid and using dumpy levels, with an outside practice session drawing the Arts Building and its surroundings.   I was surprised at the difference in students’ interpretation of the task, ranging from a 3D drawing of the building to 2D maps of the building and the surrounding campus with varying internal detail.   I discovered my visual measurement of distance is very inaccurate, guessing a distance of 30m and measuring it (by pacing) as 100m!Figure 4 - mapping exercise, Arts Building & surroundings, UWTSD (K Davies, 2018)


[image: ]Our next lecture was on 22 February when Quentin talked about the graveyard survey of St Peter’s Church in Lampeter.   I found this very interesting as I had already walked through the graveyard on one of my walks, during which I noticed the Paupers’ Graves – which I have never seen before – and an intriguing upright gravestone.  This gravestone had a horizontal line carved approximately halfway down with Welsh writing engraved vertically from the mid-line to the bottom in the bottom half, and very faint writing (which I think might be in English) running from left to right in the top half.   The other thing I noticed when walking through is there are a number of Polish graves in the modern section of the cemetery which I believe relate to people who remained in the area following the end of the 2nd World War when Poland became part of the Communist bloc.   [image: ]After the lecture, I Googled St Peter’s Church to try and find how many graves were in the graveyard.   I did not find a conclusive answer but did find a list of five 1st World War and two 2nd World War graves on the Commonwealth War Graves Commission website, but I have not yet located these in the graveyard.   I also discovered that Lampeter University 2nd year students did a graveyard survey as part of their degree in 2008 and this is summarised on the genuki.org.uk website.   The summary shows where the incumbent lived, their names, their sex, their “relationship” (husband, wife, son), their year of death and age at death.   It does not show the location of the gravestone, nor any other details of inscription or shape or type of stone.   It looks as if it was prepared using an Excel spreadsheet, which would be an ideal way to store gravestone data as the program allows so many search categories to be interrogated.   My internet search also produced the name of Frank Newte, a Classics lecturer at Lampeter University who was a codebreaker at Bletchley Park during the 2nd World War and who is buried in St Peter’s – another gravestone to locate.   Search.digido.org.uk is a website showing digital content from the National Library of Wales and they have three black & white photographs showing the paupers’ graves, a pauper’s grave and a view of the avenue in St Peter’s Church from the Geoff Charles Collection.   I [image: ]found the paupers’ graves very poignant, as they show only initials and a number (with no date of death) and Tarlow (2007) states that it is unusual for paupers’ graves to be marked - this makes me feel that these graves in St Peter’s are significant.   Dyfed Family History Society states online that the church dates from 1695, with burials dating from 1695 – 1968: I am not sure whether these burials are those immediately surrounding the church, as there are certainly later burials in the more modern section going up the hill at [image: ]the back.   The churchyard appears to be multi-denominational too as I expect a lot of the Polish incumbents would have been Roman Catholic, whereas St Peter’s Church is a Church in Wales denomination.   During the weekend following this lecture, I spent a few hours in St Peter’s [image: ]churchyard, looking at gravestones and taking photographs.   I checked the gravestones’ orientation and thought they all faced East (although Quentin has subsequently informed me that not all of them do!).   I also thought I had found the oldest gravestone, which is an overgrown flat slab on the west side of the churchyard with the date 1777 engraved on it.  This is incorrect, Quentin tells me, so I made a guess that the unusual Welsh gravestone might be the oldest, and apparently it is.    However, I find the text so indistinct that I could only make out a date of 175__ but the students’ summary on genuki.org,uk shows a date for 1734 for Thomas.   I read through J A Jones’s book How to record graveyards (1979) as it had useful tips about recording and collating the information gathered.   I am looking forward to our actual graveyard survey after Easter as I am sure it will be a fascinating expedition.Figure 6 - St Peter's Churchyard, Lampeter - unusual gravestone (K Davies, 2018, personal collection)
Figure 5 - St Peter's Churchyard, Lampeter - Paupers' Graves (K Davies, 2018, personal collection)
Figure 7 - St Peter's Churchyard, Lampeter - Pauper's Gravestone (K Davies, 2018, personal collection)
Figure 8 - St Peter's Church, Lampeter - grave dated 1777 (K Davies, 2018, personal collection)
Figure 9 - Manuscript representation of decipherable text on oldest gravestone in St Peter's Churchyard, Lampeter (K Davies, 2018)


Our next lecture was a practical session on 8 March where we had to remind ourselves of the lecture on dumpy levels and then go out onto the campus to use the surveying equipment.   Needless to say, there was some loss of memory regarding the lecture but it soon came flooding back.   After a discussion, we decided on a temporary benchmark which was satisfactory (i.e. could not move and could be seen) which was a raised concrete base near the sports centre.   Martin showed us how to set up the dumpy level, screwing it onto the baseplate and adjusting the legs to try and ensure it was as level as possible.   He then adjusted the three levelling screws, two in unison, then the third, with the whole levelling exercise taking quite a lot of time.   Martin impressed upon us how unpopular we would be if, having had someone spend a long time getting everything set up and level, we then grabbed the legs or knocked them, destroying the balance.   Each group of four students chose a small area to survey and we set up our own dumpy levels.   Patrick set up our dumpy level, with us all checking the spirit levels – it was surprisingly hard to do so without grabbing the legs to steady oneself.   The other problem we noticed was that variations in student height meant that it was easier for some than others when trying to look down on [image: ]the dumpy level.   While Patrick dealt with the dumpy level, Josh and I laid out a tape across a hillocky bit of ground which we had chosen to measure, using a peg at the start and finish and with a measuring tape between the pegs.   Joe recorded the measurements.   I took the staff and stood on the temporary benchmark so Patrick could measure the back sight, having already noted that our temporary benchmark was at 100m.   The back sight was 100.66m.   We then swivelled the dumpy level to read the fore sight which was 1.47m. Deducting 1.47 from 100.66 results in 99.19 which was our first reading at 0.4m distance.   We adjusted our height readings to accommodate variations in height on the ground, so we did not stick to reading every half a metre but, where the gradient changed more rapidly, read the height at shorter intervals.   Joe was extremely good at doing the calculations mentally and we were able to see that the figures looked sensible as they increased and decreased where we expected them to do so.   We were reminded to bring our Skills Passport to lectures because now we can start completing some of the novice categories.   When I got home, I put the figures on Excel and produced a graph which I was pleased with as it did look like the bit of ground we had measured.Figure 10 - Excel data and graph for dumpy levels exercise (K Davies, 2018)


[image: ]On 15 March, we had a classroom and an outdoor session.   In the classroom, we had to produce a graph of our dumpy level exercise using graph paper.   I found it very hard to produce a graph which looked anything like our measured piece of ground – the graph looked more like the Alps – and I realised how important it is to ensure the scales used on the x and y axis are comparable, otherwise you end up with a very distorted result.   In future, I will consider this carefully when drawing up a graph showing the site.   Quentin then gave a lecture about drawing a site diagram, expanding on the conventions used.   He discussed hâchures and explained you should always include the following on all site drawings:   date, author, orientation, weather.   After this, we went outside near the motte and did our own site drawing, which was very hard indeed.   I particularly struggled to get the scale correct, and I know that my drawing did not reflect the true dimensions of the site, even using approximate measuring devices such as length of stride.   This is obviously one of those skills which needs lots of practise.   I did enjoy drawing the detail of the site, such as the contours, trees, bushes, poles, and using hâchures to make [image: ]clear the plan and relief of the site.  I read another old (1974) book by Christopher Taylor called Fieldwork in Medieval Archaeology – there were loads of site drawings in this book with lots of hâchures showing different types of slopes and shapes; very informative and, even though some of the information about sources was out-of-date, the remaining chapters on discovering sites, recording and interpreting were very interesting with many practical examples and illustrations.   Figure 11 - Classroom exercise on dumpy levels data (K Davies, 2018)


[bookmark: _GoBack]Our most recent lecture was on 22 March and was about drawing to scale with a consideration as to why we would bother to make a drawing in today’s digital age when we can take multiple digital photographs.   Although photographs have their uses, drawing something focuses attention on the object, forcing you to look very closely at whatever it is in situ and maybe enabling you to see something you might otherwise miss. Figures 6 and 9 in this essay are quite a good illustration of this point, as, in the photograph, it is extremely difficult to read the text, whereas the drawing shows as much of the text as can be deciphered.   The combination of many digital photographs at high resolution and good quality, focused drawings is probably the optimum choice.   Drawings conventions were discussed, with scales noted as follows:Figure 12 - Site drawing, UWTSD campus by motte (K Davies, 2018)

	
	Buildings				1:100, or 1:50 for a more detailed room
	Site – pit/trench			1:20
	Bodies/smaller finds/features	1:10
[image: ]It is crucial to note the scale used on drawings, with the orientation, author’s name and date also imperative.   Quentin mentioned methods to use in the field when an approximate measure is needed, and Ros showed us the online BAJR Guides.   We then split into teams and went into the foyer where one person was dead and the other three had to lay out an area and then measure the area and the body using the scale convention mentioned above.   This was plotted on graph paper, and our body ended up looking reasonably to scale although it somehow had no neck.   Again, it looks easier than it is, with care needed to lay out the measuring tapes in a logical fashion alongside the body and in taking the measurements on both a longitudinal and a latitudinal scale.   I subsequently had a look at the BAJR website and the guides, printing off several which I think will be useful, particularly the Guide on exhumation of human remains as I may be working with skeletons in Romania and I want to ensure I follow the correct procedure.   I also read Drawing Archaeological Finds – A Handbook by N Griffiths and A Jenner (1991) which is a very useful, practical book showing how to scale up and down, how to measure using callipers and dividers, and showing the use of profile gauges.Figure 13 - Scale model exercise, UWTSD (K Davies, 2018)


I have really enjoyed our Introduction to Fieldwork lectures and practical sessions, and I am looking forward to our trips after Easter and hopefully to be able to put into practice some of the skills I have learnt in this semester.
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Dumpy level exercise - 8 March 2018
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