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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 THE PROJEcr 

The City of Salisbury, located close to the confluence of five rivers, occupies an area which 
has been of iIIll'OI Lam;t: in bOlh prehistoric and historic times. Interesting material remains 
of past human activity are much in evidence, from the flint implements of the Lower 
Palaeolithic at Bemerton (see Table 1), to the recently abandoned Second World War 

clearly seen as having implications for the archaeological remains. As a result, during the 
preparation of the route options in the 1980s, a report was commissioned to consider all 
the information already held by the County Sites and Monuments Record (SMR) (Bowden 
1986). This work encompassed the whole of the Salisbury area, and was taken into account 
in the route planning of the three routes submitted for public consultation during 1988. 

FollOwing this publiC consultation the Secretary of State for Transport, in November 1989, 
decided on a preferred route. This incorporated parts of the original three routes, along 
with an additional section not previously proposed. The new route, which will be referred 
to as the preferred route throughout this report, is shown in Fig. 1. The entire area 
traversed by the 17km preferred route is designated as being of Special Archaeological 
Significance. At its western end, route options are shown on Fig. 1, the southern of the two 
lines being the preferred route, the northern representing the northernmost of the four 

The consulting engineers, Rendel, Palmer and Tritton, subsequently commissioned Wessex 
Archaeology to prepare a report on the archaeological implications ofthe preferred toute, 
which would address in particular the following problems: 

(I) the need 10 establish whether, there were archaeological sites along the preferred route Which would be 
affected by the construction of the by·pass, including those within the landscaping areas, and, if so, 10 
suggest appropriate measures to mitigate the effect; 

(iI) the need to define areas of interest within the different environments represented and to assess the 
potential of the dry valley sediments for yielding data On past environments and land· usc. 

, , 
condition, nature, quality, and date of any archaeological deposits within the ground on 
which the By.Pass is to be constructed, including land on which land~caping work is to be 
carried out. Areas of interest within the differing environments of chalk downland, river 
valleys, and dry valleys were to be defined by the use of suitable techniques. 

This report is the result of the work carried out in response to this brief, and consists of 
three principal elements, background information, results and recommendations. 

The aim of the report is to produce information to allow an assessment by others of the 
need for rescue excavation and the desirability of preserving certain sites in situ within the 
'protected corridor' for the highway scheme. 
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2. THE BACKGROUND 

2.1 THE GEOLOGICAL AND TOPOGRAPHICAL SETTING 

The preferred route for the A36 Salisbury By·Pass departs from the present line of the A36 
to the north-west of Salisbury between Great Wishford and Stap1eford and skirts the City 
to the west and south (Fig. 1). The western end of the route starts in the alluvium of the 
Wylye valley south of Serrington and then ascends a chalk ridge which runs in a 
south-easterly direction. The south-west face of the chalk ridge is cut by a number of 
steep-sided coombes. The south-eastern end of the ridge is covered by a considerable depth 
of clay-with-flints. The route leaves the ridge to the north-east of Wilton and descends into 
the alluvial plain of the Nadder valley between Netherhampton and Bemerton. The route 
then travels south to cross the N adder valley by the shortest course, after which a second 
chalk ridge is encountered. The route ascends the ridge and then swings round to the east,.--, -
skirting the southern slope, before descending into the Avon valley where it rejoins the 
existing A36 near Petersfinger. 

2.2 THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SETTING 

As might be expected of an area at the junction of several river valleys, and with access to 
a range of different environments, the Salisbury area is rich in the material remains of past 
human activities. Long before the establishment of the new town of New Sarum in the 
thirteenth century, many generations of people had lived in the area, and had utilised to the 
full the rich resources of the river valleys of the Wylye, Nadder, Ebble, Avon and Bourne 
and the surrounding chalk downland. The area's landscape history is, for the most part, only 
accessible through archaeological remains, many of which are of regional and national, as 
well as local, importance. 

Table 1 presents an outline timechart for the periods discussed below. 

Table 1: Time Chart 

Period 

Industrial Age 
Posl-mmil:Val 
Medieval 
Saxon' 
Romano-British 
Iron Age 
Bronze Age 
Neolithic 
Mesolithic 
Pal.aeolithic 

AD 1710 
ADIMlS 
AD 1066' 
AD 420 
AD 43 
800BC 

2300BC 
4000BC 
8000BC 

<.250000BC 

2.2.1 Palaeolithic 

AD 1950 
ADlnO 
AD 1485 
AD 1066 
AD 420 
AD 43 

SOOBC 
2300BC 
4000BC 
8000BC 

Gibbs Mew B"""'Y 
Wylye Valley watermeadows 
S.Ii.bulJ' CathcdIJ>1 
PelersfUlger Cemelery 
Camp Hill 
Old Sarum Hillfon 
Newton Ban-ow 
Stonehenge 
Pow'nton 
Milford Hill 

The Palaeolithic (ie 'Old Stone Age') saw the first appearance of people in the area now 
occupied by the British Isles, and is poorly dated in absolute terms. Other parts of Europe 
were occupied at an earlier date, but the human occupation of Britain is probably not 
datable before about 250,000 years ago. Although Wiltshire is not rich in Palaeolithic 
remains, the Salisbury area is one of only two concentrations in the county. This 
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concentration of material is made up of a number of smaller foci of finds, mainly at Milford 
Hill (Sa!isbury), Bemerton, Britford, and Fisherton (Salisbury) (Roe 1969). All but the last 
two are datable to the LOwer Paleolithic and consist of finds of flaked flint handaxes,.and 
all but Fisherton are on or close to the preferred route of the by-pass . 

Concentrations of Palaeolithic finds are known from other river confluences in the country, 
and it has been suggested that these finds from the Salisbury area represent a series of 
occupation sites situated to exploit the wildlife living in the marshy conditions at the 
confluence of the valleys (Borthwick and Chandler 1984, 22). 

2.2.2 Mesolithic 

This period (ie 'Middle Stone Age') is not well-represented in the area, the only notable 
site being that at Downton, 7km to the south. This site, discovered during the excavation 
of a Neolithic settlement, produced 38,000 pieces of struck flint (Radley 1969, 18), including 
125 extremely small flint implements (known as microliths) which were probably used as 
parts of tools. Apart from this, Mesolithic artefacts occur only as occasional fmds or small 
scatters within the county (listed in Wymer 1977, 332-346). 

2.2.3 Neolithic 

The appearance of farming in the British Isles is generally taken to have occurred at about 
the same time that pottery began to be made. Both were almost certainly introduced from 
the Continent. In Britain·the earlier Neolithic is best known for its burial mounds (long 
barrows) and the settlements or ceremonial sites known as causewayed enclosures; some 
small settlement sites are also known. Barrows and causewayed enclosures often still 
survive as standing monument.~, lIno Wiltshire, particularly on its chalk downlands, is rich 
in examples of both (eg West KennetIong barrow and Windtnill Hill causewayed enclosure, 
both near Avebury in north Wiltshire). The later Neolithic is characterised in particular 
by henge monuments - large circular enclosures, often with massive banks and ditches -
which may also survive as earthworks (eg Durrington Walls, north of Amesbury, and 
Avebury). Stonehenge, although technically a henge monument, is not typical. The remains 
of settlement sites of both the earlier and later Neolithic tend to be insubstantial and are 
often discovered by chance. Large scale sClltters of struck flint of later Neolithic date arc 
often found, and although these may not be settlements in the sense of villages or 
farmsteads, they can at least be identified through the systematic collection of artefacts 
occurrinl7·in the· -L;1 ". in th" . ,,_...,. """t h 'ur ...... v 

Archaeology in the area around Stonehenge (Richards 1990). '. -, 

2.2.4 Bronze Age 

There is more evidence for Bronze Age activity along the preferred route than there is for 
the Neolithic. Early Bronze Age settlements are rare everywhere, but the period is well 
represented in Wiltshire by round burial mounds (round barrows). These occur as both 
standing mounds and, where ploughed or otherwise destroyed, are often visible in aerial 
photographs as 'ring ditches'. These circular ditches are the quarry ditches which were dug 
to provide the material for the mounds. Round barrows occur all over the county, but are 
concentrated in some localitic:~, includiug Lh~ lkus~ I,;U1ll;~ULlaLiull amulld SLonehenge. 
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They frequently occur in groups, and some may never have had ditches. In addition flat 
graves are often found outside or between barrows. Nine ring-ditches and five barrows are 
identifiable within the preferred route corridor. 

Middle Bronze Age settlement tends to be more easily recognisable than that of earlier 
periods, as large field systems with associated house sites have been attributed to the Bronze 
Age both in Wiltshire and elsewhere. These too are generally visible in aerial photographs, 
and, occasionally, on the ground. Again, it is in the Stonehenge area that extensive 
fieldwalking has identified scatters of Bronze Age pottery in association with such fields 
(Richards 1990). It is possible that some of the field systems visible in aerial photographs 
along the preferred route are of this date. It must be borne in mind, however, that field 
systems were also laid out in the Iron Age and Romano- British periods. 

The inhabitants of the Middle Bronze Age settlements often buried their dead in or near 
barrows, sometimes siting cemeteries on and around existing Early Bronze Age round 
barrows. There is an example of this close to the preferred route at Heale Hm, Middle 
Woodford (Musty and Stone 1956). 

2.2.5 Iron Age 

The remains of this period are much more substantial and widespread in and close to the 
preferred route corridor than is the case with the earlier periods, and include a hillfort 
(Great Woodbury) and a neighbouring enclosed settlement (Bersh 1940) which was 
partially excavated in the 1930S and was one of the most important excavations of its time 
(Little Woodbury). The area of the City and its immediate surroundings is rich in Iron Age 
settlement, including Old Sarum which was an Iron Age hillfort before it became a late 
Saxon settlement and, later, the site of a cathedral. HiIIforts and other Iron Age settlements 
are sited overlooking all the river valleys which converge on the Salisbury area, although no 
recent or full-scale excavations have been carried out at any of them. Other sites include a 
settlement at Highfield, Fisherton, which was excavated in the nineteenth century and 
produced pottery dating from the Middle Iron Age to the Romano-British period, with a . 
large faunal assemblage and much evidence for weaving (Borthwick and Chandler 1984, 
30). Closer to the preferred route, a ditch and pits of Iron Age date were recorded on 
Harnham Hill during road works in the 1930s (Piggott 1939). 

An interesting suggestion, although one not yet substantiated, is that a distinctive type of 
Early Iron Age pottery, known as the scratched-cordoned bowl type, was produced in the 
Salisbury area, probably utilising the brickearths that are exposed to the north and west of 
the City (Cunliffe 1984, 245, fig. 6.14, and 6.22). These are crossed by the line of the 
preferred route and there are at least two Iron Age settlements within the route corridor 
in this area, at Quidhampton Chalk Pit and Camp Hill. 

2.2_6 Romano-British 

In contrast to the wealth of evidence for Iron Age settlement in the area, there is little of 
Romano-British date, although there is some evidence, from Highfield and Old Sarum for 
instance, that some of the sites occupied in the Iron Age continued in use after the Roman 
conquest. At Camp Hill the preferred route will cross a possible example of continuous 
occupation. Both Late Iron Age and Roman settlement evidence was recorded at this site 
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when the reservoir was built (SMR SU 13 SW 200 and SU 13 SW 300). The relative paucity 
of evidence for Roman settlement is in puzzling contrast to the large number of Roman 
roads which converge on the area. 

At least five Roman roads meet in the area around Old Sarum (Ordnance Survey 1956), 
and Old Sarum itself may be the place reconlec.l as Surviuc.lunum ill the Antonine Itinerary 
(a document of approximately AD 200 which lists places situated along roads). Roads to 
Mildenhall (Wiltshire), Silchester (Hampshire), and Winchester (Hampshire) converge 

lead- mining area of the Mendips, approaches the city through Grovely Wood, and.that 
from Badbury Rings (Dorset) crosses the Avon just below Old Sarum. At least one ofthese 
roads, that from Badbury Rings, is certainly known to cross the preferred route of the By­
pass, and it is clear that the line of the road from the Mendips must also, although there is 
no evidence for a metalled road within the route corridor. It has also been suggested 
(Borthwick and Chandler 1984, 36) that a road may have linked Old Sarum to the port of 
Clausentum (present day Bitterne, near Southampton) approximately 40km to the 
south-east; a track across Bishopsdown was in use in the Roman period and if projected 
south-east would jOin the line of the A36 at Petersfinger (Borthwick and Chandler 1984, 
36). 

Small Romano-British settlements, very often with contemporary burial grounds, are 
known at Bishopsdown, Old Sarum and Highfield, and finds of pottery, metalwork and 
coms are more WI esprea. mts 0 a more su stantla sett ement ave een scovere 
at Stratford-sub-Castle where building foundations have been recorded. As this is where 
one of the roads crosses the Avon it is possible that this is the main settlement of the area. 
Indeed, it has been suggested that this, rather than the hillfort of Old Sarum, may be the 
Sorviodunum named in the Antonine Itinerary (Borthwick and Chandler 1984, 35). 

Uttle is known about settlement of this period around the southern and western fringes of 
Salisbury, but at least some of the field systems are Romano-British, as they can be seen to 
cross Iron Age features (eg SMR SU03NE607, near Uttle Wishford). 

2.2.7 Saxon 

In the county as a whole there is little evidence for early (pagan) Saxon settlements, but as 
there are pagan Saxon cemeteries in the county this is assumed to be at least in part a result 
o ear se emen avrng ecome une eneat presen - ay ages onney , 
Borthwick and Chandler 1984, 37). This has been recently demonstrated at Market 
Lavington near Devizes, where excavations by Wessex Archaeology have revealed a pagan 
Saxon cemetery and associated settlement within the area of the medieval and later village 
(Wessex Archaeology, 1991). 

There are a number of Pagan Saxon cemeteries in the Salisbury area such as those found 
at Winterbourne Gunner and Coombe Bissett and two have been found close to the 
preferred route corridor at Harnham and Petersfinger; finds of animal bone and 
grass-tempered pottery at Dairyhouse Bridge may represent the settlement associated with 
the latter (Borthwick and Chandler 1984, 37). Both the Harnham and Petersfinger 
cemeteries contain burials recognisable as fifth-century (Bonney 1966, 27). 
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From the early Saxon period onwards documentary sources become of increasing 
im ortance and there is at least one event in this eriod which would not have been 
apparent from the archaeological evidence so far available. A single documentary reference 
records a battle between the Saxon invaders and the native population in AD 552 at 
Searoburh. The size and location of the battle is not known, except that it was somewhere 
in the vicinity of Old Sarum, but it is known that the Saxons were the victors (Chandler 1987, 
4). 

In the later Saxon period there is little evidence of activity in the area with the exception of 
two places skirted by the preferred route corridor which are known to have become 
important in this period. Wilton was the site of a battle against Viking invaders in AD 871, 
a year in which there were several battles in southern Britain; the invaders were victorious 
at Wilton, but Wessex remained Anglo-Saxon, under King Alfred (Addyman 1981,58- 59). 
Wilton and Britford are known to have been royal manors by the ninth century, and Wilton 
was made the centre of a Bishopric in AD 909 (Borthwick and Chandler 1984, 37). Wilton 
was ,also the site of an important convent, while Britford has one of only five churches in 
the county noted in the Domesday book; Saxon remains, some dating to the eighth to ninth ' 
centuries, are still visible in the church thel"e (RCHM(E) 1987,9-11, 113). 

In the last decades before the Norman conquest there was a close relationship between 
Wilton and Old Sarum. When Wilton was attacked and burnt by Viking invaders in 1003 
some of the inhabitants sought the refuge of the ancient fortified hilltop of Old Sarum, and 
at least three men - Godwine, Goldus and Saewine - who minted money in Wilton before 
1003, are known to have been active at Old Sarum follOwing that year. The seeds of the 
medieval settlement and later the Cathedral of Old Sarum seem to have been sown at this 
time of uphefivfil, find from then onwal"ds settlement appears to have been continuous in 
and immediately around Old Sarum until the foundation of New Sarum in about AD 1220. 

2.2.8 Medieval and later 

Salisbury was an important medieval planned town and diocesan centre. To its north-east 
a pottery industry developed at Laverstock. The rural settlements of this period are largely 
the same as the existing towns and villages, and therefore have been avoided by the 
preferred route. There are, however, two interesting possible exceptions to this within the 
area. 

Near Dairyhouse Bridge there is known to have been a medieval settlement called 
Mummeworth, and at Little Wishford there are earthworks which are all that remains of 
what is presumed to be a medieval village or hamlet. Desertion of whole villages or parts 
of villages was a feature of both the medieval and post-medieval periods (Beresford and 
Hurst 1971). In the case of medieval desertions it was once assumed that many of these 
were the result ... . . ut it is 
now known that the reasons for desertion are more complex than this and were often due 
to a combination of economic and social factors. Chilhampton to the east of the preferred 
route is another probable medieval settlement, but here the desertion did not occur until 
lhe late nineteenth century and was probably a result of the Agricultural Depression. 
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Although most medieval villages in the area are still inhabited, it is not only within 
settlements that traces of medieval life may survive. Over large parts of the country medieval 
agriculture was organised around common fields, in which villagers held land in strips. As 
well as arable fields arranged in this way, villages would also hold rights to areas of meadow, 
and, in Wiltshire, to common grazing on the downland (Borthwick and Chandler 1984, 43). 

This system of common fields was replaced quite late in this area, during the eighteenth and 
• ..1. ~o"."..;... hv "n~l~ ... ..1 . ~. • h"kl "'_'-'I" ':" .. - . on..1 

location of common fields can, nevertheless, often be established and traces may 
occasionally survive on the ground in the form of ridge and furrow earthworks. The likely 
locations of common fields and meadow in and around the preferred route corridor are 
shown in Figure 2. 

The post-medieval period, like the Middle Ages, has left most trace in the villages, which 
are largely avoided by the preferred route. In at least three locations, however, there are 
traces of former water meadows, and these are an important reminder of what was once a 
widespread and vital technique in the farming life of south Wiltshire. Water meadows, in 
the technical sense, are not simply meadows which are periodically flooded by natural 
means, but are land which is deliberately flooded at certain times of year, using complex 
systems of channels and hatches. The meadows themselves were divided up into parallel 
beds running at right angles to the contour, and water was introduced into them from a 
cnannel cut tram tne nver anO runrung along tne upper contour of the meadow. The water 
was returned to the river through a main drain. The object of the exercise was not to 
maintain the meadows under stagnant water but to ensure a flow of water over the land at 
certain regulated times (known as 'drowning'). The construction (or 'floating') of such a 
system was a long and expensive business, possibly taking several years, and its economic 
return must therefore have been high. The success of the system depended on a 
combina tion of geology and soil types, lie of the land, and economic factors, all of which 
appear to have been particularly favourable in Dorset, Hampshire, and Wiltshire, where 
the system may indeed have originated. The date of the first water meadows is unknown, 
but they are first recorded in the early seventeenth century. The end of the use of water 
meadows began in the nineteenth century, when the economic system of which they were 
a part began to break down and culminated in the years between the First and Second World 
Wars. The main point of the system was to provide early and good grass for sheep, which 
",,,,,Iii hp ~" th .. ";~h ..J. • .... ..,: ... _1 1. _1..... .l..1. 
areas for~he night, in order to manure those ar~~s, whi?'h, in the days before artificial 
fertilisers, would soon otherwise have lost their fertility. With the depression in agriculture 
in the nineteenth century and later developments in artificial fertilisers the whole system 
changed and the water meadows went out of use and soon fell into disrepair (AtwOOd 1963). 
With the exception of a few operating meadows at Downton, to the south of Salisbury, all 
that now survives are the traces of the considerable earthworks constructed as part of the 
system, such as those at Stapleford, Bemerton and Petersfinger. 

2.2.9 Summary 

This review of the archaeology and history of the Salisbury area gives only a very brief 
resume of the archaeolOgical environment through which the preferred route will pass, but 
it is sufficient to illustrate the antiquity and importance of the remains known to lie on and 
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close to its path. The need to place the A36 Salisbury By~Pass within its archaeological 
setting has long been accepted as essential, in order to appreciate fully the archaeological 
value of the material likely to be found along the courSe of the preferred route. 
Archaeological finds should not be viewed in isolation. This principle was fundemental to 
the system of site evaluation used by Bowden in his preliminary study of the archaeology 
within the potential path of the road (Bowden 1986, 7-9), and it is also taken into account 
in the forming of this report's mitigation proposals (section 5). 
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3. METHODOLOGY 

The problem of assessing the archaeological remains along the preferred route was 
approached in two mains ways: by use of documentary sources, and by field survey. 

3.1 DOCUMENTARY RESEARCH 

-
A range of material was consulted starting with the County Council's Sites and Monuments 
Record (SMR). This is an archaeological register of all known sites and findspots. It formed 
the basis for Bowden's work in 1986, but a further search was necessary, both to incorporate 
material which had been recorded since 1986 and to take account of the additional section 
of route which had not formed part of the three original route options. 

3.1.2 Map Search 

Following the review of the SMR material, visits were made to the County Records Office 
to study the post-medieval estate maps and maps relating to the tithe and enclosure awards. 
This enabled the possible areas of medieval common field systems to be reconstructed and 
planned. This was important because, although the preferred route is sited to avoid the 
main areas of medieval settlement, it crosses areas occupied by the associated open fields. 

3.1.3 Aerial Photographs 

Two sets of aerial photographs, dated 13th March 1985 and 3rd March 1990, and held by 
the engineering consultants Rendel, Palmer and Tritton, were assessed. Three photographs 
taken since Bowden's assessment, and held by the National Monuments Record, were also 
studied. All archaeological features noted were added to those already plotted on the SMR 
maps. 

3.1.4 Geolo,;cal Survey Results 

The Department of Transport made available the logs of a geological survey undertaken 
by Norwest Holst Soil Engineering Ltd in 1990. These logs were consulted in advance of 
the archaeological field ~n.-l ", .. r .. 1'\~rt;,."l~,.h, -"--' in thE" nl~ H;H~ r:f' .t. .. 

environmental testing. 

3.2 TIELD SURVEY 

3.2.1 Fieldwalking 

The principal method employed was the systematic collection of artefacts from field 
surfaces, otherwise referred to as fieldwalking. This is a technique widely and effectively 
used to locate areas of past activity. It is of particular use in identifying areas of early 
prehistoric activity, as these often leave little trace except for stone tools and the large 
quantities of the debris associated with the production of such implements. Wessex 
Archaeology has in recent years carried out a large scale project, consisting mainly of 
systematicfieldwalking, in the area around Stonehenge (The Stonehenge Environs Project), 
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approximately 7km to the north of the northernmost point of the preferred route (Richards 
1990). This produced valuable information ahout the prehistoric use of the area. 
FieJdwalking was, therefore, clearly an appropriate technique to apply to the preferred 
route in order to identify areas of past activity. This was particularly so since large parts of 
the open land within the preferred route corridor were under arable cultivation and thus 
suitable for the retrieval of artefacts from the surface of the ploughsoil. 

The Stonehenge Environs Project (Richards 1990, 11-14) utilised a 50m by 25m interval 
grid within a hectare framework aligned on the National Grid. In that survey area a number 
•• <~.~< ~+h .1. h' Th • ;~. nf o"rf~~p find. ",~rQ ...: •• th"n 

be surveyed intensi~~ly-~sing a smaller scale grid where necessary. The area around 
Stonehenge represents an extraordinarily rich archaeaological landscape and such high 
densities of material were not expected within the survey area of the preferred route, and 
therefore such a two-stage method was not considered appropriate. The Kennet Valley 
Survey (Lobb and Rose forthcoming) covered an area with low densities of surface finds 
which were successfully assessed using a 25m grid framework. This grid interval was 
accordingly adopted for the A36 survey: There were, therefdre, sixteen collection units per 
hectare, each 25m long and 25m apart. Assuming a visibility span of2-25m in each transect, 
this provided a sample of 8-10% of the field surface. 

The National Grid was used as the reference framework, within which the hectare formed 
the main unit for collation and tabulation. The fieldS themselves were alloted numbers from 
a continuous sequence, in the order in which they became available. A standard recording 
sheet was used tor each field, on which such varIables as soil type and state ot plougning 
and the collector's name were recorded on separate sheets for each hectare. 

It should be noted that grid references used in sections 6.2.4 and for references to hectares 
in the text, are fulJ ordnance survey coordinates. This follows accepted practice in previous 
survey projects of this nature. These coordinates can be adjusted to the standard 100 
kilometre square ordnance survey SU references for this area of Wiltshire, by extracting 
the 4000 code from the easting and the 1000 code from the northing, thus hectare 4112/1332 
in field 106 would be SUl12332 and hectare 4098/1360 in field 107 would be SU098360. To 
aid the checking of the information given in sections 4 and 5 against other sources of data 
and reports produced by other organisations, the areas of archaeological significance, 
affected by the proposed road centre lines, are referred to under both their SMR code 
(where these exist) and as an Ordnance Survey grid reference. 

All artefactual material from al1 periods was collected apart from animal bone and objects 
clearly derived from the present use of the field for ploughing and shooting. The majority 
of the ceramic building material (brick, tile, roof furniture etc.) and pottery was found to 
be of post-medieval date. Once it had all been counted and weighed, the more recent 
material was discarded. Its distribution pattern was useful for determining the intensity of 
recent disturbance, and its collection was considered essential as earlier pottery and ceramic 
building material could often be recognised only after all the material had been washed. 
Burnt flint was collected because of its known association with prehistoric settlements, and 
it too was discarded once it had been counted, weighed and checked for worked pieces. 
Modern glass and metalwork was also discarded after it had been recorded. Stone was 
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collected when it was recognised as worked or not local. The unworked, non-local material 
was discarded after it had been identified. The archive of retained material consists of 
worked flint and the surviving material from the other categories mentioned above. 

3.2.2 Geophysical Survey 

The fields to tht:l suuth uf Salisbury, surrounding Great Woodbury, have been taken out of 
cultivation as part of .a 'set-aside' policy. They could not, therefore, form part of the 
fieldwalking survey. The archaelogical potential of this area was given a preliminary 

. . . v ved the scannin f the ound with 
a magnetometer which is used to monitor fluctuations in the magnetic field. The remains 
of past human activity such as buried walls, pits and ditches create anomalies in the magnetic 
field which an experienced operator can distinguish from anomalies caused by geological 
or pedological variation. Aseries of radiating transects from the centre of Great Woodbury 
was used, both to test the method and sample the entire area (section 6.3) . 

3.3 SOIL TESTING 

3.3.1 Auger Survey 

The preferred route corridor crosses river valleys in three places; the Wylye valley near 
Stapleford, the Naddervalleybetween Netherhampton and Bemerton, and the Avon valley 
between Britford and Petersfinger. Alluvium is known to mask archaeological deposits, 

~ • _1. ,1. .1."" . . ,~.. ~, . ~ A • ,-1 • "' 
" ...... " ~" ... " '" WU~ uu. UL ~"w~.~ ~.w.. . .... 
deposits within river vaJIeys are also a rich source of information about past environments 
as they can preserve remains such as pollen and mollusc shells (Burrin and Scaife 1984; 
Scaife and Burrin 1983). The aim of the auger survey was, therefore, to assess both the 
potential of buried archaeological deposits and the palaeoenvironmental (past 
environment) potential of the river floodplain sequences. To this end an auger survey was 
carried out at each of the three river valley crossings. 

3.3.2 Trial Pits 

The principal dry valley systems within the preferred route corridor were investigated in 
order to assess the potential of the colluvial sediments (hillwash) to provide data pertinent 
to the past land-use. It has also been established, elsewhere, that colluvial deposits may not 
only provide paleoenvironmental information but also mask and seal archaeological 

. .,ll'" '<'1. • ." ,1.' •• L"" ~ru",u .L;>~, u~~-,' ... v ... mo ..... "'w 'w'~' '''V.VLULV, .u 

hillwash deposits in the valleys and record evidence of human activity either caused, or 
masked, by the colluvium and also to assess the potential of such deposits for determining 
past landscapes associated with archaeological activities. 
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This section summarises the results of the archaeological survey under the following 
sub-headings; 4.2 Documentary research, 4.3 Field survey and 4.4 Soil testing. The 
concluding pan, 4.5 Sites of high archaeological potential, combines the results of the 
various forms of archaeological survey to provide an overall summary. Colour Figs. 13 to 
17, show the locations of survey areas and archaeological information. Throughout the 
following sections, areas of archaeological significance are referred to in one of two ways. 
Sites and finds pots which have been recorded prior to this survey are followed by their Sites 
and Monuments Record code, ego Great Woodbury (SU12NW201). New discoveries are 
recorded by the number of the fields from which they came, given on Figs. 5 and 6. 

Section 6 contains the full results of the archaeological surveys from which section 4 has 
been distilled. Section 6 should, therefore, be regarded as an internal source of reference 
and proof of interpretation. Specific cross-references from sections 4 to 6 are given where 
appropriate, and the general sequence is as follows; 

Section 4.2 Documentary rese&l'C'h - Section 6.1 for full report aud list of Sites aud Monuments Rerun! 
entries. 

Sectlon 4.3 Field Survey - Section 6.210r tull report ou rteldwalldug and section 5.3 for geophysical survey. 

Section 4.4 Soli testing - Section 6.4 tor full report on river valleys and section 5.5 lor dry valleys. 

4.2 DOCUMENTARY RESEARCH 

The documentary research resulted in the compilation of an archaeological overview for a 
lkm width of corridor centred on the preferred route. It also encompassed alternatives 
proposed for pan of the route to the east of Stapleford which were suggested during the 
course of the study 

4.2.1 The Sites and Monuments Record (Figs. 3 and 4, Section 6.1) 

The Sites and Monuments Record was fOund to contain eighty-six entries which were within 
or immediately adjacent to the survey area. Fifty-seven of these had been assessed by 
Bowden (1986), who gave them "Overlay Scores" which reflected their importance as 
. .. . i . : ,. r,. , .,... ~ ."w, ~. c. VL a ,v .. a> 5'-uupaw.' a ....... J.ll a . . ,,, ..... v, ... 

were then used to calculate the appropriate level of response. The twenty-nine additional 
entries have been assessed in a similar manner and assigned to one of three response levels. 
For the full list of entries with response levels see section 6.1.2. Forty-eight of the entries 
could be dealt with using the lowest level of response (ll<. Watching Brief). Twenty-seven 
would require excavation if they were to be affected by the construction of the route, and 
eleven entries relate to existing Scheduled Ancient Monuments. The eleven entries in the 
Unal category comprise four Scheduled Ancient Monuments, with the bulk ofthe references 
fonning parts of the scheduled area of Great and Uttle Woodbury. The level of response 
recommended for the areas crossed by the preferred route is dealt with in detail in section 
5, below. . 
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4.2.2 Map Search (Fig. 2) 

A study of the post-medieval estate maps enabled the reconstruction of some of the 
medieval common field systems. By generally avoiding the valley bottoms and crossing the 
downs, the road route avoids the main areas of medieval settlement, but will cut through 
the associated common field systems. Observations on the ground later confirmed the 
impression gained from the aerial photographs that there are no longer any surviving 
medieval field features, apart from some well preserved strip lynchets to the east of 
Stapleford (SU03NE608). 

4.2.3 The Aerial Photographs 

The study of aerial photographs did not lead to the discovery of any new sites, but possible 
extensions to field systems SU03NE625, SU03NE607, SU03NE639, SU03NE640, 
SU13SW622 and SU12NW616 were recorded. In a field north of Bemerton Farm the 
photographs show several amorphous marks with no discernible pattern. They are 
noteworthy because of their proximity to the vi11age of Bemerton (SU13SW491) and may 
be indicative of abandoned settlement. . 

Where the route crosses the river valleys the photographs revealed the surviving traces of 
extensive watermeadow systems. The irrigated waterm.eadow became. widespread in 
Wiltshire and Dorset by 1620 and is considered to be the "supreme technical achievement 
of English farming" (Rackham 1986,338-40). Although all arenowused as pasture or arable 
the degree of recent levelling and ploughing has not eradicated the physical traces of these 
systems. They are, in general, best preserved at the eastern end of the route and least 
preserved at the western end. 

4.2.4 Geological survey results 

The Department of Transport made available the logs of a geological survey undertaken 
by Norwest Holst Soil Engineering Ltd in 1990. These logs were carefully studied and the 
soil depths along the route, were noted prior to the archaeological field survey. The 
information was particularly useful for determining likely areas for environmental testing 
and the location of areas of variable geology which might affect the survival of surface finds. 
Over most of the preferred route the logs showed minimal depths of ploughsoil over Chalk, 
with occasional outcrops of CJay- with-Flints. Well-preserved deposits of archaeologically 
significant subsoils were not indicated. 

4.3 FIELD SURVEY (Figs. 5 and 6, Sections 6.2 and 6.3) 

Much of the open land within the survey area was under arable cultivation (approximately 
550 hectares out of a maximum area of 1,050 hectares). Fields which were ploughed during 
the period of study were walked and artefacts which had been brought to the surface were 
collected. Approximately 400 hectares were assessed in that manner. The collection 
method followed the system adopted by other survey projects carried out by Wessel( 
Archaeology. The use of a common system allows broad comparisons of results. Fields not 
ploughed during the period of study were visited and photographed. The state of 
watermeadow systems and other earthworks, such as at Little Wishford, were noted. In the 
mea uf lht: Scht:t1uled Ancient Monument of Great Woodbury a gt:Uphysical SUlVClY was 
undertaken in order to refine and expand the known archaeological information. Section 
6.2.3 comprises a full list of all fields surveyed. 
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4.3.1 Fieldwalking 

Table 2 summarises the information for all major finds categories with significant results 
"1.. • 1.. .,-1 Al-. Al,.-1 • .1.. • . r. . . -1.L· ,l-. 

• "0 

documentary research and the appropriate levels ofresponse augmented where necessary. 

After studying the distributions of all artefacts collected during the field survey, it was found.. OJ 
that significant concentrations of pottery, worked flint and burnt flint occurred in eight 15f 
the thirty-eight fields surveyed. Sections 6.2.4 and 6.2.5 contain detailed lists ofthe material 
recovered in hectare and material category order respectively. 

Pottery 

A total of 232 sherds of pottery was recovered of medieval or earlier date. Fifteen were 
prehistoric, 189 were Romano-British and twenty-eight were medieval. Their exact 
locations and details are listed in table 3. It should be noted that the overall scarcity of 
pottery is a reflection of the fragile nature of the material, and its rate of survival within 
intensively cultivated ploughzones is not good. The entire category is therefore likely to be 
under represented. A total of fifteen sherds of prehistoric pottery was recovered from eight 
fields. Of these, only field 148, (to the north of the preferred route and to the north of Chain 
Drove, hectares 4094/1367 and 4096/1366), contained a significant amount. A total of 189 
sherds of Romano-British pottery was recovered from eleven fields. The majority of the 
sherds came from two fields: Fields 136 (seventy"nine sherds) and 119 (sixty-five sherds), 
Both fields are adjacent to the known Roman site at Camp Hill, and field 136 is crossed by 
the preferred route. Small clusters were also recovered from fields 160 (the field is crossed 
by the preferred route and is adjacent to the Roman road to the north of the present 
Netherhampton Road) and 138 (to the north of Camp Hill and the preferred route) whilst 
seven other fields produced only twenty sherds. A total of twenty-eight sherds of medieval 
pottery was recovered from twelve fields. They generally occurred in single finds pots 
although a small cluster (ten sherds) is noted from field 149 (south of Chain Drove and to 
the north of the preferred route, hectares 4074/1368, 4076/1368, 4076/1369, 4077/1366, 
4077/1367 (four sherds), 4079/1367 and 4080/1368). .. 

Table 2: Major finds categories in field order 

Field No.or % Worked % Burnt 
No ... Runs: Empty ~~D~ Flake (;n:~ . 7.~ 
101 54 41 16 100 134 34S 
103 177 36 36 92 235 S30 
1M 244 72 55 90 2057 3940 
lOS 229 37 91 99 2471 306 
10<) 3209 5 967 89 3404 5153 
107 271 4 543 97 23743 = 108 361 27 443 ?4 4157 121 
109 126 11 ~1 89 3301 444 
no 39 23 36 ?4 0 0 
111 131 18 154 98 873 166 
112 103 2 69 96 6030 755 
113 417 3 782 95 3688 9087 
114 U 12 16 88 181 699 
115 88 6 105 99 283 796 
no 383 22 201 091 4Q2J %0 
117 65 6 164 82 1878 56 
118 61 8 n 90 158 85 
119 162 4 248 923 1320 905 
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Table 2: (continued) 
Pouc:=ry 

Field No.of % Worlred % Suml Po:st-
No .. 1<'''' "mpty "lin' ,'1."" ""nl '-.".M w"'"' 

(NO.) (gm.<) (gms) 

120 172 9 119 94 6531 1636 + 
126 169 33 114 97 290 888 + 
127 87 43 2S 96 USI 416 + 
132 107 8 169 95 201 1100 + 
133 360 28 375 97 3580 1079 + 
135 113 7 236 98 1231 891 + 
136 150 11 IO? 95 7611 1606 + 
138 m 12 149 93 9650 3007 + 
147 144 4 123 90 9518 2117 + 
)48 154 ) 316 % 33476 2508 + 
149 39 6 5360 94 S4860 6572 + 
150 84 10 68 99 4125 1506 + 
151 114 6 14.~ 97 1855 2401 + 
160 272 30 91 88 6182 6020 + 
161 122 0 35 97 3149 8320 + 
162 133 16 66 91 56 3317 + 
163 72 0 68 94 6436 11405 + 
)64 60 0 61 9S 3988 14274 + 
165 198 8 94 86 3)697 159 + 
In 1540 9 100 not collected 

Kt:y to Pottery: 

-.•• Absent 
+ ... Prescnt 
Olba - medieval, Romano-British and prehistoric pottery. 
Please refer to Table 3 COt'" quantiU= of dalable pOlt~ 

Table 3: Occurrences of prehistoric, Romano-British and medieval pottery. 

Hold 

107 
108 
119 
119 
13S 

147 
148 

149 
151 

105 

106 

107 

liS 
1I9 

126 
136 

Hcc:tarc 

410211357 
4100/1355 
4112/1340 
4113/1338 
4109/1346 
4110/1346 
4083/1370 
4094/1367 
4096/l366 
4074/1369 
4079/1363 

4~~~~350 
4l<W1352 
4)03/135) 
4113/1334 
4114/1333 
4100/1360 
4102/1356 
4107/1343 
general 
4112/1337 
4112/1338 
4112/1339 

4113/1338 
4113/1340 
4088/1360 
4110/1335 
4111/1235 
4111/1335 
4111/1336 
4112/1334 
4112/1335 

Pre-historic 

Romano-British 
.. 
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Commi;.IJ.l 

LBA(1) 
LBA(1) 
LBA(I) 
LBA7(1) 
LBA(I) 
LBA(I) 
LBA(I) 
LBA (4), TElA (1) 
LBA(l) 
LBA(I) 
LBA(I) 

R·B (I) 
1N.F:'{\ 
o-w (1) 
sam;". (I) 
R-B (1) 
R·B (1), greywarc: (I) 
.. mi •• (1) 
greywarc (1) 
c-w (4), sam;"n (1) 
<>w (19) 
o-w (2S).N.F.(l),LIA/RB (I) 
c-w(7) 

o;.,w) 
o·w (2) 
ooW (1) 
e-w (4) 
<·w (6) 
ooW (14), a.M.(I). N.F.(I) 
c·w (33). a.M.(I), N.F.(I) 
C-W (1) 
c-w (I), Ox. (1) 

+ 
+ 

+ 

+ 
+ 
+ 
+ 
+ 

+ 
+ 
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Table 3: continued 

Fiel<l 

138 

147 
" 

148 
" 

160 

104 
112 
113 

115 
119 

120 
120 
126 
132 
148 

149 

151 

160 
163 

Hectare 

4112/1336 
4111/1343 
4111/1344 
4111/1346 
4112/1343 
4082/1369 
408211370 
4083/1370 
4094/1366 

4095/1368 
4096!1367 
4116/1296 
4117/1297 
411811296 
41l8l1297 
411811298 
4119/1294 
4119/1295 
4119/1296 
4120/1294 
4120/1295 

4132/1280 
4094/1361 
4127/1285 
4129/1285 
4132/1284 
4111/1341 
4112/1337 
4075/1360 
4075/1361 
4085/1358 
4089/1359 
4094/1366 
4094/1367 
4074/1368 
4076/1368 
4076/1369 
4077/1366 
4077/1367 
4079/1362 
4080/1368 
4079/1361 
4079/1362 
4116/1295 
line 1 

Romano-British 

Medleval 

Medieval 

~ •• D. • 

LlA­
R-B· 
N.F.· 
c·w­
O.M.· 
Ox-

Lat< Iron Age 
Roma.no-Briti!i.h 
New Forest 
coaneware 
Oxford M" ..... tium 
Oxford Ware 

Comment 

<oW (14), .. mi.~ (1) 
CoW (3) 
R-B fineware (I), N.F.(I) 

~m 
N.F. (1) 
N.F. (1) 
0-'<1(3) 
c-w (I), N.F.(I) 

o-w \~I 
e-w (1) 
CoW (1) 
o-w (1) 
c·w (2) 
CoW (1) 
.. mian (1) 
N.F(l) 
c-w (I) 

coW (1) 
CoW (4) 
CoW (2) 
c-w (2), .. mlan (1) 

L.Mod (LAverslock) (1) 
L.Mod (1) 
L.Mod (1) 
L.Med (lAverslock) (1) 
LoMed (I..av"",tocl:) (1). 
E.Med(l) 
L.Med iti 
E.Mod(l) 
E.Med(l) 
E.Med (1) 
L.Med (Lav=tock) (1) 
M<d(l) 
Mod 7 (1) 
E.Mod(l) 
&M«I(1) 
E.Med (1) 
E.Med(l) 
E.Med (4) 
L.Mcd (1) 
E.Med(1) 
E.Med (2) 
L.Med (1) 
L.Mod (1) 
E.Med(l) 

In addition 10 the field walkin& result", four s1tenls of medieval san<ly wares (12th-13lh .""Imy), probably of local manuc.oture,were 

rec~ trom. lest-pit 502. context. 606 which ~ locattrl in field 126. 

22 



, , 
L. 

... 
!i."L 

IW., .. 

Lr 

Worked FUm 

Worked flint was recovered from every field walked within the survey. An assessment of 
the variation and significance of the data was made by entering it onto a database by 
collection unit and general category (core, flake, scraper, retouched flake, other tool). The 
total number ofpicccs of worked flint cntered onto the database was 7104, which comprised 
6597 flakes, 176 cores, 275 tools and retouched flakes and fifty-six pieces of worked burnt 
flint. There were also seven pieces which probably relate to the manufacture of gunflints. 
Their occurrence is not surprising as the area represented one of the maior gunflint 
production centres during the eighteenth century and was popular for field sports, as it is 
today. The tools and retouched flakes could be further subdivided into 155 scrapers, sixteen 
knives, six piercers, three axes, two arrowheads, one fabricator, one burin, nine unclassified 
tools and seventycfour retouched flakes. Due to the mixture of diagnostic tools recovered 
from each area it is impossible to give them specific dates. The overall date range runs from 
the Mesolithic through the Neolithic to the Bronze Age, with several post-medieval 
gunflints. Section 6.2.6 contains a piechart and a histogram which illustrate the high 
proportion of flakes in comparison to other categories of worked flint and the generally low 
number of flints per collection unit which characterise this data set. Five fields (104, 106, 
107,113 and 148) were found to contain significant concentrations of worked flint. Field 
104 (to the south of the preferred route and to the south of Green Lane) contained 255 
pieces of worked flint collected from 244 units. In the centre of the southern edge of the 
field hectare 4133/1277 contained thirty-nine pieces of worked flint, collected from only . . .. 
.<:;V<:;l1 UIl1L.. 1111> II IWU CUI C" <.1 , <.1 11<.111.C <UIU IWU 

gunflints. The general spread of flakes within this field and adjacent field 135 is probably 
the result of the movement of outlying material from .the site of Great Woodbury 
(SU12NW201) to the north-east. However, the selection ofillaterial from hectare 
4133/1277 suggests the presence of a localised feature on or near the southern edge of the 
survey area. 

Field 106 (crossed by the preferred route to the south of the Devizes Road/Wilton Avenue 
crossroads) contained 967 pieces of worked flint collected from 329 units. This is the 
greatest density of worked flint within the entire survey area. Included within this collection 
were fifty-three cores, twenty-nine scrapers, six retouched flakes, five knives, one transverse 
arrowhead,one re-used ground axe, one piercer and two other tools. 

Table 4: Worked Flint totals in field ordel' 

field Retouched. 
No .. Cote< Flakes Scrape", Flakes 

101 15 
103 3 26 
104 5 221 1) 4 
lOS 85 I 
106 S3 840 29 6 

107 6 512 5 3 

108 16 413 9 

109 9 222 9 9 
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Other 

1 burnt worked 
1 bumt worked 
2gunnin'l$ 
2 bumt worlc.ed 
1 tranchet arrowhead 
S knives 
1 Axo 
I plerrec 
2 other tools 
6 burnt workal 
2gunflints 
2 knives 
6 burnt worked 
1 knife 
1 burnt worked 
2 burnt worked 
1 hammer/con: 

ToW 

16 
30 

245 
88 

946 

534 

441 

252 

. 
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I) Table 4: (continued) 
, , 

;, t 
Retouched Field 

No,s Co,,", F1 .. d;:~ Sq-,pe" Fbl= Other To .. 1 , 
110 34 2 36 
111 I 151 2 154 
112 2 83 1 86 
113 10 740 11 11 4 burnt worked 780 

~,",,:, 

3 pierccn. L! 
~U' 1 Qlhc:rtool 

114 1 14 I gunOinl 15 
115 100 1 1 burnt worked 102 

f' 116 9 166 8 2 3burnlwo~ 190 
'/'! I trancllt:t au: 
I, y 1 core tool 

117 17 131 10 2 4 burnt worked 164 
118 7 83 I 1 n , 
119 7 220 6 4 l .... i(o 242 

lleara"""""d '. , -
2 bu,"! worked 

120 4 109 2 1 pierrer 116 
r'~ 126 2 108 I I 112 
~, : ,( 127 I 23 24 
U 132 2 160 1 3 1 fabricator 168 

lothutool 
133 2 359 3 4 1 .... '£0 373 

'I lothertQQt 
3 burnt worked l 135 228 4 232 

136 2 102 1 1 1 knife 109 

n 1 burnt worked 
ll!'mund axe 

~. ~ 138 1 136 7 2 :3 burnt worUd 1 49 
147 4 109 6 1 1 knife 1 22 

\~::) 
1 burnt ""r1<od 

148 6 302 2 5 bunil worked. :3 16 

..... .:: 
149 3 339 

1 core tool 
9 3 l .... if03 60 

149 1 piercer 

U 1 other tool 
:3 oumt worked 

150 48 1 burnl worU:d 50 
1 gunnint 

151 140 4 1 burnt worked 1 45 

I 160 2 80 S 2knive5 91 
1 otht:t tool 
1 burnt worked 

161 31 1 35 

n 162 1 62 3 66 
I ,- 163 64 2 2 68 
ci 164 58 1 1 1 burnt worked 61 

165 80 4 4 ~~ife 94 
--.-~ 

T 1 burin 
U 1 gunflint 

R Hectares 4112/1332, 4112/1333,4113/1332,4113/1333 and 4114/1332 represent the focus 
of this concentration in the northern comer of the field, withinfifty-two units. This focus 

n coincided with the position of ploughed-down Bronze Age barrow (SU13SW604). It is , ' 

pOSSible, therefore, that a stratified sequence of early features and the base of the barrow J 
may still survive. 

~, r, 

li Field 107 (to the north of the route and to the north of Newton Barrow) contained 543 
pieces of worked flint collected from 271 units. This material contained very few cores or 

IT 
tools, and is significant only for a concentration of flakes along the northern edge of the 
field. In hectares 4098/1360, 4099/1360 and 4100/1360 161 pieces of flint were recovered 

r" , I 
, ' .. , 
;,.; 
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from fifteen units. This may represent a spread of material from a settlement associated 
with field system SU13NW707 which extends further to the north. No concentrations of 
flint were found around the supposed positions of two bowl barrows in the south of the field 
(SU13NW674). 

Field 113 (crossed by the preferred route over Harnham Hill) contained 782 pieces of 
worked flint collected from 417 units. The field showed a general spread of flint flakes with 
one possible concentration in the centre of the field in hectare 4127/1284. Ninety-six pieces 

I _'- ~ n' ~~.' .. ........ L _1..1.' ..... 
UL"V'A~UUU""~L~ '~UUVLU, ,u,"'~~' .... ~ "-:UO'UJ 

with a junction within field system SU12NW634, and therefore, may represent limited 
prehistoric settlement activity within an area of agricultural use. 

Field 148 (to the north of the preferred route and to the north of Chain Drove) contained 
316 pieces of worked flint collected from 154 units. Hectare 4094/1367, on the western edge 
of the field, contained sixty-three pieces of flint from fourteen collection units. That hectare 
falls within the area of an extensive field system, SU03NE612, which continues to the north 
and east of field 148. The localised concentration and generally high density of flake 
material across the field suggests that field system SU03NE612 may contain both 
agricultural and settlement elements. Two hundred metres to the north-east of field 148 is 
a cropmark enclosure, SU03NE605, which may be the source of some of this material. 

n. . ,," , ,.,"" 

Burnt flint was recovered from every field walked within the 600m wide sUIVey corridor, 
except for field 110. A total of 241,548g was picked up. Significant quantities were 
encountered in ten hectares (4074/1367, 4075/1367 and 4080/1368 from field 149, 
4095/1366,4095/1367 and 4095/1368 from field 148, 4112/1337, 4112/1338, 4112/1339 and 
4113/1339 from field 119). 

Field 119 (to the north-east of the preferred route and Camp Hill) consisted of 162 
collection units from which 31,320g of burnt flint were recovered. The density of material 
dropped sharply towards the northern and southern edges of the field. The concentration 
was focused on hectare 4112/1339, in which an oval patch of burnt material was visible on 
the surface. It is likely that this represents in situ flint burning, normally taken to indicate 
the presence of nearby prehistoric settlement activity. While the worked flint from this field 
... ," _~ . !c: . L~ c& • ~_ 
~.~ •• ~. " •• ~ -:"J , ".~. v, ~~ 'vu ~v.w, ~~ • .~, .vu. 

retouched flakes, a knife and a leaf-shaped arrowhead among the 248 pieces recovered 
supports the existence of a nearby settlement. 

Field 148 (to the north of the preferred route and Chain Drove) consisted of 154 collection 
units from which 33,476g ofbumt flint were recovered. Most of the material was collected 
from hectares 4095/1366, 4095/1367 and 4095/1368, a north-south block roughly in the 
centre of the field. Coupled with the positive result from the worked flint, a concentration 
in hectare 4094/1367, the presence of settlement activity within field system SU03NE612 
seems most likely. 

Field 149 (to the north of the preferred route and to the south of Chain Drove) consisted 
of 396 collection units from which 54,860g of burnt flint were recovered. Significantly high 
levels of burnt flint were recorded from hectares 4074/1367 and 4075/1367 in the south-west 
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part of the field and from hectare 4080/1368 in the south-east. It may be that the generally 
hilrh densitv of burnt flint across the southern half of the field indicates the presence of 
settlement activity on a south-west facing slope. The amount and type of worked flint 
recovered from this field were not significant, and do not confirm or deny this hypothesis. 

4.3.2 Geophysical survey (Fig. 7, Section 6.3) 

Geophysical survey was undertaken in and around the area of Great Woodbury. The results 
have served to substantially enhance the information already available on the Sites and 
Monuments Record. A large number of internal features, mainly pits, and an entrance 
facing north-west were found within Great Woodbury. Ditches, which probably formed 
part of an associated field system, have been found in the area around the site. A hitherto 
unknown ring ditch nnd trackwny were found to the west of the site, adjacent to Harvard 
Hospital. The presence of barrows and a ring ditch to the north-east (SU12NW602, 
SUl2NW603 and SU12NW604)was confirmed. Transects to the south of Great Woodbury 
confirmed the presence of a linear feature which runs south-west from the hillfort. 
Transects close to the small auxiliary enclosure to the south of Green Lane showed no 
further features and suggested that the enclosure itself is slightly to the west of its plotted 
position. Even so, recent accurate plotting of this feature from aerial photographs does 
suggest that any re-routing of the road to the immediate south of Great Woodbury would 
jeopardise the existence of this site. 

For a full account of the results of each geophysical survey trimsect see section 6.3. In 
summary it can be stated that although additional features have been discovered in the path 
of the preferred route, its course around Great Woodbury still represents the option most 
likely to involve the least damage to the archaeological landscape. 

4.4 SOIL TESTING (Sections 6.4 and 6.5) 

The proposed A36 corridor crosses three river valleys, the Wylye, the Nadder and the Avon. 
In each case an auger survey was conducted in order to characterise the deposits and assess 
their archaeological and palaeoenvironmental potential as well as to reveal any 
archaeological deposits buried under accumulated alluvium. 

In the case of the dry valleys, the systems within the corridor were investigated to provide 
data pertinent to past land-use by assessing the colluvial sediments and also to assess 

•• L .': ._, • •• • • • • 

~Ull~ .. a, 'UUllU"-U <0"-111 .. ' "1' : 1 ..... 'U". • 

dry valleys in the corridor are all situated to the west of Salisbury and are as follows; 

1. North-east of Great Wishford, where dry valleys are situated On the south-west fadng slopes below late 
prehistoric Held systems (SU03NE612). 

2. The head of the coombe at Field Bam, South Newton, adjacent to vestigial traces of a field system 
(St . 

3. Dry valley at the base of Stoford Bottom 

4. Coombe we." of f'lIgglestone Red Buildings, adjacent to vestigial traces of a Jkld .yslem (S{ 113SW644) 
and descending to the river valley, west of Bemerton Heath, immediately north of the present A36. 
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4.4.1 River valleys 

Auger surveys were conducted across the Wy\ye valley near Stapleford, the Nadder valley 
between Netherhampton and Bemerton and the Avon Yalley between Britford and 
Petersfinger. (Figs. 8, 9 and 10). Auger transects across the river valleys were undertaken 
by h!lnd !lugering using 11 combination of 50mm dutch augers and 40mm screw augers, the 
boreholes were SOm apart. The auger survey points were located on or close to the centre 
line of the study area. All sediments were described and full auger logs recorded in the field. 
Soil colours were obtained in the laboratory from moistened field smears using a Munsell 
Soil Colour Chart (197S). The auger log summaries are presented in section 6.4.7. 

The auger survey across the Wylye revealed a series of highly calcareous to neutral alluvial 
silts .overlying gravels or marls. Nearly all the deposits were moist to wet on recovery. 
Occasional episodic lenses of peat, humic peaty clays and highly calcareous mollusc-rich 
silts were also encountered. Some of the deeper sequences may indicate ancient channels 
and former stream courses. Apart from a general fining of material at the base of the 
sediments, immediately above the gravels, there seems to be no recognisable major changes 
within the depositional regime in the floodplain to indicate any broad stratigraphical or 
chronological sequence. 

The Nadder floodplain was augered about 2km upstream of its confluence with the Avon 
at about the broadest point in the valley; almost l.Skm. The survey revealed simple shallow 
.11. ',] ..... ....... ~.' ,],..., M+h~ .L .... ..' , .. 
and southern ends of the auger survey and extend to a maximum depth of 1.7m. The 
majority of the auger holes revealed shallow calcareous alluvial silts containing chalk pieces 
and molluscs. 

The auger survey across the Avon valley revealed that the sedimentary sequences were 
relatively shallow (max l.Sm) and the basal material were gravels or calcareous marls. The 
sequences were predominantly a series of alluvial silts varying from highly calcareous to 
very organic. The northern side of the floodplain revealed deeper deposits possibly relating 
to earlier river channels at the base of the relict river cliff. These deposits were also ofhurnic 
silty nature. The southern end of the auger survey also revealed deeper hurnic deposits, 
again possibly related to previous channels. The deeper sequences may represent alluvial 
sequences that have accumulated through ancient relict river channels and may, therefore, 
contain relatively long environmental sequences. 

Overall the results show typical floodplain deposits, with no recognisable buried old land 
surfaces or specifically archaeologically significant deposits. Most of the sediments 
recorded are typical of river beds, river margins or overbank material. The overall 
sedimentary sequence indicates a long term floodplain with coarser deposits associated with 
higher energy deposition and the organic silts with rich vegetation on the floodplain or 
associated with channel edges. Both the Nadder and Avon surveys indicate sequences ideal 
for further investigation which contain peats or organic material with the potential for 
enabling the sequence to be dated. The paucity of organic-rich deposits within the Wylye 
valley survey restricts its potential. 

Where molluscs were recorded preservation is variable: fair to good. Fragmentation is high 
and in some cases it was evident that many of the fresh- and brackish-water molluscs were 
hi"hlv fr"o-mpn,prl m";]~'" o"~ll,' A+]'''' _n. '~"P , ~ (,"TO""" 
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fig. 8 Location of auger survey points, WyJyc valley' 
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examination of small auger~recovered samples indicated that most of the deposits are 
floodplain rather than channel bed sediments. Pollen is preserved in the peats and organic 
horizons and it is likely that the wet alluvial silts win also preserve pollen. Apart from two 
pollen samples that were prepared purely to determine preservation, no further work has 
been undertaken. 

4.4.2 Additional river valley work 

In field 175 on the south~west side of the Avon Vallev. a single auger survey point was 
placed adjacent to a borehole excavated by Norwest Holst Engineering Ltd for the 
Department of Transport. Over 2m of silt had been recorded in the borehole record and 
it was decided that its environmental potential should be investigated. A sample of the silt 
was scanned and considered to be of post~glacial date but to predate the periods of human 
activity. The deposit is therefore not of archaeological interest. 

An auger survey was carried out across the supposed route of the Roman road south of 
Bemerton (field 160) in order to attempt to confirm its presence: twelve auger survey points 
were excavated across the probable line of the Roman road (SU12NW301), at 
approximately 2m intervals covering a distance of 22m in an attempt to verify its existence 
and finds its exact position. The auger encountered substantial bands of gravel at relatively 
high levels (0;30m and less below ground level). The resulting profile did not show clear 
indications of the prepared surface and side ditches expected from a road. A trial pit was 

.... ... ,; .~ ... • '- • ~~:1. -' .~ 

~ ..... ~ .... ~ ~ .... ~ .... ~~. ~u. :~J , ~U, " ' .... ~.~ ... "."J ....... " .... '-' 
recognisable road surface within the confines of a lill pit. It is possible that the gravel may 
be the result of either upcast from the digging of drainage channels that criss~cross this area 
or natural fluvial gravel ridges. The road may exist at this location, but the confusing nature 
of the subsoil makes its recognition, in anything other than an open area excavation, 
unlikely. 

4.4.3 Dry valleys (Section 6.5) 

At suitable locations within the valleys, 1m2 hand excavated trial pits were dug to assess the 
hiIIwash deposits, except in locations where the engineers borehole data indicated the 
absence of hillwash. A basic context record was made in the field and spot samples taken 
to provide further pedological description to augment the context record. These samples 
were also processed for land snails. Presence/absence results from rapid assessment are 

.~. " 

Great Wishford 

No excavation was conducted within the dry valleys in the south~ west facing slope of the 
downs north~east of Great Wishford. In every case the areas of coombe within the survey 
corridor were seen from on~site inspection to be devoid of colluvium (traces of the 
underlying chalk were visible on the surface of the ploughsoil). The borehole logs from 
Norwest Holst Soil Engineering Ltd. showed average depths of only O.30m of soil above the 
chalk in this area. 
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Field Barn, Sowh Newton 

The borehole logs from Norwest Holst Soil Engineering Ltd revealed that no colluvium 
survived and that only O.30m of a typical thin rendzina soil overlay the chalk within the 
ploughed valley bottom. On-site inspection of the field confirmed this and accordingly no 
excavation was carried out. 

Stoford Bottom 

Two hand-dug trial pits were excavated either side of the track/road in Stoford Bottom at 
a distance apart of less than 30m. The trial pits were positioned on the centreline of the 
survey corridor close to boreholes (excavated by N orwest Holst Soil Engineering Ltd) which 
had revealed considerable depths of subsoil. Both trial pits revealed similar sequences. A 
series of calcareous and weakly calcareous silty clay colluvial horizons were recognised. 
Some, artefacts were recovered, which included a flint flake, a sherd of hand-made first 
millennium Be Iron Age pottery and four sherds of medieval pottery indicating that plough 
disturbance may have led to a mixing of the soil stratigraphy. A series of spot samples were 
taken from each context, described and the molluscs assessed (see table 5). The Mollusca 
recorded from the flats are again typical of colluvium and suggest open downland, probably 
arable with intermittent pastoral elements. 

Table 5: Colluvial sequences. Mollusc presence! absence from Trial pits at Stoford Bottom 
and near Fugglestone Red Buildings 

Yil.rl:aspp 

Pgwarias elcgaos 
CochlicQpa spp. 
Tdcbia bjspida 

pllpiJJa mUfrCOt'um 
~spp. 

spp. 
Helicella jtala 
CandjduJa spp. 

Oidljojde;s adcula 

Site 
Test Pit 
Context 
Sample 

Field 176 
I--Fuggle-I 
1--50:;..--1 

608 609 
731 732 

X' X 

x 
X X 

X X 

X X 
X X 

X 

X 

Field 132 Field 126 
�----SlOford Bottom 1 
I--------~Ul--------I I------~uz-----I 
601 602 603 604 605 606 
701 702 703 704 705 706 

X 

X 
X 

X X X X X X 

X X X , .. X 
X 

X X X X X X 
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Two trial pits were excavated at the base ofthe valley 50m apart. One trial pit was excavated 
higher up the vaHey axis than the other and revealed only 1m of poorly stratified deposits. 
The second pit contained a stratified colluvial sequence. This 1m sequence compriscd a 
series of calcareous colluvial horizons which overlay a probably truncated old land surface. 
Two spot samples were taken and assessed (see Table 5). Both samples produced a number 
of well preserved Mollusca from the flots. The molluscs were predominantly open country 
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species and typical of colluvial deposits (cf. Bell 1983; Barnes and Allen 1990). 
Unfortunately no dating evidence was recovered within this sequence, but from the 
extremely calcareous nature of the hillwash and the presence of Candidula sp. which is 
considered to be a medieval introduction (Kerney 1966), it is likely that most of this 
sequence is relatively late in date. 

4.5 SITES OF IDGH ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL (FIGS. 11 TO 17) 

The followin list of areas of hi h archaeolo 'cal otential has been derived from a 
combination of the foregoing sources of information. Their locations are shown in 
sim plified form on Figs. 11 and 12 and the background information is summarised on colour 
Figs. 13 to 17. 

Area 1: A water-meadow system to the south of Staple ford (Fields 166, 167,168, 169, 170 
and 171). Note that the extent shown on Fig. 11 refects the area surveyed by auger and not 
the full extent of the surviving water-meadow system. Post-medieval 

Area 2: Stapleford village and associated fields (SU03NE400, SU03NE608). Field 149 was 
found to contain both medieval pottery and significant quantities of burnt flint, suggesting 
prehistoriC as well as medieval activity in the area. Prehistoric and Medieval 

Area 3: The chalk ridge to the east of Stapleford is covered by extensive field systems . . 

provided dating evidence with a concentration of late Bronze Age and early Iron Age 
pottery. Prehistoric 

Area 4: Little Wishford earthworks (SU03NE456). Medieval 

Area 5: A field system (SU03NE607) to the west of Little Wishford. Romano-British 

Area 6: A concentration of worked flint was found along the northern edge of field 107, 
which may be associated with field system (SU13NW707) to the north-east, and enclosures 
(SU13NW693 and SU13NW718) to the east. Two ploughed-down bowl barrows 
(SU13NW674) and an extant barrow (SU13NW673) lie along the southern edge of the same 
field. Prehistoric (?Bronze Age) 

u 
and Wilton Avenue. A concentration of Romano-British pottery found in fields 136 and 
119 reinforce the previously recorded information of a Roman settlement (SU13SW300), 
Area 7. The Roman settlement overlies an Iron Age enclosed settlement (SU13SW200) 
and evidence for even earlier activity is present in the form of an oval area of burnt flint in 
field 119 (NGR 5U112339) and a concentration of worked flint in the northern corner of 
field 106 which coincides with the position of a ploughed out barrow (SU13SW604), Area 
9. Roman pottery from field 138 (NGR SUl11344) and a concentration of worked flint in 
field 117 (NGR SU107344) may suggest that prehistoric and Roman activity extends north 
from the focus around fields 136 and 119. A linear earthwork (SU135W603) approaches 
the settlement from the south-west. Bronze Age, Iron Age and Romano-British 
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Area 8: Five hundred metres to the east of the Camp Hill settlement are Celtic field banks 
(SU13NW600) and a late prehistoric field system (SU13SW641) with associated settlement 
evidence of Bronze Age (SU13SW151), Iron Age (SU13SW209) and Roman 
(SU13SW318) date. Bronze Age and Ronumo- British 

Area 10: At Quidhampton there was an Iron Age settlement (SU13SW203) which was 
discovered during chalk quarrying. Iron Age 

Area .l.l: 1 ne sewemem 01 oemenon ~"u J.~u" T.H) ll<l~ a. .. .me 

Area 12: A water-meadow system to the south of Bemerton (Fields 153, 154; 155, 156, 157 
and 158). Note that the extent shown on Fig. 12 reflects the area surveyed by auger and not 
the full extent of the surviving water-meadow system. Post-medieJlal 

Area 13: Romano~British pottery found in field 160 may indicate activity associated with a ~/ 
known Roman road (SUI2NW301). Romano-British 

Area 14: To the north-west of Hamham is an undated field system (SUI2NW625) and two 
ring ditches (SU12NW609 and SUI2NW624). Prehistoric 

Area 15: A concentration of worked flint in the centre of field 113 is probably associated ,> \ 

with an extensive field system (SU12NW634). The field system coincides with a linear \ 
feature (SUI2NW632) and two ring ditches (SU12NW631 and SU12NW633).Prehlstoric 

Area 16: Field 104 contained a concentration of worked flint on its southern boundary. 
Prehistoric 

Areas 17, 18 and 19: To the south of Salisbury lies the Scheduled Ancient Monument of 
Great and Little Woodbury. 'Great Woodbury, Area 17, consists ofa univallate hillfort of 
Iron Age date (SU12NW201) with some finds of Roman date from the upper levels of the 
defensive ditch (SUI2NW300). Within the scheduled area are two ring ditches 
(SU12NW606 and SUI2NW607). To the south-west is a rectangular enclosure with 
entrances and internal features (SUl2NW644). Little Woodbury, Area 18, is an enclosed 
settlement of Iron Age date (SU12NE200 and SU12NW202). Immediately to the north of 
T .itt!" "'. I i~ <l riner rlitrh (<:T ,." T...1' I thp nnrth ;... 'M "nrl Tittl", 

Woodbury the;e are ;;"0 barrows (SU12NW602 and SU12NW603) two ring ditches 
(SU12NW604 and SU12NE615) and a possible ring ditch (SU12NW610), Area 19. The 
geophysical survey of Great Woodbury covered parts of fields 122, 123, 124 and 130, and 
the results are to be found in sections 3.3.2 and 5.3. Bronze Age/Iron Age 

Area 20: A water-meadow system to the south of Petersfinger (Fields 139, 140, 141, 142, 
143, 144, 145 and 146). Note that the extent shown on Fig. 12 refects the area surveyed by 
auger and not the full extent of the surviving water-meadow system. Post-medieval 

Area 21: At the confluence of the Rivers Avon and Bourne lay the medieval village of 
Mummeworth (SU12NE463). Pottery of early medieval date has been found nearby 
(SU12NE405). Saxon· Medieval 
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Areas 22 and 23: Near Petersfinger there are two sites of high archaeological potential; an 
<0,. ,<0, "',,.'D A{V" " •• t., ,1. ,<0, T1 ""'D"''''' 

'.,' .~ \. J J \'-1' 

Medieval and PrehistorIC 

Of these, areas 1,7,9,10, 12,13, 14, 15, 17-19 and 21 will be affected by the preferred route. 
The level of archaeological response suggested for each area is considered in section 5, 
following. Also considered in the mitigation section are the areas of Mount Pleasant and 
the valley side west of Fugglestone Red Buildings, While neither area scored highly in 
archaeological potential, and so are not mentioned above, both areas are worthy of a limited 
archaeological response. 
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5. MITIGATION 

S.lINTRODUcrION 

The areas of archaeological potential have been colour-coded according to level of response 
on Figs. 18 to 22. For the sake of completeness these figures show the suggested alternative 
routes and all the areas of archaeological potential encountered in the survey areas. The 
levels of response have been simplified to three options; preservation, preservation by 

~ " ....... " e,.. .. ,:. ~ .J. 
.~~~ •. , ~... ~ • ..... 0 • ~ •• ~" .~ ~ t-

already registered as Scheduled Ancient Monuments and so deemed of national 
importance and afforded legal protection: no such sites are directly affected by the 
preferred route. Sites to be preserved by record would require excavation prior to 
construction work; they include all sites considered to be of considerable importance within 
the context of the archaeological background of the Salisbury area, and for which their 
potential data value is sufficient to merit detailed further investigation. Sites to be 
monitored would require a watching brief involving the presence of one or more 
archaeologists on site while topsoil and, where appropriate, subsoil was being removed; 
they include all sites considered to be of lmial importance but not of sufficient potential or 
of degree of preservation to merit detailed further investigation. The definition of 
excavation or watching brief as an archaeological response does not imply that the response 
is favoured instead of preservation, but only that they are the appropriate options where 
preservation is not a viable alternative. 

The terms 'excavation' and 'watching brief'imply the following conditions. An excavation 
would take place in advance of any construction work and would be controlled by an 
archaeologist. Amechanical excavator would be used to remove as much recently-disturbed 
soil and/or modern ploughsoil as possible within the area designated for excavation. Along 
much of the preferred route this would involve the removal of between O.zOm and O.4Sm 
depth of ploughsoil to reveal the underlying chalk and/or other subsoil layers. Features of 
archaeological potentia! would be revealeclat that level, cut into the subsoil or chalk. These 
features would be excavated by hand and fully recorded to produce drawn, written, and 
photographic records. A report would be produced following the study of the features and 
their associated artefacts and environmental evidence. A watching brief implies the 
proviSion for archaeological work concurrent with the removal of topsoil layers from the 
course of the route by the construction contractors. Adequate opportunity and time should 
},A ~11, ~ ~, -'-." ... ,~ ~ .:... .1. .~ 

features revealed during the course of the';ork. The w~tching bri~'f would not need to 
continue during the removal of material formed prior to the periods of archaeological 
interest; for example, during the extraction of the underlying chalk. It should be noted that 
excavation would involve groundwork across the full width of the area within which 
construction work is anticipated. Where excavation is suggested over large areas, it is 
cost-effective for the scope of works to be refmed by evaluation work. TItis involves the 
use of a mechanical excavator to strip ploughsoil and/or disturbed deposits from trenches 
positioned at set intervals within the area. A 2% sample by area is often suggested in cases 
where this type of work is implemented in fulfilment of planning consent restrictions. After 
studying the distribution and nature if the features of archaeological interest encountered 
in the evaluation, it may be possible to limit full excavation to specific areas of high 
archaeological potential within the total sampled area. 
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Thirteen areas of archaeological potential are crossed by the ~ourse of the preferred route .. .. . . . . . , , 
suggested levels of appropriate archaeological work. An additional document dealing with 
the archaeological implications of the alternative routes has been prepared, and they are 
not, therefore, dealt with here. 

As can be seen from the following table and from Figs. IS to 22 there are eight areas within 
which a watching brief is indicated, four areas which would require excavation and one 
which would benefit from a mixture of both techniques. In each case the length of the 
section involved has been given in parentheses at the end of the location entry. The total 
length affected is 9,30Om, of which 7,350m would be served by watching brief and 1,95Om 
by excavation. . 

5.2 WATCHING BRIEFS 

Almost half of the suggested watching brief section (3,400m) comprises watermeadows 
within the three river valleys to be crossed by the route (Fig.1S.I, 20.8, and 22.13). Although 
embankments will be used for these crossings, the subsoil deposits of interest at these points 
are shallow. Damage, to these deposits, if only from compaction and topsoil stripping, is to 
be expected as the extensive nature of the watermeadows makes their avoidance 
impossible. It is therefore to be hoped that a watching brief, especially at those points where 
existing channels are realigned or otherwise modified, would enable details of exposed soil 
sequences to be recorded and further samples to be taken. 

As the preferred route crosses the lower slopes of Chain Hill, it will cut an extensive field 
system (SMR SU03NE 639). This field system is not considered to be well preserved and 
can be adequately recorded by a watching brief (Fig. IS.2). 

Although the chalk downland at Mount Pleasant is only 150m wide, it does extend for at 
least SOOm to the east and west of the preferred route (Fig.IB.3). It is therefore difficult to 
avoid, especially as a shift to the west is blocked by the village of Stofard and a shift to the 
east would bring the route into contact with Newton Barrow, a Scheduled Ancient 
MOllumeul, awl cum:t:ntrations of worked flint discovered by field walking. A watching 
brief over this short section would therefore seem to be an acceptable option. 

especially in relation to the axis of the route (Fig.20.6). The field system could be adequately 
recorded by watching brief if the course of the route down the dry valley towards 
Quidhampton proves too difficult to alter. 

The nearby Iron Age settlement discovered during chalk quarrying has, of course, been 
largely d~stroyed (Fi~.20. i) A watching brief is, howe~er, indi~ate? in ~rd~r to deal with 

route at this point is passing between existing areas of housing at Bemerton Heath and 
Quidbampton, and it is unlikely that there would be sufficient room to avoid this area of 
interest. 
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The field system on Harnham Hill is extensive and its value is enhanced by its potential 

SU12NW 632) (Fig.22.ll). A watching brief should provide the opportunity to study the 
structure and date of the field system and so throw more light on the nature of the 
association. 

53 GREAT WOODBURY SCHEDULED ANCIENT MONUMENT (FIG.22.12) 

The preferred route has been positioned so as to avoid the area of Scheduled Ancient 
Monument 298 which includes the hillfor! at Great Woodbury, the settlement at Little 
Woodbury and other associated features. The route cannot be positioned farther to the 
north without disturbing the outskirts of Hamham, and to run to the south of the Scheduled 
Ancient Monument would involve cutting through a small rectangular enclosure (SMR 
SU12NW 644) which would itself require excavation. The route is therefore 
archaeologically acceptable given the lack of viable alternatives. As it stands, the route has 
been shown to cross a field system (SMR SU12NW 635) and a number offeatures revealed 
by the geophysical survey. The presence of ring ditches and barrows to the north and south 
of the route suggests that further traces of prehistoric activity may be encountered. Given 
the richness of the archaeological landscape to the south of Salisbury this is unavoidable. 
It is therefore suggested that archaeological interest would be best served by a mixture of 
excavation in advance of construction work and watching brief during the removal of topsoiL 
The areas of excavation would be targeted at the locations of known features, with about 
700m in length excavated "in four short sections. English Heritage would be informed as a 
a matter of course of the nature and extent of any works likely to affect Scheduled Ancient 
Monuments. 

S.4 EXCAVATIONS 

In addition to the areas to be excavated adjacent to Great Woodbury, four other areas 
totalling a 1,250m length of the route, are potentially worthy of excavation. In order to more 
closely define the areas for excavation each site would require further evaluation. This· 
would necessitate the use of destructive techniques, such as machine trenching, which have 
purposely been avoided during this assessment. 

At Camp Hill and immediately to the south of the Devizes Road/Wilton Avenue crossroads 
two conti ous areas of excavation· 500m and 250m in len h res ectivel are re uired i 
order to deal with a Late Iron Age settlement (SMR SU13SW 200), a Roman settlement 
(SMR SU13SW 300), a late prehistoric field system (SU13SW 605), a ploughed down 
barrow (SMR SU13SW 604) and concentrations of both worked flint and Romano-British 
pottery (Fig.20.4 and 20.5). In order to avoid this area of concentrated activity the preferred 
route would have to be moved by at least 300m to the west. It would then disturb only the 
field system, however, it would also then be outside the parameters of the field survey . . 
archaeological potential. In view of the need for a road junction at this point and its 
expanded area of impact, the possibility of moving the route far enough to avoid all the 
archaeological material seems remote. Full excavation would allow the retrieval of an 
acceptably complete record of this prior to its destruction. 
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To the north of Netherhampton Road two contiguous areas of excavation are proposed . 
SU12NW 301 and 

occurrences of Romano-British pottery in the adjacent field giving a maximum length to be 
considered of 400m. To the south are two ring ditches (SMR SU12NW 609 and 624) which 
occur within 100m of each other (Fig.21.9 and 21.10). Since the projected course of the 
Roman Road crosses the preferred route almost at right angles, it cannot be avoided. The 
spread of Romano-British pottery in the adjacent field does not show obvious 
concentrations which could be avoided. Parts of the field have been quarried away and 
backfilled in recent times. This means that not all of the area within the length to be 
considered will contain surviving deposits of archaeological interest. The two ring ditches 
do represent a localised area of archaeological potential and could be avoided, if possible, 
by moving the route by 100m to the west or 250m to the east. 

From the foregoing it can be appreciated that the preferred route does not represent an 
insoluble threat to the archaeological record. Indeed, given the richness of the archaeology 
of this region, the survey suggests that the preferred route crosses relatively few areas of 
high archaeological potential. 

Table 6: Areas of archaeological potential crossed by the preferred route. 
(N.B Site numbers as in Figs. 18 to 22) 

LOCATION 

1. RiverWylye 
South of Stapleford 
NGR SU065367 
(1,300m) 

2. Chain Hill 
lower .Iopes • 
stofor<! Bottom 
(from SU 075364 
to SU 093362) 
(I,loom) 

3. Mount Pleasant 
NGN. SU094350 
(150m) 

4. Camp Hill 

(500m) 

5. Devizes Road/Wilton 
Road crossroads 
NGR SUI 13333 
25 

6. West of Fugglestone 
Red Buildings 
NGR SUll 1328 
(6OOm) 

NATURE OF EVIDENCE 

Extant remnants ofpo:;t-medieval water 
meadow system. Unassociated find of 
neolithic worked flint (SMR SU03NE 101). 

Prehistoric sherd found on surface of field 
151. Route cuts across field system 
SU03NE639. 

Surviving section of chalk downland with 
corresponding pOtential for survival ot 
archaeological information. 

Late Iron Age settlement (SMR SU13SW 200) and 

reservoir construction. Late prehistoric field 
system (SMR SU13SW605). 
Roman pottery concentration in field 136 
(NGR SU1l1336). 

Ploughed down harrow (SMR SU13SW 604). 
Concentration. of worked flint in field 106 
centred on SU113333. 

Field system (SMR SU 13SW 644). 
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Table 6: (continued) 

LOCATION 

7. Quidhamplon Chalk Pit 
NOR $U113315 
(400m) 

8. N adder River 
South of Bemerton 

9. Roman Road 
NGR SU118298 
(450m) 

10. Meadow Dairy Cottages 
NGRSUl20294 
(150m) 

11. Harnham Hili 
NGR SUI25285 
V' 100m) 

" (12 Great and Utile Woodbury 
NGR SUI44278 
(1,400) 

13. Avon River 
South of Petersfinger 
NGR SU164290 
(1 ,200m) 

NATURE OF EVIDENC.: 

Iron Age settlement exposed by chalk quarrying 
(SMR SU \3SW 203). Some su .... iving elements may be 
encountered. 

Extant remnants of f'O!'\-medieval water 
meadow system. 

Road from Old Sarum to Badbury Rings 
(SMR SUl2NW 301). Romano-British pottery in 
field 160 (NGR SUI 19296). 

Two ring ditches (SMRSUl2NW 609 and 624) 

Late prehistoric field system (SMR SU12NW 634). 

Late prehistoric field system (SMR SU12NW 635). 
Unear features revealed by geophysical survey 
probably associated with Great Woodbury endCl<ure. 

EXtant remnants of pe<t-medieval water 
meadow system. U nassociated finds of 
Romano-British pottery (SMR SUl2NE 300). 
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6. APPENDICES 

6.1 THE SITES AND MONUMENT RECORD 

6.1.1 Discussion and summary 

The Sites and Monuments Record was found to contain a total of eighty-five sites (including 
find spots) which were within or immediately adjacent to the survey area. This is 
considerably more than when Bowden (1986) carried out his assessment due to changes 
in the aligment and size of the study area. They comprise twenty-one fmd spots (single, 
associated and unassociated), twenty-three field systems (the majority believed to be oflate 
prehistoric date), nine ring-ditches and five barrows, ten enclosures, eight settlements, four 
linear features (probably ditches), one Iron Age hillfort (Great Woodbury), one Roman 
Road, one Anglo-Saxon cemetery (removed by quarrying) and one unclassified feature. 

While all of these sites represent some activity of archaeological interest, many of them, 
particularly unassociated find spots and undated field systems, serve only as general 
indications of archaeological potential. However, at a number oflocations within the study 
area associated groups of sites and sites of known date and/or good preservation have been 
recorded. These represent areas of high archaeological potentiai and are considered in 
further detail. . . 

The sites are discussed from west to east. 

Approximately one kilometre to the west of little Wishford, on the southern side of the 
Wylye valley, lies a Romano-British field system (SU03NE607) which overlies Iron Age 
earthworks. This is located on the southern edge of the survey area. 

At Little Wishford there are remains of settlement earthworks (SU03NE456), some of 
these being of medieval date but some relating to buildings still standing in the nineteenth 
century. These have receiitly been surveyed by the Royal Commission on Historic 
Monuments. . 

A Saxon spcarhcad found at Staplcford (SU03NE400) is indicative of the antiquity of this 
settlement and its archaeological potential. The well-preserved strip lynchets 
(SU03NE608) to the east of the village form further evidence of medieval activity in this 
area. 

An extensive prehistoric field system (SU03NE612) runs for approximately tWo kilometres 
along the chalk ridge to the east of Staple ford. Associated enclosures (SU03NE605 and 
SU03NE641) lie within it. A similar association, in this case two rectangular enclosures 
(SU13NW693 and SU13NW718) with a field system (SU13NW707), occurs further along 
the chalk ridge to the south- east. Approximately 200m to the south of field system 
SU13NW707 are two ploughed-down Bronze Age bowl barrows (SU13NW674) and an 
extant Bronze Age barrow (SU13NW673). 

Adjacent to the A360 Devizes Road the construction of Camp Hill reservoir uncovered 
traces of both an enclosed Iron Age settlement (SU13SW200) and a Romano-British 
settlement (SU13SW300). A ploughed-down Bronze Age barrow (SU13SW604) lies about 
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250m to the south ofthe reservoir and 500m to the east of it is a field system (SU13SW641) 
with associated settlement evidence of Bronze Age (SU13SW151), Iron Age (SU 13SW209) 
and Roman (SU13SW318) date. 

At Quidhampton, evidence for an Iron Age settlement (SU13SW203) was discovered 
during quarrying operations. 

The village of Bemerton (SU13SW491) is of considerable antiquity, and the immediate area 
is of high archaeological potential. 

A Roman road (SUl2NW301) from Old Sarum to Badbury Rings runs across the Nadder 
vaHey. 

To the north-west of Hamham is an undated field system (SU12NW625) which has two 
probable prehistoric ring ditches (SUl2NW609 and SU12NW624) near its southern end. 

On the chalk ridge to the south-east of Hamham there is an extensive, probable prehistoric, 
field system (SU12NW634). A double ditched linear feature (SU12NW632) runs through 
this field system. Two ring ditches (SUl2NW631 and SU12NW633) also occur within this 
area; 

To the south of Salisbury lie two Scheduled Ancient Monuments, Great Woodbury and 
Little Woodbury. Great Woodbury is a univallate hillfort of Iron Age date (SU12NW201) 
with some finds of Roman date from the upper levels of the defensive ditch (SU12NW300). 
Within the scheduled area are two ring ditches (SU12NW606 and SU12NW607). To the 
south-west is a rectangular enclosure with entrances and internal features (SU12NW644). 
Little Woodbury is an enclosed settlement of Iron Age date (SU12NE200 and 
SU12NW202). Immediately to the north of Little Woodbury there is a ring ditch 
(SU12NW636). Within half a kilometre to the north of Great and Little Woodbury there 
are two Bronze Age barrows (SU12NW602 and SU12NW603), two ring ditches 
(SU12NW604 and SU12NE615) and a possible ring ditch (SU12NW610). 

At the confluence of the Rivers Avon and Bourne lay the medieval village of Mummeworth 
(SUl2NE463). Pottery of medieval date has been found nearby (SU12NE405). 

Near Petersfinger there are two sites of high archaeological potential; an Anglo-Saxon 
(CTT1""'T~Hlf" -' ., . .1: .1." " .i. .•. 1 ., 
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6.1.2 

SM. 10. 

SlJ03/jE 

List or sites and Monuments Records (SMR) 

101 

301 

400 

455 

456 

6IJ7 

608 

612 

619 

Site type Period \M. Field National Grid Reference 

SCAF No 166 SU060369 
flint roughout & 1 flake. 

ReSpOilSI;!!; Watching 8ril!'t 

(SOF 08 SU085356 
Part of • Bronze prick spur dating to tne 3rd&4tn century AD. 
Response. Watching Sri~f 

SCAF RR su071133736 

2 coins- Bronze Antoninfanf. 
Response: Wotohlng Brief 

ISOF EM su06863702 
Pagan Saxon iron spearhead from the:garden' of Bridge- House. 
Response: Watching Brief 

SETL LM 

1314, prob8bly ~Suthampton StApleford~. 

Response; Wotchlng Brief 

SElL 102 

su06803700 

su0768361 0 
lytle Wisheford c AD1570, earthWOrKs observed. 
Response: ExclWation 

ENCL:OVAL LP 
(?)Enclosur@ semi eireular ~roomark vfafbl~ on APs but not 
located on ground.. 
~esponse: Excav8tfon 

FLDS 08 su05003540 
Field $Y$tem of 250 acres obliterating Iron Age earthworks. 
Response: EXCAvat i CIn 

FLOS "" SVOT~71 

Strip lyncnets on APs , well preserved on steep hillside. 
Response: Watching Brief 

FLDS loP U7;'~ 

Extensive f;eld system, soilmarks. 
Response: Watching Brief 

lynch_tO. 
Response: watohlng Brief 

fUlS 151.149 
Strip lynchets, mostly ploughed out. 
Response: Watching Brief 

$U08153606 
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674 

707 

718 

50 

150 

151 

ZOO 

Site type Period ~ Field NatiQOQl Grid Reference 

FlOS LP 173,174 SU0623BO 

Pa~ts of e~ten~ive ffeld syst@m, soilmarks. 
R@sponse: Watching Bti@f 

FLDS LP 126,133,134 

Fiald system, ~ofl~rks. 
Respon$e~ Uatcning Brief 

FLDS 

Field .yst ... , 

Response: Watching Brief 

ENCL LP 
Enclosure .. 
Response: Excavation 

ROBR:BOIIL Rio. 107 

Excavated barrow, prtmary fnhum8tion, 
portly ploUghed. 
Reopen •• , Scheduled Anoi ent MOfI\jIIOnt 

ROBR:BOIIL BA? 107 

SU0850J610 

SU094035Z0 

SU08753685 

su102B3557 
amber bead. perforated enimal teeth, 

148 

SUl01355 

2 .... ll flat bowl barrows excovoted 1805, not found by OS In 1972. 

Response: Excavation 

EWCL:RECT sul0653579 

Trapezoidal enclosure amidst field system. SQuth &1de only inta~t. 

R~sponse: Scneduled Ancient "O~t 382 

FlOS LP 107 SUI 09364 

Extensive field system, Iron, Age sherd found on 5urf$ce of lynchet. 
Response: Scheduled Anclent Monl.lJlent 383 

ENCL:RECT lP SUI 0353592 

Enc:losur@. 
Response: Excov.tlon 

ISOF HE 119 SU11153395 

Fl1nt plc~. 
Response; Watching Brief 

ISOF BA SUI 0343440 

Barbed and tanged arrowh~ad. 
Response:. \latching Br-ief 

SElL BA SU116933SB 

pits and ditches revealed by pipetrench, two features contained LBA pottery. 
Response: Excavation 

ENST IA 136 SU11103380 

~ate lA ~nclos8d $ett~~nt reye~l~ by re~ervoir construction. 
Response: EXC~v8t;on 
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SMR No. 

SU13S\j 203 

204 

~ 

300 

318 

467 

468 

477 

491 

600 

603 

604 

Site type- Perlo:J ~ Fj~ld MetiQnal Grid Reference 

SHL IA su11253145 
PHs, V-shaped ditch. and t..,Q l,J"at;:(:~nied crouched i'nh~tl0ns 

exposed by chalk quarrying. 
Response: ~atching Brief 

ISOf IA SUl18314 
Si~y.~ on copp*~ ~oin ~t~uc~ by F:t.u:l:tu:I:i cornel lUi: Sulla c-63- 6:? 

four.> in 19S0. 
Response: Watching Brief 

'CT' " ." 

Rr.. 

Pits and ditches revealed by ptpettench. burnt stone, animal bone, 
? ~8rly Iron Age pottery. 
Response: Excavation 

sETL RB 136 SU11103375 

Settlement revealed by reservoir construction, including sh~rds, 
painted plast~r, qu@rn and r~in$ of oven. 
Regponse~ Exeavltion 

GROF R8 

surface scatter of RB pottery. 
Response: E~CBvation 

ISOf LM 
Bronze p@rson~l seal, 13th~14th ~ent~ry. 

ISOf LM 

su116933S8 

sU1185312D 

SU12003107 
I ron arrowhead,. sock.eted w;thout 

PrQbebly 13th century. 
barbs and a strongly marked midrib~ 

~e$ponse: watehin~ Brief 

ISOF LM 
15th century iron spe~r. 
Response: watching Brief 

SETL LM 
Bimerton All 1089. Are. defined by RCHM. 
Response: Watching Brief 

FLDS L~ 119 
Celtle field bank., field systl!fll of 100 
R~sponse: ExcavBtion 

LIFT:S 
llnear ~a~th~Qrk approech;ng IA ond RB 
Response: I:xeavatfon 

RO\I~ : BOWL L~ 106 
(?)8arrow. 
Response: Excavation 

SU1213D6 

SU12430S 

SU118340 
aeres. 

SU100328 
settlement 

SU113334 
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SMR. No. 

SUI3SU 605 

641 

642 

644 

649 

SU121111 201 

300 

301 

490 

492 

Site type Period \M Held National Grid Reference 

f,OS ,p 
Field system, lynchet~. 

Respon5e: Uatcning Brief 

nos ,p 
Field system. 
R~pons~~ Watching Brlef 

nos ,p 

137 SUI 0403365 

sUI1183486 

sull703363 

Possible field SV$t~. RR sherds on surface, IA and SA finds 
Response: Watching Brief 

II FT;S SUI1703306 

(1)1 inear feature, intersects with field .Y$t .... 

R.esponse: \latch i ng Sri ef 

f,DS 162 

Linear elements of B field system. 
Re.pon.e, Watching Brief 

F,DS' lP 165,106 
ffeld system crossed by lineBr f~ature. 
Respon~e: Watching Brief 

HI,F IA 122,123 

SUI1173280 

SUl1853310 

SU144278 

f rom pi petre""h. 

UniVBllste hillfort yielding haematite coated and betgic wares. 
Response: Scheduled AnciMt Monl.a!!lnt 298 

IA 122,123 5014982789 
Settlement excavated 1938~9. Sft~ ~nclosed by ditch, and 2 huts were found inside. 
Many pits and postholes. Animal bones, burnt fL int and pottery. 
Q¢epon~et Soheduled Ancient MOnUJICl1t 298 

SEll IA SU123290 

Sherd$ .~ animal bono" in bottom of ditch. 
Respotlse. \ilatehing-Br;ef 

GROF RB SU144278 

Abundant pottery frCICI upper 2 zones of hil'lfort ditch filling. 
Two cQinG - g TctricU3 AD270-4 and g Conatuntinc 2nd 00 C~~G~r A0330-35. 
Response: sc~eduled Ancient Monunent 298 

PATH RB 160 SU100278 
Roman Road from Old Sartlll to Badbury R;ngs. 
~e$pon$e: Watching Brief 

SCAF ~M SU139281 
n""r tile •. 
Response: ~atehfng Brief 

ISOF LM SU14402863 

Enalish counter of Ed.ard 1st AD1272·1307 found in garden. 
~esponse: WAtch;ng Brfef 
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SMK. 110. 

SUl2IN 602 

603 

604 

606 

6IJ7 

61» 

610 

615 

616 

623 

624 

625 

631 

Site type Per-iod ~ Field National Grid Reference 

ROSR ;POWl 8A? 130 su14612838 
80wl barrow eXc8vated in 1854. 8a~~OW was disturbed but central cairn, 
charcoal and bonea of pig and dog recovered. 
R~$ponse= Excavation 

ROPR;POIIl BA? 
Bowl barrow. 

Response: Exeavet'on 

RING BA? 

130 SU14642838 

130 SUI4652833 
Ring ditch, olmost certainly. ploughed out borrow. 

ion 

RING LP 123 SU1424277S 
Double ring ditch. 
llM:ponst~ Schodu\oQ Ancient HonUmont 298 

RING LP 123 SU14352795 
Ring ditcn within Great Woodbury. 
Response; Scheduled Ancient Monument 298 

RING LP 161 SU11992936 
Cropmark of ring ditch. 
Response. EJ((;~V~1:fQl"l 

RING SU14442840 
Ring ditch? thought dubious by os. 

FLDS 101 SU125279 
Field system. 
Respon$¢; W;;.tchihB Brief 

FLDS SUI25270 
Field systetn. 
Response: ~.tch;ngarief 

FLDS LP 152 SU114298 
Field systom confIrmed by fieldwork. 
Response: Watchlng Dr-lef 

RING LP 161 SU12052938 
Ring ditch. 
R8sponse; E;I(cavatlon 

FLDS 161 SU122294 
Field systmn. 
Response: Watching Elr;ef 

RING SU11882861 
Ring ditch. 
Response; Exc:avlltion 

44 



I'·· 

r·'· 
, ' 
~ ; 
U 

n , 

[, 
.. :~ 

n 

fl 

I ; 

fit.· •. :·. U 

I 

IT.· 
U 

[t 

SIll No. 

SlJI21111 612 

633 

634 

635 

636 

647 

655 

SlJ12NE 51 

52 

100 

104 

Site typo Period IIA Field National Gri~ Reference 

LIFT 113 SU1Z052880 
Double ditctled l i ne'ar feature. 
Res.ponse: .Excavation 

RING LP SUI2272887 
smaU ring d;teh. 
Ile$pons~: i;:xr:;,avation 

FLDS LP 113,115 SU125Z85 
FIeld syotem. 
RHponSt!l~ ~.tching Qrlef 

fLDS LP 130 SU14S2S3 
Soi 1mBrks of field system. 
Response; Watch i ng Br-i ef 

RING LP SU14902801 
Ring ditch.(7)lron Age hut or Bronze Age barrow. 
Response: Schedul@d Anefent Mom.ment 298 

ENCL:RECT LP SU14Z72764 
a~ctAngular enclosure with annexa to N and internal features. 
Possible entrances to W and S. 
~e$ponse: Excavation 

FEAT SU14752765 
Lrshaped feature. 
Response: Watching arfef 

LIFT:S LP SU146279 
soflmark of ditches. 
Response: Scheduled Anr.::ient Monunent 298 

ISOF ME SU162293 
Flint pick or tranchet ax~. 
Response; WatohingS'riof 

ISOF ME SU16012923 
Flint axe or adze. 
Response: lIatch I "" Bri of 

SCAF . ME SU155292 
A polished flint axe & pperforated QUArt~ite h~r$ton~. 
R~spon$e; Watching Brief 

SCAF NE SU1SS293 
Flint axo unpolfshed also butt end of another flint axe. 
Response: Watching Srfef 

ENST:OVAL I ... 131 SU155292 
Enclosur~ with Intennae and internal features, cropmark_ excavated. 
~ •• pons.: soheduled Ancient Mo.......,nt 298 
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615 
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Site type Period \M. Field National Grid Reference 

SCAf IA 5U169287 
Sherds, ..... ll gl ••• bead • 

~espons@!: W~tch;ng Brief 

SCAF RB 131 SU16582901 
Bead rim. N~W Forest & red ware with scratch decoration. 
Response: \.latching Br;ef 

BURY EM SU1631293B 
Anglo-Saxon inhumation cem@tery At ~et~rsfinger. 
Response: ExcavBtion 

GROf EM SUI57293 
13 sherds & animal bone found in trial excavation. No structures found. 
ResponSe: Watching Brief 

lSOf lM SUI57286 
Circular bronze seat found in garden of fIshing Lodge, ar;tford. 
Response: Watchfng Brief 

SEll lM SU155292 
Lost village of Mumworth is Mummeworth In 1250. 15th/16th century.perambulat;on in 
Hoare says it WAS situated at confluence of Rivers Avon ;lind Bourne. 
R~spon~e: \.latching Brief 

ENCl:RECT lP SU16602948 

Sub- rectangular enclosure with extremely'dubious internal features. 

FlOS lP SUI75294 
(1)field syStem, part at SU16602930 may be an antirtank ditch. 
~e~ponse: \.latching Brfef 

RING lP 130 
Penannular ring ditch, cropmark. 
ReSponse: Ex~,a"'at fOr 

flD5 

5U15112817 

5U154279 
Fi.ld system vaguely v;sfble in arable on A.P. 
R&sponse4 Watcning Br1ef 
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KEY ~o ~ ENTRIES: 

Site type 
BuRy 
ENCl.:RI;CT ., .. 
FEAT 
fLDS 

GROF 
HIlF 

nef:S 
PATH 
RING 
RORR:H~l 

SETL 
SCAF 

rerlod, 
PA 
HE 
HE 
SA 

IA 
RR 
EH 
LM 
PM 

SMR 

WA 

BURIAL 
RECTANGULAR ENCLOSURE 
•• ~." •• UOT" "TT' ..... 

UHCLASSIFIED FEATURE 
nELO SYSTEM 

ASSOCIATED FINDS 
Hll.LFORT 

SIH&li FI~~URE:SINGLE 
TRAC~AY OR ROAD 

CIRCULAR FEATURE 
8Wl HARROW 
SETTLEMENT 
UNASSOCIATED FINDS 

PALAEOLITHIC 
HESOLITHIC 
NEOLITHIC 
BRONlE AGE 
IRON AGE 
ROHANO BRITISH 
EARLl MEOIEYAL 

. LATE HEDIEVAL 
POST MEDIEVAL 

SITES AND MONUMENTS RECORD 
WESSEX ARCHAEOlOGl 

. 
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6.2 FIELDWALKING 

6.2.1 Method 

Much of the open land within the survey area was under arable cultivation. The fields 
walked were selected purely on the grounds of availability within the period of the study. 
The collection method followed the system adopted by other survey projects carried out by 
Wessex Archaeology. The use of a common system allows broad comparisons of results. 

The National Grid was used as the reference framework, the hectare formed the main unit 
for collation and tabulation. The fields themselves were numbered in a continuous 
sequence, in order of their availability. A standard recording sheet was used for each field, 
on which such variables as soil type, topography, state of ploughing, typc of crop and 
weather were noted. Local topographic features, variations in soil type, state of ploughing 
and the collector's name were recorded on separate sheets for each individual hectare. 

The Stonehenge Environs Project (Richards 1990) utilised a sOm interval grid within the 
hectare framework. In that survey area a number of sites with extremely high densities of 
surface finds were encountered. These could then be surveyed intensively using a smaller 
scale grid where necessary. Such high densities of material were not expected within the 
survey area of the proposed route of the A36 BYcpass, and therefore such a two stage 
method was not considered appropriate. The Kennet Valley Survey (Lobb and Rose 
forthcoming) covered an area with low densities of surface finds which were successfully 
assessed using a 25m grid within the hectare framework. This grid interval was adopted for 
the A36 survey. There were, therefore, sixteen collection units per hectare, each 25m long 
and 25m apart. Assuming a visibility span of2-2.5m in each transect, this provided a sample 
of 8-10% of the total affected field surface. 

The fields to the south of Salisbury, surrounding Great Woodbury, until recently, have been 
taken out of cultivation as part of an agricultural "set- aside" policy and could not, therefore, 
form part of the fieldwalking survey. The archaeological potential of this area was given a 
preliminary assessment by means of a geophysical survey. A series of radiating transects 
from the centre of Great Woodbury was used, both to test the method and sample the entire 
area. 

6.2.2 Results 

Thirty-three fields were assessed using collection units 25m long and 25m apart. A further 
five were walked using alternative methods; field 110 was a narrow strip along a steep slope 
walked at 50m intervals east-west with 25m pick-up intervals north- south, fifteen 25m long 
collection units in field 177 were scanned while a geophySical survey was being undertaken, 
and fields 161, 163 and 164 were walked while the crop was partly grown and were assessed 
by walking along the tram lines left bare by the tractor. These were at approximately 10m 
intervals and thus gave an acceptable coverage. A total of 6,159 25m collection units were 
walked. The tramlines walked in fields 161, 163 and 164 accounted for the equivalent of a 
further 254 collection units. A grand total of 6,413 collection units or the equivalent of 
approximately 400 ha were directly assessed. The actual number of hectares wholly or 
partially assessed was 555. This apparent discrepancy is a reflection of the larglt number of 
hectares within which less than the full complement of sixteen collection units were walked. 
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All artefactual material from all periods was collected apart from animal bone and objects 
clearly derived from the present use of the field for ploughing and shooting. The majority 
of the ceramic building material (brick, tile, roof furniture etc.) and pottery was found to 
be of post-medieval date. Once it had all been counted and weighed, the more recent 
material was discarded. Its distribution pattern was useful for determining the intensity of 
recent disturbance, and its collection was considered essential as earlier pottery and ceramic 
building material could often be recognised only after all the material had been washed. 
Burnt flint was collected because of its known association with prehistoric settlements, and 
it too was discarded once it had been counted, weighed and checked for worked pieces. 
Modem glass and metalwork was also discarded after it had been recorded. Stone was 
collected when it was recognised as worked or not local. The unworked, non-local material 
was discarded after it had been identified. The archive of retained material consists of 
worked flint and the surviving material from the categories mentioned above. 

A summary of the collected material, whether subsequently discarded or not, is given below 
in section 6.2.4. It should be noted that a large number of hectares did not contain the full 
complement of sixteen collection units. This occurred where a hectare coincided with an 
existing field boundary or the edge of the 600rn wide survey corridor. Hectares from fields 
161, 163 and 164, which were not walked to a standard grid, are marked with a ". This list 
was used to derive average values for a 25m collection unit for each hectare. The results of 
the findings are shown in distribution plans for the following categories; prehistoric, Roman 
and medieval pottery, worked flint, burnt flint and ceramic building material. 

Pottery (Figs. 23 and 24) 

A total of 232 sherds were found to be of medieval or earlier date. Fifteen were prehistOric, 
189 were Romano-British and twenty-eight were medieval. It should be noted that the 
overall scarcity of pottery is a reflection of the fragile nature of the material, and its rate of 
survival within intensively cultivated ploughzones is not good. The entire category is 
therefore likely to be under represented. 

Prehistoric pottery. 

A total of fifteen sherds of prehistoric pottery were recovered from eight fields. Of these, 
thirteen were Late Bronze Age, one tentatively second tnillenium Be and one possibly Early 
T, A .......... .£ • ." _". •• • 

'0' • . .... ~~. ~. ~ .~~ ~.~~ •• ~ ~~~~ ~~"~'" 

however, whereas most of the findspots occurred as single sherds, a cluster of five Late 
Bronze Age and one Early Iron Age sherd is noted from field F148, (4094/1367, 4096/1366). 

Fields found to contain prehistoric pottery: 107,108,119,138,147, 148, 149 and 151. 

Romano- ~ . '-' 

A total of 189 sherds of Romano-British pottery was recovered from eleven fields. The 
majority of these (153 sherds) cannot be dated more closely within the Roman period. Of 
the 189 sherds, 173 are coarsewares; the reml1inrler consists nffinewaTes, including samian, 

49 



! .. 

~-.-

I 
l J 

q 
H 
I 

[ .... '1 ..•. 
J 

l 

U 
C 

U 

E 

!i:IJ 

,.. 

\ 

-3:10 

WA 

•• 

KEY 

... Prehistoric 

• Roman 

• Me<lievol 

/ 

( 
i ) 

~­

I\.. 

( 

02. 
L=~~=--=~ ________ ======~lkM 

All contour. 1n h~IH 0_0_ ,. •• 

'" . ... 
Distribution of pottery 

, .. 

Fig. 23 Distribution of pottery, presence/absence by hectar.e, western half of route 
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Unlike the prehistoric pottery, the distribution ofthe Romano- British material was uneven, 
with the majority of sherds coming from two fields: Fields 136 (seventy-nine sherds) and 
119 (sixty- five sherds). Small clusters were also recovered from fields 160 (eighteen sherds) 
and 138 (seven sherds) whilst seven other fields produced only twenty sherds . 

Fields found to contain Romano-British pottery: 105, 106, 107, 118, 119, 126, 136, 138, 147, 
148 and 160. 

Medieval pottery. 

A total of twenty-eight sherds of medieval pottery were recovered from twelve fields. Of 
these, seventeen were early medieval (11- 13th century), nine later medieval (13th-15th 
century) and two undiagnostic. They generally occurred in single findspots although a small 
cluster (ten sherds) is noted from Field 149 (4074/1368,4076/1368,4076/1369,4077/1366, 
4077/1367 (four sherds), 4079/1367, 4080/1368). Four of the late medieval sherds are from 
Laverstock-type glazed jugs. 

Fields found to contain medieval pottery: 104, 112, 113, 115, 119, 120, 126, 132, 148, 149, 
151, 160 and 163. 

In addition to the field walking results, four sherds of medieval sandy wares (12th-13th 
century), probably of local manufacture, were recovered from test-pit 502, context 606. 

Worked Flint (Figs. 25 and 26) 

Worked flint was recovered from every field walked within the 600m wide survey corridor. 
An assessment of the variation and significance of the data was made by entering it onto a 
database by collection unit and general category (core, flake, scraper, retouched flake, other" 
tool). The total numher nfpie('.e~ of worked flint entered onto the {htllhll~ewll~ 71 04, which 
comprised 6597 flakes, 176 cores, 275 tools and retouched flakes and fifty- six pieces of 
worked burnt flint. There were also seven pieces which probably relate to the manufacture" 
of unflints. Their occurrence is not su ruin as the area re resented one of the ma·or 
gunflint production centres during the eighteenth century. The tools and retouched flakes 
could be further subdivided into 155 scrapers, sixteen knives, six piercers, three axes, two 
arrowheads, one fabricator, one burin, nine unclassified tools and seventy-four retouched 
flakes. Due to the mixture of diagnostic tools recovered from each area it is impossible to 
give them specific dates. The overall date range runs from the Mesolithic through the 
Neolithic to the Bronze Age, with several post-medieval gunflints. The nature of the worked 

. . -.. . .. 
of flakes in comparison to other categories of worked flint and Fig. 28 shows the generally 
low number of flints per collection unit which characterise this data set. 

Six fields (106, 107, 109, 117, 135 and 148) were found to contain an average of twO or more 
pieces of worked flint per collection unit. The worked flint from seven fields (106, 109, 114, 
116, 117, 160 and 165) was found to contain more than 10% of material other than simple 
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Fig. 28 Frequency histogram showing numbers of flints per collection unit 
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Fig. 29 Distribution of flint tools and retouched flakes, western half of route 
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flakes. These initial results suggested that fields 106, 109 and 117 required further 
investigation. This assumption was checked by considering the averages for all the hectares. 
In thirteen hectares (4092/1359 from field 132,4094/1367 from field 148, 4098/1350 from 
field 109, 4098/1360, 4099/1360 and 4100/1360 from field 107, 4112/1332, 4112/1333, 
4113/1332,4113/1333 and 4114/1332from field 106,4127/1284 from field 113 and 4133/1277 
from field 104) there was an average of five or more pieces of worked flint per collection 
unit. The presence/absence of cores and tools were plotted by hectare as distribution plans 
(Figs. 29-32) but overall concentrations were not recognised. Selected worked flint . . . .. 

in a corresponding gain in information. The results from the overall averages per hectare 
were therefore used and fields 104, 106, 107, 109, 113, 117, 132 and 148 are considered 
further. 

Field 104 contained 255 pieces of worked flint collected from 244 units. In the centre ofthe 
southern edge of the field hectare 4133/1277 contained thiry-nine pieces of worked flint, 
collected from only seven units. TIris collection included two cores, a scraper, a retouched 
flake and two gunflints. The general spread of flakes within this field and adjacent field 135 
is probably the result of the movement of outlying material from the site of Great Woodbury 
(SU12NW201) to the north-east. However, the selection of material from hectare 
4133/1277 suggests the presence of a localised feature on or near the southern edge of the 
survey area. 

density of worked flint within the entire survey area. Included within this collection were 
fifty- three cores, twenty-nine scrapers, six retouched flakes, five knives, one transverse 
arrowhead, one re-used ground axe, one piercer and two other tools. Hectares 4112/1332, 
4112/1333,4113/1332,4113/1333 and 4114/1332 represent the focus of this concentration 
in the northern corner of the field, within which 346 pieces of worked flint were collected 
from fifty-two units. Fig. 33 shows a contour plot oithe flint recovery rates for this area. 
This focus coincided with the position of ploughed-down Bronze Age barrow 
(SU13SW604). It is possible, therefore, that a stratified sequence of early features and the 
base of the barrow may still survive. 

Field 107 contained 543 pieces of worked flint collected from 271 units. This material 
contained very few cores or tools, and is significant only for a concentration of flakes along 
the northern edge of the field. In hectares 4098/1360, 4099/1360 and 4100/1360 161 ieces 
of flint were recovered from fifteen units. This may represent a spread of material from a 
settlement associated with field system SU13NW707 which extends further to the north. 
No concentrations of flint were found around the supposed positions of two bowl barrows 
in the south of the field (SU13NW674). 

Field 109 contained 251 pieces of worked flint collected from 126 units. Hectare 4098/1350, 
at the southern edge of the survey area, was found to contain thirty-four pieces of flint from 
seven collection units. Although the field contained a reasonable amount offlint and a good 
proportion of cores and tools, the overall impression is of a general spread of material 
indicating activity close to, but not in, the field. 
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Field 113 contained 782 pieces of worked flint collected from 417 units. The field showed 
a general spread of flint flakes with one possible concentration in the centre of the field in 
hectare 4127/1284. Ninety-six pieces of worked flint were recovered from sixteen collection 
units. Figure 34 shows a contour survey of the recovery rates for the area. This hectare 
roughly coincides with a junction within field system SU12NW634, and therefore may 
rcprcscnt limited prehistoric settlement activity within an area of agricultural use. 

Field 117 contained 164 pieces of worked flint collected from sixty-five units. This density 
of material is complemented by the highest proportion of cores and tools encountered in 
the survey. The adjoining fields to noU south contained considerably less material. 
Most of the material was found in the(~._ ~alf of the field and suggests the presence of 
prehistoric activity on or near to the~~dge of the survey area. 

Field 132 contained 169 pieces of worked flint collected from 107 units. The apparent 
concentration of material in hectare 4092/1359 cannot be considered significant as only two 
collection units were available for study. 

Field 148 contained 316 pieces of worked flint collected from 154 units. Hectare 4094/1367, 
on the western edge ofthe field, contained sixty-three pieces of flint from fourteen collection 
units. That hectare falls within the area of an extensive field system, SU03NE612, which 
continues to the north and east of field 148. The localised concentration and generally high 
density of flake material across the field suggests that field system SU03NE612 may contain 
hnt~ . ,]t. ,~~I '''''' , .. ,. .1. T. ,... • .... h.. _,",,<t "f fi .. l,-I 

148 is ;~ropmark enclosure, SU03NE605, ~hich may be the source of some of this material. 

Two artefacts of diagnostically early form were recovered. A tranchet axe was found in 
. hectare 4107/1346 in field 116. This type of tool was used during the Mesolithic period. A 
burin was found in hectare 4115/1328 in field 165. Burins occur in a wide variety offorms 
during the Upper Palaeolithic and Mesolithic periods. -

Burnt Flint (Figs. 35 and 36) 

Unworked flint that has heen ohvinnslyhnrnt, indicated hyfmcture lines and discolouration, 
was collected as it is an indication of human activity involving the use of fire. Whether the 
burning of the flint was a deliberate process (i.e. for heating water or to facilitate breaking 
it upforvarious uses, such as temper for pottery) or accidental (i.e. it being present in the 
ground in the vicinity of afire) cannot be determined but its presence has been shown to 
be indicative of nearby settlement. 

Burnt runt was recovered from every field walked within the 600m wide survey corridor, 
except for field 110. In total 241,548g was picked up. An assessment of the variation and 
significance of the data was made by creating an average weight recovered for a 25m 
collection unit per hectare. These figures were then used to produce a mean of 36g and a 
standard deviation of 82g for all the averages within hectares. An average weight per 25m 
collection unit greater than the overall average plus three standard deviations was found in 
eleven hectares (4074/1367,4075/1367 and 4080/1368 from field 149,4095/1366,4095/1367 
and 4095/1368 from field 148, 4112/1337, 4112/1338, 4112/1339 and 4113/1339 from field 
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119 and 4120/1294 from field 160). Hectare 4120/1294 consisted of only one collection unit 
and therefore cannot be considered as a reliable result. The other nine hectares each 
contained eight or more collection units and can be considered in more detail. 

Field 119 consisted of 162 collection units from which 31,320g of burnt flint were recovered. 
The majority of the material came from hectares 4112/1337, 4112/1338, 4112/1339 and 
4113/1339 in the centre of the field. The density of material dropped sharply towards the 
northern and southern edges of the field. The concentration was focused on hectare 
4112/1339, in which an oval patch of burnt material was visible on the surface. It is likely 
that this represents an in situ burnt mound, normally taken to mdlcate the presence at 
nearby prehistoric settlement activity. While the worked flint from this field did not show 
any significant concentrations, the presence of seven cores, six scrapers, four retouched 
flakes, a knife and a leaf-shaped arrowhead among the 248 pieces recovered supports the 
existence of a nearby settlement. 

Field 148 consisted of 154 collection units from which 33,476g ofbumt flint were recovered. 
Most of the material was collected from hectares 4095/1366, 4095{1367 and 4095/1368, a 
north-south block roughly in the centre of the field. Coupled with the positive result from 
the worked flint, a concentration in hectare 4094/1367, tlie presence of settlement activity 
within field system SU03NE612 seems most likely. 

Field 149 consisted of 396 collection units from which 54,860g of burnt flint were recovered. 
Significantly high levels ofbumt llintwere recorded from hectares 4074/1367 and 4075/1367 
in the south-west part of the field and from hectare 4080/1368 in the south-east. It may be 
that the generally high density of burnt flint across the southern half of the field indicates 
the presence of settlement activity on a south-west facing slope. The amount and type of 
worked flint recovered from this field were not significant, and do not confirm or deny this 
hypothesis. 

Ceramic Building Material (Figs. 37 and 38) 

Ceramic building material was recovered from every field walked within the 600m wide 
survey corridor, except for field 110. In total1D7,512g was picked up. A single piece of 
Romano-British roof tile was recognised from field 147 (hectare 4078/1370). Pieces which 
could not be positively identified as post-medieval or later were retained. Nineteen fields 
(113,114,115, 116, 119,126, 132, 136,138, 147,149,150, 151, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164 and 
165) contained pieces retained for this reason. No significant concentrations were 
recognised. 

The vast majority of the material was found to be of post- medieval or later date. Its 
distribution was used to assess the degree of recent disturbance to the fields surveyed. The 
data was sorted by creating an average weight recovered for a 25m collection unit per 
hectare. These figures were then used to produce a mean of 12g and a standard deviation 
of 16g for all the averages within hectares. An average weight per 25m collection unit 
greater than the overall average plus three standard deviations was found in twelve hectares 
(4102/1359 from field 107,4110/1325 from field 162,4112/1345 from field 138, 4113/1334 
from field 106,4114/1327,4116/1328,4117/1327 and 4117/1329 from field 165,4116/1333 
from field 127, 4116/1295 and 4120/1297 from field 160 and 4133/1277). Four of those 
hectares (4102/1359, 4112/1345, 4117/1327 and 4133/1277) contained less than eight 
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collection units and therefore cannot be considered as reliable results. Concentrations from 
fields 106, 127, 160, 162 and 165 are left for further consideration. Fields 161, 163 and 164 
are also considered, since the reconstructed run averages were higher than the overall mean 
plus three standard deviations. 

In ficld 106 the concentration occurrcd in thc northern corner of the field at the junction 
of the A360 and Wilton Avenue. It is likely that this represents recent disturbance at this 
point. 

In field 127 the concentration occurred in the hectare next to the present buildings at Hill 
Farm and are likely to be the result of recent construction work. 

Field 160 showed evidence of recent tipping and of general landfill. The concentrations of 
material in hectares 4116/1295 and 4120/1277 are almost certainly the result of that recent 
activity. 

The concentration in field 162 did not have an obvious recent explanation. However, the 
material was found to be of post- medieval or later date and can only serve to suggest that 
the field has been disturbed in the recent past. The low quantities of worked and burnt flint 
recovered from the field may also reflect this. 

The two hectares with high concentrations of ceramic building material in the centre of field 
165 have no obvious recent explanation. ..<\8 suggested for the adjacent field, 1(12, this may 
reflect recent disturbance which could have had some effect on the recovery of worked and 
burnt flint. 

Fields 161, 163 and 164 form a contiguous group to the north and south of the A3094 near 
Netherhampton. The generally high concentrations of post-medieval and modem ceramic 
building material acused to produce a mean of 12g and a standard deviation of 16g for all 
the averages within hectares. ross these fields, suggests a proportionally high degree of 
modern disturbance. This should be borne in mind when assessing the apparent lack of 
prehistoric finds from field 161, in which two ring ditches (SUI2NW609 and SUl2NW(24) 
and a field system (SUI2NW625) have been plotted. 
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6.2.3 List of fields surveyed-
NB Finds, totals incltm mtf:!!I'"'al frOll intensive collectil;Ml 
and stray finds fro. initial su~. 

FieLd 101 Area: 6 heGtar~s Grid Reference 4128/1281 

Condition: arable, disc cut 
soil type: silt loam with some flint p@bbl~s on th~ surface 
Topography: central dry coombe running nortn-south 
Method: fieldwalked to an O~ance Survey north-south aligned 25m grid with 25M collection interval$.. 
SM~ references: SU12 NU 615 
land Owner: Mr-s Jowett 

Tenant: as above 
Re.ult.: 54 runs walked of which 41~ were empty in the field. 
16 plece$ of worked flint were ~ecovered: '1 flakes, 4 broken flakes and 1 worked· burnt fLlnt. 1349 of burnt flint, 
345g of CaM, 839 of glass, 2 iron objects and 8 sherds of post-mediev.l pottery were recovered. 

Field 102 Area: 3 hectares 
Condftfon= pastur~t short cropped 
Soil typo: silt loom 
Topography: general slope south down.to river, possible hut terraCeS 
Method: ReHM .urvey 
mown fnformation; possible site of Little Wishford settlement, 
SU03NE 456 
Land Owner: W;lton Estate 
Tenant: Mr Parsons 

••• Id 1n.~ .... " 
Condition: arable, freshly plough~ 
Sofl type; silt loa. with frequent natural flint frag~nts on the surface 
Topography: gen@rally flat, sftuated on brow of ridge 
Method: fieldwalked to an Ordna~e surv~ north-south aligned 25m grid with 25M collection· fnt~rvals. 
l~nd OWner: Mr S Rasch 
Ten~nt. Mr G Leveridge 
Results: 177 runs walk~. of which 36~ were empty in the f;eld. 
36 piecoa of worked flint were rocov''1rod: 3 coroa, 11> flak .. aro 17 broken flake •• Z35g of burnt fl int, S3Qg of CBM, 
18a of stone, 3; of glass and 9 9he~s of post-medieval pottery wsr~ r&covered. 

F;eld 104 Area: 1S Hect8r~3 Grid Refer~e 4133/1279 
Condition: arAble, freshly ploughed 
So;l type; silt loam with natural flint fragments on the surface 
TopograJ:lhy~ general sLope to sOuth 

'''WR.''~ .w a.. ou.v~y nonn·.~<" ." ...... ,m 

grid wfth 25m cQllection intervAls. ALso three geophysical trAnsects 
aligned approximat@ly north~south, 140m long and 20m wide. 
Land OWner: Mrs P Whittle 
Tenant~ AS a~ve 
Results: 244 runs walked, of whic~ 7X Were empty in the field. 
255 pieces of worked flfnt were recovered: 3 cores, 2 core fragments, 146 flakes, 83 broken 1lBkes, 
5 r~touehed flakes, 14 scrapers 
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and 2 .",,/lints. 2057. of ""rnt flint, 3940g of CBM, 756<) of stOM, 631. of .1.$., 4 iron objoets, 
1 sherd of medieval pottery and 34 ~herds of post-medieval pottftiY were r~overed. 

Fil!'ld 105 Area: 16.5 Hectares Grid Referenc~ 4103/1352 
Condition: pasture, freshly rotaYated 
soil type! silt loam with natural flint fragments on the surface 
Topography: generally fl&t ~{th gently sL~ down to south and east 
Method: fieldwalked to an ordnancft Survey north-south aligned 25m grfd with 25m collection intervals. 
Borehole infonoet!on: Tp20' Topsoil 0.25, ChaIt. TP21- Topsoil 0.20, Ch.lt. 
lElnd Qwn&'i: Wi l ton Estates. 

Tenant: Mr J H Swanton 
Results: 229 runs walked, of which 37% ~ere empty in the fieLd. 
91 pieces of worked flint were recovered: 61 fl8Kes, 27 broken flakes, 1 retouched flake and 2 pi@ces of worked 
burnt flint. 2471g of burnt flint, 306. of CBM, 4. of .tone, 25. of glo.s, 2 ,.on ODJect. ana , .neras OT 

Romano·British pottery were recovered. 

Field 106 Area: 21 Hectares Gr;d Reference 4114/1331 
Condit;on; I!r8cLe. ploughed. .nd harrowed 
Soil type: heavy clay loam 
Topography~ g~~$lLy fLat w;th sL;ght &LQ~ down to the south 
Method; fieLdwaLked to an Ordnance Survey north·south aligned 25m srid with 25m collection intervals. 
SMR references: SUI3 SW 604, SU13 SW 649 
aorehole info ...... tion, TP29- TopsoH 0.35, Sond and gr"".l 0.95, Cloy 4.60, Chalk, TP30- Topsoil 0.30, Si.lt 1.15, 
Clay 4.70, Chalk. TP32- Topsoil 0.30. Sand and gravel 0.50, Gravel 5.00. ChaLk. TP33- TopsQil O.30 t Gravel 0.60, 
CLay 3.70, ~haLk. TP34- Topsofl 0.30. Grav~l 0.55, CLay 4.50. Chalk. TP105~ TopsofL 0.30. ·Silt 0.60- 0.70. 
Silt 1.20- 4.80, Ch.lk. 8H24· Topsoil 0.10, Silt 1.50, Clay 3.70, Clay 4.90, Chalk. 8Hl03- TOpsoil 0.30, 

Clay 1.30, Ch.lk. 8H23S- TOpsoil 0.75, Cloy 5.50, Ch.lk. 
land Owner: Wilton Estates 
Tenant; Mr T Goodman 
Results: 329 runs walk.ed, .of which 5X were ~ty in the field. 
967 p;~ces of worked flfnt were recov~red; 39 ~Qres, 19 core fragments, 490 flakes, 373 brok~n flakes, 
6 retouched flakes, 30 scrapers., 10 other tools and 6- pieces of worked burnt ft fnt. 3404g of burnt fl int, 
5153g of CBM, 680g of stone, 763g of glass, 8 iron objects, 45 sherdG of post·medieval pottery and 
2 sh~rds of Romano·Qrit;sh pottery were recovered • 

.. , 
FI"Ld 107 Are., 17 Hectare~ 
Condition: arable, drilled and rolled 
So;l type: CL3Y loam 
Topography. undulatin~ 

Grid Reference 4101/1358 

M~thod; fi@Ldwalked to an Ordnance Survey north· south aL;gned 25m grid with 25m collection intervals. 
SMR references: SU13 NW 673,674,718 • 
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~and Owna~= Wilton EstateS 
Tenant: M~ J H Swanton 
Results: 271 runs walked, of which 4% ~re empty in tne fietd~ 
543 pieces of worked flint were re~ov~r~: 4 cor~s~ 2 core fragments, 326 ftaK~s. 195 broken fla~es, 3 ietouch~ 
fl~ke~r 5 scrapers. 2 other tools and 6 p;~ces of worked burnt flint. 23743g of burnt flint, 2022; of CBM, 1079 of 

Db @cts 15 sherds of st-m@dieval ttery, 3 sherds of Romano-British pottery and 1 

sherd of prehi$to~ic pottery were recovered. 

Field 108 AreA! 24 Hectares Grid Reference 409811356 
Condition: arable, freshly pLoughed 
Soil type: clay loam 
Topography: undulating 
Mtthod: field •• lked to 8n ordn8noe Survey north"$outh aligned Z~m sr1d with Z5mcolloction intervals. 
Borehole Information: TPI7· TopsoIL 0.20· 0.40, Chalk. TPI8- Topsoil 0.20, SIlt 0.30, Chalk. TPI9· TOpsoil 0.25. 

Chalk. 8H16o· Topsoil 0.50, Ch.lk. 8K18· Topsoil 0.40, Ch.l~. 8Kl07. 
L8nd Owner: Wilton EstAtes 
TcnQntl H~ S H ~wantQn 
Results: 361 runs walked, of which 27% were empty in the field. 
443 pieces of wo~ked flint' were ~ecovered: 12 cores. 4 co~e fragment'. 272 flakes, 143 bro~en flakes. 1 retouched 
flake

j 
9 scrapers, 1 other tool and 1 piece of burnt worked flint. 4157~ of burnt flint, 1Z1g of CBM, 154; of ston8 

329 of glass, 1 fron object, 1 snerd of post-medieval pott~ry and 1 she~ of prehistoric pottery were recovered. 

Field 109 Area: 8.5 "ectares Grid Reference 409811352 

Condition; arable, rolled and drilled 
Soil type. lieht silt loa~ 
Topography: steep south-west facing slope 
Method: fieldwalked to an Ordnan~e Survey north-south alfgned 25m grid with 25m collection intervals. 
land Owner: Wilton Estates 
Tenant: Mr J H Swanton 
Result., 126 run. walked, of which llt were empty In tho field. 
251 pieces of worked flint were recovered. 6 eor~s, 4 core fragments, 134 flaKes, 87 broken flakes, 9 retouched 
flakes, 9 scrapers and 2 pieces o"t bUrnt worked tl int. 33019 of bUrn.'!: 1l tnt, 4649 of CaM, ZZg uf ~lulle, 24y of glill.:!J;$ 

1 sherd of postrmedfeval pottery WfIre r8CQV8rfJd. 

Field 110 Area: 8 Hectares: ~ Grid Refere!nce 4094/13S9 

CondItIon, arable, ploughed 
Soil Type: clay loam 

Topography, steep north"w .. t facing .lope 
Method: tleldwalked to 8n Ordnance Survey north-south aligt'led 5011: gr1d wfth 25m colL~tfon intllu"vals. 

SMR references: SU03 NE 613, 
8orehole information: TPI6-· Topsoil 0.20, Silt 0.30, Chalk. 
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La~ Owner: Wilton Est~tes 
Ten~nt. Hr J H Swanton 
Results: 39 runs walked, of wnich 23~ were empty in the field. 
36 pieces of wor~ed flint were recovered: 22 flakes, 12 broken flakes and 2 r~toucned flakes. 

Field 111 Area: 9 H~etares Grid Reference 4097/1362 
Condition: arsble, rolled and drilled 
Soil type: fine silt loam 
TopOgraphy: st&ep-sided west-faci~ dry e~ 
Method: fieldwalked to an ordnance Survey north· south ali~ned 25m grid with 25m collection intervals, 

land Owner: WIlton Estate 
Tenant: ~r R Muntley 
Results: 131 runs w~lked, of which 18% were empty in the field. 
154 pie~ea of worked flint were recovered: 1 core, 86 flakes, 65 broken flakes and 2 retouched flakes • 
873g of burnt flint, 1669 of COM, 34g of stone, 97g of glass end 7 sherds of post-medieval pottery were 

recovered. 

Field 112 Area 6.5 lieetares Grid Reference 4095/136'J 
·Condition: pea crop stalks dead in ffeld, not plough~ 

Soil type, fl ...... mIxed !oom 
Topography, steep .outh facIng .lope 
"ethod; ff@!ldwalked to an ,Ordnance Survey north·south aligned 2511 grid with 25m collec.tion intervals. 

Land Owner: \.Ii 1 ton Estate 
T ""ant Kr R H ..... t I ey 
~e$ult$; 103 ~uns walked, of which 2X were empty in the field. 
69 pi~ •• of worked flint were recovered, 2 cores, 43 flak •• , 23 broken flakes .nd 1 other tool. 
6030g of burnt flint, 75Sg of CBM t 46; of stone, 18g of glass, 5 sherds of post-medieval pottery and 

1 sherd of medieval pottery were recovered. 

Field 113 
Condition~ ar8bl., hariowed 
Soft type, mix...:! loam 
Topogj~phy: south facing slope 
Method, fleldwalked to an Ordnance survey north-.outh 
SMR r~l.r.ne •• , SU12 N~ 634. '\ 

aligned 25m g~id with 25m collection int&rvals. 

Borehole Information, TP45· Topsoil 0.20, t:holk. TP46- TopsoH 0.20, t:holk. BH106· -TopsoH.O.25,- Cholk. 
land Owner, "r$ P Whittle 
tenant: as above 
Results: 417 runs walked, of which 3% were empty In the field. 
782 pieces of worked flint were recovered: 8. cores, 2 core fragments, 466 flekt:!s, 280 bioken Hakes, 
II retouch...:! fl.k •• , I' ocroper. and 4 other tools. 36889 of burnt flint, 9087. of CBM, 59. of stone, 

58 



~. 

~ i.... . ! 

, , 
U 

n 
~ ! 
fJ 

(. : , , 

I:: ' 

U 

u 
~ 
n 
'"' 
[i 

Field 114 Ar@a: 2.5 ~ectares ~rid R~ferenee 4131/1282 
Condition: arable, narrowed 
soil type: fine .ilt loam 
Topography: fl.t 
Method, fieldwalked to an Ordnance Survey north·south aligned 25m grid with 25m collection int.rvals. 
ore 0 e n Onm8 lon: - OPSOl a • 

Topsoil 0.25, 
Silt 0.50, Chalk. BH44S· Topsoil 0.70, Chalk. BH45S· Topsoil 0.60, Chalk. 
Land Owner: Mr. P Whittle 
TMI8nt: AS above 

Result.: 26 runo walked, of whioh 12X were empty in the field. 
16 piece, of flint were recovered: 1 corel 11 flakes, 3 broken flakes and 1 gunflint. 181g of burnt flint, 
699g of CBH, 46g of .tone, 116g of gl ••• and 14 .herds of post·.....:ll.v.l pott.ry .... r. r"""vered. 

field 115 Area: 6.5 Hectares Grid Reference 4131/1284 
Condition: ar-ablllll, ploughed and harr-owed 
Soil type: light .ilt loa. 
Topography: south facing slope 

Method, fleldwalked to an ordnance Survey north· south aligned 25" grid wIth 25m collection interval •• 
SMR r-eferenees: SU12 NY 634. 
LAnd owner, St Nlohol •• hospital 
Tenant: Mr- Y W Bright '-.' 

Result., 88 runs .alked, of which 6:11: .... r. empty In the field. 
105 pieces of worked fl int were recovered: 62 flaUs f 41 broken flakes, retouched ·flake and 1 piece of 
worked t>umt flint. 263g of burnt flint, 796g of CBM, 84g of stone, 31g of gl •••• 9 sherds of post·medieval 
pottery and 1 sherd of rnedi eval pottery were rll!!l;overeci. 

field 116 Area, 25 Heotores Grid Reference 4105/1348 
Condition: arable, pLoughed 

Soil typo: clay loam 
Topography: flat r;dge 
Method: fteldwalked to an Ordnance Survey north-south al igned 25m grid with ·25m·collection Intervals. 
Borehole informotion, TP22· TopsOil 0.25, Chalk. TPZ3· T"",,01l0.30, Chalk. 'TP24' T"""oil 0.30. Chalk. 
TP25· Topsoil 0.50. Chalk. BHI9o· Topsoil 0.40. Chalk. BH20· Topsoil 0.40. Ch.lk. BH22.· TOpsoil 0.25, 
Cloy 0.80, Chalk. 
Land Owner! 1111 ton E.tate 
Tenant; Mr P J Swanton 
Rosul to! 383 runs ... lked, of which 22X were ""l>tv In the field. 
201 pioce. of worked flInt were recovered: 9 core., 2 core fraoment., 106 flake., 67 broken flak .. , 
2 retouched flakes. 10 sorapers. 2 other tools .nd 3 pIeces of worked nurnt flint. 1462g of burnt flint. 
39609 of CBM. 29g of stone. 1949 of glass And 14g of post'medieval pottery were recovered. 
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Field 117 Area. 4.5 ~ectBres Grid Ref~~ence 4107"144 
Condition, arable. ploughed 
Soil type: clay loam 
Topography: flot ridge 
Mothod, fieldw.l~ed to on ordnAnee Surveynorth·.outh .ligned 25m grid with 25m collection Interval •• 

Land ~r= W;lton e$tate 
Tenant: Mr P J Swanton 
Resut ts: 65 ra.ns walked, of 'which 6% were ~ty fn the field .. 
164 pieee& of worked flint were recovered; l' cores, 6 eore fragmenta, 80 flakes; 53 broke" flA~es, 
2 retouched flakes, 10 scrapers and 2 pi&ees of worked burnt flint. 1678g of bUrnt fltnt, 569 of CDM 
and 1 sherd of post-medieval pottery Mel"'e recovered. 

FIeld 11a Aro., 4.5 Hectare. Grid Roference 410811343 
Condition: .rable. ploughed 
Soil type; clay loam 
Topography: flat 
Method: floldwolked to an Ordnonce Survey north' south aligned 25m grid with 25~ collection Intorval •• 

land Owner: \Ii l ton estate 
Tenant: Mr P J swantonlMr T ~n? 
Results: 61 runs walked. of whfch 8% were empty in the field. 
92 pieces of worked fl'tnt were recovered: 6 cores, " core fragment" 51 flakes, 32 broken flakes, 
1 retouched flake .nd 1 screper. 158g of burnt flint, 85g of CBM, 1 ohard of po.t·medleval pottery 
and. 1 sherd of R(GEIno-Brhi sh pottery were recovered._ 

Field 1'9 Are.: 16 Hootar.. Grid Reference 411311339 
Condition: arable, ploughed 

Soil type, ~\ay lo~ 
Topography: undulating 
Method: fieldwalked to an Ordnonce Survey north·.outh aligned 25m grid with 25m OOllootlon intervalo. 
SMR refarenee.: SU13 SW 50. 600. 
Borehole information: lP2'6- Tn~nil (L20- 0_50, Chalk. TP27- Topsoil O.55~ Clay 1.10· 1.25, Chalk. 

TP28· TOpeo11 0.25. Clay 0.90. Chal~. 
land owner: lord Ch I chester 
Tenant: Manaaer Mr B Allen 
R.sults: 162 runs walked, 4X """ty in f1old. 
248 pieces of worked flint were re:o!Jered. 3 cores, 4 core fragmentG, 137 flak.es, 90 brok.en flak.es, 
4 retouched fla~ ••• 6 scrapers. 2 other tools and 2 pieces of wor~ed burnt flint. 31320g.of burnt 
flint, 905g of CBM. 5 .herds of poot-medieval pottery. 2 .herds of medieval pottery, 62 sherds of 
Rom.-.o-British PQtt~ry .fIM 1 I;;hArd of priMtidoric pOttery were recovered. 

Field 120 AreA: 13 Hec:tlllres Grid Reference 4074/1362 
, 

Soli type' fine clay loam 
Topogr8phy: slopes to south down to river, end of sp..Ir' at western end 
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Method~ ffeldwaLked to ~n Ordnance Surv~y no~th-south aligned 25m grid with 25m colLection fnt~rvals. 
8Qr~hQl8 fnfQnmation: TP5- lop&oil 0.25, Silt 0.45, Chalk 1.70, Limestone 4.70. aH65s~ TOpSoil O.JO f cLay 0.85, 
Sond 1.40, Grovel 3.50, c~.lk. BH101- Topsoil 0.40, Cholk. 
land Owner: Wilton Estates 
Tenant: Mr P G M Parsons 
Results: 172 n.I'\S walked, of which 9X. were ~ty in the field. 
119 pfecH of workl!d fl int were ree:o\l~red: 1 core, 3 core frsgil'entl!i·, 66 flakes, 46 broken fl,Qk~, 2 scrapers· 
ond 1 other tool. 6531g of burnt flint, 1636g of CBH, 111; of stone, 4 sher'" of post·medlevAI pottery, 
4 sherds of nMtdieval pottery and 1 sherd of llomano-8rihsh pottery were recovered. 

Flel" lZl Area: 2 HectareS Grid Reference 4140_SO/1Z80.SO 
Condition: area levelled as grassed amenity area 
Topography: flot terraoed 
Method: visual inspection only, not assesS«l 

Land owner 
Tenont 

Field 122. Area: 17 Hectares Grid A:efer~e 4144/1282. 
Condition: s.~ aside after cereel crop, recently cut 
Topography, .lope down to north 
Method: geophysical transects radIated across field, surface inspeetion of field 
SIoIR references: SU1Z NW Z01/300 (part of SAM). 

Borehole infonnotlon: TP56- Topsoil O.ZO, Chalk. TP57· Topsoil 0.20, Chalk. TP58· Topsoil 0.25, Cholk. 
BH49.· Topsoil 0.30, Cholk. BHSOs- Topsoil 0.20, Chalk. 
land Owner: Hts N C H ..... t and Mrs A H Wri ght 
Tenant! Nt C Hunt 

Flel" lZ3 Area: 15.5 Hectares Grid Referenc@ 4143/1279 
Condition: set asfde after cereal crop, recently cut 
Topography: flot top of ridge 
Method: g&Ophysfcal survey radiated fran centre of Great \loodbury, surface inspection of field 
SHR referenees: SU12NW 201, SUIZ NW 300, SU12 NY 606, SU12 NW607. 
Borehole Infotmation: TPSS.· Topsoil 0.80, Clay 1.10, Silt 3.25, Grovel 8.20, C~olk. BH47.· 
Topsoil 0.40, Chalk. BH48s· Topsoil . .1\.20, Chalk. 
Lend Owner: Mrs M C, """"t and Mrs A M ''''right 
Tenant: Mr C H~t 

Results: 5 flint flak:i!$ end 2 broken flint flakes Wi!'re recoverd frora randonl s.u"f~ce lnspe;ctlon. ,~_: '0-

Field 124 Areo: 5.8 HectAr.. Grid Reference 4139/1279 
Condition: set aside after cereal crop, ,..cently cut 

"etho<l, single goophYsiCAI transect 
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80,ehol. infonnetion: TPS3- Topsoil 0.20, Chalk. TPS.· topsoil 0.20. Chalk. B"46.- Topsoil 0.40, Chalk. 
land Owne~! Mrs N C Munt and Mrs A M ~r;gnt 
Tenant: Mr C Hunt 

Field 125 Area: 16 Hectares 
Condition; set aside after cereal crop, recently cut 
Topogr8~y: s lope down to south 
Method: single geophysical transect 
borehole Info'MOtlon: TP51- TopsoIL 0.20, Chalk. TP52- Topsoil 0.20, Chalk. 
Land Owner: Mrs M C th.ant and Mrs. A M wright 

Tenant; Mr C H~t 

Field 126 Area: 16 H~tares 
CondItIon: arable, ploughed 
Soil type: silt loam 
lopography; steep slope down to south-east 
Method: fieldwolked to an Ordnance survey no,th-.outh aligned 25m grId wIth 
25m collection intervals. 
SM. ,eferenoe.: SU03 ME 639. 
80,.hole inf.,motlon: TPI3- Topsoil 0 •• 0, Cholk. TPI4· Topsoil 0.60, Chalk. 8"11.- TOpsoIL 0.20, Chalk. 
B.12.· Topsoil 0.60, Ch.lk. 8H13.- Topsoil 0.80, cley 1.35, chalk. 
Land Owner: WIlton Estate 
Tenant: Mr R Huntley 
Result.: 169 run. walked, of which 33% were .-pty In the fIeld. 
114 pieces of worked fl fnt Wf!!re r~overed: 2 cores .. n flakes, 38 brok.en flakes, 1 retouched flake .end 1 
scrA~r. 290g of burnt fl int, 8880 of CBM. 8g of stone. 15 :!iih@rd:!ii of post-medieval pottery. 1 sherd of 
medieval pottory and 1 she,d of ROIIIOI'1O-British pottery were recovered. 

fIeld 127 Area: 5.6 Hec'.r~. Grid Reference 4115/1334 
Condition: arsble, dlseed and harrowed 
SoIL type: clay loom 
Topog,ophy: flat 
Method: fieldwalked to an Ordnance Survey north-south aligned 25m grid with 25m collection intervals. 
Land Owner: lord Chichester 
r~nBnt: Manager tlr B Allen .... , 
Resul t~, 87 ".n. wal~ed, of whieh 43%:wore ~,y In the field. 
25 pIece. of worked flint were recovered, 1 co'e frogment, 17 flokes ond 7 brol<en flakes. 2659 of 
burnt flInt, 14169 of C8M, 12g of .tone and 2 sherds of post-medIeval pottery were recovered. 

Field 128 Area; 4 Hectares 
Condition: arable, dlsced 
0_".. _. • 
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Method: surface scanned by wBlklng four lines parallel to the edge of the flald. 
land Owner: Lord Chichester 
Tenant: Manager Mr B Allen 
~esults: 11 flint flakes, 4 broken flint flakes ~nd 1 core tooL rough~out were recovered. 

Field 129 
Condition: arable, harrowed 
SoIL type, silty l~ 
Topography; south facing! dry c;:oonb! n.nning down c::eotrl;l! at fi~ld 

Method: seamed northern edge of field. L.arge IIIm:U1t of natural flint nodules on surhce, finds not apparent 
Land Owner: ~ilton Estate 
Tenant: Mr p. G M Parsons 

"' 

. 
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field 130 Ar... 19 Hect.res Grid Referonee 4148/1283 
Cond;tion: set aside 
Soil type: clay loam 
lopography. general slope to north, dry valley rUYIing thl""ougn centr!!' .of fil!'ld 
Method: geophysical survey 
SMR references: SU12NW 602, SU12NW 603, SU12NW 604, SU12NW 635, SU12NE 615. 
porenole '"formation. TP59A- Topooil 0.20- 0.60, Ch.I~. TP60- Topooil 0.25, Chalk. TP61" Topooil 0.50, 
Ch.lk_ TP62- Topsoil 0.25, Chalk. TP63-Topsoil 0.25, Chalk. TPM- Topsoil 0.20, Ch.lk. TP65- Topsoil 
0.10- 0.30, Chal~. TP103- Topsoil 0.30, Chalk. BH51>- Topsoil 0.30, Ch.lk. BH52.A- Topsoil 0.30, Ch.lk. 
8H'3&~ Topsail O.ZO, Chalt. BnZ"a Chalk. 
Land Owner: H N Tilley and Mr. H W Tilley 
Tenant: menag,er C H~t 

Results: 2 flint ftakes were iecoverd fram random su~faca inspection. 

Field Ul Ar.a, 1.8 Hectar.. Grid Reference 4111.50/1337.50 
Condition: set aside 
Sofl type; clay lO$m 
Topography: fl8t 
Methad: restfvtty survey undertaken. Scanned for surface finds 
SMR references: SU03 NE 200, SU03 NE 300. 

Land Owner: Wilton Estate 
T .... nt' North Hill f ...... "'"""Ber T Gooanon 

Field 132 Area: 8 HectAres Grid Reference 4089/1359 
Condition: arable, ploughed 
Soil type: silty loom 
Topography: Benerally slope down to north-wost 
Method: fieldwAlked to An Ordnance survey north-south uligned 25m grid with 25m collection fnt~rvals. 
aorehQle infor~tion; TP5- Topsoil 0.25, Silt 0.45, Chalk 1.70, lfmeston. 4.70. BH6S· Topsoil 0.80, Chalk. 
BH101- Topsoil 0.40, Cholk. 
Land Ow""r, Yllton Estat. 
Tenant: R Huntley 
Results: 107 runs .olked, of which 8% were empty In the field. 
169 pfeces of worked flint Mer-a r-8COV8r-e<:I; ·1 cor-e, 1 core fragment, 99 flatest' 62 br-oken flakes, 
3 r-etouehed flakes, 1 scraper and 2 other- tools. 201; of bunnt flint, 1100g of CBM, 189g of stone, 10g 
of gla •• , 2 Iron object., 5 sherds of post-medieval pottery and 1 sherd of medieval pottery. 

Field 133 Area: 24 Hector... Grid Reference 4091/1363 
Condition: aroble, ploughed 
Soil type: sflt loam 
TOpoaraphy: south facing slope with dry cO<lllb> 
Method: fieldwalked to a" Ordnance Surv .... oorth-south al ioned 2511 
grid wi th 25m col lecti.on intervals. 
SHR references: SU03NE 639 
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land owne-r: Wi l ton Estate 
Tenant. R Huntley 
R@suLts; J60 runs walked, of which 28% wer~ empty in the field. 
375 pieces of worked fLint were recovered: 1 core, 1 ~or@ fragment, 223 flakes, 139 broken flake$. 
4 retouched flakes, 3 screper3, 2 other tools and 2 piece~ Qf burnt worked flint. 
3580g of burnt flint, 1079g of CBM, 399 of stone, 119 of glass, 1 iron dbJ~t and 1 shard of post-medieval pottery w 

Field 134 Area: 23 Hectares Grid Reference 4085/1361 
Condition, aroble. horrowod and rolled 
Soil type: &iLt loaa 
TopoQraphy, steep south facing slope with c~ 
Method, field visited but not we I ked. slopes stoep ond surrounding fil""" not productive. 
SMR references: SU03NE 639 
Borehole InfoMnatlon, TP10- TOpsoil 0.45. Chalk. TP1'- Topsoil 0.20. Cho!k. TPI2- Topsoil 0.20. Chalk. 
Land Owner= \Ii l ton Estate 

Tenant: P G M PBr-sOOS 

Field 135 Area: 8 Hectares Grid Refll!!r~1I!! 4132/1218 
Condition, arable. harrowed 
Soil type: silt 10 .. 
TOpOgraphy: south foclng slope 
""thod: fieldwolked to on Or ...... ""e survey north-south 01 igne<l 25 .. 
gdd with 25n1 collection intervals_ Also. four geo·p1wsical transects 
aligned approximately north-south, 140nl long and 2001 wide. 
SMR referenc"", SII12NII644 
Land OWner, Lord Radnor 
Tenant; F ...... ltd 
Results: 11"3 rt"nl. WALt-edt of whIch 7X were·~ty. in the field_ 
236 pieces of ... rked flint ... "e r.covered, '56 Hokes. 76 broken floke. and 4 ocra!'@rs. 
12319 of burnt fl into 8919 of CBM. 162g of stone. 1969 of gl •••• 1 Iron, object and 14 .h.rd. 
of post·modlevol pottery. 

Field 136 ~rea. 10.5 Hectares 
Condition: .roble. ro\led sod Goede<! 

" 
soil type, clay loam 
Topography: flat 

GrId Reference 4111/1336 

"ethod, flel<lllalked t •• nOrdnance Survey north'south oligned 25m grid with 25m collection intervals. 
$MR rof.rene •• , SUI3~ 200 and 300 
Land owner. Wilton Estate 
Tenant: North Hill Farms manager T Goodman 

Results: 150 runs ... lked. of which lIt were ompty In the field. 
... ". ~~. w. _. ~~ ... .. .~,~ • , =re. ,.ore or' • OD Hau.. n Dro.~ "au •• 

1 retouched flake, 1 screper and 2 other tools. 76119 of burnt flint~ 16069 of CBM, 14409 of 5tone~ 
1949 of gl •••• 3 Iron objects. 7 <herd. of post-modle"ol pottery and 84 <herds of R""",no-8rfthh pottery. 
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field 137 Area: 8.5 Hectares Grid Reference 4110/1339 

Condition; arable, stubble 
Soil typo: cl.y loom 
Topography, steep slcpo to north 
Method: field ~1.ltod and photogrophod •• "<ot ploughod 
SMIl references.: SUl~S'" 01.1) 

Land owner, Wilton E •• ate 
Tenant: North Hill FBnms manager T Goodmen 

Field 138 Area, 16 Hec,are. Grid Refereoce 4"",345 
Condition: arable, drilled and rolled 
Soil typo, alIt loom 
Topography: flat 
Me.hod: fieldwalked to an Ordnance Survey north-south ali~ 25m grid with 25m colleCtio~ intervals. 
SMR references: 
Borehole inforlMition:. 
Land Owner: SAC Rasch 
Tenant: manager G Leverfdge 

·Re.ults: 225 '"""" woltod, of which lZX were ...,ty In the field. 
149 pieces of worked flint were recovered: 1 core, 89 flakes, 47 broken flakes, 2 retouched flakes, 
7 .craper. and 3 pieces of burnt worked flint. 96509 of burnt flint, 3OO7g of CBM, '619 of .tone. 
1189 of glass. 4 Iron obJocts; ZZ sherds of post-medieval pottery. 6 .herds of Ramono-British pottery 
and 4 aherds of prehlatorlc pottery. 

Field 139 Area: 5 Hectares Grid Refer~nce 4164/1289 
Condition: paature 
soil typo: alIt loom 
Topography: fl.t with romnonta of •• terme.dow system 
Method: lugcred at sam intervals 
Borehole InfoMnOtion, 8H66. 
Auger r.~n~~! 3D1. 317. ~1A 

Land OWner: R G C Clarke 
Tenant: as above 

field 140 "reg; 6 Hec;;:tare:J,~ Grid Referenoe ~163"290 
Condition: pasture 
Soil typo, ailt loam 
Topography: flet with t'emants of wattU"'IMMIow systellt 
M4tthod= auger~ At 50m Intervals: 

Auger' rec:or'ds: 302, 303, 304; 305 
Land owner: R G C Clark. 
Tenant: as above 

Field 141 Area: 3 Hectares Grid Reference 4,6",289 
Condition: pastur-e 
sofl type: silt loam 
TopogrAphy: flat with r'emnants of watenmeadow system 
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Method; augered at SOm lntervet~ 

Borehole info~tion: BH65s- Topso;l 0.30, Clay 0.85, Sand 1.40. Gravel 3.50, Chalk. 
Auger records; 306, 307, 308 
land owner: St Nichola5 Hospital 
Tenant;: lit P & D H'ounslow 

Field 142 Area. 2 Hectares Grid Reference "60/1290 
COndition: pastu,. 
SoB type: sit t loam 
Topography: flat with remnants of watermeadow systeM 
M.thod: augered at 50. Interv.ls 
Borehole Informetlon. BH6ls- Topsoil 0.80, p •• t 1.70, G,.vol 4.00, Chalk. B"64o- Topsoil 1.40,Grevol ~.50, Chalk. 
Auger records: 309. 310, 311 
lond O>Iner: R G C C I .,te 
Tenant: as above 
Results; 1 broken flint flak~ was recovered fro. auger 309. 

Field 143 Area: 2.5 Hectares Grid Reference 4159/1289 
Condition: pasture 
SOil type: .ilt loam 
TopoBraphy: flet with remnants of watermeadow syotem 
Method: augered at sOna i nterva ls 

Borehole Information: BH6Os' Topsoil 0.20, Gravel 7.30, Ch.lk. IH62s- Topsoil 0.80, Cloy 1.00, Silt 1.70, 
Gravel 6.00, Chalk. 
Auger reeords: 315, 31~ 
Lond Owner: R G C Clarke 
Tenant: as above 

flold 144 Area; 9 Hectares Grid Reference 4157/1288 
Condition: pasture 
5011 type: silt loom 
Topography: flat with extant wate>nneadow system 
Method; augered at sOm intervals 
Bo,ehole Information; aH55a- TopaoiLO.SO, CLay 1.10, Silt 3.i!5, Gravel 8.20, Chalk. BH61,,- Topsoil 0.50, Peat 1.30 
Sahd .nd gravel 3.00, Chalk. . 
Auger records: 319, 320, 321, 322 
Land Owner: Mrs P Whittle 
lanAnt ~ .EJ!19: abo'lte 

Fi.ld 145 Area: 1 Hectare Grid R~f~rence 4156{1287 
'., . . ~ 

Soil type. sn t I .... 
Topography: flat with infilled remnants of watermeodow system 
Method; augeied at 50. fntervals 
Bo,.hore Info ..... tion: BH58- Topsoil 0.40, Silt 0.70, Sand 1.80, Grovel 3.i!5, Clay 4.00, "Grevel with clay. 
Auger record: 323 
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Land Owner: Mrs P Uhittla 
Tenant: a~ above 

field 146 Are8~ 6.5 ~ectares Gr;d Reference 4155/1286 

Condition= pasture 
Soil type: silt toam 

Topography: flat with extant .atermeadOw system 
M@thod: augered at 50m intervels 
Borehole info~tion: BH57- Topsoil 0.60, clay 1.30, Sand 2.30, Gravel 4.90, Chalk. 
AUger records: 324, 325 
Land Owner= R P & 0 Ho..nslow 
Tenant: as above 

Field 147 Area: 10.5 Hectare. Grid Reference 4082J1370 
Condition, ar.bl@, rolled and drilled 
Soil type: silt loam 
Topography: ijentle slope down to south and west 
Method: fleldwalted to an Ordnance survey north~south alfgned 25m grid with 25m collection intervals. 
SMR references: SU03NE612 
land owner: WI! ton estate 
Tenant: P G M Parsons 
R@sults, 144 runs walked, of which 4~ were empty in the field 
123 pieces of worted flint were recovered: 4 cores, 78 flakes, 32 broken flakes, 1 retouched flake, 
6 scrapers, 1 other tool end 1 piece of burnt worked fl int. 95181i1 of burnt flint, 21179 of CBM, 539 
of stone, 41g of glass, 4 iron objects, 1 sherd of post-medieval pottery, 5 sherds of Romano~Brttish 
pottery and 1 ,herd of prehistoric pottery, 

Field 148 Ar": 11 Hectares 
Condition; arable, rolled and drilled 
SQil type: silt - clay loam 
Topography: flat 

Grid Reference 4096/1367 

Mftthod: fieldwalked to an Ordnanc. Surv8Y north·south aligned 25m grid with 25m colloction Intervals. 
SMR referenc.s~ SU03NE 612 
Land Owner: Wilton Estate 
Tonant: R Huntley 
Results: 154 runs walked, of which 1% wer~ empty in the ffeld 
316 pieces of flint were recovered: 5 cores, 1 broken core, 221 flates, 75 broken flakes~ 
Z retouched flakes l 1 other tool and 5 pfece~ of worked burn~ fl;n~_ ~l476g of hurn~ flln~, ?5ORg nf ~RM. 
7319 of stone, 26; of gLa$$1 2 iron objects, 14 sherds of po$t~medieval pottery, 2 shetds 
of medieval potteryl 5 shenas of ~omano-Brftish pottery and 5 sherds of prehistoric pottery_ 

Field 149 Area= 27 Hectares 
Condition, a~abl., rolled and drilled 
5011 type, silt loam 

Grid Reference 401811368 
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Topography: slope down to south, h~ad of eoori:le 
M~thod: fieLdwaLked to an O~nce Survey north~south aLfgned 25m ~rid with 25m collection intervals. 
SHR refe~ence$; SU03N~ 619 
land Owner: Wilton Estate 

Tenant: P G " Parsons 
"esu'l.s: ~'Jfg. rLnS w.,~eg, OT wnlC :;tAt were ~"[y In "tne TleLQ 
360 pieces of worked flint were recovered: 2 cores, 1 broken core, 249 flakes, 90 broken flakes, 3 
retouched flakes, 9 scrapers, 3 other tools and 3 pieces of worked burnt flint. 54860g of bumt fUnt, 
6572; of CaM, 2119 of stone, 109 of gLass, 1 iron object, 15 sherds of post·mediev~l pottery, 9 sherds 
of medieval pottery and 1 sherd of prehistoriC pottery. 

FI"ld 150 "rea;: 6 Hectares 
Condition: arable, ploughed 

SOfl type, .flt l~ 
TopogrAphy, .llgllt oouth faolng olope 

Grid Referenoe 4095/1~ 

Method: fieldw.lked to an Ordnance Survey north-south ~ligned 25. grid with 25m collection intervals. 
Land owner: 1I11 ton Estate. 
T""""., R H...,tloy 
Results: 84 runs walked, of which 10X were empty in the field 
68 pi ... ". of WQrked flInt were recovered, 48 flake •• 18 broken flak ... 1 gunflint and 1 pi...., of worked burnt flint. 
41250 of burnt flint. 1506g of COM. 14g of .tone. 37g of gl ••• and 9 .h"rd. of poot·medieval pottery. 

Field 151 Area: 7 Hectar". arId Referenoe 4D19/1l63 
Condition, pa.ture. drilled and rolled 
Soil type: sIlt loom 
Topography: moderat. sLope to south 
Method = fleldwelked to an ordnance Survey north-south aliQned 25m ~rid with 25m collection fntervals. 
SMR record, SU03NE 619 
Borohole Info~tlon, 6H7.· TOpsoil 0.20. Clay 1.95. Chalk. 6H9· Topsoil 0.55. Chalk. TP7· TOpsoil 0.15. Silt 2.55. 
Chalk. TPS· Topsoil 0.70. Silt 1.25. Chalk. TP101· Topsoil 0.35. Chalk. 
Land Owner, WIlton Eot.te 
Tenant: P G M Parsons 
R.sults: 114 runs walked. of which 6Xwere empty in the fiold 
145 pieces of worked flint were recovered: 109 flakes, 31 broken flakes, 4 scraperS and 1 piece of 
worked burnt flfnt. 18559 of burnt._~llnt. 2401g of C6M. 729 of »tone. 109 of gl •••• 16 .herds of 
post-medieval pottery, 1 $herd of medieval pottery And 1 she~ of prehistorlc pottery. 

Field 152 Area: 5 Hectares 
Condition: pa~ture 
Soi 1 type, .11 t I .... 

Grid Referenc@ 4116/1298 

Topography: flat with remnants 01 watermeadow system 
•• ~. <; 
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SMR record: SU12NW 623 
Auger record: 326 
land Owner: wi l ton Estate 

Tenant: E Perrott 

Field 153 
Condition: paoture 

Area: 2.5 Hectares Grid Reference 411811300 

Soil type: silt loa. 
Topography: flat with remnants of watenmeadow system 
Method: augered at 50. intervals 
Auger records: 327, 328, 329 
Land Owner: !..Ii l ton Estate 

Tenant: E Perrott 

Field 154 Area: 4 HectareQ Grid Reference 411711301 

Conclf t i on: pastur-e 

Soil type: oil t I_ 
Topography: flat with remnants of watenmeadow syst~ 
Method: augered at sCm Intervals 
Auger reoord.: 330, 331 
Land OWner! IItt ton Estate 
Tenant: E Perrott 

Field 155 Area: 6 Hectares ~rld Reference 411511300 
Condition: pasture 

sofl t~: Gilt loam 
Topography: flat 
Method: Bugered at som intervals 
Auger reoords: 332 
Land Own.r: Wiltan'!stat. 

Tenant: E ~errott 

field 156 Area: 3 Hec:t8re~'1 Grid Reforeno. 41161130J 
Conditi on: pAsture 
Soil type: silt lo ... 
Topography: flat with extant watel"1DeAciow Systetn 

Method; augererJ at !.JOIII inlervals 
Auger records: 333, 334 
land OWner: Wilton Estate 
TenAnt: J House 

Field 157 Are.: 5.5 Hoctares Grid Referenoe 411511305 
Conditfon; pasture 
Soil type: sflt loam 
Topography: flat with extant watenmeadow system 
M@thod: augered at ~0nI Interval • 
Boreholo fnfonnotion: DHl9· Topsoil 0.35, Cloy 1.20, Grovel 3.20, Chalk. 
.Auger recorcls: 335, 336, 337, J38 
Land Owner: lIiI ton e.tote 
Tenant: J House 
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Area: 1.5 Hectares Grid Refere~e 4116/1306 
Condition: pasture 
soil type; silt loam 
Topography: flat with remnants of watenmeedow system 
Method; eugered at 50m intervals 
Borehole infonmation. BH38- Topsoil 0.50, Gravel 5.75, Chalk. 
Aug~r r@cord$; 339, 340 
land Owner: Wilton Estate 
Tenant: Bemerton Farms 

Field 159 Area, 0.5 Hectare. Grid Reference 4116.5O{13D7.5D 
ConcHtion= pasture 
Soil type: silt loam 
Topography, flat 
Method: augered at sOm ihterval~ 
Dorehole Info ...... tfM' DH36o- Topsoil 0.95, Mode "ground 1.50, Grov.l 3.~, Grovel 4.50, Chalk. 
Auger record: 341 
Land owner: IIf l ton Estate 
Tenant: Bemerton Farms 

Field 160 Area: 19 Hectares Grid Reference 4119/1297 
CondHion~ ar-ebLe, pLough~ ~rd rolled 
Soil type. huaic lOIln 
Topography, flat wfth remnant. of woterme.dow system 
Method: fieldwaLted to an Ordnance survey north-south alfgned 25m grid with 25m collection intervals. 
AUgering and test pit digging WI. u.ed .ver the proj8eted line of the Ramon rood. 
SM. referenoes, SU1ZNW 301 
Borehole information, DH104~ Topsoil 0.60, Cloy 1.00, GroveL" 1.30, Cloy 1;75, Grovel 4.45, ChAlk. 
Auger reoords, 342·353 
Land O~r: Trustees of R T 'DOt' s~ttlement 
Tenant. Bemerton Farms 
ResuLts= 272 runs walked, of which 30t were empty in the field. 
91 pieces of worked flint were recQv@red; 2 cotes, 50 flakes, 30 broken flakes, 5 $cr~pers; 3 
oth~r tool. and I pie.e of worked burnt flint. 6182g of burnt flint, 6020g of COM, 121g of stone, 
164g of glass" 5 iron objects, 21" sherds of post·medieval pottery" 1 sherd of 'medieval pottery, . 
15 aherds of Rcmano-British pottery and 2 .herds of prehistoric pottery .. ·:~ - ',: .. :. ... .,.~ ~~. 

FI~ld 161 Area, 8 Heotar.. Grfd Reference 4121/1294 
Condition: 8iable~ crop about O.1Om high 
Soi l type: ht.mll c lO8ln 
Topography, flAt with ,light east-west ridee 
Method: the western part of the f;eld was scanned by walking up the tramlines. 19 were scanned. 
SMR r.f.renc~., SU1ZNW 609, 624 ond 625 
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land Owner: Tr~$tees of ~ T ~ook settlement 

Tenant: Bemerton Farms 
Results; 
35 piee~s of ~or~ed flint were recov~red: 24 flsk~$, 10 broken flakes and 1 scraper. 3149g of bu~nt flint, 
83209 of C8H~ 849 of stone, 24; of glass, 1 iron object, 5 sh~~s of post- ~ievBl pottery and 5 sherds'Qf 

modern pottery. 

Field ,~ ArWB: 20 H~tare& Crid Raferen~~ 41"/1~ 

Coodftfon: arabLe, crop lIIbout O.1Om high 

soil type; clay lo~ 
TOpOgraphy: flat western edge, steep $ided dry valley in centre. 
Metn",,: weStem =.< " A ,.h •• A".h oLioned 25m orid with 25m collection interval •• 

steep·sided coanbe no' •• lked. 
SMR referll!lnces: SU13S\1 644 
Boroholo information, BH103. Topsoil 0.30. Cl.y 1.30. Ch.lk. TPY,' Topsoil 0.20. Cl.y 1.70. C~.lk. TPJ4· TOpsoil 

0.30, Gravel 0.55. Clay 4.50, Chalk. 
Land owner: ~flton Estate. 
tenant; North Hill Fur., Manager T Goodman 
R.sults: 133 run.·walked. of whIch 16X were empty In the fIeld 
66 pieceQ of work@d flint were re¢O¥Ared: 1 core, 27 flekes, 33 broken flakeS and 3 $~rapers. 56q of burnt flint, 
33179 of CBM. 68g of .tono. 148g of gl.... 2 sherds of post·medleval pottery .nd 3 shords of modern pottery. 

Field 16'5 Area. 2 HectareS Grid R~ference 412211292 

Condition: arable, crop about O.20m high 
Soil type: .ilt loam 
Topography: flot 
"ethod: the Held waG seamed by walklng up the tram!" U'\88. I~ 11;;:~' 

Borehole information: TP42- TopsoIL 0.30, Chalk (reworked) 3.20, Sand ~nd gravel 4.50, ChaLK. 

land Owner~ Mr & Mrs R 1 cooke and Mrs P ~owrie 
Tenant: Bemerton Fanns 

Resul tG: 
68 pfeces of worked flint were recovered: 43 fLakes, 21 broken flakes, 2 retouched flakes and 2 scrapers. 
64369 of burnt flint. 114059 of CBM, 1249 of stone. 242g of gloss. 2 Iron objects and 38 sherds of post'modievol pot 

Field 164 Area; 3 Hectare$ Grid Reference 412011292 

Condition: arable, crop about O.15m high 
soil type; silt loal 
Topography: flat 
Method: the field was scanned by walking up the tremllnes. 10 we~e scanned. 
Bor.hol. information: 8H40$' Topsoil 0.20, Silt 1.50, Cloy 1.aO. Chalk. 8H41s· Topsoil 0.25. SIlt 1.10. Clay 1.40. 

Gravel 1~50 Gravel 3.20,Trl-ul pit c:~lete at 3.2:0. 
Land own&~: Mr & "~s R T Cooke and M~s P Low~1e 
Tenant: Bemerton Farms 
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Results: 
61 pi~c~s of WOl"'ked fl;nt were r~covered. 45 flakes, 13 broken flak~s, 1 retoucned flak~. 1 scraper ~nd 1 p;~ce of 
burnt worked flint. 3988g of burnt flint, 14274g of caM, 307g of ~tone. 269g of glass, 3 iron obj~cts and 49 snerds 
post- medieval pott~ry . 

Field 165 Ar-ee. 1l~5 Hectare:s Grid ~efer-ence 411611328 

Condition: arable, rolled And drilled 
Soil type: clayey silt loam 
Topography: flat 
Method: fieLdwalked to an Ordn8nce Survey north~$outh aligned 25m gr-id with 25m eollection int@rvats. 
SMR referonc:es: SU13SW 649 
L.~ owner: Wilton ~st.te 
Tenant; Mor-th Hill FerRI tA8nager T Gooanan 
Results: 198 runs walked, of which ax wer-e ewpty in the fieLd 
94 pieces of worked flint were recovered: 1 core, 52 flakes, 28 broken flakes, 4 retouched flakes, 4 scrapers, 
2. other toulS;, 1 gunflint ard 3 pieces of wol"'ked bi.ll"'f"'lt flint. 3169~ of burnt flint, 1759g of CBf1~ 237!ii of s.tone, 
294g of glass, 5 iron objects, 3 sherdG of PO$t~ medieval pottery and 3 $her-ds of modern pottery. 

field 166 Ar-ea: 10 Hect8~es 
ConditIon: pasture 
Soil type: silt loom 
Topography: flat with slight romnant. 
Method: Bugered at SOm ·intcl"'val& 
SMR refereno •• , SU03NE 101 

Grid Referonce 4061/1369 

Of watenmeadow system 

Borehol. ;nformatton: BH18~ Topsoil 0.25, Clay 0.80, Clay 1.60, Gravel 3~60, Chalk. BH2~ Topsoil 0.10, Clay '~15, 
G~avel 4.30, ChBlk. 8M3- TopGQtl 0.60, Cl~ 1.50, G~avel 2.60, Gravel 4_60, ChaLk. 
AUger reeord>: 354, 355, 356, 357; 358, 359, 360 
Land O..-.er: R J Moore and sons 
Tenant: as above 

Field 167 Ar-ea: 0.5 Hectares Grid Reference 4063.50/1368 
Condition. p.!sture 
Soil type: silt loa. 
Topogr~phy: flat 
Method: augil!!red lilt 50rR i ntel"'va l G­

Auger records: 36 1 
L.and Owner; til: J Moore and sons 
Tenant: as above 

Field 168 Area. 4 Hectar-es GrId Reference 4064/1368 
Condition: pasture 
Soil type: silt l~ 
Topogl"'aphy: flat w;th I"'emnants of wAtenmeadow system 
Method: augered at SOm intervals 
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Auger recQrds:: 362. 363, 364 
l~nd Owner: R J Moore and sons 
Tenant; ~s Bbo~~ 

Field 169 Area; 2 Hectares Grid Referonce ~/1367 
COI'dftion: pasture 

Sofl type: silt loam 
Topography; fl~t with remnants of watermeadow system 

Method: augered at sam intervals 
Auger records:: 365, 366 t 367 

land owner: R A Hurst 

'~'"n" "0 "~y" 

Field 170 Are.: 6.5 "octar.. Grid Referenco 4061/1366 
Condftion: pasture 

Soil typo: .ilt loam 
Topography: flAt with sl;ght remnants of watenneadow system 
Method:: aUQered at 50m fntervals 
Borohole Information: BH4- fopsoil 0.60, clay 1.40, Sand 1.70, Silt 1.80. Sand 5.30, Chalk. 
Auger records.: 368, 369, 370 
land O~r: R A Hurst 
Tenant: AS above 

Field In Area: 4 Hectares Grid Referenee40&9/1365 
Condition: pasture 

Soil typo; of It loam 
Topography: ,f tat wi th extant watermeadow system 
Method: 8ug&~ at 50m fntervals 
Borehole infonmatfon: BH5sw 'Topsoil 0.30, Clay 1.00, Gravel 5.00, Chalk. 
Auger reoorda: 3n, 373, 374 
l~nd Own@r: Hrs G M Young 
Tenant: Mrs E R Rhind-Tutt 

Field 1n Area: 2 Hectares Gr;d Reference 4070/1365 
Condft;on: pasture 
Soil type: silt loam 
Topography; flat wlt~ e.tant ridge and furrow 
Method: augered at 501n. ;ntarvals 
Borehole information: ,TP3- Topsoil 0.40, Gravel 0.55, Gravel 3.10, No excavation beyond "3:10 due to collapSe. 
Auger records: 375, 376, 3n 
land o.ner: Mrs G M young 

Tenant; Mrs E R Rh;nd-Tutt 

Field 113 Area: 6 Hectares 
Condition: Arable, crop O.1Om hfgh 
Soi I type: mixed loom 
Topography: .teep south flcing slopa 

Grid Ref&r~e 4060/1311 

Method: "isited only, too steep to be worth walking 

74 



i' , 
Ll 

n 
:~: t 

fl 
~, i. 
I,: , 

! ,: 

u 

SMR references: su03~E 625 
land Owner: R J Moore and sons 

Te~nt: a$ above 

Field 174 Area: 4.5 Hectar~s Grfd Referenee 4063/1371 

Condition: arable, ploughed and ,,[led 
soil typo: mixed 10>ll1l 

TopogrBphy: steep ~outh facing sl~ 

Method: visited only, too &t&ep to be worth walking 
SMR references: SUOJNE 625 
land Owner= R J Moore and sonS 
T~Aftt! IS above 

Field 175 Area: l' Hectares Grid Reference 4153/1~ 
~ondttton: Pastura 

Soil type: Mixed loum. 
Topography: Gentle slope to North· E •• t. 
Method~ Single auger. 
Borehole information: BH55s~ topsoil 0.80 1 Clay 1.10, Silt 3.25, Gravel 8.20, Chalk. 
Auger reeord.:l78 
Land Owner: Mr-s N .C.HUlt 

Field 176 Area: 10 Hectares Grid Reference 4115/1321 
Condition: Arable, root crop. 
Soil type: Mixed loam. 
Topography: Dry valley sloping down to South· lIest 
Method. Two hand dug test pits. 

Land Owner: IIi I ton Eotate. 
Tenant: Marth Hill Farms, manager l.Goodmen~ 
Results: 1 flint flake and 1 broken flint flake were recovered. 

Field 177 Area. 4 Hectares 
Condftfon: arable, crop about O.1Om h~gh 
Soil type: silt loam 
Topography: south facing slope 

Grfd ~~f&ranc~ 4145/1276 

Method: Three fleldwalkedttanseets, 125m long with 25m colloetion unit., 
aligned ApprOXlmat~ly north· south At 90m ;nt~rvals'(only worked flint was 
colloctod). Also two geophysicol tronsects olignod opproximately north· south, 
140m long and 20m wide. 
SMR reference: termi~l of ditch associated with Greet Woodbury ancient 
monument to the north. 
Land Owner: Lord Radnor. 
Tenant: longford Farms ltd. 
Results: 15 runs walked, of which 401 were empty in the field. 
9 pieces of worked flint were recovered, all flakes. 
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of material collected in hectare order 6.2.4 summary 

U 

Grid lID~ked SUmt Field 
p Reference ...... Flint Flint C8M St ..... Glass Iron pottery M'-~ 

II (H@lCt.are) (Mo.) (-) (-) (-) (!IIO') (Mo.) (Mo.) 

4071 1365 3 120 
4072 1361 10 lOt 31 5 1~ 120 

1362 16 140 79 10 lpm 120 
lJ6J 16 5(: 202 ,~ 1~O 

1364 n 10 6 68 120 

lJ 1365 2 2 10 120 
1368 4 6t 43 20 149 
,"we w ~ , 

f'1 4073 1360 3 2 IS 174 120 
r :', 

1361 16 7c 156 120 I: "f. 
" I 

1362 16 25to 2n 97 2 101d 120 

'"" 
1363 12 12t 153 24 120 
1368 IS 1St 633 88 149 
1369 16 19 434 110 149 

4074 1360 10 6 204 147 120 

0 1361 16 10 682 200 26 2pm 120 
1362 10 5 136 91 3 120 
1367 10 11 2840 65 lpm 149 

m 
1368 16 18t 2123 86 lmect 149 
1369 16 19t 1380 27 lpre 149 

4075 1360 12 7 2541 224 lmed 120 
1361 12 4 2216 433 lmodlpm 120 

n 1367 16 21t 6017 238 lpm 149 ;: :~ 

,- i 1368 16 lit 2182 179 16 2pm 149 
1369 16 13. 2048 211 lpm 149 

PT.'. 4076 1360 3 120 ,;j 
1361 2 120-

;;., •. j 

1366 12 9 1634 250 149 

r'~ 
1367 16 Ie 2973 307 101dlpm 149 

U 1368 16 14. 3855 470 3pmlmect 149 
1369 15 19. 2985 130 lmdlmed 149 

4077 1361 2 
~-. 

3 lSI 

n 1366 16 15 2108 147 26 lmect 149 
1367 16 8 3264 623 43 lpm4med 149 
1368 16 12t 3066 411 149 

P 1369 12 20t 1814 679 Zpm 149 
~'.' ! 4078 1361 8 10 33 422 201d 151 r, 
~ 1362 14 1St 179 677 3 101dlpm 151-

1363 6 4 143 86 4 151 
1365 10 8t 1708 135 6 149 

L 1366 16 9c ISO 60 149 
1367 16 11 to 1087 464 18 149 

U 
1368 16 4 692 214 149 
1369 11 10c 373 412 149 
1370 6 3 288 36 147 

~'.': 4079 1361 12 19t 51 693 II 6mdlpm2med lSI 
I- - 1362 16 19 203 668 14 7 lmed 151 L 1363 16 24 255 83 lmdlpmlpre 151 

1364 7 16. 107 77 20Id 151 , 
U 1366 14 24 933 S04 5 149 

U .,: 

fl 
L 
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Crid \Iorked Bumt f;eld 

Refel'"t:!nCe R ..... fl int Flint CBM St~ Glass Iron Pottery M.-r 
(Hectare) ,No.) (-) (-) (-) (-) (Mo.) (Mo.) 

'! 4079 1367 16 12 13" 212 138 1,..,d 149 
«'0 

1;69 10 lOt 1563 28 147/149 
1370 10 10 130 168 10 147 

40aO 1;61 4 3 23 24 151 
1362 12 B 22 67 '''''' lSI 
1363 16 25. 430 195 lmd 151 
1364 I 2 104 6 151 

-' 1367 6 2 1504 4 149 

1368 14 8 3998 217 1mod 149 

i1 1369 9 7 837 215 147/149 
1370 15 5 317 53 46 147 

• 4081 1369 8 5 125 308 147 
1370 16 18t 508 583 39 3 147 
1371 3 3 11 1 147 

4062 1369 6 7tc 461 37 7 lrb 147 
1370 16 12 1843 596 1 rblmd 147 

'1 1371 8 9. 31 7 147 
: :4 4083 1369 12 14t 1838 24 147 
Wl 

1370 16 19to 2>19 2,8 3rblpre 147 

!I 1371 II 5 1222 42 2 147 

[! 4084 1370 4 3 112 147 
1371 3 1 147 

4085 1357 'F'" 126 , 
1358 9 10to 28 2F"'lmed 126 

i 1359 6 4 126 
4086 1357 5 21t 2 132 

':"~I 1358 16 9 24 387 6F'" 126 
1359 16 lBt 100 126 
1360 15 15 64 lmd 126 
1361 6 2F'" 126 

U 4087 1357 9 13 35 11 lmdlF'" 132 
1358 " 230 34 74 126/132 
1359 16 90 46 IF'" 126 

0 1360 16 17 35 8 126 
1361 16 7 lmd 126 
1362 16 9 126 

r'"'" 4088 1357 I 3. 132 
c'l 

1358 15 10 99 132 1·.',1 
i..,:' 1359 9 16 16 81 126/132 

1360 12 4 6/, 50 '~lrb 126 
, . 1361 12 4 53 126 

. 

LJ 1362 8 6 200 62 126 
4089 1356 4 6 110 

U 1357 2 3 110 
1356 4 7t I 23 IF'" 132 
1359 14 17 56 273 10 lmed 132 

r 1360 I, 12 4 133 
I.A1 ,~ , ~ ,n 

L 1362 16 4 90 IF'" 133 
1363 11 lOt 133 

L 1164 7 1 106 133 

U 
0 

77 
1'1 :1 



r 
Grid worked Bumt Field 

t Reference R<ros fl tnt Flint C8M Stone Glass Icon Pottety .'-c 
(f'iec.tare) (Mo.) (-, <-, <-, <-) <Mo., <Mo.) 

n 4090 1356 1 110 

1357 5 5t 10 110 

1359 10 l1t 82 50 H2 

1360 12 5 34 13 133 

1361 16 12t 162 133 

136< 16 II 133 

1363 '6 7 !I 133 

I:;' 
1364 '6 24t 17 133 

i, '\ '365 13 24t 78 288 133 :""J "n 
t! 1359 7 7 118 6 1m 132 
,. 'I 1360 12 9 45 95 132/133 
I, 

1361 '6 5 172 133 

1362 '6 11 t 34 117 22 133 

1363 16 12t 81 32 133 

1364 16 2!1t 253 40 133 

1365 16 21 127 19 13 133 

n 4092 1357 , 3 110 
u:'_' 1358 5 4 110 
U 

1359 2 14e 132 

g 1360 13 9 168 9 1m 132/133 

1361 15 5 64 70 133 

1362 16 29. 201 67 133 

1363 16 24t 319 14 133 

n 1364 16 37to 496 73 4 5 133 

f~ 1365 16 24 595 1~ l~~ 

4093 1358 4 2 110 
/I!'!'J '360 8 9t 120 255 16 'm 132 
L') ... 1361 10 9 456 47 l1U132 
I:'· 
~ 1362 14 Be 438 74 6 If'111md 112/133 

1363 I. 23 726 84 6 2pm 112/133 

U 1364 15 31 546 102 112/133/150 

1365 16 11 219 9 133 

1366 1 2 " If'll 148 

n 4094 '357 3 lit 108 
1358 7 5 108/110 
1359 3 2 110 

L 
1360 4 6 11 '/132 
1361 " 30t 8' 81 10l0<I 1'1/112/132 
1362 16 1t 757 61 6 112 
1363 16 2So 1247 12 8 4 '12 

U 1364 16 16 1283 so 3 1m 112/150 
1365 16 22 2386 62 150 
1366 11 28 770 8 2"",Irn0ci2cb 148 

[] 1367 14 63t 2206 296 730 • ·6ro:jlf'1110n0d5pcel48 
1368 9 29tc 1592 430 lpm 148 

4095 1355 108 

C 
1356 8 6 51 108 

" 1357 16 32tc 48 108 
1358 '6 10 134 21 108 
1359 6 6 7 10S1110 

U 1360 • 7t 11' 

0 
L 

78 

f" , ,,~ 

'. 



Grid workttd Burnt Field 
~"I 

Reference Runs Flint Flint taM Stone GI_ l"'" Pottery IIuot>er 

f'1 
("~ter~) (10.) (IJOS) (-) (-) (_J (No.) (No.) 

,. ~ 4095 1361 16 24 61 14 67 111 
~: i 1362 8 3 407 12 4 111/112 

1363 15 13 ' 738 341 26 :3 112 

1364 16 11 426 315 Imdlpn 112/150 

1365 12 13 490 282 14 21 150 
1366 12 11 105M Ip1l1rb 148 
1367 16 20< 4979 83 148 

;" J 
16 52< 700S 431 1~lo1rb 148 t·:.i 1368 

LJ 4096 13S1 2 5 109 

1~'~ 1> IV »U 1110 11. lUY 

n 1353 7 6 35 109 
~ .. ~ 1354 6 I lOS , I 

1355 14 2 108 
r: .. ~ 1356 16 23t 122 lOS , ' 

1357 16 18 33 11"" lOS 
r, 

1358 16 19 lOS 
1359 7 13c 17 IOS/110 

0 1360 3 3 110 
1361 16 19 125 34 2md2pn 111 
1362 16 2 2nd III 

[~ 
1363 12 13 Imd III 
1364 10 5 101 235 9 ImdlF'" 112/150 
1365 12 5 93 532 9 2md2F'" 150 

n 1366 II 24 900 130 Ipr. 148 

~ 
1367 16 30t 2969 238 4 lrb 146 

\ .; 1368 16 21 1536 575 14lS 
4097 1351 II 40tc 293 109 

,~.: ., 
1352 16 19tc 105 Imd 109 - . 

1353 13 IS 399 3 109 
1354 14 3 14 108 

q 1355 16 17 108 
~ , 1356 16 16c 88 4 lOS 
!J 

1357 16 10c 244 108 

~ 
1358 16 47c 341 70 lOS 
1359 13 25 1117 lOS 
1360 I III 
1361 15 160 31 13 111 

~ 
1362 16 27 504 54 21 111 

. ~ ~ 1363 9 12 167 7 5 111 
1367 16 25< 315 139 IF'" 148 

!; ~ 4098 1350 7 34tc 96 16 109 

U 
1351 16 4at< 514 90 1 I 109 
1352 16 35tc 430 70 109 
1353 11 7 452 50 109 

(l 1354 16 10 lOS 
1355 16 5 lOS 
1356 16 37c 178 lOS 

~.. ~ 1357 16 65tc 409 lOS 

C' 1358 16 53to 1257 63 lOS 
1359 14 34 3614 68 2 18 107 
1360 9 59t 941 110 10 19 107/111 

U 1361 8 3 17 111 

U 
" L 
[1 

79 

.1 



I.' 

r", , 
i. : ... ~\ 

n 
,-

1.'1 II 

n 
I' 

Gl"'fd 

llef~reot:l! 

(liectar-e) 

4098 136Z 
1366 

4099 1.350 
1351 
1354 
1355 
1356 
1357 
1358 
1359 
1360 

4100 1353 

1354 
1355 

1356 
1357 
1358 
1359 
1360 

4101 1348 
1350 
1351 
1352 

1353 
1354 
1355 
1356 
1357 

1358 
1359 

410Z 1347 
1348 
1349 
1350 

1351 
1352 

1353 
1354 

1355 
1356 
1357 
1358 
1359 

4103 1346 

1347 
1348 
1349 

1350 
1351 
1352 

1353 

1354 

Runs 

5 

16 
10 

4 

14 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
4 
3 

6 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
2 
5 
6 

10 
14 

16 
16 
10 
16 
16 
16 
16 
6 

16 
13 
16 
16 
16 
16 
15 
2 

15 
14 

10 
4 

3 
15 
16 

16 
15 

16 
16 
16 
6 

IIol1<ed Bumt 

Flint Flint 

<No.) <gos> 
C8N Stone Glass It-tin Patte...,. 

field 
Nlaber 

(gos) <90S> (gos> (No.) (Mo.) 
2 46 

11 611 
24'0 330 

Bt 402 

2 13 
4 7 

12t 9B 
14t 491 

65te 2224 
41e 3919 
83tc 225 

1 61 
5 236 

6 

3 laz 

178 
40 

50 

39 
102 18 
62 18 

20 
29 

17 994 3D 12 
37 2001 135 3 
Z7 <!937 175 3D 
19 144 25 

2 32 236 
6 434 27 
I 26 
6 89 24 

12 80 2 
16 100 20 
13 12 

7e 65 56 
13 199 331 
19t 1144 51 
13e 1225 156 
5t 160 

150 432 487 
4 271 288 
3 86 '\ 94 

4 93 
8 82 24 

5t 143 
2 68 27 

15t na 5 3 

12 1876 259 

27 99 92 
16. 545 299 

3 
10 68 
6 116 
3tc 190 

3 59 
2 335 

6 186 
7 28 

124 

157 19 
273 
205 3 
62 
2 4 

78 
8 

17 

8 

8 

18 
12 

4 

Z 
18 

12 
3 

10 

2 

10 

4 

8 

80 

z 

21>" 

lph 

1 I I 

148 
109 
109 
108 

108 
108 

107 
107 
107 
107 
105 
105/108 
108 
107 
107 

II>" 107 

107 
2rb 107 
II>" 116 
lrb 105 

lOS 
lOS 
105 
lOS 
105/107 

21>" 107 

2rnod, II>" 107 
107 
107 
116 

II>" 116 
105/116 

IDS 
lOS 

1 rb lOS 
105 
105 
105/107 

lrb 107 
1!1rl3f>112ph 1 07 

107 
II>" 107 

II>" 
II>" 

lrb 

116 
116 

116 
116 
105/116 
105 
lOS 
105 
105 



l 

" , , 
Grid ...... ked Burnt Field Li 
lileference ...... Fl int Flint C8M St""" Gl ..... Iron Pottery M.-r 

n 
(Het;:tare) (11o.) (-> (-> (-> (-> (MO.> (MO.) 
4103 1355 3 2 107 

1357 3 3t 84 II 107 
4104 1345 5 30 116 

1346 15 150 136 116 
1347 16 6 14 116 
1348 16 4 83 2mdlpn 116 

b 1349 16 3 305 44 116 
1350 16 5 174 ladlpn 116 

1351 8 1 212 25 Ipn 105/116 

P 4105 1344 7 116/117 
" j 1345 16 12to 24 116 

1346 \6 8 32 29 28 \16 

n 1347 16 8te 50 116 
1348 16 7 130 7 \\6 
1349 16 3t 337 4 116 
1350 16 10 48 95 3 3md 116 

U 1351 8 4to ,119 22 103/116 '"'j 

1352 , 103 
4106 1342 , 3 118 

tl 1343 I, 4lto 249 1,7/118 
1344 14 59to 1426 17 Ipm 116/117 
1345 15 12t 147 116 

n 1346 16 15tc 103 6 116 
1347 16 5 92 169 116 

L~ 1348 15 6t 66 116 
1349 15 20 n 2 lad 116/103 

,':,1 U50 13 5 8 7 3 2pm 116/103 
~, 'j 

1351 15 39 IP11 103 ,," :' 
""'~ 1352 16 103 

~ 
4107 1341 118 

1342 13 110 5 118 
1343 14" 290 22 13 lrb 117/118 
1344 IS 31tc 203 117 

0 1345 14 19to 6 116/117 
1346 I' 5t 'I 37 116 
1347 16 6 63 148 103,116 

D 
1348 IS 40 27 352 II 2pm 103/116 

:; ~ ~ 1349 16 I 171 12 103 
1350 16 67 103 
1351 ~ .~ 

Ll 4108 1342 2 4 118 
1343 15 180 36 33 118 
1344 13 28to 100 34 Imd 117/118 

I.) 1345 12 8 37 30 117/138 
1346 8 20 162 7 2pm 116/138 
1347 16 2 37 56 Ipm 103 

r 1348 16 2 60 103 ,. 

"',<> .. , .. .~ 

U 1350 5 86 103 
"09 1323 7 2 118 3 162 

U 1324 12 3t 413 10 162 

U 
C 

81 

IJ 



f'·'· 

Lj Grid wor-kad Bumt Field 

Iteference RU"oS Flint Flint C8M Stone Gl85S Iron pottery Muober 

r',l 
(Nectare) (110. > (_I (-> (-> (_I (Mo.) (Mo. ). 

" \ 4109 1325 11 l1t 9 87 162 

1327 2 162 
1335 6 2 29 136 
1336 10 7 48 109 3 lmc:1 136 
1343 5 6e 70 11 118/138 

1344 12 8 3n 57 2"", 118/138 

J .. ~ 1345 16 10tc 778 89 138 
U 1346 16 8 854 239 2mc:Il "",1 pr138 

1347 12 6 147 3 103/138 

n 1348 14 1 64 1lII0<I2,,,,, 103 

II 4110 1322 5 91 19 53 162 
1323 16 9 693 162 
1324 16 6 38 274 49 162 
1325 16 10,e 1116 8() 162 

i ,. 
1326 16 8 ln 3"", 162 
1327 16 5 329 2 2"", 162 

0 1328 8 9 9 1"", 162 
1329 1 1 31 106 
1333 2 4 13 136 

U 
1334 16 14te 99 136 
1335 16 16 40 53 94 2 2mc:I4rb 136 
1336 12 11 405 221 10 lpm6rb 136 

n 1342 9 3, 80 1"", 138 
1343 16 5t 150 176 18 1";1"", 138 

!-j 1344 16 2t 54 3 In<l2,,,,, 138 
1345 15 2~ 318< 137 3 ;$ 138 

fJ 1346 14 18 1666 140 1pre 138 
.iJ 1347 7 3 269 110 5 lmc:1 103/138 .,"" 

1348 1 103 

U 
4111 1328 6 12 18 106 

1329 16 24e 23 114 106 
1330 8 16tc 30 6 3md 106 
1331 3 3 106 

a 1334 11 4 53 136 
1335 16 3t 536 38 183 32 16rb 136 
1336 13 4 2822 214 931 4 lpn35rb 136 

U 
1340 4 3 306 119 
1341 12 6t 204 24 1""'" 119 
1342 16 l1t 76 113 7 21'" 138 

1344 16 13t 458 618 18 In<l2rb 138 
U 1345 10 6 394 130 2 lmc:11"", 138 

1346 5 3 17 83 2"",lrb 138 

U 4112 1327 4 8 25 B 106 
1328 16 nc 224 81 13 1 "",1mc:1 106 
1329 16 25t. 36 28 106 

:.~ 1330 16 18t. 133 326 4 84 106 

• "'" 1332 6 27c 133 a6 16 31 2mc:I 106 

LJ 
1333 4 22t 154 60 13 1";1"", 106 
1334 11 6 155 197 25 lrb 136 

U 
0 
[I 

82 



'. , 
:",'; 

f1 
n 
I , 
L.. 

fa 

n 
I; 

F'·' ,.,:.:i. : .. , 
Ii:::: 

Ii 
lJ 

B 
n.·.··', .. LJ 

o 
1·;;1 

Grid 

Reference 
(Hectare) 
4112 1335 

1336 
1337 
1338 
1339 
1340 
1341 
1342 
1343 
l~" 

1345 
4113 1326 

1327 
1328 
1329 
1330 
1331 
1332 
1333 
1334 
1335 
1336 

1337 
1338 
1339 
1340 

4114 1325 
1326 
1327 
1328 
1329 
1330 
1331 
1332 
1333 
1334 

1335 
1336 

1337 
1338 
1339 

4115 1325 
1326 
1327 
1328 
1329 
1330 
1331 
1332 
1333 

1334 
1l3S 

16 

14 
8 

12 
8 
6 

10 
11 
14 
o 

1 

3 
12 
13 
16 
16 
16 
13 
13 

10 
8 

13 
16 
16 
16 
13 
4 

15 
16 
11 
15 
16 
16 
16 

8 

13 
16 
4 

12 
12 
4 

5 
16 
16 
16 
II 
16 
16 
11 

14 
13 

2 

worked Bw'nt 

Fl int Flint 
('Q.J <_) 

9' 28 
15' 2510 
10'0 3653 
30, 3982 
160 5346 
2 310 
4 762 

10, 492 
13 236 

lU <UI 

1 
3 6 
9, 146 

460 12 
211 201 
130 88 
49'0 28 

114to 472 

103'0 452 
32t. 547 
12 90 
30to 108 
21. 2356 
29t 4230 
35to 6627 
16 3225 

2 63 
3t 34 

18t 1266 
36'0 120 
55to 17 
32,. 216 
80t 86 
26c 

3 120 
20 180 
9 

311 416 
lIe 297 
o OR' 

2 18 
8 354 
8 

5t 419 
15'0 174 
39to 93 
27, 24 
22 148 

1 

2 

CIIII 

<_J 
175 
330 
116 
60 

149 

Stone Gl8$$ iron Pottery 
(_J (gos) <Mo.) (Mo.) 

Field _r 

5 
226 

I." 
122 
19 

434 
278 

83 
166 
132 

711 
589 
698 
131 
37 

157 
lSI 

180 

139 
398 

1073 
370 
184 

216 
88 

1 IS 

102 

<U 

18 
20 
36 
39 
30 
4 

70 
1011 

2 

4 

40 
15 
3 

81 
36 
13 

444 42 
192 
210 

31 

62 
619 19 
752 18 
515 15 

23 35 
116 3 
742 30 
107 20 
57 12 
79 
19 

83 

61 
31 
23 

42 
13 

" 25 

18 

20 
7 

86 
14 

4 

18 

6 
16 
21 

199 
4 
6 

4 
9 

67 
97 
67 
1 

I 

3 

2rb 136 
1 .... 15rb 136 
23rblmecJI19/136 
27rb 119 
7rb 119 
1pre 119 

119 
119/138 

111<11 rb 138 
,.~ 

2"", 138 
165 
165 

111<11"", 106 
106 

1 pol 106 
4md 106 

106 
4md4pm 106 

111<11pmlrblO6 
lpmlrb 127/136 
3..t 119 
5rhZpm 119 
lrblpre 119 

119 
2rb 119 

165 
3pm 165 
2"", 165 
In>::! 106/165 
lpm 106 
2n>::I 106 
In>::!lpm 106 
2mdlpm 106 
lrb 106/127· 

106/127 
127 
119/127 
119 

1 pol 119 

"" 
165 
165 
165 
165 
106/165 

lpmlmd 106 
2nI2"", 106 

106/127 
127 
127 
127 



t.,i 
(,,; 

r,o, 
. 1 
:. ; 

Gr-id WOr-k.ed ......... Field LJ 
Refel"'~e ..... fl iot Flint CHI! Stone Glass I roo PoUerY ...... r 

n 
(Hectare) <00.) <-> (-> <-) <-> (Oo.) (No.> 
4116 1294 5 1 53 5 160 

1295 16 9, 220 1222 2 8 2 3pmlmod 1,,0 
1296 12 2 111 277 In>:!1 rb 160 

i 1297 1 160 
1326 9 6, 79 165 165 
1327 16 I1t 398 6 1 165 

r 1328 16 6 128 1519 16 28 3pm 165 

t, 1329 15 13 80 296 35 120 2nv:l 165 
-"' 1330 3 S3 165 

1332 .. 1 24 Ipm 127 

" 1 1333 13 8 780 127 
Ii 1334 1 1 34 lpm 127 

4117 1294 8 2 136 160 
1295 16 100 54 17 160 
1296 16 It 11 71 160 
1297 14 It 186 669 18 2md2rb 160 
1298 3 254 31 Ipm 160 

L] 1327 6 4 443 7 165 
" 1328 83 Zpm loiS 8 10 3 

1329 8 3t 402 500\ 6 35 165 

a 1330 33 165 
4118 1291' 2 91 94 3 Ipm 164 

1292' 2t 35 66 4 164 

f! 
1294 7 3 96 10 160 
1295 16 7t 393 160 tJ 1296 16 4 65 257 22 Irb 160 
1297 16 30 14 556 3 2pmlrb 160 

r:.'~ 1298 13 7t 140 389 In>:i3pml rl>16O l: . 

L 1299 2 100 24 160 
4119 1291' 33 334 6 7 Ipm 164 

U 
1292' It 66 305 7 7 Ipm 164 
1293' 39 69 161 
1294 2 '"~ ''''' 
1295 16 7t 193 188 lrb 160 

H 1296 16 13t 58 Imd4rb 160 
1297 16 1 I 835 31 12 2 3pm 160 
1298 16 12to 209 137 43 liOd 160 

t 1299 2 160 
4120 1291 • 65 199 6 3 Ipm 164 

1292 • 83 257 6 2 164 

L 
1293 • ·t 22 63 161 
1294 578 2rb 160 
1295 8 2 1533 48 In>:i3rblpre 160 
1296 12 2 1367 48 160 

(~ 1297 16 5 168 1068 18 liOd 160 
1298 7 4 86 232 10 lpm 160 

4121 1291 • It 123 170 3 164 

(' 1292 • 1 129 219 5 Ipm 164 
1293 • 26 81 161 
1294 • 26 81 1,,1 

U 
4122 1291 • 2 58 28 4 Ipm 164 
4123 1282 7 7 76 11 113 

U 
L 
[i 

84 
., 



1--

o 

r 
I , , , 

IJ 

n 

I 

["" ,j 

,I 

Grld 
keflH"ence 
(Kectal'"e) 

4123 1283 
1284 

4124 1282 
1283 
1284 
1285 
1286 

4125 1281 
1282 

1283 
1284 
1285 
1286 

4126 1281 
1282 
1283 
1284 
1285 

1286 
4127 1280 

1283 
1284 

1285 
1286 

4128 1279 
1280 

1281 
1282 

1283 
1284 
1285 
1286 

4129 1>80 

1281 
1282 
1283 
1284 

1285 
4130 1278 

1279 
1280 
1281 

1282 
1283 
1284 
1285 

4131 1278 

1279 

1280 
1281 
1282 
1283 

...... 
10 
4 

16 
16 
16 
14 
9 

8 
16 

16 
16 
16 
12 

6 

16 
16 
16 
16 
12 

5 
1~ 

16 
16 

8 

1 
16 

7 
14 
16 
16 
16 

4 

6 

'5 
8 
9 

13 

'2 
2 
4 
4 

9 
12 

16 
12 
2 

10 

16 

14 
2 

10 
16 

IIorked Burnt 

fl int flint 
(M".) (_) 

11 127 
lOt 

25t 118 
33t 381 
35to 219 
51t 56 

33tc 

10 305 
25to 54 
19 262 
20 99 
50 61 

25t 37 
2 129 

16to 124 
13 141 
30to 281 

25t 167 
9t 81 

29 

4lto 56 
96to 163 
380 

3 
1 6 

5 79 . 
2 20 

17 52 
13 84' 

19t 100 
4lI 149 

5 82 
1 

62 
6t 80 
5 

11 
320 204 

2 4 
40 76 
4 34 
6 

4 7 
7 69 

13 172 

4 

100 136 

9t 105 

18t 88 

1 174 
7to 

" 23 

Field 
CM Stene Glass Iron Pottery Mulber 

(90&) (90&) (go&) (N".) (00.) 

343 3 In>:l1pn 113 

149 
251 
145 
290 

312 
86 

54 
140 
384 
218 
142 
223 
436 

l'83 

373 

IS 

42 

113 
IF'" 113 
40d 113 
In>:l3pn 113 
~pn 11~ 

113 
IF'" 113 
lpn 113 

SF'" 113 
lpn 113 
In>:l1 pn 113 

113 
113 

lnd3F'" 1 13 
2pn 113 

113 

362 113 
167 22 113 
50 2nd 101 

268 2F'" I 13 
422 2nd 113 
330 lmod 113 

44 lpn 113 

192 

18 
263 
234 150 
841 28 
301 

61 

350 
253 

3 
33 
23 

374 3 40 
516 8 

35 17 
46 58 
23 13 6 

453 33 4 
170 2 
74 84 5 

4 

66 158 16 
416 76 

356 117 

5 
262 

172 
112 

85 

101 

2pmlmod 101 
lrnod 101 
l..t2pm 113 

3n>:l1 F'" 113 
lm:llpn 113 

IF'" 113 
113 

,. ."' 
101 

lm:l4pn 113/115 
lm:l 113 
lpmlnd 113 
loned 113 
2md 104 

104 -

104 
lm:l 101/114 
4ndlF'" 114/115 

115 
lm:llpn 115 

lnd 115 
104 

2ndl F'" 104 

60rd 104 

114 
71nd 

lpm 
114/115 
115 



~, :" 

:-"1 , 
i Ijorted 

Field 
Grid Burnt 
~efert!nCe R ..... Flint Flint CIiII St_ Glass Ir"" Pottery I.-r 

Fl 
(Mecb5re) <Mo.) <_I <-) <_I (-) (Mo.l <1o., 
4131 1264 14 31 19 128 4 lmd1"", I I 5 

J. 1 186 104 
127B 16 32t 376 474 97 81 1mdli>" 104 n 121'9 16 4 64 167 11 lmd 104 
1280 9 2 210 336 40 91 lme<13mod2"",I04 
1282 4 11 69 2md 114 

n 1283 13 12 103 7 1111d 115 
J 1264 6 19 20 1 mod lIS 4133 1277 7 39to 52 105 238 I"", 104 

1278 16 Zit 67 129 37 2 lmd 104 

~ 1279 16 6 87 505 16 lAd4"", 104 
1280 2 235 9 104 

4134 1277 II 8t 25 77 104 
1 1278 16 25to 98 222 73 I"", 104 

121'9 16 lit 261 9 37 104 
4135 1276 I 104 

1277 16 9t 116 231 3 22 lmdli>" 104 j 1278 16 II 166 I I I 10 2"", 104 
121'9 7 3 40 5 Inri 104 4136 1276 3 IS 104/135 

I 1277 16 21t 258 96 9 1m 104/135 
1278 15 12 43 104 
1279 2 2 10 28 8 lmd 104 

J 
4137 1276 4 13 59 60 135 

1277 16 48t 71 lSI 98 1100 135 
1278 II 14 53 156 ll11d<!i>" 135 4138 1276 4 6 32 135 1 1277 16 38t 471 120 71 2mdl"", 135 

, 
1278 7 6 132 II 11 135 4139 1276 4 I I 52 37 135 
1277 16 33t 300 57 44 27 135 
127B 2 4 132 70 I"", 135 4140 1276 4 9 

135 1277 13 28 44 32 4ndl"", 135 4141 1276 2 135 1277 6 12 23 124 135 4142 1277 1 135 

NB. material totals are ~Xpressed as weight (gms) or rlUID@r. of pieces 
(No.) collected per hect:are, "e)l.cept for those hectares mark.ed * which Wt:!l"'e 
I'IOt walked on • ""m 'n .. 

-.,. • .. ~~.. per <>m run on 
. 

h8$ beftn calculated and ent~red into th& table. 
I 

Key to 8bbrevi8tions: 
t ..•••.. p~e$ence of tool Or ~etouckad 1lakt:! 
e ••••••• p~esence of core or co~e fr~gment 
pre ••• Prehfstoric 
~b •... Romano~British 

"""" M. .. 
pm •••• ~O$t·medievAL 
md ••• _ Mod~rn 
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6.2.5 Summaries of finds by categories 

Clay Pipe 

A total of nine fragments of clay pipe was recovered from six fields. The clay pipe was 
washed, counted, weighed and retained. All nine pieces are undiagnostic stem fragments, 
although one (FI64 -line 9) has a portion of the spur present, indicating a date oflate 17th 
century or later (R.eleal pers. cornm.). 

Fields: 106, 107, 113, 120, 138, 164. 

Hectares: 4072/1363,4099/1359,4108/1346,4113/1333,4129/1283, F164 lines 3,7, & 9. 

Glass 

All glass recovered was washed, counted and weighed. The bulk of the glass was discarded, . 
having proved to be post-medieval. A total of 25 pieces from 13 fields was retained having 
been selected on the basis of a possible Roman or medieval date (determined by 
morphology and condition). Exceptions to this were two post-medieval items (a bottle and 
a stopper) which were retained because they were complete. The glass retained consisted 
of 17 vessel fragments, two bottle fragments (one complete), four window fragments, one 
stopper, and one blue annular bead (SF 1002, 4098/1359). 

Glass was retained from; 

Fields: 106, 107, 113, 116, 119, 122, 136, 138, 148, 149, 160, 163, 164. 

Hectares; 4079/1366, 4096/1367, 4098/1359, 4104/1349, 4109/1336, 4111/1330, 4112/1338, 
4112/1342,4113/1332,4113/1333,4114/1334,4114/1329, 4114/1431, 4114/1332, 4119/1248, 
4128/13282,4129/1284, F163lines 1&8, F164 line 5. -- .. - -

Slag 

A total of nine pieces of slag was recovered from seven fields. AIl slag was counted and 
retained. Of these, five are probably ferrous, one possibly glass, and three unknown. 

Fields: 101, 104, 106, 107, 116, 119, 149. 

Hectares :4078/1369. 4101/13459, 4106/1347, 4113/1334, 4113/1337, 4114/1334, 4130/1281, . 
4132/1279,4133/1278 . 

• nu"" 

During the field walking, stone was collected if it was believed to be either non-local (ie. not 
of the immediately underlying geology of either chalk or clay with flint), or if it was worked. 
All stonc recovered was washed, counted aud w~igh~t1. Fifte::~n pi~c~s ofwurk~t1 ur "forc::ign" 
stone from eight fields were retained. The majority of these:: are undiagnostic pieces of 
possibly worked or polishe::d stone. There are, however, three probable quem fragments, 
both from field 136 (4110/1335 and 411111336). 
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Stone was retained from; 

Fields: 132, 135, 136, 138, 148, 149, 163. 

Hectares: 4075/1367, 4078/1358, 4089/1358, 4091/1359, 4094/1367, 4110/1335, 4111/1 :Bfi, 
4111/1343,4112/1335,4112/1337,4137/1277, F163 line 9. 

~~. _, •• ~ _" ••• M.~ •• M 

All CBM was collected during the field walking. It was then washed, counted, weighed and 
scanned (L.N. Mepham). All material shown by its morphology and firing to be 
post-medieval was then discarded. Any pieces which were. diagnostic of a particular earlier 
period (for example tegulae) were retained. Also retained were any pieces whose 
irregularity, fabric, and/or firing, indicated they might be medieval or earlier in age. A single 
piece of possible tegula was recovered from field 147 (4078/1370). 

CBM was retained from; 

Fields: 113, 114, 115, 1116, 119, 126, 132, 136, 138, 147, 149, 150, 151, 160, 161, 162, 163, 
164, 165. 

Pottery 

All pottery was collected during the field walking. It was then washed, counted, weighed 
and scanned (LN. Mepham). All modem (19th - 20th century) mass-produced wares were 
then discarded. Earlier (17th - 18th century) post-medieval wares consisting largely of 
earthenwares from the Verwood area were retained. Details of the modem and earlier 
post- medieval material are in archive. A total of232 earlier sherds was retained, of which 
15 were prehistoric, 189 were Rbmano-British and 28 were medieval. 

Prehistoric. 
A total of 15 sherds of prehistoric pottery was recovered from eight fields. Of these, 13 
were Late Bronze Age, one tentatively second millenium Be and one possibly Early Iron 
Age in date. Th~ ~umber of sherds is too sm~ll to allow significant conc.lusions; however, 
... v. V~~ ll'U~' U .... " '. <1~ , <1 U. <lY" LDr> <111 ... Ull" 

possible EIA sherd is noted from field Fl48 (4094/1367,4096/1366). 

Fields: 107, 108, 119, 138, 147,148, 149, 151. 

Romano-British 
A total of 189 sherds of Romano-British pottery was recovered from 11 fields. The majority 
of these (153 sherds) cannot be dated more closely within the Roman perid. Of the 189 
sherds, 173 are coarsewares; the remainder consists of finewares, including samian, New 
Forest finewares and colour coated wares, and Oxford mortaria. These diagnostic wares 
can be more closely dated. Where material is diagnostic, it was found in small numbers, and 
generally both early and late Roman material was present in the same fields. 

88 

. 



Unlike the prehistoric pottery, the distribution of the Romano-British material was uneven, 
wIth the majority of sherds coming from two fields: Fields 136 (79 sherds) and 119 (65 
sherds). Small clusters were also recovered from fields 160 (18 sherds) and 138 (7 sherds) 
whilst seven other fields produced only 20 sherds. 

Fields: 105, 106,.107, 118, 119, 126, 136, 138, 147, 148, 160. 

Medieval. 
A total of 28 sherds of medieval pottery was recovered from 12 fields. Of these, 17 were 
early medieval (11- 13th century, nine later medieval (13th- 15th century) and two 
\lTIdiagnostic. They generally occurred in single findspots although a small cluster (10 
sherds) is noted from Field 149 (4074/1368,4076/1368,4076/1369,4077/1366,4077/1367,(4 
sherds), 4079/1367, 4080/1368). Four ofthe late medieval sherds are from Laverstock - type 
glazed jugs. 

Fields: 104, 112, 113, 115, 119, 120, 126, 132, 148, 149, 151, 160, 163. 

In addition to the field walking results, four sherds of medieval sandy wares, (12th - 13th 
century) probably of local manafacture, were recovered from test-pit 502, context (606). 

Iron 

All iron was collected during the field walking, and then counted and scanned. Iron 
fragments which were obviously modern and which could be identified were then discarded, 
with the exception of horse hoes. Seventeen fragments of iron were retained. Of these nine 
are horseshoe fragments, three are large rings, one a square fitting, and four other objects 
are unidentified. 

'", 
Fields: 106, 108, 111, 116, 119, 127, 128, 132, 133, 135, 138, 147, 160, 165. 

Copper Alloy 

Four copper alloy objects were recovered during the field walking, from three fields. These 
consisted of two post-medieval coins, one D-shaped buckle and half ofa large ring fitting. 

Fields: 107, 149, 165. 

Hectares: 4101/1357 (2), 4077/1366, 4117/1329. 
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Report on the Geophysical Surveys around Great Woodbury 

(The following descriptions and interpretations are based on reports prepared by the staff 
of Geophysical Surveys Ltd of Bradford). 

6.3.1 Introduction 

The magnetic surveys described in this report comprise sample transects centred on the site 
of Great Woodbury and transects to the south of Green Lane (which is to the south of Great 
Woodbury). 

Great Woodbury was investigated using a radial sampling scheme, devised by Wessex 
Archaeology, based on the notional centre of the site as plotted from aerial photographs. 
The aerial photograph evidence for the site indicated a large ditched enclosure, with several 
ditches radiating from the main ditch. Prior to the magnetometer survey aerial photographic 
evidence suggested that there were ditches and ring ditches in the area around the site. The 
reason for using transects was to define the position of the defences of the site, and find 
evidence for archaeological activity within, or beyond, the monument itself. The transects 
were of varying length with a width of 20m. 

'T'h .. ",."'" .,., .h .. o,.,,,.h ,.,F r T "'''' "". . ". .",.,... • ... 
~ ..., .". 

and placed, where possible, at approximately equal intervals .. The only known archaeology 
in this area was an enclosure located from aerial photographs (SMR SUl2NW 644). The 
transects were 140m long and 20m wide. 

The machine used was a Geoscan FM36with STl automatic trigger. The magnetic readings 
were logged at O.5m intervals along one axis (in 1.0m traverses, 800 readings per 20m X 
20m grid) over the survey areas. The data was then transferred to a Compaq SLT/286 and 
stored on 3.5" floppy discs. Field plots were produced on a portable Hewlett Packard 
Thinkjet. Further processing off-site was carried out on a Dell 386 linked to appropriate 
printers. The display formats used were as follows: 

'X-Y plot - a line representation of the data Each successive row of data is equally 
incremented in the Y axis, to produce a 'stacked' profile effect. 

Dot-Density. In this display minimum and maximum cut-off levels are chosen. Anyvalue 
that is below the minimum cut-off value will appear 'white', whilst any value above the 
maximum cut-off value will appear 'black'. Any value that lies between these two cut-off 
levels will have a specified number of dots depending on the relative position between the 
two.levels. . 

Grey-Scale. This format divides a given range of readings into a set number of classes. 
These classes have a predefined arrangement of dots, the intensity increasing with value. 
This gives an appearance of a toned or grey scale. 

~ (~;)\- '=';p\...u,,-t,.\'j 

6.3.2 Investigations to the]:aM ofOdstock Road 

This is the primary focus of the survey. It comprises six linear transects, and one small 
. ~Ul v~y, next 10 me present Harvaro Hospital. 
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Transect 1 (Fig. 39) 

This is the second longest of the transects undertaken on this site. The main ditch of the site 
was located at about 90m from the notional centre point of the survey. Within the confines 
of the site are numerous isolated anomolies. These probably indicate the positions of 
individual pits. Some of the pits are very large, circa 4m in diameter. Directly outside of 
Great Woodbury several smaller pits probably exist. There are no further major features 
until 340m from the centre point, where a ditch crosses the transect. Similarly, another 

.~~ 

Transect 2 (Fig. 40) 

This survey transect was 380m in length. Fortuitously, the suveywas placed over an entrance 
to the site, about 90m from its assumed centre. There appears to be little suggestion of 
major activity directly behind the entrance. However, outside the enclosure there is clear 
evidence for a series of ditches. There is a long, linear anomaly obliquely crossing the survey 
transect. Although the response is 'interrupted', it is likely that this is a function of the 
'strike-angle' rather than a true representation of the physical remains. This anomaly 
presumably represents an axial ditch attached to the main ditch, as seen on some of the 
aerial photographs. An anomaly of much weaker strength crosses this ditch. There are a 
few possible pits in the survey area. There are a parallel-·set of anomalies close to the 
boundarv with Harvard Hosoital. These oresumablv reores .. "t " tr 

Transect 3 (Fig. 41) 

This transect was 240m in length, and located the main ditch at about 100m from the centre 
point. Within the enclosed area there is a substantial number of pits and at least one short 
length of curving ditch. Directly outside of the main ditch is a linear anomaly, presumably 
relating to a former field system. A parallel anomaly can be seen at the end of this survey 
transect. In the area between l40-190m from the centre point there is an unusual level of 
noise that may be archaeological in origin. The anomalies apparently relate to former pits 
and lengths of ditch. It is thOUght that there may be some disturbed area of ground within 
the second field, north of the main enclosure. This should be confirmed at some later stage. 

"'-. J /"-;0 .d?l 
·0' -, 

This is the longest of the survey transects; 500m in length. The enclosure ditch is 
approximately 95m from the centre point. On both sides of the ditch are further, slighter 
anomalies. Again, these should represent ditch features. The most striking aspect of the 
results from. this survey transect is the lack of pit-type anomalies within the enclosure. At 
about 200m from the central point there is a ditch-type anomaly, indicating a former field 
boundary. The wider area surveyed at the northern end of the transect was intended to 
locate a possible barrow. However, in the area surveyed, there was no trace of an anomaly 
that would be associated with such a feature. The anomaly running through the northern 
extension is probably due to ferrous material. It is possible that the anomaly could be due 
to barbed wire in an old field boundary. 
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Transect 5 (Fig. 43) 

This suncy transect was 300m in length. Agaill, the maUl encl.osule ditcl.l was located at 
about 100m from the central point. A substantial number of large pits were noted within 
the enclosed area. It is possible that there is a small ditch within the enclosure. There are 
three lengths of ditch outside the main enclosure, all on differing alignments. There are few 
other anomalies of archaeological potential. 

Transect 6 (Fig. 44) 

This transect was 220m in length, with the enclosure ditch approximately 120m from the 
centre point. There is some evidence for the existence of pits within the enclosure. There 
is clear evidence for a ditch running approximately east-west from the endosun: ditch. 

Transect 7 (Fig. 45) 

A recent evaluation by Wessex Archaeology of the grounds of Harvard Hospital had .. 
- . indicated the presence of prehistoric material, including a ditch. It was decided that a small .. 

detailed area would be investigated at the end of Transect 2, immediately outside the 
present confines of the hospital, where the ditch was found. Whilst there was no suggestion 
that the ditch continued into the field under question, other anomalies of interest were 
found. In particular, there is clear evidence for a ring ditch and a trackway. The latter is 
probably the continuation of the anomaly seen in Transect 2. There is a poorly defined area 
of activity to the south-east of the ring ditch . 

. 6.3.3 Investigations to the ~e~t oCOd.stock Road 

Two areas were investigated to the west of Odstock Road. The first was a detailed survey 
to establish the location of two presumed barrows. The second was a 'scanning' transect 
undertaken to establish the exi_S,tence, or otherwise, of possible field boundaries identified 
on aerial photographs. . 

Transect 8 (Fig. 46) 

This was the detailed survey described above. It is clear that the main barrow was easily 
identified, producing a relatively strong anomaly. The presumed second barrow has also 
.. , . y ippe e eas em e ge 0 e survey area. 

The main anomaly has several internal anomalies that may be of archaeological interest. 

Transect 9 (Fig. 46) 

. The interpretation of the scanning undertaken by two operators across the length of this 
transect was ve difficult. As su ested above the level of the res onse from t e s 
enhanced features was very small. This makes scanning very difficult as the identification 
of significant anomalies becomes very subjective. Only one anomaly was thought to be 
important and a 20x20m grid was placed around it. The detailed survey, however, did not 
establish any Ilrchacological activity, the anumaly bdng an isolated high reading. The 
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scanning, therefore, proved inconclusive in the identification of presumed field boundaries. 
It is likely that only detailed survey would identify the low level anomalies associated with 
these features. 

6.3.4 Investigations to the South of Green Lane 

To the south of green Lane nine sample transects were investigated, each 140m in length 
and 20m wide. The only known archaeological sites within the sample transects is aerial 
photographic evidence for an enclosure at the southern edge ofTfansect 13. 

Transect 10 (Fig. 47) 

This is the easternmost transect in the survey area. The results indicate an amount of ferrous 
disturbance, which is probably modern. Certainly, the northern disturbance is due to the 
wire fence at the edge of the field. The 'high-low' response across the transect is 
characteristic of a metal pipe. There are a few possible archaeological anomalies that may 
indicate the position of pits. It must be noted that these anomalies are isolated, and 
therefore may not be archaeological in origin. 

Transect 11 (Figs. 48 and 49) 

Ther are clearly anomalies of archaeological interest in this transect. At the northern end 
nfth.. .~ ;.~ .• 6~h .L.L •• ,,_ ",_,..1 

". ......., a •• ",y vV' '.' UL 

unknown date. To the south of this anomaly is a faint sub-linear anomaly. The line 
representation of data on Fig. 48 reveals that this anomaly is very weak. It may be important 
to note that this weak anomaly does apparently respect the strong linear one, in that the 
former appears to terminate short of the latter. This suggests that they may have 
contemporary use. Further to the south in this transect there is an unusual negative anomaly, 
again best seen on the line representation. Such an anomaly could indicate either a bank, 
or possibly even a wall. . -, . 

Transect 12 (Fig. 50) 

There are few anomalies of archaeological interest in this transect. 

'7\. 1" ra: ~, 
.~ \' .,," ~L _ ,J""J 

This transect was surveyed over the approximate position of the enclosure identified by 
aerial photography. The results indicate very few anomalies, although there are a number 
of possible pits. There is no evidence to suggest the presence of an enclosure situated in the 
southern part of the survey transect. However, there are a number of slight anomalies that 
have been highlighted in the northern part of the survey. 

Transect 14 (Fig.53) 

There is clear ferrous disturbance at the northern edge of this survey area. There are few 
anomalies of archaeological interest in this transect. 
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Transecl15 (Fig. 54) 

Again, there is some ferrous in terference at the northern edge of the survey area. There is, 
however, one very clear anomaly, also in the northern prt of the survey area. If this is 
archaeological then this anomaly could represent a massive pit. Throughout the rest of the 
survey area there >'Ire ncc>'Isional anomalies that may be archaeological. 

Transect 16 (Fig. 55) 

There are few, if any, .anomalies of archaeological interest within t 

Transect 17 (Fig. 56) 

There is a clear linear anomaly in the centre of the sample transect. The orientation and 
strength is similar to the linear anomaly located in transect 11. There are a few other 
anomalies that may also be ofarchaeological interest. 

Transect 18 (Fig. 57) 

The small amplitude anomalies in the northern part of the transect are probably due to 
modem dumping. 
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GREAT WOODBURY 

TTansect 2 
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GREAT WOODBuRY 

Transect 4 
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6.3.5 C(lDclusi(lns 

The surveys m auu <U' . ~.1- • "f On·"t Woodbury have proved most valuable in 
defining the limits of the monument. Also, areas of conSloeraUle ..... ,iv;<, ... .. 
identified within parts of the interior of Great Woodbury. The evidence for activity in the 
area around the site has been significantly extended. The geophysical results have indicated 
a complex of field systems, some probably associated with the monument itself. The location 
of the ring ditch, next to Harvard Hospital, may indicate further similar remains in the 
immediate area. 

The surveys south of Green Lane revealed few anomalies of archaeological interest. Given 
the excellent magnetic responses obtained from the archaeology in the fields north of Green 
Lane, it wuuldbc surprising ifmajor archaeological features had not been detected in the 
transects to the south, assuming that such features existed. TIle failure to detect the 
enclosure within Transect ·13 may bean error due to aerial photograph transcription. 

It must be remembered that the anomalies located in this survey indicate only a sample of 
the archaeologicalremains within the area. 
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6.4 SOIL TESTING: RIVER VALLEYS 

6.4.1 Introduction 

The proposed A36 corridor crossed river valleys at three locations. In each case an auger 
survey was conducted in order to characterise the deposits and assess their archaeological 
and palaeoenvironmental potential. Alluvium has been shown in many areas to mask 
archaeologically significant deposits and sites (~ Runnymede see Needham and Mak1in 
1991) and thus archaeological sites are often under-represented in such locations. Further, 
alluvial and organic deposits within river valleys also have a high palaeoenvironmental 
potential (d Burrin and Scaife 1984; Scaife and Burrln 1983). The aim of the auger survey 
was, therefore, to assess both the potential of buried archaeological deposits and the 
palaeoenvironmental potential of the river floodplain sequences. 

6.4.2 Metbod 

Auger surveys were conducted across the Wylye valley near Stapleford, the Nadder vaney 
between Netherhampton and Bemerton and the Avon Valley between Britford and 
Petersfinger. Auger transects across the river vaUeyswere undertaken by hand augering 
using a combination of 50mm dutch augers and 40mm screw augers, the boreholes were 
50m apart. The auger survey points were located on or close to the centre line of the study 
area. All sediments were described and full auger logs recorded in the field. Soil colours 
were obtained in the laboratory from moistened field smears using a Munsell Soil Colour 
Chart (1975). 

6.4.3 Results 

HYrye Valley near Stapleford (Fig. 8) 

The auger survey across the Wylye was conducted to the south of Stapleford at the 
confluence of the Till and Wylye rivers. The Wylye valley at this location is a straight incised 
valley approximately 500m wide. At the confluence of the Till and Wylye rivers the valley 
is overlooked by three blocks of downland. To the north are Cow Down (Steeple Langford) 
and Stapleford Down, III1d to the south is Ebshury Hill. The floodplain is flat and low lying 
with extensive watermeadow systems, redundant mi11leats and modern drainage channels. 
The present day surface is regularly flooded. The chalk downs rise steeply from the valley 
!,!;:.~. ~ .. "nlk Twentv-four auger survey pOints (nos 354-377) were 
excavated over a distance of 1.2km. ' 

The auger survey revealed a series of highly calcareous to neutral alluvial silts overlying 
gravels or marls. Nearly all the deposits were moist to wet on recovery. Occasional episodic 
lenses of peat, humic peaty clays and highly calcareous mollusc rich silts were also 
encountered. Some of the deeper sequences (viz 363, 367) may indicate ancient 
• ,1." ". . . All denosits were bottomed onto gravels or 
calcareous marl and although the maximum depth recorded was 20m the average sequence 
was less than O.85m. Apart from a general fining of material at the base of the sediments, 
immediately above the gravels, there seems to be no recognisable major changes within the 
depositional regime in the floodplain to indicate any broad stratigraphical or chronolngical 
sequence. 
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Nadder valley (Fig. 9) 

The Nadder floodplain was augered about 2km upstream of its confluence with the Avon 
at about the broadest point in the valley; a most . e a er 1 se ows a ong e 
northern edge of the floodplain, though other Channels, mill leats and watermeadow systems 
flow to the south. The chaIkIand slopes to the north and south rise relatively gently from 
the floodplain. Sixteen auger survey points (nos 326-341) were excavated over a distance 
ofO.85km. 

The auger survey across the flat Nadder floodplain revealed simple shallow alluvial and 
peat sequences. Two deeper, organic sequences were revealed at the northern and 
southern ends of the auger survey and extend to a maximum depth of 1.7m The majority 
of the auger holes revealed shallow calcareous. alluvial silts containing chalk pieces and 
molluscs. Depths rarely exceeded 1m and in most cases were bOllomed on to gravels which 
were impenetrable by hand augering. Two particularly shallow auger records (335 and 336) 
may represent a old road surface, the gravels encountered being constructional and 
therefore sealing earlier alluvial deposits. Alternatively they may represent a natural fluvial 
gra~elridge associated with ancient stream channel edges. 

Avon Valley near Petersfinger (Fig. 10) 

The auger survey across the Avon valley was undertaken to the south east of Sa lisbury where 
the Avon is augmented by series of other semi-natural and canalised river courses together 
with a myriad of both existing and relict drainage channels of former water meadows. The 
chalk downs to the south rise gently from the floodplain to the Iron Age site at Little 
Woodbury, whilst the north side of the valley at Petersfinger is a low, steep sided relict river 
cliff. Twenty-five auger survey points (nos 301- 325) were flX[".avated over a distance of 
1.15km. 

The sedimentary sequences were relatively shallow (max 1.5m) and the basal material were 
gravels or calcareous marls. The sequences were predominantly a series of alluvial silts 
varying from highly calcareous to very organic. In two particular locations humic peaty 
deposits were.recovered and one borehole (314) produced a carbonised seed of Rosacaea 
cf. sorbus sp - i.e. Whitebeam, Wild Service Tree or Rowan (P. Hinton dett.). The northern 
side of the floodplain revealed deeper deposits possibly relating to earlier river channels at 
the base of the relict river cliff. These deposits were also of humic silty nature. Two samples 

u Universi from t e eat horizons in au er holes 
301 and 325. In both cases pollen was present and well preserved. 

The southern end of the auger survey also revealed deeper humic deposits, again possibly 
related to previous channels. The deeper sequences may represent alluvial sequences that 
have accumulated through ancient relict. river channels and may, therefore, contain 
relatively long environmental sequences. 

6.4.4 Summary 

Overall the results show typical floodplain deposits, with no recognisable buried old land 
surfaces or specifically archaeolOgical Significant deposits. The occurrence, however, of 
charcoal and more specifically a carbonised seed, does indicate human activity in the 
immedia te vicinity. Most of the sediments recorded are typical of river beds, river margins 
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or overbank material. The overall sedimentary sequence indicates a long term floodplain 
with coarser deposits associated with higher energy deposition and the organic silts with 
.. ... d L 

Where molluscs were recorded preservation is variable; fair to good. Fragmentation is high 
and in some cases it was evident that many of the fresh- and brackish-water molluscs were 
highly fragmented while the terrestrial shells were better preserved. Cursory examination 
of small auger recovered samples indicated that most of the deposits are floodplain rather 
than channel bed sediments. Species such as Bithynia tentaculata. J .ymnaea truncatula and 
Aojsus leucQstoma are ail typical of calcareous streams and gentle rivers and can tolerate 
river edge habitats whilst Am;ylus tluviatjljs is more typical of swiftly tlowingwater, although 
it is found in ponds and lakes. Most of the terrestrial species noted e.g. Zonjtjades sp. and 
vallonja pulchella are common in wet, dank grass and thus not unco=on in floodplains. 
It is interesting to note that even in a cursory examination it was possible to tentatively 
recognise several molluscan communities throughout the sequences providing some 
evidence for changing conditions within the floodplain. 

Pollen is preserved in the peats and organiC horizons and it is likely that the wet alluvial silts 
will also preserve pollen. Apart from the two initial pollen samples that were prepared 
purely to determine preservation, no further work has been undertaken. 

6.4.5 Additional auger survey work 

In field 175, on the south-west side of the Avon Valley, a single auger survey point (378) 
was placed adjacent to a borehole excavated by Norwest Holst Engineering Ltd for the 
Department of Transport. Over 2m of silt had been recorded in the borehole record and 
it was decided that its environmental potential should be investigated. A sample of the silt 
was scanned and considered to be of post-glacial date but to predate the periods of human 
activity. The deposit is therefore not of archaeological interest. 

Auger survey across the Roman road south of Bemertoo (field 160): 

Twelve auger survey points (nos 342-353) were excavated across the probable line of the 
Roman road (SU12NW301), at approximately 2m intervals covering a distance of 22m in 
an attempt to verify its existence and finds its exact position. The. auger encountered 
substantial bands of gravel at relatively high levels (O.3Om and less below ground level). The 
resulting profile did not show .clear indications of the prepared surface and side. ditches 
expecte rom a roa. ria pit section.. was excavate on e me 0 e auger 
survey points, but it failed to reveal any trace of a recognisable road surface within the 
confines of a lXlm square pit. It is possible that the gravel may be the result of either upcast 
from the digging of drainage channels that criss-cross this area or natural fluvial gravel 
ridges. The road may be at this location, but the confusing nature of the subsoil makes its 
recognition in anything other than an open area excavation unlikely. 
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6.4.6 The potential ofthe alluvial and peat sequences 

Archaeological Potential 

Alluvium can be seen as both a blanket which covers large areas, rendering whole 
lands("-l1pes invi$ible to the >I,"ch>leologist, and ag" unit in which evidence of the landscape 
history, human activity and chronology are encapsulated. For the purposes of this survey 
the base geology is considered to be the gravels as they were impenetrable by hand augering. 
Although it is possible that such facies seal earlier alluvium, the information from 
engineering boreholes does not show this. On the whole, the alluvium and peat sequences 
are relatively shallow, but depth of deposits does not necessarily equate with the length of 
time over which they had accumulated. It is possible that some of the sequences recorded 
within the auger survey may span several thousands of yeaTS. 

The survey produced no evidence of intact extensive buried old land surfaces. Furthermore 
cursory examination of the mollusca did not indicate evidence of dry terrestrial episodes. 
Although no buried land surface was recorded, this does not rule out the possibility (or 
even probability) of other archaeological evidence relating to low level, specialised 
archaeological activities; the evidence. for which might be exceptionally well preserved. 

This survey did not pinpoint any archaeological activity within the river valleys, however, 
the remarkable recovery of a carbonised seed from the tip of an auger (auger hole 314), 
aiven the tinv _L •• of >In . . on",' -'- "",,,,rl_ m>lv he' -" . n{a 
larger seed assemblage. 

In conclusion there does not seem to be any evidence of extensive archaeological sites or 
deposits within the river valley bottoms and only limited and tentative evidence for localised 
areas of activity. This does not, however, suggest that there is no archaeological activity 
within these floodplains, but only that sites or centres of activity are likely within the limited 
augered transects. 

Palaeoenvironmental potential 

A landscape appraisal, which covers changes in the river valleys, use of alluvial areas and 
the broader downland background, helps to place archaeological si~s within a general 
environmental framework and augment site specific environmental data. 

The organic horizons have been proven to contain pollen despite being flushed with 
calcareous water and thus it is likely that the fine grained deposits will also contain pollen. 
The occurrence of identifiable land and fresh-water shells in even small samples indicates 
the potential for recovering enough shells to determine environmental and habitat change 
through time. The presence of biological material is good and thus the potential for 
palaeoenvironmental analysis is high. It is likely that palaeoenvironmental investigations 
of the flood plain deposits will enable interpretation of a detailed landscape appraisal; 
changes in the nature, vegetation and resources in the rivervaUeys, use ofthe alluvial areas, 
as well as a broader downland environmental background which will enable the 
archaeological sites on the downland to be placed within a general landscape and 
environmental framework. Site specific data will also be augmented. 
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The potential for palaeoenvironmental landscape reconstruction can, however, only be 
realised if long detailed sequences can be dated. In this respect work is restricted to 
sequences with enough organic material to enable radiocarbon determinations. Dated 
sequence should also chosen to relate to specific landscapes in which known, or investigated 
archaeological features exist in order to provide and environmental context for these 
archaeological activities and thus maximise the use of environmental data. The potential 
for providing detailed palaeoenvironmental sequences is high from all three of the 
floodplain auger surveys. However, the paucity of organic rich deposits within the Wylye 
valley survey severely restricts the possibility of dating any sequence. Furthermore, it is on 
t e ownsa ve IS va ey amos 0 •• .•. 

. prehistoric, are located (see Fig. 3). 

In conclusion, both the Nadder and Avon valley surveys indicate sequences ideal for 
palaeoenvironmental investigation which, in both cases, contain peats or organic material 
with potential for enabling the sequence to be dated. Furthermore, both of these locations 
encompass known archaeological activity. The Nadder, for instance, has known prehistoric 
and Iron Age activity immediately to the north of Bemerton, Roman sites around and on 
the floodplain as well as the known early medieval settlement of Bemerton itself (Fig. 2). 
Adjacent to the survey area of the Avon valley are the known prehistoric enclosure 
complexes of the Woodbury's and Bronze Age barrows, while on the north side of the 
floodplain other enclosures and Saxon activity are recorded (Fig. 4). In both of these 
instances any palaeoenvironmental sequence can, potentially, also enhance the knowledge 

the a chaeolo ·call rich landsca 
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6.4.7 ~ry of auger records 

AUger surwy point 301 
(l-O.2Om 10YR 3/3 dark. brown, si l ty loam. 

0.20·0.3000 10YR 5{l brown, silty clay. 
0.30·0.95m 10Yi 2/1 black, humic peat. 

0.95-1.0Sm 2.5T 4{2 dork greyish brown, fine silt. 

AUger .........y point 302 

0-0.20.. 10YR 3/2 very dork greyish brown, po.ty loam. 
0.20-0.8501 
0.85-0.9Om 
0.9Om-

10YR 2/1 black, humic silty peAt. 

10YR 3/2 very dark greyish brown, silt. 
gravel. 

'OVR 2/2 very dork brown, h .... lo loam. 
0.40-0.4101 
0.41m-

10YR 4/1 dark grey, silt. 

AUger s..-vey point 304 

0-0.3Om 
0.30-0.35m 

AUger .....-..ey point 305 
0'0.1501 
0.15-0.35m 
0.3S-0.8Om 
O.aDm-

~ I)UI'W!V point 306 
0-0.1Sm 
0.15-0.2511 
0.25-0.40 .. 
0.40-0_7OnI 
0.7Om· 

"-" survey point 307 
0-0.15m 
0.15-0_25m 

AUger surwy point 3011 
O-O.15m 

0.15-0.20 .. 

"'-'IIer BUrleY point 309 
U-U.lOm 

0.20-0.35. 
0.3501-

AUger BUrleY point 310 
0-0.2Om 
o ,2Om-

Qravel. 

10YR 2/2 very dark brown. h~'c loam. 
mottled chalk marl. 

'OVR 3/3 dork brown, loam_ 
mottled silty clay. 
2.5T6/4 light yellowish brown, ohalk marl. 
gravel. 

10YR 3/3 dark brown, loam. 

disturbed Silt loam. 
10YR S{l brown, gleyed silt olay. 
2.5Y B/~ white, chalk marl. 
gravel. 

10YR 3/3 dork brown, loam. 
10YR 4/2 dark greyish brown, ollty loam. 

10YR 4/2 dark. 5IrE!yf~h l!1"UNn, tuum. 

10YR 3{3 dork brown, silty loam. 

10YR 4/~ "rown, loam. 
flint gr.~l banda. 
gra\l'el. 

10TR 3{l dark brown, fine loam_ 
gravel. 
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Auger .........". poiot 111 
0-0_4Om 
0.40-0.50 .. 
0.50-0.7Om 
0.70·0.75 .. 
0.75-1. lam 

Auger "'"""'Y point 312 
0·0.15 .. 
0;15-0.20.. 

AUger "'"""'Y point 313 

mixed silty cL~y lo~m, becomes gley~ from O.15m. 
silty cLay. 
10YR 2/1 black. peat. 

10YR 5/4 yellowish brown, silt. 
10YR 8/1 ~ite. morl. 

lOOlll. 
b~Qwn ~iLty loom. 

0-0.4001 mixod loom. 
-'Y-" 
O.sOm-

Auger 0Uf"Wy point 314 
0-0.3Om 
0.30-0.Sam 

0.50-0.6Om 

Auger "'"""'Y point 115 

.... w. _' •• _.,. 
chalk morl. 

Mixed sHty clay' loam. 
10YR 1/2 very dark greyloh brown, humic silty 
cl&y. 

chalk marl. 

0-0.10. silty 10 ... wit. flint grovel. 
0.30-0.5Om 
0.50-0.6Om 
0.60-0.8Om 
O.8Om-_r ........... POint ~lO 
O-O.lOm 

0.10-0.20.. 
0.20·0.40 .. 
0.4Om-

Auger ,........, point 317 
0-0.2Om 
0.2Om-

Auger ........... point 318 
0-0.15/1 
0.IS-0.3Om 
0.30..-

Auger SUI""Ye'f point 319. 
0-0.2Om 
0.20-0.75 .. 
0.75-0.95 .. 
0.95 .. -

IImrt. 
10YR )/3 dark brown, silty l~. 
10YR 8/2 wltito, .andy lCOII merl_ 
1Dl~ 8/3 very pale brown, sandy chalk marL. 

h ... ,c loom~ 

10VR 4/3 brown, silty clay LOaM. 
10YR 1/3 dark brown, silty cloy. 
gravel. 

10YR 3/3 dark brown, loom. 
gravel. 

10YR 4/3 brown, 10 .... 
10YR 3/3 dark brown, silty clay. 
gr.vel. 

silty loom. 
10YR 5/3 brown, .Iayay silt. 
10YR 6/3 pale brown, •• nd. 
gravel. 
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.......". "''''''Y point 3ZO 
0·0.1Om 
0.10·0.25m 
0.25'0.50.. 
0.50·0.95m 
0.95·1.2Om 
1.2Om· 

Auger .....-.ey point 3Z1 
O·O.lOm 
0.10·0.25m 
0.25·0.5Om 
0.50'0.70 .. 
O.70-1.1Om 
1. IOm-

.......". ....--.ey poInt 322 
0·0.15m 
0.15-0.3Om 
0.30-0.SSm 
0,~~-O.7Om 

0.70-0.15m 
0.15-0.9Om 
0.90lIl' 

Auger ... ,.,..,., poInt 323 
0-0.1Om 
0.10·0.30m 
0.30m· 

Auger ... ,.,..,., point 324 
O-O.ISm 
0.15-0.45m 
0.45-0.5Sm 
0.55-0.70m 
0.70'0.90 .. 
-.. --, .. ~" 
Auger ... ,.,..,., poInt 325 
O-O.ISm 
0.15-0.35 .. 
0.3S-0.45m 
0.4S-0.1lOm 
0.80-1.2Om 

Auger ""'"""Y point 326 
0·0.20m 
0.20·0.45m 
0.45-0.8Om 
0.80'1.10.. 
1.10..-

silty loam. 
10YR 3/3 dark bjo~n, cl~y~y silt. 
10YR 4/3 brown, siLty clay. 
10YR 6/3 poL. brown, silty clay. 
10YR 5/2 groyish brown, .andy silt. 
101R 7/1 light grey, sand. 

silty loam. 
10YR 4/4 dark yolLowl.h brown, silty clay. 
10YR 5!3 Drown, silty cloy. 
10YR~ >rown ,I 

10YR 2/1 black, poot. 
10YR 3/3 dark brown, clay. 

silty l __ • 

10YR 5/3 Drown, clavoy .ilt. 
10YR 5/3 brown, vory clayey silt. 
10TR 3/3 dark brown, silty clay. 
gr,lIvel. 

10YR 2/2 very dark brown, oreunic silty clay. 
~lIrav.l. 

silty Loam. 

10YR 3/3 dark brown, clayey silt. 
gravel.' 

sil ty Loam. 
10Y~ 4/3 brown, elAY~Y silt. 
10YR 2/2 very'dark brown, organic silt. 
1DYR 2/2 very dark brown, organic sflt. 
10VR 5/3 brown. clayey silt. 

siL ty lOBin. 

10VR 4/3 UI"OWl1; clayey Silt. 

10VR 212 very dark brown, organic silty clay. 
10TR 2/1 black, poot. 
10TR 7/2 light grey, very cl.~y silt. 

10YR 5/3 brown,ssndy loam. 
10TR 5/4 ~llowish bro~, silty loam. 
10YR 4{6 dark yellowish brown, silty cloy. 
10YR 5/8 yellowish brown, cl.~y .ilt. 
1D"tR 8/3 very pale brown, marl. 
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Au!ler 51J1'Yoy poi nt 327 
0-0.30m 
0.30-0.5010 
0.50- I .30m 
1.30-1. 70m 
1. 7011\-

Auger 5IJI'YO)' point 32lI 

0-0.40.. 
0.40-0.600\ 
0.6O-1.10m 
1.1011\-

Auger 5IJI'YO)' point ~ 

0-0.35m 
0.35-0.55m 
0.55-0.90lIl 
0.90 .. -

AUger survey point 330 

0-0.3510 
0.35-0.50.. 
0.5011\-

Au!ler survey point 331 
0-0_2010 
0.20-0.50.. 
O.SO·O.7511\ 
0.75-0.95 .. 

0.95,.-

Auger survey point 332 
0-0.20m 
0.20-0.50.. 
0.50·0.80m 
o.SOm· 

Au!ler /lJX'Vt!!Y paint 333 
O-O.25m 
0.25-0.40.. 
0.40111-

Au!ler /lJX'Vt!!Y paint 334 
0-0.3Om 
" ~"_,, <no 

0.50-0.75. 

0.75-0.85" 
O.85m-

AUger survey point 335 

O-O.2Om 
0.20m-

10TR 3/3 d.r~ brown, silty \0""'_ 
10YR 2/2 very dark brown, peaty silt. 
10Y~ 2/2 very dark br~, ~at. 
lOTR 7/1 light grey, cLayey .Ilt. 
10TH 8/1 white, ver olayey silt. 

10YR 3/2 very dark greyish brown, silty loam. 
10YR 2/1 black, clayey $ilt. 
10YR 4/3 brown, very clayey ollt. 
gravel. 

10TH 3/2 very dar~ greyish brown, .Ilty loom. 
10TR 5/6 yellowish brown, cLoyer .Ilt. 
IOYR 8/3 very pale brown, IlOrl. 

gravel. 

10YR 3/4 dark yellowish brown; silty loam. 
10TR 6/4 light yellowish brown, clayey silt. 
10YR 5/3 brown, silty clay with graveL. 

10YR 3/4 dark y~lLowish brown, clayey loam. 
2.5T 5/6 light olive brown, cloyey.llt. 
10TR 4/2 dor~ greyish brown, silty oloy. 
10YR 7/1.1ight grey, marl. 
marl with, ~ravel. 

10YH 3/3 dar~ brown, .ilty loam. 
10Y~ 5/8 yellowish brown; clayey silt. 
IOTR 6/2 light brownish grey, silty clay. 
gravel. 

10TR 3/4 dark yellowish brown, .Ilty loom. 
10TR 5/4 yellowish brown, cloyey silt. 
gravel. 

10YR 3/4 dark Y6110wish brown, silty 10 .... 
,n •• <". '_"AU'O" br""" •• ndv silt. 
10YR 4/6 dark yellowish brown, sandy cl.y. 
10Y~ 7/6 yellow, .ondy .ilt. 
lOYI 8/2 white, morl_ 

10TR 3/2 very dor~ greyish brown, silty loam. 
gravel. 
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Auger- surveY point 336 
0·0.20m 

0.2Om· 

Auger survey poi nt »7 
0·0.3Om 
0.30·0.7Om 

0.7O·1.0Om 
1.0Om· 

"'-'" survey point 3311 

0·0.4Om 

0.40·0.75m 
0.75"1.2Om 

1. 20m· 

"'-'" ........,.. point 339 
0·0.3Om 
0.30·0.7Om 
0.70"1.10111 

1. 10m· 

Aqjer 8UIWY point 340 
0·0.3Om 

0.30·0.70., 
0.70·1.00.. 

1.0Om· 

Auger :IUI"VeY point 341 
0·0._ 
0.80·1.7Om 
1.70m· 

AUger ..... ""'Y point 342 
0·0.3Om 
0.30·0.4Om 

0.4Om· 

,iIugo>r surwy point 3103 
O·O.~m 

0.25·0.60lIl 

0.60·0.7Om 
0.7Om· 

. 

""11"0" $U""'Y POlm: ~ 
0·0.20m 

O.20·0.3Om 
0.3Om· 

"'-'" survey point 345 

0·0.25m 
0.25·0.3Om 

10YR 3/3 dark brown, sflty loam. 
gravel. 

10YR 3/2 very dark greyish brown, silty loam. 
10YR 4/4 dark yellQWlo~ brown, silty cloy. 
10YH 5/2 greyish brown, sandy cloy. 
gravel. 

10YH 3/2 very dark greyish brown, silty loom. 
10Yt 4/3 brown, silty clay. 

10YH 3/3 dark brown, clayey silt. 
gravel. 

10YR 5/2 greyloh brown, silty loam. 
10YR 5/2 greyish brown, cloyey silt. 
lDYR 2/1 block, poot. 
gravel. 

10YR 2/2 very dart brown, silty loam. 
10YR 5/4 yellowish brown, clayey silt. 
2.ST 5/4 light olive brown, silty clay. 
gravel. 

10YR 2/2 very dark brown, all ty loam. 
10YR 2/1 black, polt. 
gravel. 

10YR 5/3 brown, sIlty loom. 
10YR 5/3 brown, clayey silt loam. 
gravel. .'. , 

lDYR 6/3 pale brown, silty loam. 
10YR 4/3 b~own, ailty loom. 
10YR 4/4 dark yellowish brown, cloyey .ilt loom. 
gravel. 

. 

10YR 5/3 b~own, silty loam. 
10YR 5/4 yellowish brown, silty loam. 
9~avel. 

10YR 4/4 dark yellowish brown, silty loam, 
10YR 5/4 yellowish brown, s.ndy silty loam. 

0.3Om· . gravel. 
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~r sur-v@y point 346 

O·O.20m 10Y~ 4/4 dark: yellowish brown, silty Loam. 
O.20·0.30m 10YR. 4/4 dark: yellowis.h brown, sandy silt loam. 
O.30m- gravel. 

0·0.20m 10YR 4/3 brown, silty loom. 
O.20·0.S0m 10YR 4/4 dark: yellow;sh brown, clayey silt loam. 
a.5Om~ gravel. 

"-r SUI"V<!Y point 343 
0·0.40m 
0.40 .. · 

Auuer survey point 349 
0'0.40.. 
0.40m· 

Auuer SUI"V<!Y poi nt 350 
0·0.40 .. 
0.40m· 

,,-r SU""'Y poi nt 351 

0·0.30m 
0.30..· 

.. _r survey pol nt 352 
0·0.30m 
0.30m· 

"-r survey poi nt 353 

0'0.30.. 
0.30·0.7Om 
0.70·0.75m 
0.7511\' 

Al.Iger ....."..., poi nt 354 
O·O.sOm 
0.50'0.90.. 
0.90·1.20.. 
1.20 .... 

Auger survey poi nt 355 

0·0.25 .. 

0.55·0.80.. 
0.8O·0.90m 

Auger :su~ point l56 
O·O.3Om 
0.30·0.50m 
0.50·0.70m 

m 

0.80..' 

1Q1M 4/4 dArt yellowish brown, silty loam. 
gr2llvel. 

10YR 5/4 yellowish brown, silty Loam. 
gravel. 

lDYR 5/4 yellowish brown, silty loam. 
gravel. 

10YR 5/6 yellowish brONn, silty loam. 
gravel . 

10YR 5/4· yellowish brown, silty loam. 
gravel. 

10YR 5/4 yellowIsh brown, sIlty loam. 
10YR 5/8 yellowish brown, sandy s;lt loam. 
10YR 5/8 yellowish brown, clayey silt loam. 
gr.v"l. 

10YR 5/3 bjo~n, cLayey silt lQam. 
10YR 5/4 yellow;sh brown, s;lty loam. 
10YR 6/2 light brQwn;sh grey, calcareous silt. 
gravel. 

10YR 5/2 grey;sh brown, clayey silt loam. 

10YR 4/1 dark grey, very clayey silt. 
10YR 8/2 white, marl. 

10YR 4/3 brown, sIlty loam. 
10YR 4(2 dark greyIsh brown, silty cloy. 
10YR 5/4 Y8llow;sh brown, calcereous silt. 

r rown, e ~yey 9 t. 
gravel. 
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AUger ... ....", point 357 
0·0.30t1 
0.30·0.5Om 
0.50·0.7Om 
O.70·O.80m 
0.8Om· 

AUger survey point 358 

0-0.30m 
0.30·0.5Om 
0.50-0.6Om 
0.6Om-

AUger survey point 359 

10YO 4/3 brown, silty loam. 
10YR 4/2 dark greyish brown, siLty clay. 
10YR 5/4 yellowish brown, .ilt. 
10TR 4/2 dark greyish brown, cl.y. 
gravel. 

10YR 4/2 dark greyish brown, silty loam. 
10YR 5/4 yellowish brown, calcareous silt. 
10VR 4/2 dark greyish brown, clayey silt. 
gravel. 

0-0.3Om 10YR 3/3 dark brown, silty loam. 
0.!0-0.4Om 10YR 4/3 brawn, clayey silt. 
0.40-0.50m 10YR 4/1 dark grey, silty clay. 

grovel. 

AUger su....", point 160 

O-O.2:>m 
0_Z5-0.45,. 
0.4S·0.6Om 
O.60m-

AUger surVey point 361 
0-0.Z511 
0.25-0.50m 
0.50lIl-

AUger su....", point 362 
o-o.zOm 
0.20-0.30m 
0.3Om-

AUger survey point 363 

0-0.3Om 
0.30·0.50m 
0.50·0.70m 
0.70'1.30," 
1.30·1.9Om 
1.9Om-

AUger survey point 364 

0-0.20m 
0_20·0.50m 
0.50·0.65m 
0_65·1.20m 
, .20m-

AUger survey point 365 

0-0.3Om 
0.30·0.50m 
0.50-0.7001 
O.lOm-

10TR 3/4 dark yellQWish brown, silty loam. 
2.ST 4/2 dark greyish brown, silt. 
lOYR 2/Z very dark grey, clayey silt. 
gravel. 

10YR 3/4 dark yellowish brown, silty loam. 
10TR 4/3 brown, clayey silt. 
10YR 7/4 very pale brown, morl. 

10YR 3/3 dark brown, s;lty lO8m. 
10YR 3/2 very dark Ureyish brown, silty clay. 
gravel. 

10TR 3/4 d.rk_yellowlsh brown, silty loam. 
10TR 6/3 pale brown, calcareous silt. 
10YR 2/2 very dark brown, peat. 
10YR 3/Z very dark greyish brown, sandy .Ilt. 
1 orR 4/1 dtll"" yn=y I' sillndy sit t. 

gravel. 

10VR 3/4 dark yellowish brown, silty Loam. 
10TR 3/3 dork brown, silty loam. 
10TR 5/~ greyish brown, silt. 
10TR 5/3 brown, silt. 
gravel. 

10YR 3/3 dark brown. silty loom. 
10~R 4/2 dark greyish brown, elaY~Y,s;lt. 

10YR 5/2 greyish brown, Cl8yey silt. 
marl. 

107 



,.:" 

r 
LJ.·' 
, 

i', i 

l.. .. 

[ 

l, 

Auger ....-.ey ,",int 366 
O-O.IOm 
0.10-0.3Om 

0.50-0.7000 
0.70-0.91lnI 
0.9001-

Auger .........., ,",Int l67 

0-0.15 .. 
O.IS-0.3Om 

0.30-0.9001 
0.90-1.60.. 
1.60-2.00.. 

10YR 3/4 dark yeLLo~;$h b~own, silty Loam. 
10YR 4/4 dark yellowish brown, clovoy silt. 

10YR 5/4 yellowi.h brown, .Ilt. 
'Oy~ 6/Z light brownish grey~ calcareous sflt. 
_rl. 

10YR 5/3 brown, .Ilty loam. 
10YR 5/4 yellowish brown, silt. 
lOYR 6/2 light brownish gcey, .al.areous silt. 
IDYR 4/2 dark gceyish brown, .ilt, 
IDYR 4/1 dark grey, .Ilt. 

2.0000- gravel. 

Auger -"'"Y ,",int 368 
0-0.2Om 10YR 4/3 bcown, silty loom. 

0.2O-0.3Sm 
0.35-0.55m 
O.SS-O.8Om 
O.so..· 

Auger ....-.ey ,",int 369 

0-0.2Om 
O.lO-O.rom 

0.7Om-

Auger ....-.ey ,",int 370 
0-0.200a 
0.20·0.5Om 
O.SO-O.15m 
0.75-1.0000 
1.0Om-_r """""f poInt 371 

0-0.3000 
0.30-0.75 .. 
0.75-1.20 .. 
I .2Om-

Auger """"'Y point 372 

0.20-1.0Om 
1.0Om· 

,Auger IWI'VeY poInt 373 . 
0-0.3Om 
0.30~0.5Om 

0.50-1.10.. 

10YR 6/2 light brownish grey, calcareous silt. 
10YR 4/2 dark greyish brown, ollt. 
IDYR 5/2 greyish brown, .Ilt. 
gravel. 

1DYR 4/1 brown, cLayey silt loam. 
lOYR 6/2 light bcownish gcey, .Ilt. 
gravel. 

1O'YR 4/3 brown, :sH ty loam. 

lDYR 5{3 brown, clayey silt. 
10YR 3{2 very dork greyish bcown, pe.ty silt. 
10YR 5/2 gnryish brown, silty clay. 
gr8vel. 

10YR 4/4 dart yellowish brown, silty loam. 
10YR 5/3 brown, silt. 
10TR 3/3 dork brown, peaty silt. 
gravel. 

10TR 5{3 brown, clayey silt. 
gravel. 

10YR 3/2'greyfsh brown, clayey silt loam. 
10YR 7/3 very pale bcown, clayey .Ilt. 
10YR 3/1 very dork grey, silty cloy. 
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A_r ~ point 374 

0·0.1Sm 
0.15·0.3Om 
0.30·0.50m 
O.SO·O.SOm 
0.8Om· 

Auger our'Ye'f point 375 
0·0.250\ 
0.25'0.45 .. 
0.45m· 

_~pont 

0·0.2Om 
0.20·0.35m 
0.35·0.5Om 
0.5Om· 

Auger ....-.ey point 311 
0'0.25,. 
0.25·0.35 .. 
0.35-0.55 .. 
0.55m· 

Auger survey point 3711 

10YR 3/4 dark y~Llowfsh brown, silty loam. 
10TR 5/3 brown. cl.yOV silt. 
10YR 7/2 light grey, silty cl~y. 

10VR 2/1 blaek, pe.t. 
gr8vel. 

Gil tV loom. 
cloyey silt. 
...rl. 

10VR lt3 dark brown, sIlty loom. 
10VR 4/1 dark grey. oloyOV silt. 
10TR 3/3 dark brown, silty cLay. 
10YR 8/1 white, marl. 

IOTR 5/4 yellowish brown, silty loam. 
10VR 8/3 very pole brown, Clayey silt. 
10VR 3/1 very dark grey, sIlty cloy. 
10TR 8/2 whIte, morl. 

O-O.ZOll 10VR 4/4 dark yellowIsh brown, silty leod. 
0.20·0.80m 10VR 5/4 yellowIsh brown, silty clay. 
O.8Om- 10VR.7/4 very pale brown, caLcareous sandy 51.Lt. 
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6.5 SOIL TESTING: THE DRY VALLEYS 

6.5.1 Introduction 

The principal dry valley systems within the corridor were investigated in order to assess the 
potential of the colluvial sediments to provide data pertinent to the past land-use. Purthcr, 
it has been demonstrated that colluvial deposits may not only provide palaeoenvironmental 
information but may also mask and seal cultural horizons (Allen 1988; 1991). 

The principal valleys in the corridor are all situated to the west of Salisbury and are as 
follows; 

1. Nonh-east of Great Wishford, where dry valleys are situated on the south-west facing slopes below late 
prehistoriC field systems (SU03NE612). 

2. The head of the coombe at Field Barn, South Newton, adjacent to vel;tigial traces of a field system 
(SU03NE640) •. 

3. Dry valley at the base of Stoford Bottom 

4. Coombe Wel;t of Fugglestone Red Buildings. adjacent to vel;tigial traces of a field system (SU13SW644) 
and descending to the river valley. west of Bemenon Heath. Immediately north of the present A36. 

. • .' ·.L _n . ..1 '''' 
HI<' HIT _~ i .... rn~ were LU . ,_ ,,-,-, u".. _ .. ,~'u 'wwU'U v 

of human activity either caUsed, or masked, by the colluvium and also to assess the potential 
of such deposits for determining past landscapes associated with archaeological activities. 

6.5.2 Method 

At suitable locations within tbe valleys recorded above, 1m2 hand excavated trial pits were 
dug to assess the hillwash deposits, except in locations where the engineers borehole data 
indicated the absence of hillwash. A basic context record was made in the field and spot 
samples taken to provide further pedological deSCription to augment the context record. 
These samples were also processed for land snails following the methodology outlined by 
Evans (1972). One kilogram of air-dried soil was placed in a bucket with water and the soil 
disaggregated by both gentle agitation and the addition of hydrogen peroxide (HzOz). The 
~ • -;.. • ,rl +1. '-rl, ••. 

'W,",<,", lLeUUll'U=_+< 

through a nest of sieves of 5.6mm, 2mm, 1mm and O.5mm mesh aperture. For the purposes 
of assessment, and in order to determine shell preservation and potential environmental 
change within the sequences, only the flots were examined (see Table 4). This provides a 
crode indication of mollusc numbers as only the complete shells float, often most shells are 
only apical fragments which require extraction from the O.5mm, 1mm and 2mm residues 
under a stereo-binocular microscope. Although this rapid scan method will be biased 
towards the more complete and durable shells, a basic presence absence will enable changes 
within the assemblages to be detected. 
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6.S.3 Results 

Great Wishlord 

No excavation was conducted within the dry valleys in the south- west facing slope of the 
downs north-east of Great Wishford. In every case the areas of coombe within the survey 
corridor were seen from on-site inspection to be devoid of colluvium (traces of the 
underlying chalk were visible on the surface of the ploughsoil). "The borehole logs from 
Norwest Holst Soil Engineering Ltd. showed average depths of only O.3Om of soil above the 
chalk in this area. 

Field Bam, South Newton 

The borehole logs from Norwest Holst Soil Engineering Ltd revealed that no colluvium 
survived and that only O.3Om of a typical thin rendzina soil overlay the chalk within the 
ploughed valley bottom. On-site inspection of the field confirmed this and accordingly no 
excavation was carried out. 

Stolord Bottom (Fields 126 and 132) 

Two hand-dug trial pits (501 and 502) were excavated either side of the track/road in Stofard 
Bottom at a distartce apart ofless than 30m. The trial pits were positioned on the centreline 
of the survey corridor close to boreholes (ecavated by Norwest Holst Soil Engineering Ltd) 
which had revealed considerable depths of subsoil. Both trial pits revealed similar 
sequences, though trial pit 501 was deeper being a maximum of 1. 1m. A series of calcareous 
and weakly calcareous silty clay colluvial horizons were recognised. Some artefacts were" 
recovered, and although the basal layer (606) of trial pit 502 produced a flint flake and a 
sherd of hand-made first millennium BC Iron Age pottery, they were accompanied by four" -"""" "-"-­
sherds of medieval pottery indicating that plough disturbance may have led to a mixing of 
the soil stratigraphy. A series of spot samples were taken from each context, described and 
the molluscs assessed. The Mollusca recorded from the flots are again typical of colluVium 
and suggest open downland, probably amble with intermittent pastornl elements. 

Fugglestone Red Buildings(Field 176) 

Two trial pits were excavated at the base of the valley 50m apart. Trial pit 504 was excavated 
higher up the valley axis and just beyond a minor ridge and revealed 1m of poorly stratified 
deposits. The second pit (503) contained a stratified colluvial sequence. This 1m sequence 
comprised a series of calcareous colluvial horizons which overlay a probably truncated old 
land surface. Two spot samples (731 and 732) were taken and assessed, but no sample from 
the basal layer was available. Both samples produced a number of well preserved Mollusca --" 

Y 
colluvial deposits (cf. Bell 1983; Barnes and Allen 1990). The presence of the single 
shade-loving species yitrea spp., which according to Cameron and Morgan-Huws (1975) 
should be re- classified as catholic, is common in long grassland and is of interest as it is not 
a species regularly found in abundance in colluvial deposits. Unfortunately no dating 
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evidence was recovered within this sequence, but from the extremely calcareous nature of 
the hillwash and t e presence 0 sp. wi'· . 
introduction (Kerney 1966), it is likely that most of this sequence is relatively late in date. 

6.5.4 The potential of the colluvial sequences 

The vaJleys within the corridor display relatively shallow colluvial sequences. Both the 
artefacts and environmental evidence indicate that these sequences could be relatively late 
and not contain a prehistoric component. It is possible that the size of the valleys has 
facilitated severe truncation of the older colluvial deposits by large scale storm events and 
episodic erosion (cf. Allen 1988; 1991). There is a hint of earlier evidence in both valleys 
~mpled. At Fugglestone Red Buildings the possible relict and truncated old land surface 
may be prehistoric and the sherd of Iron Age pottery from Stoford Bottom suggests an 
element of prehistoric erosion. In view of the density of archaeological sites, and field 
systems in particular, one must conclude that the paucity of deposits in these valleys is not 
due to a lack of erosion; in fact quite the reverse. The magnitude of both the va\leys and . 
the activity in the area was such that any sediments eroded into the :valleys,were., 
subsequently, removed from this temporary reservoir location ... It is, therefore, likely that . 
extensive colluvial deposits may exist elsewhere in the valleys, outside the corridor . 
investigated, or have been flushed into the ri~er system., -

The nature of the hillwash examined indicates that at these specific locations it is unlikely 
that any preserved cultural horizons exist. Furthermore, the environmental and-landscape' '":. --­
evidence is limited to a reiatively short chronological sequence (probably medieval and 
later) and no significant environmental variation could be detected in the test samples 
assessed. . ,-. -_. 

Further fieldwork will be difficult to target at this stage but the likehltood of localised' 
colluvial deposits should not be ignored during the schemes construction. -

/1 
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This plan is based upon the Ordrance &lrvey Map with the =ticn 
of the Controller of H .M. Stationery Office. Cra..o-. Copyright Reserved. 
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