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GLOSSARY OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL TERMS

Accesasion Number

Code number assigned to artefactual material and archaeological
records which are to be deposited with an appropriate museum body
(Corinium Museum). Codes for Cirsncester and Stratton bypass are
compesed with the year of excavation preceeding +the excavation
trench number sg. 1991/512.

Ancient Monument

As defined by the Ancient Monuments and Archaeclogical Areas Act
1979 this term means

"(a) any scheduled monument ; and

'(b) any other monument which in the oplnion of the Secretary of
State is of public interest by reason of the historie, architec-
tural, traditional, artistie or archaeclogical interest attaching
to 1it".

Appraisal

The recognition of an archaeclogical dimension to a development
propogal or management plan.

Archaeology

For +the purposes of this project, archaeology is taken to mean
the study of past human socjieties through their material remains,

E - from prehistoric times to the modern era. No rigid upper date
: i a general cout-off

point. It is accepted that some undated sites of slightly later
date will unavoidably be included in the absence of firm evidence
of date.

Assgasment

The ldentification and documenting of the recorded archaeological

——— resource within the study area. Desk based study of all existing

records plus field-checking and basic reconnailssance. In this
instance +the work included field-walking and a geophysical sur-
vey.

he

Ig a suffix used to express uncalibrated ‘'radiccarbon years' when
given as a date, for example 2700bc.

BC

Is a suffix wused to express absolute dates shown in ‘'solar
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years',

Beaker period

Name +traditionally given to pericd at the beginning of +the 2nd
milleniwm BC when a form of ceramic vessel with origins in the
Low Countries becomes commom,

Body Sherd

Fragment of pottery from a ceramic vessel not bearing any distin-
gulshing features, ie. not a rim, handle, base etc.

Bronze Age

The period when bronze was the dominant metal; in Britain it is

dated between ¢.2000-700bc.
Category

General descriptive term covering a group of monument ¢lasses
related by function, origin or purpose.

Class

Descriptive term applied to a group of monuments which share
common visible features of design, layout, construction and use.

Component

class or 'l-VHn ot m

Degeriptive term applied to any constituent part of a2 recognised
enyment-
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Context

The simplest level of afchaealogical d&ta. ie. a context could be
the cut of a ditch (gshown as [1]), or the fi1ll of such a ditch
(shown as (2))

Crop-mark

A +trace of a buried feature revealed by differential growth or
ripening of c¢rops, best seen from the air.

Ecofacts

Faunal remains, the study of which can enhance 1nterpretat10n of
local economilc and agricultural systems.

Evaluation

Fleld based study of the recorded archaeological rescurce coupled




with checking and verifjcation of primary and secondary sources
to provide baseline data relating to the quality, quantity,
survival, conditjion, fragility, interpretation and importance of
each identified site. Includes checking apparently blank areas.

Feature

A group of archaeclogical contexts forming a recognisable unit.

Iron Age

The firast period in which iron was the predominant metal; in
Britain it 1s dated from c.700 BC to the Roman conquest in AD 43.

Iron Pan

An impermeable layer of concreted iron minerals in a soil prefile
caused by water leaching. The minerals are deposited in a lower
stratum, usually the line of the water table.

Natural

Defined 1in archaeclogical terms this refers to the wundisturbed
natural geology of a site, eg. boulder c¢lay, Oolitic limestone
bedrock, river terrace gravels etc,

Neolithic

The period from which the first evidence of farming and domesti-
cation of animals can be identified: in Pritain it is dated from
about 3500 bc to 1800 bc.

Palaeo~enviroomental

The reconstruction of past environments based upon evidence
recovered from preserved botanical and entomological remains.

PPG 16

A paper produced in November 1990 by the DOE gilving —advice on
"Archaeclcgy and Plannlng":

No development shall take place within the area indicated
untll the applicant has secured the implementation of a programme
of archaeological werk in accordance with a written scheme of
investigation which has Dbeen submitted by +the applicant and
approved by the Planning Authority.

Reason: to ensure that features of archaecloegical interest can be
properly recorded.




Quernstone

Name given to several forms of ¢grinding stone used for hand-
grinding corn.

Ridge-and—-furrow

Remains of arable cultivation of medieval and later date wusually
represented by a corrugated land surface.

Ring-ditch
A ditch of circular or penannular plan, usually surviving as a

cropmark and often representing the remains of ploughed barrows
of Bronze Age date.

Settlement

An area of habitation, perhaps surrounded by asscciated closes,
paddocks, approach ways and other features which together consti-
tute a complex of earthworks or cropmarks distinct from fields.

Single Monument

One of the three recognised forms in which monuments survive.
Single monuments can be identified as separate, self-defining
entities which may be classified on the baszis of morpheological
similarities and +the interpretation of function. A number of
component parts can wusually be recognised, some not always
present, but all of which are integral to the overall design.
Classified by Category, Class and Type.

8ite

A "window" ontc the archaeclogical resource and /or area of land
containing, or thought to contain, a monument or monuments, which
may survive either above or helow ground. A site may be of  any
size from a few square metres upwards to include monuments cover-
ing hundreds of hectares.

Type

Deacriptive +term applied to identifiable variations within any
class of monument. The basis for identifying types 1s wusually
the morphology of the monuments themselves,

Unclassifiable sites

Sites which cannot be classified (except at the most general
level) because of special circumstances of preservation. Such
gites are not unclassifiable because they are poorly preserved
(many of these would probably be classifiesd to category 1f noth-




ing else), but because very little is known about their morpholo-~
gy, design, plan, layout or construction, or because they cannot
be seen.

Unclassifiable sites may occasionally be single monuments, as for
example some cropmark sites, or areas of buried land surface,
details of which cannot be cbtajined without destroying the aite
through excavation. More common 18 the presence of unclassifia-
ble deposits within relict cultural landscapes and urban areas.




SUMMARY

The Preferred Route of the A419/417 Cirencester and Stratton
bypass was announced in April 199%0. The route selected for
the scheme, although passing through ne archaeological sites
or monuments under statutory legislation, was however antic-
ipated +to pass by or through a number of archaeclogical
sites 1dentified generally from crop-marks or isclated
finds. This information wag provided to the Department of
Transport by Gloucestershire County Council during Technical
Appraisal.

In September 1990 Frank Graham Consulting Engineers Ltd
commissioned an archaeclogical survey of the route on behalf
of the Department of Transport so that the latter might,
amongst other benefits, comply with Council Directive No.
85/337/EEC of 27 June 1985,

Between September 1990 and November 1991 the Cotsweld Ar-
chaeological Trust carried out a 8Stage 1 Archaeoclogical

- Assegsment and a Stage 2 Archaeclogical Evaluation. This

report presents the findings of the Stage 1 and Stage 2 work
and also includes a Stage 3 Management Strategy for the
archaeclogical resource. The work follows the brief for
archaeological services issued by Frank Graham Consulting
Engineers Ltd.

The report contains summarised information of the Stage 1
work, full]l details can be found in Supplement A (CAT Type-
gcript report 9031). Full details of Stage 2 work can be
found in Chapter 5 of this document, and Stage 3 recommenda-

tions in Chapter 7. Supplement B uf this report contains

specialist reportas relating to Stage 2 of the work. While
Supplement C(i) contain® maps, trench plans and photographs
also relating to Stage 2. Supplement C(ii) contains plans
illustrating the effect of the scheme on the archaeoclogical
resource and Stage 3 recommendations for management.

The Stage ] Archaeclogical Assegament

The Stage 1 Archaeological Assessmaent of the study area
(defined as the area within the estimated fenceline of the
scheme as shown on FGCE Drwgs 9102/26/34-38) undertaken by
CAT involved desk-hased analysis to bring together informa-
tion from Sites and Monuments Records, documentary sources,
map scurces, aerial photographs and museum records. Supple-
menting this was a programme of field-walking carrisd out
over all available arable areas, and field-checking where
this was not possible.

As a result of the Stage 1 work a further 11 areas of poten-
tial archaeclogical significance were added to the existing




total of 13 site® and monuments recorded at the time on the
Gloucestershire SMR. '

The Stage 2 Archaeological Evaluation

The aim of the evaluation wag to provide data from direct
observation of archaeoclogical deposits identified through
trial excavation on sites identified at Stage 1. Geophysi-
cal survey carried out over select areas between Stage 1 and
Stage 2 was used to assist 1n the targeting of trenches at
Stage 2. Geophysical results c¢an be found in Chapter 2 of
the evaluation report.

Sites and monuments were investigated by a combination of
linear +<renches within which overburden was removed by
machine, and totally hand-dug test~pits,

The Stage 3 Archaeclogical Management Strategy

The Stage 3 Archaeclogical Managesment Strategy is dewveloped
as a direct result of findings from Stage 1 and Stage 2.

The first step in the strategy involved the development of
levels of ‘archaeclecgical importance' t¢o be assigned to
sites and menuments within the study area. Four levels were
appropriate, High; Medium; Low and Blanks. A full defini-
tion of each level is given in Chapter 7.

Eight sites of High archaeclogical importance were high-
lighted hy the work:

[1} The envirens of Trinity Mill including; an organic

clay deposit in the valley floor with palaeo—-environ-—
mental ©potential; the Lynches trackway PRN 2085; and
the watermeadows and mill pound on their group value.
[2] Roman Fosse Way and later roads under the present
BA429, In Hare Bushes plantation and in Field No.0O041,
{3] Flint scatter in Fleld No-.2200

[4] PRN 3067a and 3067b in Field No.2472.

[5] PRN 3072 and possible second ring-ditch in Field
No,3923

[6] PRN 3290 in Field No.7262

[7] FRN 2388a in Field No.0044

[8] Poszible occupation area in Field Ko.9329

Ten sites of Medium archaeological importance were defined:

[1] Linear ditch in Field No.7262

[2] linear ditches in Field No,0015

[3] Linear ditch, pits, possible neolithic flint scat-
ter, medieval pot scatter and possible line of Roman
road 1Iin Field No.8848 and adjacent to the modern White




Way.

[4] Flint scatter in Field No.4830.

[5] Flint scatter and pit in Field No.0041

[6] Medieval pot scatter, possible prehistoric features
in Field No.9534

[7] Possibility of prehistoric features in Field
No.2472

[8] Posszible continuance of prehistoric ditches in

Field No.I757

[92] Linear ditches in Field No.5049

{10] possibility of Roman features alongside Ermin
Street PRN 7542, in Field No's 0044, 5366, 7748, 9329,
9300,0005, 0186,

A large number of areas were deemed to be of Low Archaeo—
logical Interest:

[1] Field No's 7262, 3600, B265, 0015, 1023, 0007,
1800, 4800, 3025, 0005, 1900, 1971, 2139, areas within
0041, 0242, and 2246; 1416; 2487: 6100: 5783; 5459;
8057; 5837; 7540; 7400; 8100; 0006: 2000: 0973: 2636:;
3923; areas wilthin 6800 and 7900; 5400; 7490; 50BS&:;
6579; areas of 7262: B476: 0044,

[2] Also included in this category were the parish

boundaries of Daglingworth/Bagendon;
Daglingworth/Baunton; Bagendon/Baunton where they wsre
cut by the road scheme.

" Blank archaeclogical areas were predominantly roads with one

exception:

[1] A435; White Way: A429; Cherrytree Lane: A417;
Witpit Lane; St Augustines Lane; Harnhill Lane; Drif=~
field Lane; A419.

[2] Hare Bushes plantation

The dimpact of the road scheme upon the archaeclogical re-
gource was split into three sub-divisions; (i) Physical
impact on the archaeclogical deposite: (11) Vigual! impact

upon upstanding archaecleogical remains; and, (iii) Physical
Impact upon palaso-environmental deposits.

Physical Impact was deemed to be upon two levels High and
Low. In effect most of the bypass scheme is seen as High

Impact, the construction of the scheme involving cuttings

over much of the route with overburden stripping in remain-
ing areas leaves little or no scope for the preservation of
deposits. Therefore all of the above listed sites are
affected in some way by the road scheme.




Visual Impact will be encountered in four areas along the
route of the road:

[1] At the northern end of the bypass corrider teo the
Churn valley views to Bagendon and the Perrots Brook
earthworks and dyke complex from Baunton Downs wlll be
affected,

[2T N =
es5 upstanding archaeological remainz of a variety of
periods.

{3] Field No.7540 where extant ridge—and-furrow will be
clipped by the scheme,

[4] Field No's 5400 and 7590 where extant ridge-and-
furrow will be bisected by the scheme.

Potential impact upon the palaec—environmental resource has
only been identified at one slte, this is at Trimity miill in
the Churn Valley. There are however three limitations <o
the concern about this deposit (i) it lacks accurate dating,
(ii) its full extent 15 unknown, and (iii) the exact details
of wviaduct construction in the vicinity of the deposit are
unknown at time of writing.

To deal with the threat to the archaeological resource along
the route of the bypass four levels of mitigation action
have been proposed:

{1} Conservation/preservation  whereby minor re-
alignment of the road scheme would allow archaeological
deposits of High Importance to remain preserved in the
ground and unaffected by the scheme has besn proposed
in four areas, with recommendations for one additional
area being dependent upon further evaluation. In all
cases where it becomes impractical to leave remains
undisturbed in situ it is proposed that full excavation
must be undertaken. Decisions on this strategy must be
taken at the pre-construction stage with monitoring

during construction.

[2] Full excavation has heen recommended for three
areas where deposits of High Importance cannot be
preserved within the design of the acheme, with the
provision that some or all of the areas listed under
the heading of Conservation/Preservation may also be
included within +thizs categery. Thiz work should be
carried out at the pre-construction stage.

[3] Strip-and-Record whereby areas of Medium Importance
are mechanically stripped of overburden allowing isola-
tion of selected features for excavation has Dbeen
recommended in 13 areas. This work can be carried out
at the intra-construction stage.




{4] Watching Briefs whereby areas thought to be of Low
Importance will be monitored for archaeological discov-—
eries during construction works have been recommended
for eight areas,




CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION AND BRIEF

1.1 Brief, scope and definitions

This report presents the combined findings of a Stage 1
Archaeclogical Assessment and a Stage 2 Archaeological
Evaluation of the 'corridor of interest' as defined on FGCE
Drwg. No's. 9102/26/34~38 for the proposed A419,/417 Ci-
rencester and Stratton Bypass, Gloucestershire.

The study was commisszioned by Frank Graham Conszulting Engi-

neers Limited, Elgar Housge, Shrub Hill, Worcester, Hereford
and Worcester, WR4 9EN for the Department of Transport.

Within the corridor of interest there has been no archaeo-
logical assessment or evaluation work undertaken except the

recent CAT studies. Individual parcels of land have in some
caseg been very briefly examined by a variety of individual
fieldworkers but not as a coherent +thematic, pericd or

landscape study.

The proposed method of road construction was not known in
detail at the time this report was compiled, recommendations
for archaeological mitigation strategies have been made on
the strength of verbal communication between FGCE and CAT

rataff and on a series of design drawings for the s2cheme as
] SO1 JAM Y e

R T e AT AL Sl L )

In order that the DTp may comply with Council Directive No.
B3/337/EEC of 27 June 1985 and assess the likely effects of
the =scheme the following objectives are achieved 1in £his
report.

Stage 1 Archaeclogical Assessment
a) The compilation of base-line archaeological data for
the study area, covering all periods. 8ources include
national and local records, field surveys and geophysical
surveys. This comprises a summary of the known archaeclogi-
cal resource,

Chapters 2 and 3 in this document, and Supplement 2.

Stage 2 Archaeclogical Evaluation
b) The evaluation of the archaeoclogical characteristics of
the areas highlighted in the Stage 1 Archaeclogical Assess-
ment through a programme of excavation.

¢} The assessment of the nature, extent and importance of
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the archaeclogical rescurce represented within +the study
area with deseriptions framed to conform with the DoE guide-
lines for the recognition of monuments of national impor-
tance,

Stage 3 Archaeclogical Management Strategy
d) The formulation of recommendations and options for
strategies +to deal with all aspects of the archaeoclogy in
relation to the proposed road scheme.

The aim of this archaeological study is +to provide high
quallty archaeological data with a view to enabling:

i) any modification to the design, construction methods,
and/or layout of the proposed development to be prepared in
good time.

ii) the design, planning and costing of the most appropriate
archaeclogical response to the proposgsed development +o be
prepared in good time.

The archasological evidence considered in this report lies
both above and below the present ground surface. No archae-
¢logically relevant standing buildings fall within the
corridor of interest.

The atudy area

The study area is defined as the ‘'corridor of interest’

ot —48 T (= i1 - - NS . U » 2 - = = = = -

1:2500 (see Supplement C, Figure 1.5 for reduced version).

The proposed bypass leaves the A41l7 trunk road near the
Daglingworth Crossroads to run south to join the A419 +trunk
road at Driffield Crossroads, passing to the east of Ci-
rencester,.

The <corridor of interest commences at NGR: SF 007055 near
the Jjunetion of Stratton, Bagendon and Daglingworth parish
boundaries on the edge of Cirencester Golf Club. It then
runs eastward across Bagendon Downs to c¢ross the Churn
valley at Trinity Farm above Baunton wvillage. From the
crosaing of the Churn it then passes along the high ground
to the east of Baunton where it strikes south-east towards
Hare Bushes plantation. Thereafter it runs in a straight
line to cross +the Fosse Way to the east of Cirencester
passing by Preston village and on to the Driffield Cross—
roads. From here upgrading of the present A419 +to dual
carriageway standard takes the corridor along the line of
the road +to the county boundary at Fosse Farm where the




Latton bypass scheme begins at NGR: 85U 071979.

The corridor of interest varies In width from 20-60m on the
maln coross country sections widening to approximately 100m
at points aleng the route where it crosses existing major
roads. The total area involved in the scheme is approximate-
ly 97ha (241 acres), of which some 62.5ha are under arable
cultivation, 23ha are laid down to pasture at the +time of
thig atudy, B8ha are woodland and the remaining 3.5ha com-
prise roads, tracks, etc.

At its northern limit the corridor of interest runs across
land at 178m OD, gradually decreasing in height wuntil it
reaches the lowest point at 86m OD on the scouthern Jjunction
with the Latton bypass.

Throughout this report individual fields are referred to in
the text by their modern land parcel numbers as they appear
on the c¢urrent Ordnance Survey 1:2500 series maps.

Geology and soils

From north to south on the route of the bypass the underly-
ing geclogy i3 Great Oolite from the Daglingworth Crossroads
to +the White Way above Baunton. From here the Foreast Mar-
bles run as far as the village of Preston from which point
Middle Lias Cornbrash predominates as far as Fosse Farm on
the A419. The Forest Marbles make a brief re-entry into the
sequence between Harnhill and Ermine Farm.

river +terrace gravels, Fullers earth, and recent alluvium,
the alluvial deposits widening out downstream of Baunton.

Archaeological background

The corridor of interest does not pass through any archaeo-
logical sites of previocusly recognlsed national importance,
There are, however, several extremely important Scheduled
Monuments on the fringes of the corridor: Corinium Roman
Town and the Perrott's Brook Dykes being the most notable,

with +the Tar Barrows on the east of Cirencester coming

closest +to the propased route. Although the proximity of
these monuments to the road scheme has certain implications
for the archaeclogy of the area, none are directly affected
by the current proposals. '

Within the corridor there are 13 FRN's registered on the
November 1990 edition of the GCC SMR. These are listed and
fully describsed inh Appendix A of Supplement A to this docu-
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1.5

ment.

Previous archaeclogical work in the study area has princi-
pally involved personal research by individuals and in-
cludes:

1) fieldwalking by Mr 8§ F Coombs in the 1970's on a varie-
ty of sites to the east of Clrencester identified several
flint scatters within or impinging upon the corridor.

2) fieldwerk in 1983 by Dr R Hingley around PRN's 2026,
2390, 3067, 3068, 3069, 3070, 3072, 8383 & 3313 located some
flintwerk associated with several of these monuments. He

- alao studied aerial photographs in the vicinity.

3) observation of the Thames water pipeline from Preston
to Baunten which eut through the corridor at two places, was
carried out by C Henshaw in 1981. Nothing was discovered
within the corridor, but close-by some artefactual material
was noted.

Resource discrimination criteria and project logistics

The 1dentified archaeclogical resource is divided inte two
categories, sites and monuments.

A site may be defined as a 'window' or view onte the archae-
alogical resource, for example, an excavation, watching
brief, aerial photograph or an old map.

The ferm monument is usefully defined by the Ancient Monu-
ments and Archaecological Areas Act 1979 as:

a) any building, structure or work, whether above or helow
the surface of the land, and any cave or excavation.

h) any s8ite comprising the remains of any such building,

structure or work or any cave or excavation.

o) any 3ite comprising, or containing the remains of any
vehicle, vessel, aircraft or other movable structure or part
thereof which neither constitutes nor forms part of any work
which is a monument in part a) above.

Most of +the items contained in +the Gloucestershire SMR
(Supplement A, Appendix A) are best regarded as ‘'sites',
that is they are archaeological observations of wvarious
kinds which may provide clues as to the nature of monuments.
The nature of these monuments is described in Chapter 6.



The strategy adopted for the production of +this survey
follows that in PPG16 and the paper by Darvill and Gerrard
{1990). The aim has been to provide baseline data about
sites and monuments within the corridor. A variety of survey
technigques were used in this procesz. The data retrieved
during this process can only be as reliable and complete as
the best currently available techniques will allow.

There are a varlety of problems which limit the guallty of
different sources. Examples include +the difficulty of
plotting cropmarks accurately from oblique aerial photo-
graphs, and fieldwalking at a time when the cereal crop is
well-developed and obscures a proportion of +the ground
surface.

Moreover +the land use differs along the study area which
makes +the consistent application of any one single survey
technigque impossible,

A fieldwalking programme was implemented over 63.3% of the
corridor. Line walking at 50m intervals provided a ¢.1%
sample investigation of the surface area of the walkable
gsections of the corridor. Area walking within =zites identi-
fied from the line walking survey increases surface coverage
to ¢c. 25%.

A field-checking programme was operated over all of the
corrider, +the only area where this investigative procedure
proved ineffectual was in Hare BPBushes plantation within
which +tree cover was so dense as to make identification of
upstanding features impossible.

Some DTp trial pits in potentially sensitive archaeological

areas were briefly examined to check for archaeology. The
location of +these trial pits was governed by geolegical
parameters; no archaeology was noted. A full programme of
examination of test pits was not part of the original ar-
chaeological project specification as knowledge of this work
was not avallable to CAT at the time of its compilation.

The great size of the corridor of interest, which Is some
97ha 1n areal extent, precluded blanket geophysical cover-
age. Bite specific geophysical surveys were operated over 16
potential archaeoclogical areas, and several test transects
were done 1in sections of the corridor where +there was a
limit wupon the amount of information that could be derived
from other survey methods. In total this amounts to some
9.4% of the corridor being subject t¢ investigation by

geophysical survey.

Sites of archaseclogical potential ldentified at Stage 1 were
evaluated by excavation during Stage 2. Some 20 sites were



identified, being examined by a total of 48 trenches, 18 of
these were hand-dug and 30 machine stripped of topacil. The
total area opened by trenching is szome 1395 sg.m, or 0.l4%
of the corridor of interest.




CHAFPTER 2

STAGE 1 ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT - DATA COLLECTION

RS Srs=oSRm——=Spymom—= e e et D e

In +this chapter the techniques used for the location and
description of sites are discussed. The methods used and
_  —sourees studied demonstrate how the data levels are buillt up
using a variety of field techniques to complement the desk-
based techniques. The field techniques include field-walk-
ing, fieldchecking and geophysical survey.

2.1 Archaeological recorda and archives

The Gloucestershire County Council SMR held at Shire Hall,
Gloucester, 1is a computer-based record augmented by PRN
plots (sketch only) on O5 base-maps at 1:10,000 scale.
Within +this database information has been collected and
gtored from the National Monuments Record, Ordnance Survey
Archaeological Record Cards, excavations, field surveys,
casual finds and historical records relating to the county.
The database also i

| accession records and a preliminary search of oprimary and
[ secondary literature. The 8SMR data included in Supplement A,

Appendix A is catalogued by archaeclogical perlod and PRN,

2.2 Aerial photographs

All the major national collections were acceszed for data.
This included libraries of the Committee for Rerial Photog-
raphy at Cambridge Univerasity, and the Royal Commission on
the Historical Monuments of England which includes many NMR
prints. RCHME's archives additionally contained some photo-
graphic material supplied by independent, private fliers,.
: Both libraries hold extensive collections of wvertical and T
oblique AP's. A full listing of photographs examined occurs
__  in Gupplement A, Appendix B. GSeveral private collections |
- could not be accesszed for data due to lack of time, the
widespread coverage afforded by the CAPCU and RCHME collec—
tions was assumed to be sufficient at this stage. ‘

No additional evidence was forthcoming from those photo-
graphs examined with which to enhance current plots (Glos
SMR; RCHME 1976; Leech 1977) but some additicnal detail,
definition and more accurate plotting was possible (see
Supplement A, Figures 1.4-1.8),

All +the cropmarks were plotted at a scale of 1:2500 on 08
base sheets. This facilitated positioning of evaluation
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trenches.

Cartographic and documentary sources

The oprincipal scource of this material was the Gloucester

- Record Office,.

tudy area have been examined and
relevant data transcribed onto 1:10,000 scale 05 base-maps.
Only +the most useful map data has been reproduced in the
Azsessment report, ie. early 19th century field names and

- boundaries (see Supplement A, Figure 2.0)., A list of carto~-

graphic material examined appears in Supplement A, Appendix
C.

Primary documentary sources survive in the form of deeds,
estate papers, reglsters, accounts and terriers. A 1list of
the material relevant to the study area appears in Supple-
ment A, Appendix C.

Secondary documentary sources include unpublished fieldwalk-
ing notes; excavation and fleldwalking reports in TBGAS and

Gleven=isz;: <the RCHME volume on Itron Age and Romane=British

Monuments in the Gloucestershire Cotswolds (1978), and th;
VCH volume II for Gloucestershire. Detalls are listed in
the Bibliography, as are tertiary sources.

2.4 Museums
Archaeological finds from Cirencester and its environs are
mainly held by the Corinium Museum in Cirencester. Some
material has been dispersed to major museums around the
country.
It is hoped that most landowners will donate any artefactual
material recovered from thelir property during the course of
these investigations to the Corinium Museum.
It is5 anticipated that the clients (FGCE Ltd)} will allow CAT
to deposit archive copies of reports arising from this study
with the Corinium Museum.

2,5 Individual expertisze

Several local fieldworkers were contacted. Little addition-
al information waa fortheoming on the study area from these
sources,
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2.6

Fieldwork

A programme of extensive fieldwalking was carried out along
the corridor where field conditions permitted. Scme 65% of
the corridor was deemed to be suitable for fieldwalking. An
intensive fieldwalking programme was operated on a site-
apecific basis. In total some 16.89 % of the corridor sur

face area was covered by theae means, The principal aim was

to—adefime the location, extent and date of archaeological
sites within the corridor from all periods.

A complementary programme of field-checking was carried out
cver the entire corridor. The principal aim here was to
investigate those areas of the corridor under pasture which
could not be fieldwalked, le. pasture and woodland,etc.It
was also implemented as a double check in those areas where
fieldwalking was possible to look for standing earthworks.

Fieldwalking

Fieldwalking relies upon the assumption that the artefactual
material recovered from the field surface will be represen-—

tative of the total art

}

ploughseil, and that this in turn reflects any sub-surface
features. Deeply buried features such as graves or pits will
normally remain undetected during fileldwalking. Details of
soil depth and subsoil conditions ware not recorded during
the programme and metal detectors were not employed.

Extensive coverage of the corridor was carried out by line
walking at 50m intervals based on the 0§ national grid.
Material from each scan line (approximately 1m wide field of
viaion) was collected, bagged and grid-referenced every 50m
along the line. Extensive coverage in this systematic
manner allows comparison between sample units and gives a
ground surface coverage of 2% of the 65% of the corridor
which could be assessed in this way.

coverage was operated on a slte-specific Dbasis.
Sites identified from the rapid extensive programme were re-—
walked in a more intenszive study. The same OS base was used
but  the grid was increased to a 25m spacing. Within each
25mx25m square the entire ground surface was scanned giving
100% coverage of the area under scrutiny. Several sites
identified in this way straddle the corridor rather than lie
wholly within it. It was outwith the parameters of this
study to fully investigate the total extent of these sites
as this could have involved coverage of whole fields not
directly affected by the bypass corridor.

Some 16.89%% of the ground surface of the corridor has thus
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been examined by fieldwalking.

Material recovered from both surveys was plotted at 1:2500
scale on OS5 base maps for the entire study area. Due to the
conslderable size of the assessment project only certain
select categories of artefactual material were illustrated
within the report and these were restricted to a site-spe-~
cific selection (gee Supplement A, Appendix F). CAT holds

working copies of all maps showing artefact categories for
the entire study area. These form part of the project
archive and can be made available for consultation by prior
appointment if requested.

Fieldwalking results (by period)

Prehistoric

Evidence of prehistoric activity within the study area is
rastricted to two artefact categories, flint and pottery.
The flint was divided into sub-categories and catalogued,
le. burnt, waste, implement etc, but much of this material
can be difficult to assign to specific chronological peri-
ods. Little patterning could be seen within +the distribu-

tions r

but full dating is again difficult on the basis of the small
amounts recovered.

Details oaof hha distributions can be found in S8ection 3 of
Supplement A.

The programme highlighted six new areas of interest:
(relevant field numbere can be found on Figure 1.3 of Sup-
plement C)

1) Field No.4B30 Site
2) Field No.0Q041 Site
3) Field No.1416 Site
4) Field No.2200 Site
5) Field No.8476 Site

L e R

&) Field Nop.932% Site

These new sites were all identified as scatters of fliat.
Very 1little identifiable prehistoric pottery was recovered
from the corridor. This is not an uncommon phenomenon as it
is not until the late Iron Age that pottery fabrics become
resllient enough +to withastand the rigours of prolonged
Presence in cultivated soils.

Romano-British

Surprisingly little evidence came to light o indicate RB
activity within the study area. Relatively little ceramic
material was recovered. However, there were two areas where

(A
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material was recovered in marginally significant quantity.
These are: :

1) Field Nos. 2472/1757
2) Field Nos. 9534/7400 8ites J and X.

A fragment of gquernstone, po=sibly Roman in date, was also
recovered from Field No.7400.

Medleval ‘
There were two concentrations of medieval pottery. These
were located in:

1) Field No.9534 Site J
2) Field No.7400 Site K.

There were no other significant concentrations in the corri-
dor. Possible reascns for the occurrence of +this material
were discussed in length in Supplement A, Section 4.4.

Poat-medieval

There is a general and consistent scatter of post-medieval
material throughout the corridor. No concentrations occur.
Nearly all of the material from this period would appear to
have found its way into the fields through manuring.

Early modern period

Distributions of modern brick, tile, slag etc broadly re-
flect +the same manuring patterns, road networks, and areas
of occupation as +the preceding period. There would not
appear to he any signlflcant concentratlons of matarlal and

nr=y =T =
¥ L L il

ing manuring patterns

2.8 Field-checking

During the assessment all but one area of the corridor was
accessible for field-checking. These were not available
Fields 9952,1941, and 3929% at Peewits Hill Parm.  These
fields have since been checked. Hare Bushes plantation was
technically available for field-checking but did in fact
prove problematic due to dense undergrowth.

Fields wunder pasture or parcels of land under +tree cover
were visually checked for earthworks. Several traverses of
each field were undertaken and identified features noted on
recording sheets. Earthworks were recorded in a number of
fields, details of these can be found in Supplement A, 24-8.
Those of particular interest are listed below:

11
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Field-checking results

1) Field Nos. 0007,1619,1400,1600 Site B. A complex of
agrarian, water management, road, and mill features of
possible medieval date and later.

2) Field No.7200 Site E. Features alongside +the Fosse
Way.

Fleld conditions and land availability

Conditions for fieldwalking were not ideal. Although 65 %
of the corridor was under arable and theoretically available
for fieldwalking, some fields were under root crops and many
others had sufficient growth of winter cereals in them as to
obacure around 40% of the field surface Iin some cases. One
field which was subsequently ¢leared of crop, has since been
walked. The results were negative.

Weather conditions affect artefact recovery rates. During
the course of the fieldwalking such conditions were assesszed
as falr.

For field-checking all but 13.3% of the corridor was avail-
able for examination.

A NS W T 2 A S S B B s
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2,10 Geophysical Survey

The geophysical survey was executed in two stages due to the

work was in fact carried out between the Stage 1 Assessment
and the Stage 2 evaluatieon and also during +the &Stage 32
Evaluation, but the results of this work are included within
Chapter 2 of this document as it is basically an assessment
technigue.

The geophysical survey was split into two distinct compo-
nents. The first included test sampling over areas of —the ——
corridor that were under permanent pasture and could not be
fieldwalked. These failed +o show any notable 8igns of
archaeological activity during fieldchecking. These same
areas showed no useful indications of archaeology when
examined through AP analysis. Points for sampling were
gelected on +the basis of their potential for past human
utilisation (eg. plateau areas rather than scarps), informa-
tlon gathered from landowners about potential areas of
archaeological significance based on past discoveries, and
attempting fo c¢over a reasonably spaced sample of the land
involved,
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The second component of the survey involved execution of
test surveys over potential or known archaeological sites
highlighted at £Stage 1 for further investigation. These
were looked st in order to 1) assess the potential for the
exigtence of additicnal features not visibkle on the AP's,
ii) +to check the positioning of fesatures plotted from AP
evidence, and 1ii) to assist accurate targeting of evalua-
tion trenches to ensure maximum return of data as far as was

. practicable.

The survey instrument used in all cases was a Geoscan Flux—
gate Magnetometer. Use of a magnetometer was chosen as the
most appropriate geophysical technigue where the need was to
provide a reasonable return of information while covering
the ground rapidly.

The survey transects were In nearly all cases related to the
05 National Grid although the standard survey unit was a
30mx30m square. Multiples or subdivisions of this unit were
uszed as required.

Select details of the geophysical survey are given by field
in Chapter 3 of this document. A short account is now given
here,

The following arsas were surveyed:

Site A(i) 3000m2 in Field No 7262, under pasture, no crop-
mark or fieldchecking evidence.

Site A(ii) and (iii) 8550m2 in Field No 9952 & 3929 under
pasture, no cropmark svidence. ©Some feint earthwork fea-
tures probably modern.

Site D 5400m2 in Field No 4830 Flint scatter

Site E 1800m2 in Field No 7200 adjacent to Fosse Way. The
only point on the Fosse within the corridor which is not
under tree cover or been quarried in the past.

Site F 3600m2 in Field No 0041, Flint scatter.

Site H 5400m2 in Field No 1416. Flint scatter

Site I 5400m2 in Field No 2200. Flint scatter

Site J 20700m2 in Field No 9534. Medieval pottery scatter,

some Roman background material.
8lte X 3600m2 in Field No7400. Medieval pottery scatter,

gome Roman background material including a quernstone frag-
ment.
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Site L 3600m2 in Field No 2472 FRN 3067.

Site M 1800m2 in Field No 2636 FPRN 3383

SBite N 9825m2 in Field No 5049 PRN 2026.

8ite P 5400m2 in Field No 8476. Flint scatter.
Site R 5400m2 in Field No 0044 PRN 2388a.

Site 5 6800m2 in Field No 9329, Flint scatter

Total area surveyed equals 90275m2, and equates to a 9.62%
gsample of the corridor.

Geophysical survey results

The geophysical survey was useful in exposing the presence
of potential features at Sites A(i)-(iii). Nothing was
previcusly known in these areas, most features recorded were
linear although there were some possible pits.

Site D was relatively devold of features, some possible pits
were encountered.

Nothing was revealed at 5ite E.
A possible pit group was recorded within Site F

A few tentative linear features and possible pits were
recorded at Sites H apd I,

Some linear features and possible pits were recorded at Site
J, results at Site K were very poor.

Results at Site L revealed PRN 3067 to be located further
north than the AP evidence suggested.

Results at Site N showed a complex of linear features and
some possible pits.

A possible ring-like feature was tentatively identified at
Site P

Results at Site R were not encouraging, PRN 2388b was diffi-
cult +to identify among the very few feint indicaticns of
features. .

Site § revealed some pit like anomalies and some linear
features. '
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Full details of the survey procedure and results are given
by S8ite in the survey report in Supplement B.

2,11 The Earthwork Survey - Trinity Mill

The watermeadow complex at Trinity Mill was subject +to
field-checking during Stage 1. Examination of the area
revealed a suspected sequence of superimposed features
including watermeadows, drains, leats and causeways. In
addition the site was known for its earlier history, there
being literary reference to a mill in the area from at least
the Saxon period, and on the east side of the wvalley +the
pre~1820 road is well preserved in lengths.

It was belieaved that the complexity of the area could not ba

properly understood without a detailed survey of the fea-—
tures within and around the corridor. This work was carried
out by RCHME between Stage 1 and Stage 2., and encompassed
the whole parcel of land pertaining to Trinity Mill.

The earthwork survey results

The initial suspiclon that there were complex features in
this area was justified by the results of the survey. These
showed that there was indeed a complex history to the water-
- meadows +themselves, +there being evidence of superimposed
systems and typological differences between blocks of mead-
ow., Unfortunately,the laying down and subsequent changes to
watermeadow systems are not well documented in contemporary
literature, making phase dating almost impeossible.

The survey also revealed remnant ridge—and-furrow preserved
on the valley floor but truncated by the watermeadow bhlock
(8). This same section of ridge-and-furrow is cut through
by the mill pound of Trinity Mill and it would seem the
upcast from the excavation of this feature overlies the
ridge—and-furrow +to some extent. This helps to date the
mill opound on a relative basis. Ridge-and-furrow in +the
| Cotswolds reaches a peak of usage around the 13th century,
therefore because the pound cuts the extant ridge-and furrow
it 1s later than it, le. probably no earlier than the 13th
century. The style of ridge-and-furrow encountered here is
narrow—rig, normally this 1s asscciated with post-medieval
land-uge, and if so then cutting of the mill pound must be
seen as a fairly late development.

Apart from +these features there were no other important
archaeclogical elements apparent within the general aresa of
the corridor.

An important secondary conslderation is that thls detailed
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earthwork survey will ensure that damage done to the meadows
could, if felt appropriate, be re—-instated accurately and to
the original plan by using the 1:1000 earthwork survey.

Full details of the earthwork survey can be found In Supple-
ment B.

Summary

The following chapter lists a fully detailed account of
assessment work done on the corrider using the variety of
techniques summarised in this chapter. The data 1s arranged
by modern field number.
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CHAPTER 3

STAGE 1 ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT - RESULTS

3.1 General

In this chapter the archaeclogical data assembied at theemd———

of Stage 1 is summarised. The data is defined in terms of
gites identified using the technigues outlined in Chapter 2.

The study area is broken down into small units using the
present field numbering system. Within these fields the
presence or absence of sites, their nature and the technique
used in their location are described.

The fleld numbers are those that appear on the medern 1:2500
05 maps. The fields and numbers can be seen on Figures 1.2

The field names are those that appear on the early 19%th
century maps of the area (see Supplement A, Figure 2.0),
many of these names persist to the present day.

The following records apply only to the study area wilthin
each field, not to each field as a whole unless sites extend
beyond the study area.

FIELD NUMBER: 7262
Field name: None
Land-use: Pasture
Stage 1 Agsesament «~ desk-based study
Result: The parish boundary between Daglingworth and
Baunton runs through the corridor here.
Stage 1 Assessment — fieldwork
Field-checking results: no surface visible features
Geophysical results: possible ditches and pits indicat-
ed. (Supplement B, Geophysical report)
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation
wo machine cu renches, an
linear and pit-like features.

FIELD NUMBER: B8265

Fisld name; none

Land~use: pasture

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: two parish boundaries form the E and § edges of
this field. The Bagenden/Daglingworth boundary is called
Warrens Wall, the name may be medieval in origin.

Stage 1 Assessment — fleldwork

Fleld-checking result: no surface features visible.
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Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation
None :

FIELD NUMBER: 3600

Field name: not known

Land-use! golf course

Stage 1 Azsessment — desk-based study

Result: the parish boundary between Baunton, Bagendon and

Daglingworth form the Ilimits E ap N tothis field-
Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Fileld-checking result: no surface visible features.
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation
None

FIELD NUMBER: 9952

Field name:none

Land-use: pasture

Stage 1 Aszsessment - desk-based study

Result: no records exist of archaeological finds/sites.
Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Field-checking result: a feint lynchet noted running N-5
across the field, This cuts the corrider from NGR
SPO0905006 to SPO0S0705453. Several linear depressions also

run —across the corridor these are most probably modern

drains.
Geophysical result: Traces of ancomalies noted, undefinsd.

. Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None taken up due +to difficulties of access

FIELD NUMBER: 1941

Field name: Pewstt Hill

Land-use: pasture

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: no records exist of archaeological finds/sites.
Verbal communication with the landowner establishes that an
RB black-burnished ware urn and fragments of Roman Samian
ware were found at NGR 5FP0110905502 to the north of +the
corridor. The reliability of the information is difficult
to assess.

Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Field-checking results: Some linear depressions run across
the corridor, these are most probably modern drains.
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None taken up due to difficultles of access,

FIELD NUMBER: 3929

Field name: Pewett Hill

Land-use: pasture

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: Verbal communication with landowner established
possibllity that a large masonry tank was found before +the
Second World War at the head of the coombe running across
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the corridor. The findspot would appear to be approximately
NGR S5PQLl30705352. It is difficult to assess the reliability
of the information provided.

Stage 1 Assessment ~ fieldwork

Field-checking result: No archaeological traces in reputed
findspot of masonry tank. Several parallel linear depres-
sions visible in area of corridor appear to be modern
drains.

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation
None taken up due to difficulties of acceas.

FIELD NUMBER: 23746

Field name: Pewetts Hill

Land-usge: pasture

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: no records exist of archaeologlcal finds/sites.
Stage 1 Asseasment - fieldwork

Field-checking result: ne visible traces of archaeclogy.
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

Nons

FIELD NUMBER: 0015
Field name: Knockers Hall piece

Land—-use: pasture
Stage 1 Assessment ~ desk-based study

Result: no records exist of archaeological finds/szites.
Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Fleld-checking result: a slight linear hollow running
downslope, two modern trackways running with +he contours
and a very shallow depression were recorded. All appear
modern,

Geophysical result: a number of linear features converging
at right-angles and some possible pits were recorded.
(Supplement B, Geophysical report)

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

One evaluation trench 1991/503 to examine linear and pit-
like features.

geophystical result—Traves of anomatiss moted, wmefined,
b= . 1 3

FIELD NUMBER: 0007

Field name: Millhams

Land-use: pasture

S5tage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Rezult: land bounded by PRN 2090, the 1820 turnpike road
on the NW and a mill pound on the SE. This is part of the
land pertaining to Trinity Mill.

Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Field-checking: a shallow depression exists at the +top
of the slope at SP 0200605150. This would appear +o be
modern quarrying or a disused building platform.

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None,

—
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FIELD NUMBER: 1023

Field name: Millhams

Land~uzse: pasture

Stage 1 Assezsment - desk-based study

Result: land bounded by PRN 2090, the 1820 turnpike road
on the NW and a mill pound on the 5E.

Stage 1 Assessment — fileldwork

Field-checking result: no vislble traces of archaeology.
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation
None.

FIELD NUMBER: 1619

Field name: Millhams

Land-use: meadow

Stage 1 Assessment — desk-based study

Result: this field is part of an extensive water meadow
system in the valley. It is bounded on its NW side by a mill
pound.

Stage 1 Asseszment - fieldwork

Figld-checking result: there are upstanding earthworks of
different phases some of which relate to the water meadows.
Earthwork survey result: remnant ridge-and-furrow exists.
here cut through by later water meadows and the mill pound.
{Supplement B, Survey plan)

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None.

FIELD NUMBER: 1400

Field name: Lake meadow

Land-use: meadow

Stage 1 Aasessment - deak hased study

identified a5 an area w1th putential for daap colluvial
alluvial deposits with pussible palaso-environmental
archaeological content.

Stage 1 Assessment ~ fieldwork

Field-checking result: mylti-phase watermeadow system
still upstanding.

Earthwork survey result: this revealed two distinct blocks

and

of water meadow here showing evidence of alterationover the
years, (Supplement B, survey report p.7)

Propesed Stage 2 Fvaluation

Two machine-cut +trenches 1991/504 and 503 cuyt across the
valley floor to assess the palaeo—environmental and archaeo-
logical potential of deposits.

FIELD NUMBER: 1600

Fleld name: The Lynches

Land-use: pasture

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: field on edge of water meadow system through which
a pre—1820 trackway runs, PRN 2085.
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Stage ] Assessment - fieldwork ‘

Field-checking result: PRN 2085 found to be in exveption-
ally well preserved condition where it passes through the
coryridor.

Propozed Stage 2 Evaluation

A linear trench 1991/506 cut to examine the trackway.

FIELDP NUMBER: 1800

Field name: The Lynches

Land-uge: woodland scrub

Stage 1 Assessment -~ desk-based study

Result: no records of archaeoclogical finds/sites
Stage ] Assessment - fieldwork

Fleld-checking result: ne archaeology visible,
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None .

FIELD NUMBER: 3&00

Field name: Elms Quarry

Land-use: pasture

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: ne records of archaeclogical finds/sites.
Stage 1 Asgessment - fieldwork

Field-checking result: no archaeology visible,
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None.

FIELD NUMBER: 4800

Field name: Elms Quarry

Land-use: pasture on W side, quarry infill and tip on E side
adjacent to White Way

ed—study
Result: field bounded on E side by PRN 2039, +he White
Way. Top end of field was a stone quarry.
Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork
Field-checking result: much ground disturbance at the +top
end of the field, this is related to quarry infilling.
Proposed S5tage 2 Evaluation
Originally propesed one trench running off the edge of the

White Way, trench later re-located due to supply of addi-
tional data after Stage 1 Assessment.

FIELD NUMBER: unknown

Field name: Water Furrow

Land~use: arable (under swedes)

2tage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: field bounded on W =ide by PRN 2039, +he White
Way. AP evidence and features within fields to the north of
this field suggest that the original line of the White Way
may have crossed this field to the rear of Exhibition Barn.
Stage 1 Assessment — fieldwork

Fleldwalking result: this field was walked during Stage 2
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when the c¢rop had been reduced by grazing sheep, some flint-
work was recovered which could be tentatively dated to the
Neolithic pericd.

Field-checking result: a barely perceptible rise was noted
on the approximate projected alignment of the White Way.
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

Originally proposed one trench running off the White Way,
trench later re-located in the light of new evidence follow-
ing the removal of the crop which had previously obscured
the field surface.

FIELD NUMBER: 8848

Field name: Hitchings Hedge

Land-usze: arable (cereals)

Stage 1 Assessment - desk~based study

Result: field is bounded on W side by PRN 2039, the White
Way. The projected re—-alignment of the White Way suggests
it would cross this field in the centre.

Etage 1 Assezsgment - fleldwork

Field-walking result: the crop in this field had sprouted
at the +time of walking, post-medieval and modern pottery
recovered. At Stage 2 some flintwork tentatively ldentified
as Neolithic, and some Whiteway pottery was recovered.
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

Originally none, later modified to place +trench 1991/507
within this fieid in order to examine the area through which
the original line of the White Way was suspected of running.

FIFLD NUMBER: 3025
Field name: Barley Stone
Land—use: arable {(cereals)

Stage 1 Ass = =

Result: no records of archaeological finds/sites

Stage 1 Asgeszment - fieldwork

Field-walking result: the crop in this field was advanced
at the +time of walking, post-medieval and modern pottery
recovered.

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None

FIELD NUMBER: 0Q0Q5

Field name: Ridgeway

Land-use: Arable (cereals)

Stage 1 Assessment — desk—-based study

Rezult: this field is bounded to the W by PRN 2039, the
original 1line of this road is thought to run through the W
side of this field.

Stage 1 MAssesament -~ fieldwork

Field-~walking result: the crop was advanced at the +time
of walking, post-medieval and modern pottery recovered.
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None
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FIELD NUMBER: 1900

Field name: Barley stone

Land-use: Arable (cereals)

Btage 1 Assesament -~ desk-based study

Result: no records of archaseologlcal finds/sites.

S8tage 1 Assessment -~ fieldwork

Field-walking result: the crop was advanced at the time
of walking, post-medieval and modern pottery recovered.

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None

FIELD NUMBER: 1971

Field name: Moor furlong

Land—use: Arable (cereals)

Stage 1 Assessment — desk~based study

Result: no records of archaeological finds/sites,
Stage 1 Asszesament - fieldwork
Field-walking result: some modern pottery, one flint and

one sherd of Roman pottery were recovered.
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation
Naone

FIELD NUMBER: 2139
Field name: Lower twenty acres

Land—use: arable (cereals)

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: an undated cropmark complex PRN 2128 is preszent to
the west of +the corridor. Also a scatter of flint was
recorded in this field in 1972 by Mr § F Coombs, this +too
was otttside the line of the corridor.

Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Fleld-walking result: some modern pottery was recaovered.
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation
None

FIELD NUMBER: 4830

Fleld name: Hare Bushes

Land-use: Arable (cereals)

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

—Result— o records of archaeological finds/sites
Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Field-walking result: a scatter of flintwork was recov-
ered which contained some material datable to the Neolithic
period, most o©f the remaining flint was undiagnestic. A

sherd of medieval pottery and some modern pottery was also
recovered. It was thought that the flintwork may represent
an extension of the scatter recorded in Field No,213% by Mr
Coombs. (Supplemant A, Appendix F, Figures 3.1-3.7)

Geophysical results: a +test transect over the flint
scatter revealed some tentative traces of possiblie pit-like
features,

[ o]
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Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

Four +trenches to be excavated here 1991/508-5311 to examine
the flint scatter and possible pits. Three of these trench-
€5 to be hand-dug and one machine cut.

FIELD NUMBER: Hare PBushes Plantation
Field name: Hare Bushes
Land-use: manhaged woodland

Stage 1 Assmessment — desk—-based study
Result: no recordz of archaeoclogical finds/sites within

~ the corridor, but PRN 6561 the Roman Fosse Way bounds the

plantation on its SE side. The Cirencester and Baunton
parish boundary runs through the N end of the woods crossing
the corridor at SP 0345003103 to SP 0350003103,

Stage 1 Asgessment - fieldwork

Field—-checking result: field-checking hampered by extreme-
ly dense tree cover, the full corridor area could not be
examined adequately. However several features of interest
were recorded within the wood alongside PRN 6361, these
included a short length of platform, a possible roadside
guarry ditech and the road embankment. The parish Dboundary
exists as a single bank with hedgeline, and ditch, where it
crogses the corridor.

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

Three +trenches +o be used here, 1991/512-514 in order +to
examine the platform, the quarry ditch and the area where
the quarry ditch appeared to end and the road embankment
continue as the sole feature.

FIELD NUMBER: 0041

Field name: not known

Land-use: Arable (cereals)

Stage 1 Agsessment - desk-based study

Resul+t: The field is bounded on two sides by PRN 6561 the

.Roman Fosse Way and PRN 5963 Cherrytree Lane a possible

Roman road. In addition there are some cropmarks to the S
of +the corridor, PRN 2129. A scatter of flint was recorded
by Mrr & F Coombs in the field in 1971.
gtage 1 Asgessment - fieldwork

Fileld=walking result! walked under crop but a flint scatter
was identified centred on NGR: SPO375502630, mast of the
material was undiagnostie. Other categories of material
recovered were large quantities of modern pottery and one
gsherd of Roman pottery (Supplement A, Appendix F, Figures
3.8-3.15) ‘
Geophysical result: two areas were examined, one alongside
the Fosse Way was located in the only part of +this field
adjacent to the road not disturbed by quarrying, this showed
no features. The second was a trial transect over the flint
scatter, +this revealed a possible pit cluster at SP
0385003755, and several other possible pits.




Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

One machine-cut trench 1991/515 located at the Fosse Way to
double-check +the area where the geophysical survey showed
negative results. It is =2till suspected that there may bDbe
Roman roadside ditches or oeccupation here. Two hand-dug
test pits 1991/516-517 in the area of the flint scatter to
assess its character, one of these to be located over a
geophysical anomaly to test for possible pits. One machine-
cut trench 1991/518 located at right—-angles +to Cherrytree
Lane in order to check for poszsible Roman roadside ditches

A .

FIELD NUMBER: 0242

Field name: part of Townsend Ground

Land-use: Managed woodland

Stage 1 Assessment — desk-based study

Result: Woodland bounded on W side by Cherrytree Lane, PRN
5963 a possible Roman Road.

Stage 1 Assessment -~ fieldwork

i T G

Field-checking result: an earthen bank was encountered in
the part of the plantation f£lanking the A417 rcad, this 1is
modern.

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

Naone

FIELD NUMBER: 2246

Fleld name: Townsend Ground

Land-use: arable (cereals)

Stage 1 Asseszment — desk-based study

Result: no records of archaeological finds/sites.
S8tage 1 Assesament - fieldwork

l Field-walking result: no material recovered.
+ion

None

FIELD NUMBER: 1416

Fleld name: not known

Land-usge: arable {(cersals)

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: the field 1s bounded by Kingshill Lane PRN 5963 to

(.

the W and by the diszused West Midland and Junctiion railway
line PRN 4944, only the railway runs through the corridaer.
Early photographs of the site show a railway construction
team temporary encampment in the field. No trace of this was
encountered during fieldwork.

Btage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Field-walking result: A flint scatter was identified
centred on NGR: 5P0415502200, other material recovered was
mainly modern pottery. The line of the railway is now

- ..

marked by large quantities of balast and slag in +the +top-
g0ll. (Supplement A, Appendix F, Figure 3.15-3.27)

Geophysical survey result: A test transect was located
over part of the flint scatter this revealed several short
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linear features.

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

Two hand -dug trenches 1991/519-520 to examine the area of
the flint scatter and a machine-cut trench 1991/521 across
one of +the linear features.

FIELD NUMBER: 2200
Field name: not knpown

Land—use ! arable (vereals)

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: field bounded on its NW =ide by PRN 4944, Flint-
work located in this field by Mr S F Coombs in 1972,

Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Field-walking result: a flint scatter was identified in
the area of the corridor, this appeared to be Mesclithicy
Neolithic in date. ©Other material recovered was nmainly
modern pottery.

Geophysical result: a test +transect was carried out over
this area it revealed a few possible pits and =ome short
linear features.

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

One machine-cut +trench 1991/522 to be cut across a short
linear feature and possible pilt., four hand-dug test pits

1991/523-526 to be located within the general fiint scatter

to examine its character, one of these was placed over a
possible pit.

FIELD NUMBER: 6100

Field name: not known

Land-use: arable (cereala)

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: no records of archaeclogical finds/sites.
Stage 1 Assessment - fleldwork

Field-walking result: no material recovered.
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

Neone

FIELD NUMBER: 2487
Field name: Qak Leigh

and—usel arable (Tereals)

Stage 1 Assessment - desk—based study

Result: no records of archaeological finds/sites.
Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Field-walking result: no material recovered.
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None

FIELD NUMBER: 5783

Field name: Mount Hills

Land-use: arable (cereals)

Stage 1 Aasgessment - desk-based study

Result: no records exist of archaeological finds/sites.

)
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Stage 1 Assessment — fieldwork

Field-walking result: a small amount of modern and post-
medieval pottery was recovered from the field, amongst +this
were two flint flakes.

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None

FIELD NUMBER: 3459

Field mame:—Bottom FPiece

I+l N T T T S T S N A

Land—use: arable (cereals)

Stage 1 Assesgssment - deak-based study

Result: no records of archaeological finds/sites

Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Field-walking resul+t: most of the material recovered was
modern pottery but amongst this there were two sherds of
medieval pottery, one possible Roman pot-sherd and ons
flint,

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None

FIELD NUMBER: 8057
Field name: Whittingstools
Land-use: pasture

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: no records of archaeclogical finds/aites
Stage 1 Assessment — fieldwork

Field-checking result: no surface visible features
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None

FIELD NUMBER: 7540

Field name: Whittingstools

Land-use: woodland and pasture

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: no records of archaeoclogical findsg/sites
Stage 1 Asnpessment - fieldwork
Field-checking result: some well preserved ridge-and-

furrow exists within the wood
Propesed Stage 2 Evaluation

P
LB ¥

FIELD NUMBER: 5837

Fiald name: Severals

Land-use: arable (cereals)

Btage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: no records of archaeological finds/sites
Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Fleld-walking result: no material recovered
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None
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FIELD NUMBER: 9534

Fieald name: Cowleigh

Land-use: arable (cereals)

Stage 1 Assesament - desk-based study

Resul+t: no records of archaecloglical finds/sites. The
field contained extant ridge-and-furrow until very recently
when this was bulldozed flat. Fieldwalking was carried out
in 1981 along the route of the Thames Water Pipeline which
ran threoeugh this field, no finds were recovered from fileld
9534 Dbut further N along Witpits Lane medieval and Roman
material was recovered,

Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Field-walking result: & heavy concentration of medleval
pottery broadly dated to between the 12th and 14th centuries
was recovered from this field, amongst it were three Roman
sherds and a few flint flakes. Amongst the medieval pottery
fabric and form types were very limited. Modern and post-
medieval pottery was abundant. {(Supplement A , Appendix F,
Flgure 2.28-3.323)

Geophysical result: the area of the corridor was blanketed
by geophysical survey, the indications from the survey were
that +there was little activity here beyond +the possible
presence of several pit-like features and some curving
linear items. Initial results of the survey had hinted at
the presence of a kiln, but subsequent analysis showed this
to be unlikely. (Supplement B, Geophysical survey report)
Stage 2 Evaluation

Three machine cut trenches were required here 1991/527, 529
and 330. These were intended to examine the general cause
of the scatter of medieval pottery and the various geophysi-
cal anomalies present on the survey,

.

FIELD NUMBER: 7400

Field name: Whittingstools

Land—use: arable (cereals)

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: ne records exist of archaeclogical finds/sites.
l Stage 1 Assessment - fleldwork
- Field-walking result: a heavy concentration of medieval

pottery broadly dated to the 12th to 14th centuries was
recovered from the N part of the field. One sherd of possi-
ble prehistoric pottery was recovered, and one Roman sherd
also. Much of the remaining material was modern and post-
medieval 1n date. A fragment of Roman quernstone was also
recovered from this area. (Supplement A, Appendix F, Figure
3.28-3.33)

Geophysical survey result: The survey showed no activity
within the area examined. (Supplement B, Geaphysical report)
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

Two  trenches were required 1991/528 and 531 in order to
examine the causes for the medieval pottery concentration.




FIELD NUMBER: 8100

Field name: Townsend Ground

Land-use: arable (cereals)

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: no racord of archaeclogical finds/sites.

Stage 1 Assessment -~ fieldwork

Field-walking result: Large gquantities of post-mediewval
and modern pottery was recovered from this field along with
one sherd of medleval pottery and three flints., (Supplement
A, Appendix F, Figures 3.28, 3.29 and 3.32)

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None

FIELD NUMBER: 0006

Field name: Townsend Ground

Land-~use: arable {(cereals)

Stage 1 Assessment — desk-based study

Result: no records of archaeological finds/sites.
Stage 1 Assessment ~ fieldwork
Field-walking result: Much post-medieval and ' modern

pottery was recovered from the field along with three pieces
of flint. The flint was widely scattered. {(Supplement A,
Appendix F, Figure 3.35)

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None

FIELD NUMBER: 2000

Field name: Pinhill

Land-usge: arable (cereals)

Stage ] Assessment — desk-based study

Result: FRN 3313 extant ridge=-and-=furrow, Iis present

Stage 1 Assesament ~ fieldwork

Field—-walking result: heavy stubble cover denied the oppor-
tunity to fieldwalk the area.

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None

FIELD NUMBER: 0973 i
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Field name: Harnhill Lane end ground
Land-use: arable (cereals)
Stage 1 Assessment ~ deak-based study

Result: no records exist of archaeological finds/sites.
Stage 1 Assesament - fieldwork
Field-walking result: a large quantity of post-medieval

and modern pottery was recovered, along with several pleces
of flint which were outside the corridor.

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None
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FIELD NUMBER: 2472

Field name: Duck Foreland

Land-use: arable (cereals)

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: the field contains PRN 3067 a sub-rectangular
enclosure and a double-ditched trackway.

Stage 1 Assesasment - fieldwork

Field-walking result: material recovered from the fisld
was mainly post-medieval and modern pottery with one medie-
val sherd, one Roman sherd and two flints. None of the

material showed any significant c¢lustering. (Supplement A,
Appendix F, Figures 3.34, 3.38 and 3.37)

Geophysical resylt: A sample transect across the area showed
the double ditched trackway to be further north than origi-
nally plotted from the obligue AP's, there were also several
more linear features within the corridor and one or two
possible pit features. {(Supplement B, Geophysical =survey)
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

Two machine-cut trenches 1991/532 and 533 reguired to inves-
tigate the nature of the linear featurss and their relation-
ship to the double ditched trackway.

FIELD NUMBER: 1757

Field name: neot known

Land—use: arable (cereals)

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: no records of archaeclogical finds/sites.
Stage 1 Agsessment - fieldwork
Field-walking result: much post-medieval and maodern

pottery was recovered from this area, amongst this were ane
possible prehistoric sherd and three Roman sherds, and a

fHint. The Romananmd prehiztoric material was all widely
disztributed. (Supplement A, Appendix F, Figure 3.35-3.37)
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None

FIELD NUMBER: 5049
Field name: not known
Land—~usge: arable (cereals)

-----_—P--ﬁm---n

5tage 1 Assessment — desk-based study

Result: PRN 2026 occuples this field, this is mainly a
series of amorphous ditches seen on AP's and a ring-ditch
which is outside the corridor.

Stage 1 Asgsessment - fieldwork

Field-walking result: heavy stubble cover made this field
impossible to walk.

Geophysical result: blanket coverage of the area of +the
fileld covered by the corridor resulted in clear indications
of a number of irregular linear ditches and some possible
enclosures, there were also one or twe possible pits within
the area as well. (Supplement B, Geophysical report)

30




Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

Two trenches 1991/536 and 537 were required to investigate a
sample of these ditches and posgible enclosures, to ascer-
tain their true character and archaeological potential.

FIELD NUMBER: 2636

" Fleld name: not known

Land—-use: pasture

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: this field 1s partly occupied by PRN 3383, a
collection of irregular cropmark features probably field
boundaries and a possible sub-rectangular enclosure.

Stage 1 Assessment — fieldwork

Field-checking result: +there was no wvisible wupstanding
archaeology, the field gave the appearance of having been
levelled at =ome time.

Geophysical result: A sample transect over the possible sub-
rectangular enclosure revealed geveral linear features which
appeared to correspond with the AP evidence. (Supplement B,
Geophysical report)

Froposed Stage 2 Evaluation

Two machine cut trenches 1991/534 and 535 to examine the
nature of +the sub-rectangular enclosure and a section of
linear diteh within the corridor.

FIELD NUMBER: 3923

Field name: not known

Land-use: pasture

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: this field contains PRN 3072 , a double penannular
ring-ditch of indeterminate date, poszibly Bronze Age.
St ork

Field-checking result: revesled no upstanding wvisible ar-
chaeology. This field gave the impression of having bazen
levelled at some point in time.

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

One machine cut trench located across PRN 3072 to assess its
character and state of preservation.

FIELD NUMBER: £800

Field name: not known

Land-use: pasture

Stage 1 Assessment — desk-baszed study

Result: no records of archaeclogical finds/sites.

Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Field~checking result: some traces of remnant ridge-and-
furrow present in field.

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None
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FIELD NUMBER: 5400

Field name: not known

Land-use: pasture

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: no records of archasvlogical finds/sites.

Stage 1 Asseszsment - fieldwork

Fleld-checking result: well preserved secticns of rldge—and—
furrow are present within this field.

FIELD NUMBER: 75%0

Field name: not known

Land-use: pasture

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: no records of archaeological finds/sites

Stage 1 Assessment ~ fieldwork

Field-checking result: some extant ridge-and-furrow is
present here, less well preserved than that in field 5400.

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation
None

FIELD NUMBER: 5086
Field name: not known

Land~use: pasture

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: no records of archaeological finds/sites.
Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Fleld—-checking result: no surface visible features.
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None

FIELD NUMBER: 6579

Field name: not kpnown

Land-use: arable (cereals)

Btage 1 Assessment — desk-based study

Result: no records of archaeological finds/sites
Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Fleld-walking result; no material recovered.

Valuatlion
None

FIELD NUMBER: 8476

Field name: Locks Quarter Ground

Land-use: arable (cereals)

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: parts of +this field used for small scale stone
quarrying. No record of archaecloglcal finds/sites.

Stage 1 Aszaessment - fieldwork

Field-walking results: a general background scatter of paost-—
medieval and modern pottery was recovered, A scatter of
flintwork was also identified, although mostly undiagnostic
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gome of it was perhaps datable to the Bronze Age. (Supple-

ment A, Appendix F, Figure 3.38-3.43)

Geophysical result: A sample transect was carried out over

part . of the flint scatter, this revealed a possible ring-

like feature at the N end of the transect. (Supplement B,
Geophysical report)

Froposed Stage 2 Evaluation

Three hand-dug trenches 1991/539-541 to examine the charac~

ter of the flint scatter, one of these to be placed over the —
possible ring feature seen on the geophysical.

FIELD NUMBER: 7262

Field name: not known

Land—-use: arable (cersals)

Stage 1 Assegsment - desk-based study

Result: this field contains PRN 2390, a ring-ditch. It is
also bounded on its E side by the Preston/Driffield parish
houndary. It has been suggested that +this bDboundary may
represent foszsilisation of an earliier Roman administrative
Loundary.

Stage 1 Aszesament - fileldwork

Fleld-walking result: most of the material recovered is of
post-medieval and modern date, four flints were found over a
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Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation
One machine cut trench 1991/542 placed across PRN 2390 in
order +to assess 1ts state of preservatlon, the trench also
to run up +to the field boundary to check for evidence of
earlier usage.

FIELD NUMBER: Q44

Field name: Upper field

Land-use: arable (kale)

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: +this field contains PRN 2388 at its northern end.
Although there is only one Primary Record Number for +thls
site 1t 1is in fact two distinct and separate items, the
first of these iz a cropmark of a ring-ditch and short
linear features gsurrounding it, the second is 2 group of
linear and curvi-linear features to the W of Field Barn. To
the east of the corridor traces of ridge-and-furrow show an
AP's, and in the 5 end of the field post-medieval field
boundaries are alsoc visible on AP,s. The NW side of the
field is bounded by the Preston/Driffield parish Dboundary,
while the 5W side of the fleld is bounded Ly PRN 7542, Roman
Ermine Btreet,

Stage 1 Assessment ~ fieldwork

Field-~walking result: the advanced state of the crop meant
fieldwalking could not take place.

Geophysical result: A test transect over part of the linear
and curvilinear cropmark complex PRN 2388 revealed some very
feint traces of linear features. (Supplement B,, Geophysical
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raport)

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

Three +trenches were required here, 1991/543-544 would bhe
located across the linear and curvilinear features to assess
their character and state of preservation, while 1991/54535
would be located across the ring-ditch for the szame reasons.

FIELD NUMBER: 5366

Field name: Rytham/Overstreet furleng

Land-use: arable (kale)

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based atudy

Result: +the field is bounded on 1ts 8W side by PRN 75432
Roman Ermine Street. No other records of archaeclogical
finds/sites.

Stage 1 Assesament - fieldwork

Field-walking result: the advanced state of the crop meant
that fieldwalking could not take place at the time of the
original assessment, the field was later grazed then
ploughed allowing walking to take place at Stage 2, szome
modern pottery was recovered.

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None

FIELD NUMBER: 7748

Field name: QOverstreet Furlong

Land—~use: arable {(cereals)

Stage 1 Asseasment - desk-based study

Result: +the field is bounded on its SW side by FPRN 7542
Roman Ermine Street. There were no other records of archaso-
logical finds/sites.

Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Field—walking resultzr walked under advanced crop, material

recovered was mainly post-medieval and modern pottery, 3ome
flintwork was also recovered, none of this proved +o be
significant. (Supplement A, Appendix B, Figure 3.44)
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None

FIELD NUMBER: 9329

Fleld name: Lowerstreet furlong

Land-use: arable (cereals)

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: +the field is bounded on its SW side by PRN 7342,
Roman Ermine Street. No other records of archaeclogical
finds/sites.

Stage 1 RAssessment - fieldwork

Fleld-walking result: post—-medieval and modern  pottery
formed +the bulk of the material recovered from this field.
A significant scatter of flintwork was also recorded. One
Roman sherd was found., (Supplement A, Appendix F, Figure
3-44, 3.45) 3-47; 3-50_3-54)

Geophysical survey result: a test transect was carried out
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over part of the flint scatter. This revealed a few anoma-
lies that could repregent pits, there were also a series of
parallel linear features which were initially interpreted as
having an agricultural origin. (Supplement B, Geophysical
report)

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

Three trenches wers required here. 1991/546 and 548 were +to
be hand-dug within the general flint scatter toc assess 1{ts

character and possibility of undisturbed deposits existing
below plough depth, one of these trenches was also located
over a geophysical anomaly. A machine cut trench 1991/547
was to be cut at an angle to PRN 7542 to check for the
presence of roadside ditches and to examine one of +the
linear features wvisible on the geophysical survey.

FIELD NUMBER: 9300

Field name: not known

Land-use: arable (cereals)

Stage 1 Assessment — desk-based study

Result: +the field is bounded on its E side by PRN 7542,
Roman Ermine Street. No other records of archaeological
finds/sites.

Stage 1 Assessment - fileldwork

Field=waltking result:—all —material recovered was post-

medieval and modern pottery.
Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None

FIELD NUMBER: Q0G5

Field name: Littleworth

Land-use: woodland

Stage 1 Assessment — desk-based study

Result: the land iz bounded on its W side by PRN 7542, Roman
Ermine Street. No other record of archasological finds/sites
Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Field-checking result: a deep roadside ditch was present
running through the wood, this was thought to be relatively
modern in date.

Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation

None

FIELD NUMBER: 0186

Field name: not known

Land—use: pasture

Stage 1 Assessment — desk-based study

Result: +the field iz bounded an its E side by PRN 7542,
Roman Ermine Street, and on its SE side Dby +the South
Cerney/Latton parish boundary. No other records of archaeo-
logical finds/=ites.

Stage 1 Assessment — fieldwork

Fleld~checking result: no visible archaeology
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Proposed Stage 2 Evaluation
None

FIELD NUMBER: 1386

Field name: not known

Land-use: woodland

Stage 1 Assessment - desk-based study

Result: land is bounded on its W side by PRN 7542, Roman
Ermine  Street. No other records of archaeological
find=/sites.

Stage 1 Assessment - fieldwork

Field-checking result: no visible archaeolodgy

Proposed Stage 2 Ewaluation

None

Summary

The results of the Stage 1 investigation showed that <twenty
areas required evaluation at Stage 2. The exact location of
each evaluation trench was determined by a combination of
the following:

a) The results of the desk—-based study

) The results of the field-walking

e) The results of the geophysical survey

d) The results of the field-checking

a) The results of the cartographic studies

£) The extent and nature of the gaps in the knowledge of
the archaeology as a result of a) to e) above.

The following fields —contained —areas— of archaeclogical

potential where evaluation trenches were located. The re-
sults of the excavation of these trenches are summarised in
Chapter 5. i :

Site Field Trench(es) Site type
A(i) 7262 I991/507, 502 uncilassifted
A(ii)(iii) 0015 1991/503 unclassified
1400 1991/504, 505 valley deposits
l&00 1991 /506 trackway PRN 2085
c 8848 1991 /507 (?)road alignment

and (?)Neolithic
flint scatter

D 4830 1991/508~511 {(?)Neclithic flint
scatter
E 7200 1991/512-514 roadside features
0041 515
F 0041 1991/516, 517 flint scatter
a 004l 1991/518 (?)Roman road
as




— D

14146
2200

9534

7400
2472

1991/519-521
1991/522-526

1991 /527, 529
530
19917528, 531
1991/532, 533

W o " O = R PR Y

26306
2472
3923
B4V6
7262

0044

a329

1991 75%4, 535 undated—cropmarks

1991/536, 537

1991 /538

1991 /539-541

1991 /542

1991/543, 544
545

1991 /546-548

flint scatter
Neco/mesa flint
scatter

medieval pot scatter

medieval pot scatter
undated cropmarks
PRN 3067

PRN 3383

undated cropmarks
PRN 2026

undated c¢ropmark
PRN 3072

(?)Bronze Age flint
scatter

undated ring-ditch
PRN 2390

undated cropmarks
PRN 2388b

undated ring—-ditch
PRN 23688a

flint scatter
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CHAPTER 4

STAGE 2 EVALUATION

- e s b

4.1 Aim=

its

3

1)

2)

-

3)

4)

5)

6)

These
following specific objectives:

and objectives

The general aim of the evaluation was to provide high gquali-
ty data from direct observation of the archaeclogical depos-

to complement the information already available in the

Stage‘l Archaeclogical Assessment.

general aims are achieved through pursuit of the

To determine the thickness, depth, and depositional
history of the archaeological deposits, paying particu-
lar attention to the presence or absence of depoaits
ralating +to each of the main phases of occupation
discusszed in the assessment;

To characterise the nature of the main stratigraphic
units encountered in terms of their physical composi-
tion (stone, sand, gravel, humic etec) and their archae-
ological formation (primary deposit, secondary deposit
etc. ) .

To assess the overall presence and survival of struc-
tural remains relating to each of the main periods of
occupation revealed, and the potential for the recovery
of additional structural information given the nature
of +the deposits encountered (eg. extent of later dis-—
turbance ete.):

To assess the overall presence and survival of the main
kinds of artefactual evidence {(incl. pottery, Dbrick,
tile, stone, glass, metal, bone, small finds, industri-
al residues etc.), itz condition and its potential
given the nature of the deposits encountered;

To assess the overall presence and survival of the main
kinds of ecofactual evidence (incl. animal bones, human
bones, plant remains etc.), its condition and its
potential given the nature of the deposlits encountered;

To assess the overall presence and survival of the main
kinds of enviromnmental evidence (incl. charcecal, pol-
len, mollusca, soll structure etc.), its condition and
its potential given the nature of the deposits encoun-
tered;
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7) To appraise the relative value of the main stratigraph-
i¢ units revealed In terms of their Importance for
preservation and conservation; and

8) To appralse the deposits in terms of their potential
for display, promotion and presentation as visible
exhibits and public viewing during excavation.

4.2 Methodology

The only technique suitable for the recovery of the informa-
tion required at this stage in the development preogramme was
the combination of machine cutting and the hand-digging of
excavation trenches from the present ground surface down to

the top of the natural substrate,

A programme of geotechnical ground investigations, princi-
pally machine cut trial pits was in operation during the
later stages of the archaeological investigation. Fxamina-—
tion of +these +rial pits was not part of +the original
project design and little opportunity arose for investiga-
tion of geotechnical trial pits for archaeological content,
It 13 assumed that any archaeological material or features
encountered would have been referred to CAT, as was indeed
the case when a horse tibla and metacarpal were found  in
FGCE trial-pit 130 closse to CAT trench 1991/506.

All archaeological trenches were excavated with appropriate
horizontal and vertical recording of the stratigraphy (le.

l text, photographs, drawings). Artefacts and ecofacts were
tigraphic unit. Samples of

major stratigraphic units were taken for analysis and the
full 1list of samples and reaults achieved are listed 1in
Supplement B.

The archaeoclogical deposits recovered In the trenches were
regarded as expendable and the principle is accepted that
their loss must be szet against the information gained.

The main intention is to study the intrinsic nature of the
deposits themselves rather than provide intricate interpre-
tations of any remains revealed. For +this resason the
trenches examined the entire stratigraphic sequence from top
to bottom. The reason for this being that it is felt to be
equally important +o know the gquality and extent of what
could be preserved as what might be lost in the course of
development.

[
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Summary

A factual report of the Stage 2 Evaluation results is ar-~
ranged in site and trench order in Chapter 5, with special-
ist reports in Supplement B, and appropriate plans and
sections in Supplement C. The main evaluation trench plans
and sections are drawn at a scale of 1:50 with details at
1:20. Coples of all plans and sections not included in this
report are stored in the project archive for Cirencester and
Stratton Bypass and can be made available for consultation
by prior appointment if required.
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CHAP
STAG

5.1

TER 5
E 2:ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVALUATION RESULTS

General

In this chapter the results of the evaluation are listed by
Site and Trench, from Site A(i) to Site 8 running north +to
south along the corridor.

The results are ordered in such a manner that the main
stratigraphic units encountered can be clearly understood.
All stratigraphie wuwnits within a trench are assigned a
unigque npumber a ‘co !

as a diteh, or a pit are also individually numbered within
the same running sequence but ars denoted by square brack-
ets, eag. [2]. ©&Such features may contain several contexts,
such as the layers making up a ditch fill.

The nature of artefactual, ecofactual and environmental data
1s also summarily described, full details of these items can
be sought in the individual specialist reports in Supplement -
BI

The value of the archaeological deposits encountered is
summarised sco that in Chapter 6 where the sites and monu-
ments are discussed under their respective period headings,
values of importance can be attributed. Three levels of
importance have been used, with High for s2ites and monuments

N = -

LS II T

regional and Jlocal importance and Low for arsas with no
known sites or monuments and areas where archaeology has
previously been sterilised. In addition there is a fourth
category for blank archaeclogical areas where it has not
been posz=zible to do evaluation work.

Machine-cut trenches were opened using elther a JCB or more
normally with a tracked mini-excavator, using a 1.75m wide
ditch cleaning bucket, archaeclogical features were then
investigated by hand excavation.

2mx2m trenches designed to investigate £lint or pottery
scatters were dug entirely by hand. Those which were used
to assess the flint scatters were subject to a 25% by volume
dry-sieving regime using a sieve with 0.5cm mesh size.

A selection of plans and sections from wvarious evaluation
trenches can be found in Supplement C. The remaining plans
an sections not illustrated are held with CAT as part of the

'Y
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project archive and can be made available if required. The
position of the evaluation trenches are 1illustrated in
Supplement C Figures 3.1 to 3.5.

Evaluation results are as follows:

N

SITE AT(YL)

All +trenches at Site A were located +to test geophysical
anomalies in areas with no known archaeclogical content.

TRENCH NO: 1991/501

"TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 14.2m

TRENCH ORIENTATION: NW-5E
FIELD NOQ.: 7262

LAKNDUSE: Pasture

LANDOWNER: Mr and Mrs Wilson

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSQIL: Loam

SUBSOIL: none present
NATURAL: Limestone bedrock
ARCHAEQLOGY: Linear ditch feature [3]

HEIGHT OF TOP3OIL: 176.14m - 176.73m
HEIGHT OF SUBSQIL: none

HEIGHT OF ARCHAEQLOGY (maximum): 176.24m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (minimum): 17%.79m

Archaeological features

A ditch [3] 1.40m wide, of uncertain date runs across the
trench in a NE to 8W direction. The ditch was shallow, cut
into the limestone bedrock to a depth of 0.30m with a gentle

rounded profilile, The fill (2) was red-bhrown clayey loam,
well settled and compact giving the appearance of being of
some antiquity. No other features were encountered.

Artefactual evidence

No artefactual evidence was recovered from the trench.

Ecofactual /palaeo—environmental evidence

No ecofactual material was recovered from the +trench.

[t
B3




Assessment of a sample of ditch fill showed root con-
tamination.

Value of deposits (trench)

The archaeonlogical deposits evaluated in this trench are
reatricted to one ditch of indeterminate date. The shallow-
ness of the ditch may have been artificially ereated as a

Fesult of ploughing and natural Weathering reddoing the
height of +the bedrock and thus the ditech profile. It 1is
impossible +to assess how much topsecil and bedrock has been
lost. An interpretation of this feature on +the limited
evidence available, ie. no visible associaticon with oceupa-
tion features or artefactual material, would suggest it
possibly functioned as a a field boundary. It would be
necessary +o relate this ditch to a datable or morphologi-
cally distinet feature before its proper function c¢an be
understood.

Prior to this investigation there was no known archae-
ology within this land parcel, there is now obviously some
potential for further archaeological remains to be discov—
ered. The deposits appear to be only of local interest and

d over time, Importance; Medium

TRENCH NGO: 1991 /8072

TRENCH SIZE: 1.%7%m x 5.0m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: N-8
FIELD NO.:7262

LANDUSE: Pasture

LANDOWNER; Mr and Mrs Wilson

NO ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONTENT: Geophysical +traces proved to
natural anomalies. Three fragments of post-medieval pot were
recovered from the topsoil.

vValue of deposits (Zite)

As above for 1991/501. Medium




SITE A(L11)(1ii)

TRENCH NO: 1991/503

TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 12.0m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: E-W
FIELD NO.: 0015

LANDUSE: Pasture
LANDOWNER: Mr Lodge

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL: Loam
SUBSOIL: Stoney — Loam
NATURAL: Limestone bedrock
ARCHAECQLOGY: linear features (4)(6)(8)(10)
?? double ditched trackway or field boundary

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 159.74 - 160.36m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 159.62m

HEIGHT OF NATURAL: 159.42 -~ 160.18m
HETGHT OF ARCHAEOQOLOGY (maximum): 160.18m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (minimum): 159.02m

Archaeological features

Two pairs of linear features running on a NW — SE alignment
werea noted upon removal of overlying topseil (1) and a
build-up of loamy subsoil (2) which may be a remnant of
lynchet or accumulated hiliwash. Feature (10) was a Ves -

sha
-
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to 0.13m (minimum) in width. The ditch was c¢ut into the
natural limestone bedrock (3) and contained a compact fill
of gritty,leamy - clay (11). No finds were recovered from
this or any of the other features within 1991/503.

Ditch (10) lay adjacent to another linear feature (8)
cut into the limestone geology to a depth of 0.52 m. Al-

though —the shared aligament of features (10) and (8) would
suggest some common function, it was noted that the profile
of cut (8) was slightly different, being flat bottomed and
broader, some 0.56 m (maximum) and 0.16 m (minimum) in size.
The southerly edge of the feature possessed a well defined
slope, whilast the northerly edge appeared rather more de-
graded and weathered. As with ditch (10) the £ill of +this
feature was an orangey - brown gritty, loamy - clay.

Towards the northern end of the trench twoe Ffurther
parallel features were noted, again running NW — SE. (6) was
a narrow feature, szome 0.17 m in width and a mere 0.05 m 1in
depth, filled with a similar loam fill to the other ditches.
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It is not known to what degree this feature and/or any of
the other ditches have been truncated by possible later
ploughing action.

One final feature (4) was recorded, running adjacent to
(6) on the same alignment. Its width was some 0.26 m and had
a depth of some 0.11 m, containing a gritty loam fill.

Artefactual evidence

Little artefactual material was recovered from the +trench.
Several fragments of window glass and one small glazed sherd
of late Post -~ Medieval date were found within the overlying
topaoil (1) and may indicate an introduction tc the area by
ploughing activity. No material was recovered from any of
the diteh fills (11) (9) (7) or (5) to provide any informa-
tion on their function or dating.

Eceofactual /palaec—environmental evidence

No ecofactual or palaeo-environmental evidence was found
during the excavation of trench 1991/503.

‘Value of deposits

Geophysical survey transects A(ii) and A(iii) highilghted
several anomalies of potential interest. Trench 503 was
located so as teo bisect a major llnear feature runnlng NW-SE
o th

feature (8) +this has appears to have been successfully
achieved.The narrowness and shallow depth of features (4)
and (&) at the northern end of the +rench would explain
thelr lack of identification by ground survey, whilst the
deeper linear features (8) and (1Q) may have given a com-
bined reading.

The—absence of dating evidence and the variation In size
and profile of the four parallel features makes their inter—
pretation somewhat difficult. All of the features .are too
deep +to be caused by plough-scarring and at least one of
them, (10), has a profile which must be rejected as a field
drain. If, as the zhared alignment and apparent pairing of
the features suggests, the four features are contemporaneous
in date then it may well be that the features represent the
remains of a field boundary or perhaps more likely a double-
ditched trackway.

The state of preservation of the features was variable.
(8) and (10) were found to be well prezerved whilst (4) and
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(6) to the north, with only a thin covering of topsoil
only poorly preserved. Overall the site is of interest
is assigned a value of importance of: Medium
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5.4 BSITE B

A series of three trenches plus one small pit located in the
Churn Valley near Trinity Mill. Trenches 1991/504 and 505
plus the test pit were sited primarily for recovery of
palaeo-~environmental evidence, while trench 1991/506 was

excavated +to evaluate the Lynches trackway (PRN 2085), +the

pre—~1820 road up the Churn valley.

TRENCH NO: 1991/504

TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 20.0m
TRENCH CRIENTATION: NW-S5E
FIELD KO.: 1400

LANDUSE: Meadow

LANDOWNER: Mr and Mrs Duncumb

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL: Loam

SUBSOIL: Loamy—clay

NATURAL: Clay, red-brown overlying blue-grey
ARCHAEOLOGY: N/A

EEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 119.34m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 11%.17m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY {(maximum):119.17m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (minimum):119.04m

Archaeological features
Shallow channels filled with humic loam soil and tentatively
associated with the watermeadow system were seen in section.

The channels were insubstantial and no other features were
visible.

Artefactual evidence

No artefactual evidence was recovered,

Ecofactual /palaeo—environmental evidence

None.

Value of deposits (trench)

Low.




TRENCH NO: 1991/549

TRENCH SIZE: 1.20mxl.0m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: N-S

FIELD NQ: 1400

LANDUSE: Meadow

LANDOWNER: Mr and Mrs Duncumb

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSQIL: Loam

SUBSOIL: Clay

NATURAL: Alluvial gravels

ARCHAEOLOGY: Mill pound upcast
Palaeso-environmental material

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 119.68m

HEIGHT OF 8UBSOIL: 119.50m

HEIGHT OF NATURAL: 118.48m ‘

HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (maximum): 119.%6m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (minimum): 119.32m

HEIGHT OF PALAEO-ENVIRONMENTAL DEPOSITS (maximum): 119.32Zm

Archaeological features

Possible upcast (2) from cutting or scouring of mill pound.

Artefactual asvidence

None

Ecofactual /palaeo—environmental evidence

This small hand-dug test pit located near FGCE borehole No

325 contained some organic material, analysis of this shows
preservation of rush and sedge seeds consistent with the
belief that the material may have been deposited in an oxbow
or meander of the river. No further macro-plant remains
were recovered and the deposit iz deemed to be of limited
use for further analysis of this sort. However, ©pollen
preservation was extremely good. Only a very small series
of samples was examined from +the stratigraphic sequence
within +the test-pit but results show pollen to be in abun-
dance, and this would allow a more detailed and closer
spaced analysis +to be carried out. FPreliminary analysis
shows saeveral different environments present in the wvicini-
ty, 1t can be suggested that the area from which the samples




were recovered was wet floodplain and watermeadow, Some
shallow water environment is also indicated although +this
could be attributable to long term seasonal flooding. Also

& strong arable agricultural component is present. Finally,
some woodland may have been present, and this shows a change
in dominant species from ash to ocak through time.

Value of deposits (trench)

As stated above useful macro-plant remains were poorly
represented within the test-pit stratigraphy, but the paly-
nological component is extremely well preserved and repre-
sented throughout the sequence. The high quality of palaeo-
environmental data from this pit makes it extremely impor-
tant as it has been shown that very little organic material
exists across the wvalley floor. Absolute dating of the
deposita 1is problematic, the pollen assemblage recovered
appears to have characteristics of the Saxon to medieval
periods, but there is no firm associated artefactual evi-

dence for this. Formation of upper context (3) would appear

to have ceased when the mill leat was constructed as the

upcast from the pound (2) seale (3) and (5) The same
- . ield No

"

1619, There is no datlng evidence fer the cutting of the
mill pound, but morphologically the ridge-and-furrow would
appear to bhe post-medieval in date and it would be consist—
ent to g2ee the cutting of the mill pound as being contempo-
rary with the current Trinity Mill buildings which are late
18th/early 19th century in date. This gives an approximate
terminus-ante-quem for sealing of the organiec deposits,
although it could of course be earlier then thiz.

Importance: High

TRENCH NO: 1991/505
TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 30.0m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: NW-SE

.1 1400
LANDUSE: Msadowland
LANDOWNER: Mr and Mrs Duncumb

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL: Loam

SUBSOIL: Clay

NATURAL: Clay, red-brown overlying blue-grey with
lenses of alluvial gravel at interfacs.

ARCHAEQLOGY: n/a
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HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 119.21m - 119.31im
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: none presgent

HEIGHT OF ARCHAECLOGY (maximum):119.31m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (minimum):119.00m

Archaeological features

Several small channels thought to relate to the water meadow
were noted.

Artefactual evidence

No material was recovered.

Ecofactual /palaeo—environmental evidence

‘No evidence was recovered.

Value of deposits

Low

TRENCH NO: 1991/506

TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 11.4m
TRENCH ORTENTATION: NW~SE
FIELD NO.: 1600/1B800

LANDUSE: Bridleway

LANDOWNER: Mr and Mrs Duncumb

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPS0OIL: Loam

SUBSOIL: Clayey—~loam.

NATURAL: Alluvial gravel overlying degraded bedrock
ARCHAEOLOGY: Modern, early-modern and post-medieval road
metallings (20), (21), rut [12], and revetment (9) and (11).
(?)Medieval road metallings (19}, (14), (15), (24}, (26),
and revetment (10).

Phase I (?)medieval revetment and road surfaces.

Phase II post-medieval and later revetment and road surfaces
due to outward drift of road.

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 118.95m -~ 121.67m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 119.11m - 119.58m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (maximum): 121.18m
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HEIGHT OF ARCHAEQLOGY (minimum}: 119.95m

Archaeological features

The earliest phases recorded in the trench were several well
made and superimpoged metalled surfaces, +the first (24)
being lain on levelled bedrock above & bedding of silty

material (Z26). Above (Z24), two other surraces (25) and (15)
were laid directly. Above this an accumulation of =silty
wash had accumulated before surface (14) was laid, the proc

e£8s was repeated before the final surface (19) closed Phase
I. Al)l of these surfaces were retained by revetment (10).
(24), (25) and (15) were very well made, better even than
the modern surface, visually their characteristics resembled
Roman road surfaces but there is no dating evidence to
substantiate such a statement.

Phase II involved movement west away from the scarp
presumably because of hillwash accumulation. A new revet-
ment was constructed (9) and (11) and poorer surfaces (14),
(19) made up against it, culminating in the modern surface
(21) which laps over the revetment.

Artefactual evidence

One sherd of early-madern glazed ware was recoverad from
(2), and two bodysherds of medieval date were recovered from
(26). An undated flint flake came from (15). Two flint
flakes, seven fragments of tile, and a nail were also
recovered from (26).

Ecofactual /palaec—environmental evidence
Seven unidentified fragments of bone, one unassigned verte-

brae and one fragment of humerus from a horse were recovered
from (18). There was no environmental evidence recovered

ITom the sample analysed.

Value of deposits (trench)

Preservation of archaeoleogical deposits in this area is
extremely good with a distinct two-phase sequence discerni-
ble within a long period of accumulation. Artefactual,
ecofactual and palaeo—environmental evidence is relatively
abundant considering the nature of the monument being evalu-
ated, normally artefactual evidence is scarce from roads.
Although little was datable, recovery rates bode well for
the possibility of dating the phasing of the roads should
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further work be undertaken. Its principal wvalue, however,
liss 1in the integrity of its structural stratigraphic se-
quence and the long pericd of formation inveolved in its
deposition. Importance: High

Value of deposits (Site)

Within the variety of trenches at Site B there is extremely
good potential for the recovery of archaeclogical data of
all +type=s, with the exclusion of macro-plant remains.

On the E side of the valley 1991/506 would appear to be high
in importance and this section of the Lynches offers the
opportunity of understanding the development of communica-
tions along the Churn wvalley. Importance: High

The middle of the wvalley appears to offer little in the way
of retrievable archaeclogical information beyond +that al-
ready gleaned from +the earthwork survey. In Trenches
1991/504 and 505 the very minor intrusions of the water
meadow ditches Inte +the subsoil showed ne sgigns of any
complex structure and 1ittle c¢ould be gained by further
examination.

On the W side of the valley 1991/549 has revealed what could
be an extremely important pollen sequence if 1t can be accu
rately dated. To find conditions in ecalecarsous areas wherse
an environmental segquence can be recovered is extremely rare.
The value of the deposits encountered here is that they come
from a relatively small catchment area and consequently give
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these points into consideration any opportunity for palaeo—
environmental reconstruction should receive high priority
treatment eapecially as the extent of the deposit appears to
be limited. Importance: High

As a whole the site is very important. Over and above fhe
information retrieved from evaluation, the Stage 1 earthwork
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gurvey showed the valley floor to be occupied by well-pre-
served multi-phase post-medieval earthworks, displaying a
variety of component types.

Overall importance: High
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5.5 SITE C

This trench was located to assess the possibility of con-
flrming the alignment of the White Way, PRN 2039. Prehis-
toric pot and flintwork has been recovered during fieldwalk-
ing.

TRENCH NO: 1991/507

TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 90.0m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: E-W
FIELD NO.: 2848

LANDUSE: Arable (carsals)
LANDOWNEER: Mr Chester—Master

Characterisation of main stratigraphiec units

TOPSOIL: Loam

SUBSOIL: Loamy - clay, with weathered limestone present
NATURAL: Limestone bedrock

ARCHAEOLOGY: Pit [6], possible pit [12] and linear diltch
[3].

HETGHT OF TOPSOTL+ 180 729m — 15N A0
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HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 150.11lm — 150.31lm
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (maximum): 150.16m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (minimum): 149.64m

Archaeological features

Several features were encountered within this trench. A pit
(6], filled with red-brown loamy-clay (5) was found at the
E end of the trench. Ancther possible pit [11], was also
filled with red-brown loamy—-clay (12) a man-made origin for
thls feature is not certain. A linear diteh [3] running N-S
across the W half of the trench was encountered, there were
two fills +o this, (4) a red-brown lcamy-clay, and (5) a
primary fill of stony=-clay.

Artefactual evidence

Artefactual svidence recovered from the trench came from the
ploughsoil (1). This comprised several post-medieval and
modern sherds but also included sherds of medieval date, in
addition +there was one lump of undateable flint. No arte-
factual material was recovered from the fills of any fea-
tures. Some additional flint of suspected Neclithic date
and pottery of medieval date was recovered from the plough-
s0il in the immediate wvicinity of the trench, the potential
for associating these artefacts with features would appear

n
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to be low.

Ecofactual /palaec-environmental evidence

None was recovered, the ditch and pit fillls were heavily
contaminated with modern roots.

Value of deposits (trench and Site)

It was originally hoped that the evaluation trench would
recover evidence (ditches, metalling material) which would
indicate +the alignment of the White Way. The stone count
results were inconclusive, Dbut the presence of a diteh
running in the same alignment as the projection drawn up for
the White Way may bring some credence to the AP and field-
checking evidence already gathered. However, it is not
enough +to be conclusive. On the other hand i1t has been
established +that +two types of archaeological feature do
survive relatively untruncated where topsoil cover is around
0.15-0.20m deep and it is to be expected that further fea-

tures may reveal themselv95 if topsoil were strlpped from
the = m ” :

the few widely spaced features recorded during evaluation
with datable items, or to reveal patterning which may be
morphologically distinective. Importance: Medium
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SITE D

A flint scatter producing some material datable +to the
Neolithic/Bronze Age. Trenches 1991/508;509; 511 were hand
dug to investigate the scatter, Trench 19991/510 was machine
cut across a geophysical anomaly.

TRENCH NO: 1991/508

TRENCH SIZE;: 2mxzm

TRENCH OQRIENTATION: N—5

FIELD NO: 4830

LANDUBE: Arable (cereals)
LANDOWNER: Mr B Chester-Master

NO ARCHAEQLOGY PRESENT: no features or artefacts were en-—
countered here,

TRENCH NO: 1991/509

TRENCH SIZE: Zmx2m

TRENCH ORIENTATION: N—-S

FIELD NO,: 4830

LANDUSE: Arable (cereals)
LANDOWNER: Mr B Chester-Master

NGO ARCHAEOQOLOGY PRESENT: nao features or artefacts were en—
countered here.

Lank mlawl -

TRENCH NO* 1591 /510

TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 10.0m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: E-W

FIELD NO.,: 4830

LANDUSE: Arable (cersals)
LANDOWNER: Mr B Chester-Master

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL: Loam

SUBSOIL: none present

NATURAL: Limestone bedrock
ARCHAEOLOQGY: artefactual material only

Artefactual evidence
Artefactual material from this trench was restricted +to

flintwork. All material was recovered from the topsoil (1),
it comprised four flint flakes and one burnt lump. None of
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this material was diagnostic.

TRENCE NO: 19917511

TRENCH SIZE: zZmx2m

TRENCH ORIENTATION: N-8

FIELD NO,: 4830

LANDUSE: Arable (cereals)
LANDOWNER: Mr B Chester-Master

TOPSOIL: Loam

SUBSOIL: none present
NATURAL: Limestone bedrock
ARCHAEOLOGY: artefactual only

Artefactual evidence

Two post-medieval sherds of pottery and one wvery small
fragment of Reman Samian ware were the only archaeclogical
items present.

Value of deposits (8ite)

Very 1little was encountered here which could be considered
to be of great importance. A point of interest iz that
although this was a relatively dense flint scatter as re-
corded at Stage 1, only the large machine cut +trench pro-
duced any flint under evaluation, this illustrates consider-

Unfortunately no features were encountered with which +to
asscociate the artefactual material, which included one Roman
pot-sherd.

The =ite must not be written off as of low importance.
Mention was made at Stage 1 of the fact that <this slte
appeared +to be part of a larger £lint scatter to the west,
and that some of the material recovered was of comparable
Neolithic date. Although Site D produced little material it
1. now +thought that this may be because of a peripheral
association with the main flint concentratiocn. There may
still be potential for the discovery of remains within S§ite
D. Importance: Medium
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SITE E

A series of four trenches running off the Fosse Way to
investigate specific features assoclated with +the road.
trench 1991/512 was cut across a platform of unknown fune-
tion; 1991/513 was cut across a broad depression and the
embankment of +the road; 1991/514 was cut across the zame
depression where it seemingly ran out and reverted to +the
embankment of the road; and 1991/515 was cut on the opposite
side of the road in a small section of field which appeared
to have escaped disturbance,

TRENCH NO: 1991/512

TRENCH S8IZE: 1.75m x 7.0m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: NW-3SE

FIELD NO.: 7200

LANDUSE: Managed woodland
LANDOWNER: Mr RTG Chester-Mastsr

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL: Silty - humic soil
SUBSOIL: Silty loam
NATURAL: Limestone bedrock
Trench not fully excavated
ARCHAFOLOGY: 19th and 18th century road embankment build-

ups.
Pogt-medieval road make-ups, surfaces, drains
and wall,

(7)Roman road make-ups and surfaces.

HEIGHT OF TOPRSOIL: 125.53m — 126.82m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 125.19m - 126.31n
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEQLOGY (maxlimum): 126.34m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (minimum): 123.03m

Archaecological features
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Selective excavation within this trench seemed to ghow =

tri-partite stratigraphic sequence.

The latest phase would appear to comprise; (1) a layer of
road make~up or wash associated with a surface bhelow the
moedern road beyond the SE end of the trench. This is cut
into by various features [31] and [33]. {31] is filled with
flat limestone slabbing (11) which c¢ould be a rough pavement
flapking a (?7)19th century road to the SE. Several very
thin fragmented metalling layers (24), (13) are
hedded/separated by similar material to (1), +the wupper
gurface (24) is flanked by a gully [29]. It would appear
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that both surfacesz (13) and (24) are the very edges of roads
running under the line of the modern A417 to the SE of +the
trench.

The second phase shows a distinct change in character for
the make-ups and surfaces now encountered. A road metalling

(15) is bedded in a compacted grey sandy-clay, heavily iron-
W

0.35m where a stone slabbed drain {34] i1s encountered flank-
ing the 1road, a second smalier drain [25] parallells the
firat, Dbeyond this the bedding material (3)/(16) continues
for a further 2.6m without any metalling. Below (16) =
fragmentary metalled surface (17)/(12) {8 bedded on a com~
pact layer (18) of sandy-gritty c¢lay, iron-panned and re-
tained +o the NW by a limestone wall (8) at 4.40m from the
SE +trench edge. This wall appears to have started to col-
lapse before (18) built up against it.

Phase I is separated from Phase Il above by layer (19), =a
deep sandy clay similar to subsoil in the area and on which
wall (8) is built, this material spreads across the entire
length of the trench. Below this layer character and compo-
s5ltion of surfaces and make-ups changes again. A possgible

mortared surface (20) which is very fragmented is bedded on
a deep layer of yellow-white sandy-clay (21), which is
slightly higher in limestone content than a2 similar deep
layer (22) Dbelow, both (21) and (22) are =slightly iron-
panned, Layer (23), a gritty material containing small
pebbles may be the edge of a metalled surface beyond the SE
end of the trench, this layer is bedded on (26) which is a
very fine grey-brown sandy-clay with slight traces of Iiron-
panning.

Artefactual evidence

Very little artefactual materilal was recovered, +this is

common with excavation involving roads. 8Six sherds of post-

fragments
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four 1iron nail fragments. 1In additicon, six tile
were recaovered from the fill of drain [25].

The metalled road surface (12)/(1l5) produced cne full horsze-
shoe and one broken horseshoe from +the runnling surface.
Both these shoes are identical in pattern and are no earlier
than post-medieval in date.

Further down the stratigraphic sequence layer (20) yielded
two small pieces of pot mortared within the surface, and one
fragment of tfile. Layer (21) produced one fragment of
heavily abraded Roman Severn Valley Ware, and layer (22}
below, yielded seven fragments of the same
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Ecofactual /palaec—environmental evidence

None of the sediments zampled were conducive to good palaeo-
environmental preservation.

Value of deposits

There 1is a great depth (3.44m) of intact and undisturbed
post-medieval and later road surfaces, (?)silting build-ups,
and bedding layers forming the platform which partly flanks
the A417 Fosse Way. It would seem highly likely that <this
platform is not in itself a purpose-built feature but one
partly c¢reated from banking-up cof materials against wall
(8). Below the platform proper earlier surfacings are more
ethereal although the archaeological stratigraphy remains
intact to some considerable depth, this could not be proved
to natural for safety reasons. Although there i3 very
little evidence to base firm conclusions on, it would appear
that from layer (20) downwards Roman archaeclogy may be
encountered , while it would seem that the main body of rcad
surfaces are to the SE of the trench and only the very edges
of metalled layers are being encountered at this depth.

In summary the value of the deposits lies mainly with +the
well preserved post-medieval roads and associated features,
although +the whole stratigraphic sequence is important for
the understanding of road and communications development
from +he Roman period onward, as well as technological
developments/regressions in road construction. Importance
High

— LANDUSE: Managed wo

TRENCH NO: 1991/513
TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 16.0m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: NW-SE
FIELD NO.: 7200

]

dland
e r

odla
LANDOWNER: Mr RTE Chester—-Master

Characterisation of main stratigraphic uni+ts

TOPSOIL: Silty -~ humic soil
SUBSOLIL: Silty loam
NATURAL: Limestone bedrock
ARCHAEQLOGY: (?)19th century road silt build-up
' Turnpike road construction and guarry ditch
Superimposed Roman road surfaces and drains.
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HEIGHT OF TOFSO0IL: 126.21m — 126.73m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 126.15m — 126.66m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY {(maximum): 126.50m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAECOLOGY (minimum): 125.08m

Archaeological features

A basic two phase stratigraphic sequence can be discerned in
thls trernch.

The late2t phase comprises an embankment make-up/silting
material (3) and (20) for a read not visible in the +trench
but under the A417 to the SE. This overlies the 18th cen-
tury turnpike road (12), an extremely solid and well-made
feature associated with the cutting of a major quarry ditch
[3](c.3.0m across Xx 2.5m deep) presumably as a source of
limestone for the road. The turnpike road would seem to Dbe
built flush against the edge of the quarry ditch partially
infilled with many sandy-silty layers. On the NW side of
the quarry ditch a cut [2], let into the upper guarry £ills
contained +the remains of several animals. The uppermast
layer in a complex series of roads, cuts, and drains at the

SE end of the trench, 12 (13) which directly supports <the
turnpike road above. (13) comprises large slabs set at an
angle of c.45 degrees as a revetment to a road, presumably
the turnpike. This structure is very substantlal and well-
pbuilt, and although the building style 1Is not typical it
does have a Roman "appearance", It would seem too well made
to he post-medieval in date, but such a supposition creates
a problem in that there would appear to be no recads made in
the period between the 4th and 18th centuries AD, clearly
not the case as seen in Trench 1991/512. It must +therefore
be part of the turnpike constructioen.

Phase 1II comprises the remaining rocads and drains in the
sequence. Layer (28) is a road metalling associated with an
extremely fine mortared drain on its NW side, +this drain

above and only extends some 0.30m from the SE end of the
trench. Layer (14) is another metalled surface with its
own roadside drain. This surface must also have been cut
through +to take (13), and also for the insertion of drain
{(27), but the stratigraphic asscciations are unclear at this
point, In turn, drain [16] has cut or been built intec +the
side of drain [23] which has been blocked up with packing
stone. Road metalling (17) is contemporary with the mor-
tared drain [23] which had been blocked up to provide a
flush surface across (17), which carries evidence of heavy
traffic movement in the form of wheel ruts. The packed
limestone surface of (17) has been laid on a bedding layer
(18). This overlies another metalled surface (25) assoclat-
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ed with a fragment of mortared drain. The last layer in the
sequence is a fragmentary metalled surface (29) which under-
lies (25). All of these Phase II stratigraphic sequence has
been cut away on the NW side by the major quarry ditch for
the turnpike road. But at its lowest level Phase II layers
survive up to 1.90m out from the SE end of the trench.

All Phase II contexts are undoubtedly Roman in date, based
on morphological comparisons and stratigraphic relatlonships
within this trench. No associated dating material was

- recovered from any context.

Artefactual evidence

Very little artefactual evidence was recovered £from any
stratigraphic unit from any period, this is not uncommon
with excavations of +thils kind. The upper fills of the
quarry ditch (7) and (9) produced a few pieces of iron and
seme sherds of 19th century glazed ware, while (6) yielded a
fragment of lead moulding from a leaded window.

Ecofactual /palaso~environmental evidenca

Recovery rates of ecofactual evidence was high due mainly to
the occurrence of one major deposit of the remains of sever-
al animals in the upper fill (7) of the gquarry ditch. In all
163 bones were recovered from thils context, these represent-
ed a minimum of six horses, one sheep, and an unidentified
number of cattle. The horse bones showed evidence of knife

and saw cuts received during dismembering the carcasses, the
cattle bones also displayed evidence of butchery, one skull
being chopped at the rear to gain access to the brain. The

- reason behind the deposit is unclear but the absence of

skulls and feet bones would suggest this was simply burial
of oprocessed remains. Thils would seem to be a one-off
depositional cccurrence and is not indicative of the overall

recovery rate for the remainder of the +trench which was

almost nil.

Value of deposits

The presence of multiple road surfaces here, undoubtedly of
Roman date and associated with additional structural fea-
tures such as stone or mortar drains, of varying build
overlain by a large section of turnpike road make +this
sequence of extreme importance in understanding reocad con-
struction and communications malntenance through +the cen-
turies. Rarely 1is it possible to examine such seguences
ocutside an urban context, and here, although +the putative
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Roman layers are partly removed by later quarrying suffi-
cient survives both to the MW of the present road and pre-
sumably below it, for there to be excellent potential for
further research work. Additionally, work on the silts and
fills of the turnpike quarry could add to understanding of
roadsilt accumulation found within Roman Corinium. Impor-
tance: High

TRENCH NO: 1991/514

TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 10.3m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: NW-5E

FIELD NO.: 7200

LANDUSE: Managed wocdland
LANDOWNER: Mr RTG Chester—Master

N N N e

Characterisation of mailn stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL: Silty - humic soil

SUBSQIL: Silty loam
1—NA%‘HRA—L:—L—11m1:-mre bedrock
ARCHAEQLOGY: 19th century and later road embankment/wash

material.

18th century turnpike road construction with
quarry diteh and partial infiil.
{?)post-medieval road build up.

Roman road surfaces and (?)roadside ditch.

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 126.41m - 127.11lm
HEIGHT OF SUBSCIL: 126.62m ~ 126.74m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (maximum): 126.74m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (minimum): 124.55m

Archaecloglical features

A possible four phase sequence was encountered in this
trench.

The latest phase comprises layers of sandy-silt (7), (8) and
(9) which appear to be build up or reoad wash for/from a road
surface below the modern A417 to the SE of the trench.

Phase 111 sees the excavation of a large quarry ditch [15]
2.30m wide and 2.20m deep presumably to provide limestone
for construction of the turnpike road (18) which comes right
up to the quarry edge but is not cut by it. The quarry may
have been partly backfilled with (14) prior to construction
of the road, or (14) may be natural infilling with road

g ey e ——
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gilt, this point is unclear. However, a standstill horizon
(13) develops within the ditch before a second infilling
takes ©place with (11) and (12), very similar matsrials +to
(14).

Phase II is less diatinct but comprises a gritty limestone
deposgit (16) below the turnpike (18). Within (16) there
exists a hint of a stone line which could possibly represent
the NW edge of a metalled surface running out SE beyond the
trench, it is impossible to be more conclusive with the
limited data available, however thls phase may possibly
repredent post-medieval accumulations before the major 18th
century building phase, as (16) is cut by the large qguarry
ditch. The footings of a wall (3) were found in the NW end
of the trench, this would appear to be a continuation of the
wall seen in 1991/512, its reduced state explains why there
iz no platform build up of material at this W end of Site E.

The earliest phase 138 very slight indeed in terms of strati-
graphic depth and consists of only one metalled surface (17)
which lies directly beneath (16) in the SE end of the

~trench. Only a small section of this metalled surface made

from small and medium cobhles survives, it extends for some
0.60m from the trench edge hefore being cut away by quarry
[15]. On the cut edge one large chamferred stone remains of
a probable reoadside drain. Read surface (17) is laid di-
rectly onto levelled limestone bedrock, 1ts constructional
build and stratigraphic positioning mark it out as Roman in
date. At 4.80m from the SE end of the trench a second ditch
{5} was encountered. This was ¢.30m wide by 1.10m deep
filled with ar - —gi i i

Roman and modern pottery. The feature was partially cut
through by [15]. This second ditch may possibly be a Roman
readside ditch associated with (17), although mixing of
artefactual material by tree roots deniles precise dating.

Artefactual evidence

The £fill of +he putative Roman roadside ditch provided
relatively high guantities of artefactual material consider-
ing its distance from the town of Ceorinium. Amongst the
finds were one scrap of iron and a number of Roman sherds
from ditch fill (4). These included a rim of BBl from a
straight-sided dish, one sherd of decorated Samian (7Drag.37
type) and eight miscellaneous sherds of local ware styles,
The dating of the material clusters around the zecond +to
third centuries A.D but the latest material within the fill
derives from the eighteenth century or later. Later contex-
ts provided little material, from {14) there was one iron
nail, (6) provided a few iron scraps and (8) yielded a
fragment of clay tobacco pipe.
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Ecofactual /palaso—-environmental evidence

No ecofactual material was recovered, and none of the acpcou-
milated fill deposzits offer much scops for palaec-environ-
mental research principally due to mixing of layers by tree
roots.

Value of deposits (trench)

The presence of a possible Roman roadside ditch here is
extremely significant as it would appear that in +hisc and
other areas 18th/19th roadside quarrying has removed all
trace of +these features. That the ditch should contain
artefactual material sc far away from the occupation centre
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immediate leccality. Additicnally, a Roman road surface sur
vives in part with evidence for assoclated constructional
feature, presumably further surfaces lie well preserved
beneath the post-medieval and later layers under the A417 Lo
the SE. Importance: High

TRENCH NO: 1991/515

TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m »x 21.0m

TRENCH QORIENTATION: E-W

FIELD NQ.: (041

LANDUSE: Arable (cereal)

LANDOWNER: Mrs RTG, WF, FE, RL, & BJ Chester - Master

i . .

Characterization of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL: Loam

SUBSOIL: Loamy - clay

NATURAL:@ Limestone hedrock

ARCHAEQLOGY: OQutwash frem (7) post-Roman roads
Roman roadside diteh, fills and recuts; Roman
road, and (?)demarcation ditch

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 125.33m - 125.6&2m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 125.18m - 125.32m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (maximum): 124.63m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (minimum): 123.03m

Archaeological features

Two distinctive phases can be recognised in +this trench,
The latest phase comprises contexts (1), (3) and (4), of
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which—(3) and (4) are the most significant representing a
build up of deep (0.85m) colluvium over the Roman layers
below, This material has presumably accumulated due to the
continued use of this field as arable, loosening the zanil +to
run down into the natural shallow coombe present here.

Phase I comprises layer (5) a creamy-buff sandy-clay with
limestone fragments which is undoubtedly an outwash deposit
from the road to the N of the trench. This material immedi-
ately overlies the fill (7) of a re-cut roadside ditch
[12]. {12] in turn cuts the fill (B) of a much larger re-
cut ditch [9}, this ditch is some 3.00m wide and 1.20m deep.
Re—cut ditch [9] cuts layer (&) which seems to represent the
first serious colluviation in the area. On the N side of
the trench (6) supports a thin tail of stones (14) which
must represent road metalling of the Roman repad to thse N,
The colluvial layer (&) has filled the original Roman rocad-
side ditceh [13], which is c©.2.50m wide by 0.60m deep and cut
into the bedrock, necessitating the subsequent re-cut [9].
Note that [9] is centrally placed within the first ditch and
has scoured 1ts base, whereas the much shallower [12] is off
centre. No contemporary road metalling is associated with
[13]), this must be further N beyond the trench.

Contemporary with ditch [13], is ditch [11]. Ditch [11] is
a minor feature ¢.0.60m wide by 0.18m deep filled with vivid
red clayey s0il. It sits 4.0m 8 of the main ditch and runs
parallel to it, it may have functioned as a road zone demar-
cation ditch during the first building phase. Alternatively
it may be related to some form of roadside occupation.

Artefactual evidenace

Only one sherd of pottery.was recovered from +this +trench,
this came from the interface between contexts (4) and (6) at
the SE end of the trench where the bedroek rises and collu-
vium is thinner. It is of medieval date and unabraded.

BEcofactual/palaec—environmental evidence
No ecofactual material was recovered, and a sample from fill

(10) proved +to be of little potential for extraction of
palaeo-environmental evidence.

Value of deposits (trench)
The stratigraphic sequence within this trench is extremely

well preserved, and displays a wide wvariety of features
asgaciated with the Roman Fosse Way, as well asg revealing
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important evidence about land-use and local scall denudation,
The potential for further work here is high, this is a
valuable resource as much of these linear deposits have bheen
removed either side of the area examinped by quarrying.
Importance: High

Value of deposits (Site)

The combined result of evaluation of these four trenches has
produced information which shows excellent preservation of
i) Roman roadside ditches, multi-phase on the SE gide of the
road, and a possible second on the NW side; i1) complex and
humerous Roman road surfaces and asscciated features surviv—
ing in part on the NW side of the road and presumably in
whole beneath he 7 dr i3 =fa adi ey T—=uarfaces 3
associated features; and iv) substantial 18th century turn-
pike road beneath the present A417. In summary, this site
represents a valuable archaeclogical resource and its impor-
tance must he assesged as: High
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5.8 BITE F

A flint scatter was identified during the Stage 1 Assessment
occurring on both slopes of a small dry valley. A test geo-
physical survey was done on the E side of the scatter, this
revealed several possible plts in a c¢luster. Trench 19%91/51é
was located in a high flint density area and Trench 1991/517

was located over one of the geophysical anomalies

TRENCH NO: 1991/516

TRENCH SIZE: 2mx2m

TRENCH ORTENTATION: N-§5

FIELD NO.: 0041

LANDUSE: Arable (cereals)

LANDOWNER: Mrs RTG, WF, FE, BRL, & BJ Chester - Master

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL; Clayey — loam

SUBSOIL: none present

NATURAL: limestone bedrack

ARCHAEOLOGY: Undated pit and fill (4] and (2).

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 125.9Em

HEIGHT OQF SUBSQIL: none present

HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (maximum): 125.74m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (minimum): 125.48m

Archaeological features

A very small pit [4] about 0.55m in diameter and cut into
bedrock to a depth of 0.25m was noted on the E side of the
trench. The fill (2) of this pit was a red-brown clayey—
5ilt contalning flecks of burnt clay and charcoal, no finds
were recovered from the £ill. It is not posgible to ascer-
tain the or1g1na1 level from which the pit was cut hut it

and waatherlng of the bedrock in this exposed area with
little topsoil cover.

Artefactual evidence

Artefactual evidence from this trench was mainly modern and
post medieval ©pottery, glazs and iron fragments from the
Ploughsoil (1). However several small and abraded sherds of
pottery <thought +to date from the Roman and/or medieval
periods were also recovered from (1), as were +two small
flint flakes.

Flint density: 1:0.44 cubic¢ metres of soil.
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Ecofactual /palaev—environmental evidence
Jeveral fragments of decayed animal horn were found in £il}

(2) of +the small plt. There was no potential for palaeo-
environmental analysis,

Value of deposits (trench)

Clearly features exist in this area in spatial association
with a flint scatter which now also seems to contain prehis-
toric pot. Without further evidence it would be difficult
to surmise the flint distribution was derived from occupa-
tlon of +this site which had left structural/occupational
traces in the form of heavily truncated negative features.
However, the juxtaposition of these items suggests 1inkage
and 1if <this can bhe proven then the site would have to be
considered as having further potential. Importance: Medium

TRENCH NO: 1991/517
TRENCH SIZE: 2mx2m

TRENCH ORIENTATIONT N=%

FIELD NO.: Q041

LANDUSE: Arable (cereals)

LANDOWNER: Mrs RTG, WF, FE, RL & BJ Chester-Master

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL; Clayey — loam
SUBSOIL: none present
NATURAL: Limesteone bedrock
ARCHAEQOLOGY: No features

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 125.74m - 125.79m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: none present

N . =N = IJII N -II 2 2 W N s ==

: HEIGHT OF AR nt

HEIGHT OF ARCHAROLOGY (minimum):

Archaeological features

The possible pit recorded on the geophysical survey turned
out +o be a natural periglacial feature. No other features
which could be interpreted as archaeclogical were encoun-
tered.
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Artefactual evidence

Artefactual material comprised several post-medieval pot
sherds, an iron nail, one small fragment of fired clay, two
fragments of medieval pottery and four pieces of flint.
Flintwork included +two fragments of broken blade, a core
rejuvenation flake and a burnt core, nomne of this material
is diagnostic

Flint density: 1:0.22 cubic metres of soil

Ecofactual /palarc—environmental evidence

None was recovered from this trench.

Value of deposits (trench)
Only artefactual material was recovered from +this +trench,

but the flintwork and pottery implies the area possesses
some potential for further work. Importance: Medium.

Value of deposits (§ite)

Clearly features exist in this area in spatial associatiocon
with a flint scatter but the material recovered cannot
unfortunately bhe given even a broad date range. Without
further evidence it would be difficult te surmise the flint
distribution was derived from occupation of this site which
had left structural/occupational traces in the form of
heavily truncated negative features. However, the juxtaposi-
tion of these items suggests linkage and if +this can be
proven then the site would have to be considered as having
potential for further work. The average flint denszity of
the +topsoil appears to be 1:0.29 cubic metres in the area
examined, the figure is relatively high and suggests good
recovery rates for further work. Importance: High
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5.9 SITE G
A ftrench was placed alongside the putative Roman
ditches existed.

TRENCH NO: 19%1/518

TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m % 15m

TRENCH ORIENTATION: E-W

FIELD NQ.: 0041

LANDUSE: Arable (cerealas)

LANDOWNER: Mrs RTG, WF, FE, RL & BJ Chester-Master

NO ARCHAECLOGY PRESENT: no features were encountered
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$.10 SITE H

A light flint scatter close to the modern 2A417. A test
geophysical survey on one area of the scatter revealed a
linear anomaly. Both hand-dug Trenches (1991/519 and
1991 /520) were located within the general flint scatter,
machine trench 1991/521 was cut across the linear anomaly.

TRENCH NO: 1991/519

TRENCH SIZE: ZmxZm

TRENCH ORIENTATION: N-5

FIELD NO.: 2200

LANDUSE: Arable (cereals)
LANDOWNER: Mr RTG Chester—Master

NO ARCHAEOLOGY PRESENT: only one nail and two modern pot-
sherds were recovered from the
topsell,

TRENCH NO: 1991/520

TRENCH SIZE: 2mx2m

TRENCH ORIENTATION: N-S

FIELD NO.: 2200

LANDUSE: Arable (cereals)
LANDCWNER: Mr RTG Chester—-Master

NO ARCHAEOLOGY PRESENT: only two abraded bodysherds of
medieval pottery were recovered from
the topsoil.

TRENCH NO: 1991/521

TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 10.0m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: E-W
FIELD NO,: 2200

LANDUSE: Aralble (cereals)

LANDOWNER: Mr RTG Chester-Master

O ARCHAEQLOGY FRESENT: the linear feature recorded on the
geophysical proved to be geclogical
in origin. Artefactual remains
consisted of two fragments of
daub or fired clay, several
fragments of iron, and one flint,
all recovered from the topsoil.

Flint density: 1:2.2 cubic metres of soil.
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Value of deposits (Site)

Evaluaticn
extremely

of the site has proven the flint density +to
low within the ploughseil, and that there are

archaeclogical features that can be recognised. There
little potential for further work. Importance: Low

be
no
ia
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5.11 SITE 1

An area aof flint scatter Dbroadly dated to the
Neolithic/Bronze Age. A geophysical survey over much of the
area affected produced tresults which 1indicated several
linear features were present plus some posszible pits.
Trench 1991/522 was located to bisect a linear feature and
posaible pit, Trench 1991 /523 was placed over a2 possible pit

amongst the general scatter, the remaining trenches
1991 /534, 535 and 536 were distributed throughout the flint
scatter.

TRENCH NO: 1991/522

TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 10.0m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: NW-SE

FIELD NO.: 2200

LANDUSE: Arable (cereals)
LANDOWNER: Mr RTG Chestar-Master

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL; Clayey — loam

~ Broy

g

SUBSULL: Clayey — loam

NATURAL: Limestone bedrock

ARCHAEOLOGY: primarily artefactual.

Archaeological features

Several very minor features were encountered, none of +these
could  be positively identified as archaeological.

Artefactual evidencs

Several flints were recovered from this trench, among these
was a well made barbed and tangad arrowhead datable to the

head, two small fllnt chips and two pieces of hurnt flint

Only the arrowheads are disztinctive enough to bhe dated. All
the finds came from context (2) which was a subsoil ¢.0.20-
D.56m deep. The deep plough scars recorded at 0.46m deep in
Trench 1991/525 would suggest that these flints are not in
an undisturbed context.

Flint density: 1:1.00 cubic metres of zoil.

Ecofactual /palaec—environmental evidence

Ne Done was recovered. None of the fills encountered here
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could be positively identified as archaeological and all
were contaminated with nmodern roots, potential is therefore
low in terms of palaeo-environmental research.

Value of deposits (trench)

It has been established that good quality flintwork is

pregent In +the area of this trench, but that none of it
appears +to be within undisturbed contexts. The flintwork
forms part of a good assemblage from the immediate vicinity,
the B4&T arrowhead wculd +end to imply an area of occupation
or indeed a burial close by, the former would appealr more
likely on the strength of current evidence. Importance: High

TRENCH NO: 1991/523

TRENCH SIZE: 2mxZm

TRENCH CORIENTATION: N-3

FIELD NO.: 2200

LANDUSE: Arable (cereals)
LANDOWNER: Mr RTG Chester—-Master

Characterisation of main stratigraphic unita

TOPSOIL; Loam

SUBSOIL: Clay

NATURAL: Limestone bedrock
ARCHAEQLOGY: Modern field drain [4]

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 118.40m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 118.18m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (maximum): N/A
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (minimum): N/A

Archasclogical features

A modern field drain [4] was encountered. There were no
other archaeological features.

Artefactual evidence

Very 1little artefactual evidence was recovered from this
trench, only two flint flakes are of any interest, these are
not diagnostic and cannot be dated.

Flint denslty: 1:0.88 cubic metres of soil.
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‘Ecofactual /palaeo—environmental evidence

None was recovered.

- Value of deposits (trench)

The deposits encountered within the trench were restricted
to undatable flint unassociated with features, therefore the
potential for recovery of more information through further
work would appear limited. Importance: Low

. TRENCH NO: 1991/524
TRENCH SIZE: 2mx2m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: N-S
FIELD NO.: 2200
LANDUSE: Arable (cereals)
LANDOWNER: Mr RTG Chester—Master

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL; Loam

SUBSQIL: Loamy -~ clay

NATURAL: Blue - grey clay
ARCHAEQLQGY: Modern drain [4]

HEIGHT OF TOPSQIL: 118.78m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 118.54m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOQLOGY {(maximum): N/A
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (minimum): N/A

Archaeological features

A modern fleld drain [4] was encountered, +there were no
= other archaeclogic¢al features, 000
Artefactual evidence

Some post-medieval pot was recovered from (1), and two flint

flakes from the ploughsoil context (1). The flint flakes are

not diagnostic and cannoct be dated.

Flint density: 1:0.88 cubic metres of acil.
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Ecofactual /palaeo—environmental evidence

None was recovered.

Value of deposits (trench)

trench would be assessed as Low as no features were encoun-—
tered and guantity of flint was moderate. Importance: Low

TRENCH NO: 1991 /525

TRENCH SIZE: 2Zmx2Zm

TRENCH QORIENTATION: N-&

FIELD NO.: 2200

LANDUSE: Arable (cereals)
LANDOWNER: Mr RTG Chester - Master

NO ARCHAEOLOGY PRESENT: no features or artefactual material
was encountered.

TRENCH NOT 1591/526

TRENCH SIZE: 2mx2m

TRENCH ORIENTATION: N-8

FIELD RO.: 2200

LANDUSE: Arable (cereals)
LANDOWNER: Mr RTG Chester - Master

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSQIL: Loam

SUBSCOIL: Clay

NATURAL: Blue - grey clay

ARCHAEOLOGY: Ditch [4] and fill (5), gully [6] and £il1 (10)

HEIGHT OF SUBSOCIL: 118.89m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (maximum): 118.68m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOQOLOGY (minimum): 118.35m

Archaeclogical features

A ditch [4] cut into the natural clay bedrock was encoun-
tered running in a E-W direction across the trench. The §
edge of the ditch was almost vertically sided while +the N
edge had a smoother preofile, the bottom was almost flat, a
useful analogy for the profile would be that of a “Punic

~ditch". Associated with this E-W diteh was a slight irregu-

- ihll - EE A
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lar gully ({[6] running into [4] at right angles on +the N
2ide. One fill was recorded within [4], this was (3) which
wasg a well-settled and compact layer of considerable antig-
uity. There was only one fill in [6], this was (10). Along
the & side of ditch [4] there was much pock-marking of the
natural clay (3) suggesting that there may have been a
contemporary hedgeline present.

Artefactual evidence

All +he artefactual evidence came from +the E-W running
diteh, within f£fill (5) two flint flakes were recovered.
Neither of these flints are diagnestic and they cannot be
assigned a date.

Flint density: 1:1.06 cubic metres of soil.

Ecofactual /palaso—environmental evidence

No ecofactual evidence was recovered from this trench, and
there 1s no potential for palaec—environmental analysis.

Value of deposits (trench)

The wvalue of the deposits recovered in this trench must be
considered high in comparison to the other trenches on this
slte. The spatial relationship between artefactual material
and archaeological features is close and even +though the

flintwork is not specifically datable 1t could be conjec-
tured that the ditch [4] is a prehistoric feature, perhaps a
field diteh or stock boundary, such an interpretation would
be c¢onsistent with current evidence. Importance: High

Value of deposits (Site)

In addition to the flint collected at Silte I during the

Stage 1 field-walking programme, further material was c¢ol-
lected during Stage 2 Evaluation. Advantage was taken of
the heavy winter rains and snow breaking down the ploughsoil
and washing clean artefacts. The area of +the geophysical.
grid was quickly rewalked to produce 53 items of flint, an
average of 8.8 flints per 30mx30m square. Most of this
material comprised, waste flakes, burnt fragments, fragments
of blades, cores and general working waste, but amongst it
were several utilised flakes and a Bronze Age scraper.

Overall it would appear that Site I ig extremely important

" for several reasons; 1) there is a moderate gquantity of
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flintwork from the site spanning several periods; ii) that
different activities would appear to have gone on at +the
site or nearby, the recovery of Bronze Age implements in
aggociation with burnt material implies occupation, while
the large amount of waste material and some Mesolithic/
early Neolithic would seem to suggest working debris rather
than occupation; and iii) that there are features on the
slte which could be related to the general scatter. Unfortu-
nately not enocugh of the flint recovered is of sufficiently
distinct character for more definitive statements to be made
and very little of the materiazl has come from an undisturbed
context. However, there does exist the potential for further
study on this site. Importance: High.
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5.12 SBITE J

A heavy concentration of medieval pottery broadly dated +to
the 12th-15th centuries was recovered from this field. 2
geophysical survey carried out over most of the area affect~
ed Dby the bypass corridor revealed several anomalies indi-
cating pits and linear features. Trench 1991/527 was locat“

Tranch 1991/529 was 1ocated to h1sact sevaral linear and
pit-like anomalies in an area where the pottery density was
moderate, and Trench 1991/530 was located over a major
anomaly original suspected as a possible kiln, the density
of pottery within this area was also high.

TRENCH NO: 1991/527
TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m X 20.5m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: N-8
FIELD NO.: 9534

LANDUSE: Arable {(cereals)
LANDOWNER: Mr Huck

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL: Clayey ~ loam

SUBSOIL: 8ilty clay

NATURAL: Blue - grey clay
ARCHAEOLOGY: Remnant ridge-and-furrow

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 123.28m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 123.02m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (maximuwm): 122.85m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOQOLOGY (minimum): 122.66m

Archaeological features

- This french lay parallel to the strike of the medieval —
- ridge-and-furrow ploughing system once extant in this field
but which has recently been destroyed by levelling with a
bul ldozer. However the profile of the ridges still exists
in the subsoil and was detectable here, the +trench lying
slightly down +the E slope of the ridge. The only other
features uncovered lay beneath the clay mound of the ridge,
these were a shallow irregular gully [6] filled with red-
brown haematite rich clay (7) (this would appesar to be the
feature detected during the geophysical survey), and a
slightly larger more well defined gully [5] filled with red-
brown eclay material (4) A definite archaeological origin
would be difficult to assign to either of these items on the
strength of current evidence.
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Artefactual evidence

All artefactual material was recovered from the subsoil (2)
Finds were few and most of the material was post-medieval
pot, tile ete but there was one possible late medieval
sherd of pottery. No artefacts were recovered from gullies
[5)] and [&].

Ecofactual /palaeo—environmental evidence

None was recovered.

Value of deposits (trench)

The {fenuous archaeclogical claims of features [5] and {6],
and the general lack of artefactual material from this
trench do not suggest this particular area holds much poten-
tial for further Jnvestigation. Importance: Low

TRENCH NO: 1951/529

TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 30.0m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: E-W
FIELD NO.: 9534

LANDUSE: Arable (cereals)
LANDOWNER: Mr Huck

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL; Loamy — c¢lay

SUBSOQOIL: Clay

NATURAL: Limestone bedrock

ARCHAEQLOGY: Modern drains [2] and [14]
Ridge-and-furrow gullies (5} and (10)

Gully 181

Gully {16] and ditch [12]

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 123.09m - 123.34m
HEIGHT QF SUBSOIL: 122.76m - 123.08m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEQLOGY (maXimum): 123.09m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (minimum): 122.66m

Archaeclogical features
Features encountered in this trench were; 9] a modern

fleld drain of soakaway type, running NE-SW across the
trench, [5] and {10] which were the side furrows of the
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medieval ridge-and-furrow ploughing system running N-5
across the trench. [19] was a shallow curving gully cut into
the subscil ¢.0.05m, running in a NW-8E direction, this
feature was heavily +truncated and conly its very Dbottom
profile had survived ploughing. The mogt significant fea-
ture in the trench was a ditch [12], 0.90m wide cut into the

" clay natural 0.45m from the top of subsoil (2/4), the origi-

nal level from which it was cut cannct be ascertained. The
feature ran across the trench in a NNE-35W direction and had
an unusual profile, +the E edge of the ditch was gently
graded while the W side was vertical, within this feature
there were two fills. The main fill was (13), a dark bhrown
charcpal flecked clayey—-loam, within this fill there was a
pocket of burnt clay (21) and charcoal mixed with soil (22)
possibly resulting from in-situ burning of a post, or per-

naps .

1t was vertically sided an orange-brown gravelly-clay (17)
was set against the edge, this toe had a vertical face where
it met £111 (13). The explanation for £ill (17) could be
that it was a packed backfllling waterial used Lo fill up a
slot on the edge of the ditch which held a palisade or fence
when this was removed, the material (17) seemed to be some-—
what alien +to +the immediate environment and was either
quarried nearby or brought in. Flanking ditch [12] on its W
gide was a minor gully [25] which ran exactly parallel to
the maln ditch, this was filled with a brown clayey-loam
which yielded a single flint flake upon excavation.

Artefactual evidence

Artefacts were few from this +trench, a2 post-medieval sherd,
two possible pieces of medieval pottery and one sherd of
pottery of 11th-13th century date were recovered from the
subsoil, An undateable broken flint blade was recoversed
from £111 (18).

Ecofactual/palaec—senvironmental evidence

Only one fragment of unidentifiable bone was recovered from
the +trench, this came from gully f£fill (18). Samples taken
from +the burnt and charred feature within ditech fill (13)
produced no remains of interest when analysed.

Value of deposits (trench)

Most of the features in this trench are of little wvalue,
however +the double-filled ditch [12] with flanking gully
[25] 1is of considerable interest, not only because of its
complexity but alsec from the fact that artefactual material
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is present within the fills of the feature. Examination of
such a short length of ditch cannot hope to prove function
and date, examination of a larger area would be required for
this. The geophysical survey is not helpful in identifying
the plan of the feature as it merely shows as a strong
distorted anomaly over a small area, when this is c¢learly
not the case judging from the excavated evidence. Alithough
truncated to some extent, thils complex of gullies and ditch-
e3 18 well-preserved and maintains potential for further
investigation. Importance: High

TRENCH NO: 1991/530
TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m X 20.5m

TRORNOY AR TENTAT TS kb

o
LA S T A LN N AR P N B wrY A NN W N LS Y [ Bl |

FIELD NO.: 9534
LANDUSE: Arable (cereals)
LANDOWNER: Mr Huck

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL; Clayey — loam

SUBSOIL: Silty eclay

NATURAL: Limestone bedrock

ARCHAEQLOGY: Modern drain [3], large guantities of artefact
‘ wal material

HEIGHT OF TOPS0IL: 123.66m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 123.42m

HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOQOLOGY (maximum): N/A
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOQLOGY {(minimum): N/A

Archaeological features

A modern drain {3] cut across the N end of the trench in a
NE-3W direction.

Artefactual evidence

A great deal of artefactual material was recovered from this
trench. Much burnt limestone, charceoal, slag, coke and a
dozen iron nails came from within the subsoil (1), there was
ne discernible pattern to this material but it may account
in some way for the large anomaly seen on the geophysical
survey in this area. The pottery recovered included c¢.45
bodysherds of medieval domestic pottery dating from +the
11th-13+th centuries, +thers were only two zherds of post-
imedieval and early modern material, while there were four
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very small abraded pieces of pottery which may be Roman in
date, one of these appears to have been re-used for an
unknown purpose. One small undated flint flake was recov-
ered along with & Neolithic/Bronze Age end scraper. A
silver short-cross ha'penny minted in the reign of Henry III
(1218-1242) was found, this accords well with the date range
for the early medieval pottery.

Ecofactual /palaeo-environmental evidence

None was recovered.

Value of deposita (trench)

The value of the deposits within this trench are difficult
to assess as they golely comprise artefactual material
unassocliated with any structural evidence. However the
large quantity of early medieval pottery and silver coln of
gimilayr date hint at some form of occupation., Impertance:
Medium '

Value of deposits (Site)

It 1is clear that throughout Site J the character of +the
archaeclogy is variable. The N end of the site appears to
possess little of interest while the SE and SW sides contain
good structural and artefactual material respectively. The
character of +the deposits in 1991/529 1is suggestive of

prehistoric occupation, while the ©pottery evidence from
1991/530 1is clearly of too great a density, and restricted
of fabric and form type to be attributed to medieval manur-
ing patterns alone. The high density of early medieval
pottery over much of the area which has been shown to be
associated with relatively high value coinage (the silver
ha'penny would have represented a days wages for a labourer
at contemporary

8ven though no struectural traces were encountered. With
medieval archaeology =uch items are often difficult to
identify in small trenches, larger scale examination of the
area would Dbe regquired to establish the character of the
gite, c¢learly there is the potential for further information
recovery under the correct conditions. Importance: Medium.

83




SITE K

An early medieval pot scatter. A test geophysical survey
revealed no traces of features. Two trenches were used to
investigate the area.

TRENCH NO: 1991/528

TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 20.5m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: N-S
FIELD NQ.: 7400

LANDUSE: Aralkle (cereals)
LANDOWNER: Mr Huck

Characterisation of main stratigraphic unita

TOF50IL;Loamy - clay

'SUBSCIL:Clay

NATURAL: Blue — grey clay

ARCHAECQLOGY: meodern field drain [7].
ridge~and—furrow gullies [4] and [5].
(7)pit [3]

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 124,.28m - 124,43m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 124.15m

HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (maximum): 124.17m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (minimum): 123,84m

Archaeological features

i T N I N e

A modern field drain [7] crossed the trench on a NE-SW
alignment., Two truncated furrows [4] and [5] of the ridge-
and~furrow system which once existed within this field were
encountered running E-W across the <trench, the distance
between +these features was c.9.5m putting them into the
broad-rig' category and characteristically medieval In
typology. Both these furrows were cut inte the clay sub-
s0il, they did not penetrate ag far as the natural,

An irregular shallow pit {3] is of doubtful man-made oarigin,.

Artefactua)l evidence

The only artefactual evidence recovered was one cortical
fiint flake from the subsoil (&), thisg is undatable.

Ecofactual /palaec—environmental evidence

Nona was recovered.
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Vaiue of deposits (trench)

Although the remnant ridge-and-furrow encountered in +this
trench 1is medieval in dats it has little potential for
further work, the nearby copse adjoining Witpit Lane con-
tains extant ridge-and-furrow from the game field system,
therefore <there is little to be gained from study of the

T ~or

"F' : FeLva .l

TRENCH NO: 1991/531

TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 19.5m

TRENCH ORIENTATICON: N-S

FIELD NO.: 7400

LANDUSE: Arable (cereals)
LANDOWNER: Mrs RTG Chester - Master

" Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL: Loam
SUBSOIL: Loamy - clay

NATURAL: Clay
ARCHAEOLOGY: medieval furrow [2]
drainage gully {5]

HEIGHT OF TOPSQOIL: 124.06m - 124,.29m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 123.86m - 124.18m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOQLOGY (maximum): 123.68m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLQOGY (minimum): 123.06m

Archaeological features

The principal feature encountered in this trench is a +run-
cated furrow [2] from the ridge-and-furrow which once cov-
ered the field. This furrow corresponds with [4] in +rench

gided ditech [5) had been cut into the subsoil (3) and the
top of the undisturbed natural clay (6). The ditch iz some
0.50m wide by 0.65m deep and filled with blue-grey clay (4).
The function of this must presumably have been for drainage
over and above that afforded by the furrow. As it does not
occur within furrew [4] in Trench 1991/528 to the W, it must
presumably run E-ward to Witpit Lane and the roadside diteh
there.

Artefactual evidence

Artefactual material mainly comprised post-medieval glazed
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wares from the ploughsoil (1). There were also four pot-
sherds of posgible medieval date, and one undateabls flint
flake from the subsoil (3).

Ecofactual /palaso-environmental evidence

None

Value of deposits (trench)

Deposits within this trench are of limited value for further
study, as with 1991/528 there is little to be gained from
examinatien of truncated ridge-and-furrow features. None of
the artefactual material recovered was of particular Inter-
est. Importance: Low

Value of deposits (8ite)

Overall the excavated evidence from these +two trenches
reveals little information about the origin of the pottery

scatter from this area. Although there are abundant traces
of medieval ploughing technigque, and some evidence of asso-
ciated features, this in itself is not particularly helpful
in answering +the problems posed by heavy concentrations
early medleval pottery of limited date range and form.
Within +the two trenches there was no indication of occupa-
tion evidence and the gquantity and gquality of artefactual
material recovered was low. On the strength of the evidence

~recovered it is unlikely that much further information can

be extracted from this site. Importance: Low

F—uz-h—-—_{-,-ﬁ-c----_:-
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5.14 SITE I,

FRN 3067 is a site plotted from AP's which show a ditched
trackway or possibly an enclosure in the N half of the sits,
and a long sub-rectangular enclosure in the § half. A geo

physical survey revealed the approximate position of the
trackway, but gave little indication of the sub-rectangular
enclosure. Trench 1991/532 was placed to examine the track-
way and its relationship to the enclosure, while 1991/533
wagz placed across a geophysical ancomaly within the general
area of the same enclosure.

TRENCH NO: 1991/532
TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 51.6m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: NE-SW

TTET T A& X Iy ATy

Lol N - 4T A

LANDUSE: Arable (cereals)
LANDOWNER: Monarch Assutrance

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL; Loam
SUBSOIL: Loamy - clay
NATURAL: Clay
ARCHAEOLOGY: modern field drain [8]
ditches [1], [3) and ([5] of trackway PRN 3087

HEIGHT OF TOFSCOIL: 118.97m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 118.79m

HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOQLOGY (maximum): 118.&9m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAECLOGY (minimum): 118.06m
Archaeological features

A modern field drain (8] c¢rossed the middle of the trench on
a N-3 alignment.

At the NW end of the trench a ditch (3] 0.60-1.0m wide was

cut  into the limestone bedrock to a depth of 0.25m. The

ditch was very clearly defined on the NE side with a sharp
¢ut edge running E-W across the trench, on the 5W side +the
edge of the feature was very degraded and appears +to have
weathered back into the fragmented cornbrash +to leave a
ragged edge, the bottom of the ditch was flat.

A second ditch [1] on the same alignment as [5] was encoun—
tered cut into the bedrock to a depth of 0.30m, and was some
1.20m wide, The ditch had a gently sloping profile with a
flat Dbottom. Within it there were three fills, +the upper

. “Ill Il D By I aE mn hlll I-
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(2) was a stony sandy-clay. while (7) below was of similar
composition to (2) but with a greater guantity of large
stones. The greater concentration of stone on the SW side
of (7) may represent slumping of materlal from a stone Dbank
set alongside +the ditch. The very bottom of +the ditch
contained a thin primary fill of sandy-clay (10}.

The final ditch in the series was [3] closest to the NE end
of the trench and followed exactly the same alignment as [1)
and {[3]. This was by far the largest feature encountered
being some 1.40m wide and cut into the bedrock to a depth of
0.65m. One edge of this ditch had also weathered back *to
some extent, the NE side of the feature led intc the ditch
with a shallow slope where the bedrock had been degraded.
The profile of the ditch was sharp on the NE side, gsently
sloping on the SW, with a rounded bottom. There were two
fills within the ditch, the upper (6) was a stony sandy-clay
which lay above the very much stonier primary f£ill (11).
The higher concentration of large limestone fragments on the
NE side of fill (11) could be attributed either +to the
presence of a stone bank on that side or simply te Dbedrock
weathering from the upper surface.

Artefactual evidence

The only pottery to be recovered from this trench was +three
sherds of medieval domestlic wares from the +topsoil, along
with a fragment of modern glass and a post-medieval rowel
spur made of jron. A fragment of burnt flint was retriesved
from the subsoil, and an undated but utilised cortical flint

fTake was found within fill (&) of ditch [5].

Eceofactual /palaeo-envirocnmental evidence

Ecofactual material was limited to one horse tooth recovered
from f£ill (11) of ditch [5]. A sample of fill (2) from
ditch [1] was analysed for palaeg-environmental data, the

sample contained a few amall fragments of charcoal and a few
snails, and was of relatively little value,

Value of deposits (trench)

Three ditches are visible on the AF's of the possible track-
way within PRN 3067, all three were identified during the
evaluation. They did however vary slightly in their state
of preservation with [3] the least substantial, having
suffered the most damage. The remalning two ditches are.
very well preserved and of considerable interest, displaying
a good variety of fill types, containing some sealed arte-
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factual material and, being morphologically distinect.
Although =no additional features were encountered, thess
three ditches are in themselves of considerable archaeologi-
cal value. Importance: High

TRENCH NO: 1991/533

TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 51.6m
TRENCH QRIENTATION: NE-3W
FIELD NO.: 2472

LANDUSE: Arable (ceresals)
LANDOWNER: Monarch Assurance

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSQIL: Clayey — loam
SUBSOIL: Loamy -~ clay
NATURAL: Limestone bedrock
ARCHAEOLOGY: modern drains [3] and [11]
(?)pit [2]
diteh [1]

HEIGHT QF TOPSOIL: 118.73m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 118.&3m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (maximum): 118.50m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAECLOGY (minimum): 117.96m

Archaeological featurea

A modern scakaway type drain [3] was cut through the bhedrock
on & NNE-S5W alignment., A sSecond modern drain [11] c¢rossed
the trench at the NW end on a N-5 alignment.

An irregular shaped feature [2] ¢.0.90m in diameter and cut
inte +the bedrock to a depth of 0.40m may be a pit, it was
1 i i ining circumfer-

ence was reasonably vertical on the cut edge. The bottom of
the feature wasz flat.

A major ditch [1] ran across the middle cf the trench on an
approximate N-§5 alignment. Doth the NE and 3W edges of the
diteh cut had suffered degradation presumably through natu-
ral weathering when the ditch was in use. These edges had
partly weathered back into the bedrock by over 1.0m in
cases. A series of four fills c¢ould be detected within this
diteh, The uppermost layer (4) would is somewhat disturbed
by rploughing in the highest part of the context, and is
glightly mixed with the subsoil. Fill (8) below (4) is an
undisturbed sandy-clay containing limestones, Fill (9)
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below (8) is distinguished from it by 1its higher stone
content, as is (10), the primary fill of the ditch.

Artefactual evidence

The upper fill (4) of the ditch [1] contained 12 bodysherds
of middle/late Bronze Age pottery, probably all from +the

same veasel, although this context was slightly disturbed
within the upper margins the material was well stratified at
the bottom of the layer. The proximal end of a flint blade
was also recovered from this context.

One sherd of medieval pottery was recovered from context (8)
below (4), this sherd must be considersd as intrusive when
one considers the artefactual evidence from the layer above,
it is highly unlikely that 12 sherds from the same vessel
would be residually deposited in such a tight grouping as
that found in (4). A large flint flake possibly worked, was
recovered from this layer, the ltem cannot be dated.

Fill (9) below (8) produced two flints, a core preparation
flake, and a cortical flake that may have been wutilised,

Neither of these items could be dated.

Eccfactual /palaeo—environmental evidence

Two items of bone was recovered from fill (9), a fragment of
cattle bone and a fragment of horse, both were poorly pre-
served. A sample of ditch fill from [1] proved +to have
little potential for palaso-enviromnmental analysis.

Value of deposits (trench)

Although the main feature encountered in this trench, ditch
{1] 1is somewhat disturbed and degraded in sections o©of the
upper profile, the i i

relatively well preserved and contain considerabie gquanti-
ties of artefactual material. 1In addition there may possi-
bly be other archaeological features which are associated
with the main ditch. It is impossible to assign a function

to [1], large scale examination of a wider area would be
required for +this and also to assess +he likelihood of
patterning or association with features such as [2]. Howev-—
er there is clearly potential for further investigation of
the area with useful information being returned, Impor-
tance: High
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Value of deposits (Site)

Evaluation of +this site has proved the existence of well
preserved intact structural features asscociated with the
cropmark evidence, some features can be directly related <o
the pattern of cropmarks seen on the AP's, the multiple
ditched trackway for example., Consequently a more reliable
lacation plot of these ¢ropmarks can now De constructed,
resulting in the multiple ditched trackway moving northward
outaide +the 1limits of the corridor, although +the exact
positioning of the sub-rectangular enclosure is still un-
clear,

In addition to this there would appear to be guite consider-
able dating evidence for some features. The length of ditch

examined in the area of the sub—rectangular—enclosure can be
dated to the middle/late Bronze Age with reasonable certain-
ty.

Taken as a whole Lhe results from this trench suggeat good
overall potential for the return of archaeological informa-
tion. There is the possibllity of identifying the full plan,
function and date of features on the site. This is of con-
siderable importance as the sub-rectangular feature is not a
commonly occurring phenomena from this region, and there is
a possibility that the multiple-ditched trackway may in fact
be scmething more significant. Importance: High
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5.15 Site M

TRENCH NUMBER: 1991/534

TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 29.2Bm E-W, 1.75m ¥ ém N-8
TRENCH QORIENTATION: E-W,N~5

FIELD NO: 2636

LANDUSE: Pasture

LANDOWNER: Mr & Mrs Glass

Characterisation of main stratlgraphlc units

TOPSOIL: Loam

NATURAL: Limestone bedrock

ARCHAEQOLOGY: features [1] and [9]
ditches/pits [3], [5} and {11]

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 118.18m
HEIGHT OF NATURAL: 117.96m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEQOLOGY: (maximum) 1185.01lm
HEIGHT OF ARCHAECLOGY: (minimum) 117.6Im

Archaesological features

A number of features were encountered in this trench. The
two parallel linear features seen on the gecophysical survey
corresponding with the ditches of the possible sub-rectangu-
lar enclosure were identified as cuts 1] and [2] in the
central area of the trench. Both of these features were
very damaged by modern agricultural practices, cut [l] was

approximately 1.0m wide, but was cut into the bedrock only
to a depth of ¢.0.14m. It had a red-khrown clayey-loam f11l1
which was spread out either side of the feature presumably
as a result of plough spreading, the second parallel feature
wag identical in character but even less substantial.

There were three other features of some interest in <this
trench., In the N-5 wing of the trench there were two shal-

low cut features, possibly pits. The first of +these [3]
extended out from the trench section 0.35m and was cut inte
bedrock to a depth of 0.12m. The second feature [5] extend-
ed out from the section by a similar distance but appeared
broader, around ©.%0m, it was cut into bedreck to a similar
depth as [3]. Both features had identical clayey-loam fills
(4) and (6) with a very high stone content. The third
feature [11] was in the middle area of the main E-W arm of
the +trench and extended northward from the section edge by
ahout 0.68m, and was 0.95m broad by 0.12m deep. The profile
of +this cut [11] was quite-sharp sided with a flat bottom,
and +the fill (12) was identical to (4) and (6).
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Artefactual evidence

None

Ecofactual/palaeo-environmental evidence

None

Value of deposits (trench)

Evaluation of this site has proved the existence of +the
parallel linear features seen on AP's and the geophysical
survey, and shown that there are other features present,
However it would seem most likely that cuts [1] and [9] may
represent the truncated remains of furrows from the medieval
ridge-and-furrow field system which was once present here on
a comparable alignment. There are two reasons for this
assumption, the first being that the features were extremely
ill defined where identified cut into the bedrock and not at
all suggestive of ditch cuts; the second reason iz that the
distance between the features broadly equates with medieval

"broad-rig’.

As for features [3], (5] and [11], so little of these items
was avallable for examination that it is difficult to be
sure of their character, they could possibly be the highly
truncated remains of pits or ditech terminals. A lack of
associated artefactual material and their poorly defined
profiles (apart from [11]) does not inspire confidence 1in
such an interpretation.

On the strength of current evidence it would appear that the
deposits encountered within this trench are of no mare +than
local importance., Further work on the site is unlikely +to
produce any more than a plan of the features present, and it
is unlikely that thes=e could be dated if proven to he ar-

"chaeclogical. Importance: Low

TRENCH NUMBER: 1991/535
TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 10m E-W, 5m x 5m N-S
TRENCH ORIENTATION:E-W, N-S

FIELD NO+T 2636
LANDUSE: Pasturea
LANDOWNER: Mr & Mrs Glass

NO ARCHAEOLOGY FRESENT: no features or artefacts were en
countered in this trench.
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Value of deposits (Site)

Overall it would appear that the value of the deposits on
this site iz minimal. Where encountered, features are
poorly preserved and have no assoclatlion with other forms of
archaeological evidence, It is likely that the cropmarks on
thls szta are caused by tha hlgher water retention proper—

very

Shallcw features, and that these fﬂrm linear marks along
features such as [1] and [9]. It is known from the geophys-
ical survey that other linear features cross [l1] and [9] at
right angles, and variations within the £ill of thesa may
have given rise toc what resembled a sub-rectangular enclo-
sure In PRN 3383,

Assessing the deposits on this basis would class them as
being of no more than of modest interest. Importance: Low
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5.16 S5ite N

Faint cropmarks in this area of PRN 2026 were checksd by a
geophysical survey which revealed linear and pit-like ancma-
lies. Trench 1991/536 was located over two possible ditches

. which appeared to form the corner of an enclosure. Trench

1891/537 was located over a very strongly indicated boundary
ditch and a curving enclosure like ditch,

TRENCH NUMBER: 1991/536

TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m = 15m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: N-8
FIELD NO: 5049

LANDUSE: Pasgture .
LANDOWNER: Mpnarch Assurance

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL: Loam

SUBSOIL: Clayey ~ Loam
WATURAL: Limestone bedrock
ARCHAEOLOGY: ditch [8]

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 118.55m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 118.37m
HEIGHT OF NATURAL: 118.37m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY: (maximum) 118,35m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEQLOGY: (minimum) 117.9%4m

Archaeological features

Only one archaeological feature was encountered within +this
trench. Diteh [6] partially extended N from the SE corner
of +the trench, not enough of +the feature was visible for a
picture of its full width to be ga1ned hut where sgeen 1t was

of 0 42m The fill (5) was a red brown sticky clay cuntain—
ing flat slabs of limestone near the bottom and edges of the
feature where thess had weathered in from the sides. There
was some artefactual material present within the f£1i11.

Artefactual evidence
Seven sherds of post-medieval pottery and twe of medieval
pottery were recovered from the subscil in the trench, along

with an iron nail, and two pieces of flint one of which can
be identified as a core trimming flake but iz not datable.
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Ecofactual/palaeo—environmental evidence

One cattle bone was recovered from the fill (3) 'of the
ditech. A sample of £ill (5) did not prove +to hold any
potential for the recovery of palaec—environmental material
when analysed.

Value of deposits (trench)

The evaluation has shown that there is at least one well
preserved dltch feature within this area of PRN 2026 and
that there are limited direct, and some indirect artefactual
associations. Neither +the function or the date of +the

feature revaaled could be eatabllshed on the basis of evi-
. - oy diterh

o

l1s more probably a fleld boundary rather than part of an
enclosure. As such it would be assessed as being of local
gignificance. There is good potential in this area for
establishing a plan and function for the feature, and it may

'be datable if it can be stratigraphically related to more

diagnostic features. Importance: Medium

TRENCH NUMBER: 19491/537
TRENCH SIZE:1.75m x 15m
TRENCH QRIENTATION: N-8
FIELD NO: 5049

LANDUSE: Fasture

LANDOWNER: Monarch Assurance

Characterlsation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL: Loam

SUBSQIL: Clayey = Leam

NATURAL: Limestone bedrock
ARCHAEQLOGY: ditches [3] and [5]

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 118.53 — 118.60m
HEIGHT OF SUBSCIL: 118.44m

HEIGHT OF NATURAL: 118.32m

HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY: (maximum) 118,33m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEQLOGY: (minimum) 117.85m

Archaeologlcal features

Two features were encountered in thisz trench. Ditch [3] ran
across +the southern half of the trench in a NNW-SSE direc~
tion. This feature was 1.0m wide and cut intc the bedrock




to a depth of 0.43m, the profile being gently graded on the
sides with a narrow sub-rectangular sectioned slot cut into
the bottom. This sleot was some 0.30m wide and about 0.1lm
deep, well defined on the NNW side but grading ocut on the
SSE.

Ditch [3]) was cut through by a later more substantial ditch
[53), which ¢rossed the trench on an NW-SE alignment. This
feature was approximately 1.5m wide and was cut into the
bedrock +to a depth of 0.55m, The sides of +this feature,
although slightly degraded and weathered in the upper mar-
gins, were 1lnclined towards the vertical and the bottom was
flat.

The fills of both ditches, (2) and (4) were a very similar
sllty loam with a high stone content increasing with depth.
The only discernible difference was in (4) where a much
higher proportion of large blocky limestone slabs on the N
side of the fill seemed to betray the side of the ditch upon
which the original bank of upcast must have stoed.

Artefactual evidence

None

Ecofactual /palaev—environmental evidence

ﬁo gcofactual material was recovered and the sample of ditch
fill <(4) proved to possess little potential for palaeso-—

environmental analysis.

Value of deposits (trench)

In the absence of any artefactual material the value of the
features encountersd in this trench is based on an assess-
ment of their phyaical condition in relation to other at-

tributes. The evaluation trench has proven that within this
area of PRN 2026 there exists at least two morphologlcally
distincet and well preserved lipear ditches and undisturbed
fills, displaying a wvariety of different +typelogical at-
tributes,

Although function 4{g difficult to assess, the absence of
occupation material here would tend to suggest these are
field or boundary ditches rather than enclosure ditches,
although the possible palisade slot in the bottom of [3] is
a feature usuwally associated with more elaborate prehistoric
monument typas than fields. As guch it would be reasonable
to assess these items ag being of local rather than regional
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Importance, but that the area possess considerable potential
for understanding and interpreting layout, form and function
of such features should they be field systems or otherwise.
Stratigraphic relationships exist between the features
examined, and if this can be extended to other more diagnos-—
tic monument types +than it may be possible +to date the
sequence, ‘Importance: Medium

Value of deposits (Site)

It is clear that this area of PRN 2026 has within it s=ome
very well preserved linear boundaries perhaps of prehistorie
date. It has also been shown that there is some ambiguity
in the geophysical indications of featuresg from the aite, on
the one hand only a short length of ditch was seen in
1991 /536 where two ditches were anticipated and the curving
diteh within 1991/537 did not materialise, whereas a very
substantial and clearly unexpected ditch [3] was encountered
in the same trench. There is therefors the potential for
encountering further hidden features in this area which may
lead +to Dbetter understanding and interpretation of the use
of Jlocal landscape in relation +to known archaeological

sites. Importance: Medium
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5.17 Site O

This trench was located across the axis of the double penan-
nular ring-ditch FPRN 3072 as plotted from AP's.

TRENCH NUMBER: 1991/538

TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 40m NW-SE, 1.75m x 7.5m NE-SW
TRENCH ORIENTATION: NW-3E, NE-SW

FIELD NO: 3923

LANDUSE: Arable

LANDOWNER: Mr & Mrs Glass

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPS0IL: Loam

NATURAL: Lim#stone bedrock

ARCHAEQLOGY: modern drain [13]
ditches [3] and ([5]
(?7)ditch terminals [92] and [1l]
(?)pit [7]

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 11&6.49 — 117.61m
HEIGHT OF NATURAL: 116.18 - 117.44m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAECLOGY: {(maximum) 117.44m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOQOLOGY: (minimum) 115.87m

Archaeological features

A variety of archaeclogical features were encountered in

this trench, almost all appear associated with PRN 3072.

A modern drain [13] was noted crossing the trench on a N-8
alignment,

In the NW end of the trench two features [9) and [11] were
encountered protruding from opposites sections of the trench
tion of the ditch terminals of the larger ring. Feature
{9], with well defined edgez and a flat bottom iz approxi-
mately 1.50m wide and cut into bedrock to a depth of 0.35m.
It contained an upper fill of stony red-brown c¢layey 50il
{8) above a thin deposit of slightly humic soil (15} in +the
bottom of the feature,

Feature {11] was more vertically sided, and also had a flat
bottom, It was approximately 1.20m wide and scme Q.38m
deep, and contained only one fill (10) identical to (8).

To the SE of these features another cut was encountered. [7]
emerged from the trench section and appears to be some 1.35m
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wide and 0.15m desp, with a single fil1l1 (&) identical to (8)
and (10).

In the centre of the trench a gently curving ditch [5] would
appear to correspond with the plotted position of the larger
ring. This feature was some 1.35m at its widest peint and
was cut Into bedrock to a depth of 0.35m, with an almost
vertically sided profile and flat bottom. There was one
fill (4) within this ditch, identical to (&), (B) and (10},
and in its very bottom there were traces of a similar humic
material to (15).

In the SE end of the trench a very distinct length of curv-
ing ditch [3] was encountered running in opposition to the
anticipated ditch of the smaller of the two rings. This
ditch was some 1.05m at widest and cut intec bedrock +to a
depth of 0.32m with an almost vertical cut edge on the NW
glde grading into an irregular bottom and sloping SE side.
A single fill (2) was present in this ditch and was identi-
cal to the other fills within the trench.

Artefactual evidence

None

Ecofactual /palaec—environmental evidence

No ecofactual material was recovered and a sample of fill
(6) proved to have little palaeoc-environmental potential

when analysed,

Value of deposlts (Site)

Evaluation of thiz site has proved the existence of a number
of reasonably well-preserved features which probably corre-
lat . : :

(

PRN 3072, and allowz a more reliable plot of the site to bhe
developed. In addition there is evidence for asszociated
features not identified on AP's of the site, cne of these,
ditch [3] may be a previously unidentified ring-ditch lying
on the NE side of PRN 3072. Although the evidence to sub-
stantiate +this is slim at present, if proven,, it would
bring the total of ring ditches in this vicinity +to five,
such a number would constitute a significant grouping sug-
gestive of a round-barrow cemetery,

A lack of associated artefactual material is not wholly

unexpected if this site is fumeral rather than occupational,
and 1t would seem there is limited potential for direct
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dating of PREN 3072 other than on morphological grounds.
Clearly the state of preservation on the site iz c¢onducive
to recovery of a plan of the monument(s) and associated
features which would undoubtedly assist in understanding its
complexity, form and perhaps function.

Complex ring-ditches are not a particularly common archaso-
logical entity and should he accorded a regional to national
significance. The positioning of FRN 3072, being as it 1is
in association with a number of cropmark complexes nearby,
would enhance the potential of the monument for interpreta-
tion of inter-relationships of different monument classes in
area. Importance: High

|
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5.18 8ite P

A flint scatter. A geophysical survey in a sample area of
the scatter revealed a possible ring-like feature. Trench
1991/539 was dug over this feature the remaining trenches

were distributed amongst the general flint scatter.

TRENCH NUMBER: 1991/539
TRENCH SIZE: 2m - 2Zm
TRENCH QRIENTATION: N-8
FIELD NO: 8476

LANDUSE: Arabls
LANDOWNER: Mr & Mrs Glass

ﬁhaPaetefjsatj_ﬁﬂ_ﬂ.f_ﬁra_rli_snmﬂgrapw % 5 3
L= 7%

TOFSOIL: Loam

SUBSQIL: Clayey - Loam
NATURAL: Clay
ARCHAFQOLOGY: (7?)gully [3]

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 108.92m
HEIGHT OF SUBSQIL: 108.77m
HEIGHT OF NATURAL: 107.%8m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOQOLOQGY: (maximum) 108.67m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEQLOGY: (minimum) 108.5%m

Archaeological features

Only one feature was recorded in this trench, this was a
narroew gully [3] about 0.35m wide and 0.18m deep set within
the subsoil (2). The feature ran N-§ across the trench. It
is not possible to say whether the shallow profile of this
feature is original or whether it has been truncated by
ploughing, ploughing scars leave little trace in +the deep
subsoil (2). Also the feature was very ephemeral and it
would be diffjeult to definitely ascribe a man-made origin
to it on the strength of the excavated evidence.

Artefactual sevidence

The subsoil (2) yielded one post-medieval potsherd, one
possible medieval sherd and one damaged flint flake.

Flint density: c.1:1.84 c¢ubic metres of soil.
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Ecofactual /palaec—environmental evidence

Nonse

Value of deposits (trench)

The value of the deposits within this trench ie not high.

It has been established that the ring—-like feature seen on
the geophysical survey proved to have a natural origin,
gully [3] cannot definitely be called archaeclogical and the
flint recovery rates from the trench were low. There would
seem to he little potentlal for recovery of useful! archaeo-
logical information from this part of Site P. Importance:
Low

TRENCH NUMBER: 1991/540
TRENCH SIZE: 2m x 2m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: N - 8
FIELD NO: 8478

LANDUSE: Arable

L .1
EANDOWNERT Mr—& Mr= Glass

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL: Loam

SUBSOIL: Clayey — Loam
NATURAL: Clay

ARCHAROLOGY: only artefactual

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 109.26m

HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 109.05m

HETGHT OF NATURAL: 108.76 — 108.83m

HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (maximum): none present
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY (minimum):

Archaeclogical features

Nane

Artefactual evidence

The +topszoil (1) and subsoil (2) produced one fragment of
post medieval pot each. In addition (2) yvielded two flint
flakes one of which could be natural, and one small unworked
flint nodulse.

Flint density: 1:0.72 cubic metres of soil.

1
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Ecofactual /palsec—environmental evidence

None

Value of deposits (trench)

There would appear t¢ be little potential within the area of

this trench for the recovery of useful archaecological infor-
mation based on current evidence. It has been established
that no features exist in this area and that the flintwork,
although moderate in density, is not of high quality.
Importance: Low

TRENCH NUMBER: 1991/541
TRENCH SIZE: 2m x 2m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: N - 8
FIELD NO: B476

LANDUSE: Arable
LANDOWNER: Mr & Mrs=s Glass

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL: Loam

SUBSOIL: Clayey — Loam
NATURAL: Clay
ARCHAEOLOGY: (77)pit [&]

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 109.34m

HEIGHT OF SUBSGIL: 10%.15m

HEIGHT OF NATURAL: 108.88m

HEIGHT OF ARCHAEQLOGY (maximum): none present
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEQLOGY {minimum}:

Archaeological features

A small sub-oval feature [6] was recorded in the middle of

this trench, The dimensions of the feature were 0.50m %
0.30m and it was cut into the natural clay to a depth of
0.18m on a tapering profile. There was little to indicate

that this feature has a man—-made origin.

Artefactual evidence

Artefactual evidence was restricted +to flintwork., One
poseibly utilised cortical flake was recovered from the
topsoil (1), while the subsoil (2) yielded one small flake
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and a flake from a polished implement, perhaps an axe.

Flint density: 1:0.50 cubic metres of so0il

Ecofactual /palaec—environmental evidence

None

Value of deposits (trench)

Although this trench has produced some flintwork of reasona-
ble quality in moderate quantity it would seem unlikely in
?he absence of features that much useful archasclogical

this area. Importance: Low

BENY & e = y =R l 0 1

Value of depoaits (8ite)

Although the overall gquantity of flintwork from the site is
low and thus any interpretation of dating of the material is
bound to be uncertain, the assemblage as a whole would seem
to have the characteristics of working waste perhaps date-
able +to +the Neolithic or Bronze Aga. Having established
thls it would be unlikely that the site could be seen as an
ocaupation area, more probably it simply marks a temporary
arsza of flint ftool manufacture. Decause of the difficulties
of studying such material in such low densities the artefac-
tual material recovered can be assessed as having little

more than local significance and the szite as a whole offers
little potential for retrieval of information over and abave
that established by the evaluation. Impcrtance: Low
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5.19 Site Q

This trench was placed to bisect the plotted position of
ring—ditch PRN 2390, and to assess the possibility of earli-
er boundary features existing along the line of the modern
parish boundary.

TRENCH NUMBER: 1991/542

-

TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 45m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: E-W
FIELD NQ: 7262

LANDUSE: Arable (cereals)
LANDOWNER: Mr & Mrs Glass

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL: Loam

SUBSOIL: Clayey - Loam

NATURAL: Clay

ARCHAFOQOLOGY: modern drain
(?7)ypits [21] and [1]
ring-ditch [19]

HEIGHT OF TOFSQIL: 107.05 — 107.46m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 106.75 - 107.33m
HEIGHT OF NATURAL: 106.62 — 107.08m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAFROLOGY. (maximum) 107.08m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY: (minimum) 106.31m

Archaeological features

A modern drain was recorded running across the trench on a
NW—-SE alignment.

Two very feint features {[1] and [21] were noted at the W end
of the trench. Cut [1] was sub-oval in shape and was only

partly exposed within the trench, its recorded width was— 1

0.43m and its depth 0.08m and it was filled by a stony fine

loam, dark brown in colour with haematite flecking. The
second feature [27] was c.1.0m in diameter and 0.10m desp,
with a dark brown clayey—-loam fill, Both featurss were

sealed by the subsoil and cut into the natural clay below.

The principal feature within the trench was an Iirregular
curving ditch cut {19], which was 0.8Bm in width and cut
into +the mnatural <clay to a depth of 0.90m on an almost
vertically sided and flat bottomed profile on the E end,
becoming more irregular and less well defined on the W end.
The f£fill (20) was a compact dark-brown clay—loam flecked
with haematite and fragments of burnt clay. This feature
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was located in the centre of the trench and broadly corre-
lates with the irregular shape and position of PRN 2390 seen
on AP's.

In the very bottom of the ditch three regularly spaced
shallow depressions were noted. These were under 0.15m in
diameter, and perhaps represent impressions left in the ¢lay
by vertically set timbers.

Artefactyal evidence

All pottery recovered in this trench came from the surface
of the subsoil and was post—medieval in date. One flint
flake was recovered from the surface of the subsoil, this
was a cortlical flake formed during core preparation and
represents working waste.

Ecofactual /palaeo—environmental evidence

None. A sample of ditch fi1l (20) was found to be contami-
nated with modern roots and seeds when analysed.

Value of deposits (Site)

Evaluation has estabhlished that there is little archaeologi-
cal material of note within this trench other +than the
curving ditch [19] and fill (20). The features recorded at
the W end of the trench are very ephemeral and may be natu-~

ral pockets of more loamy subsoll sitting within shallow
scoop8 into the natural clay.

There was no trace of any evidence which would suggest pre-
medjeval usage of the present parish boundary within +the
area examined on the E zide of the trench., this does not of
course mean that it does not exist outside the limit of the
trench.

Il T N I OB ) EE hli- A G G N Sy IR I S T N

If the curving ditch feature [19] can be reliably correlated
with PREN 2390, which it would seem to be although the ex-
trapolated diameter of the feature encountered is slightly
smaller +than the AP evidence would suggest, then the site
would be of considerable significance. Ring-ditches ars of
regional to national importance, and the example identified
here appears to be physically well preserved and to possess
evidence of small scale associated features. As ring-ditch-
es can be functionally and morphologically diverse, and not
always c¢learly understood, the evidence from this site is
impertant in that there would appear to be some potential
for the recovery of a full structural plan of the monument
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and associated features which may assist in interpretative
analysis of the type. Obviously there is less potential for
the dating of the monument other than on morphological
grounds, but this does not diminish the value of the site as
it is npot uncommon for monuments of this type to produce
very little artefactual material. Importance: High

-h-l--l-‘-é-n---i-a-
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5.20 Site R

A series of linear and curvilinear cropmarks, PRN 23B8b was
subject to a geophysical test survey which failed to reveal
unambiguous traces of features, two trenches 1991/543 and
544 were located over feint anomalies in order to test theilr
character, A large irregular ring-ditch PRN 2388a , identi-
fied from cropmarks,, was investigated by placing Trench
1991 /545 across its plotted circumference.

TRENCH NUMBER: 1991/543
TRENCH 8T7ZE: 1.75m x 20m

TRENCH ORIENTATION: E-W
FIELD NO: 0QQa4
LANDUSE: Pasture

L

LANDOWNER+ Mr Oldacre
el == Sk ek ek Y e Tt

NO ARCHAEQOLOGY PRESENT: No features or artefacts were en-—
countered

TRENCH NUMEBER: 1991/544
TRENCH SIZE: 1.75m x 40m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: E-W
FIELD NO: 0044

LANDUSE: Pasture
LANDOWNER: Mr OQOldacre

Characterisation of main stratigraphle units

TOFPSCOIL: Loam

SUBSOIL: Loamy — Clay

NATURAL: Clay / Foreat Marbles
ARCHAEQLOGY: ditch [3]

HEIGHT OF TOPEQIL: 106.34m
HEIGHT OF 8UBSQOIL: 106.12Zm
HEIGHT QF NATURAL: 105.93m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY: (maximum) 106.12m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY: (minimum) 105.51m

Archaeclogical features
The only feature encountered within this treach was a large

ditch {3} running on a NE-SW alignment. The ditch was 0.95m
wide, cut into the desp subsoil (4) to a depth of 0.50m and

was filled with a slightly humic loam (2).
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Artefactual evidence

One sherd of Roman grey ware was recovered from the topsocil

(1).

Ecofactual /palaeo—environmental evidence

None

Value of depeosits (trench)

The single ditch encountered in this trench aligns approxi-
mately with the main axial diteh seen on the AP cropmarks,
it also aligns with the approximate position wof +the old
Harnhill/Preston parish boundary. It would not be wunlikely
that +the excavated evidence represents either one or the
other of these items, or more probably heth. The nature of
the fill (2) would suggest that it is not ancient, and this
would equate with the cartographic evidence for +the area
which shows the Harnhill boundary still marked on early 19th
century maps.

Whether +the short linear features seen radiating from this
ditch on the AP's were ever archaeological in origin 1is
questionable as there is much geological wvariation within
the area examined which may possibly account for their
presence,

he ditch [3] is assessed as being of local importance and

the area would seem to offer 11 e pote 3 D 2ROVe

of additional archasological information heyond that galnad
from the evaluation. Importance: Low

TRENCH NUMBER 1931/545
m > 40m

TRENCH ORIENTATION E-W

FIELD NO: 0044

LANDUSE: Pasture

LANDOWNER: Mr Oldacre

Charsascterisation of main stratigraphic units
TOPSOIL: Loam

SUBSOIL: Loamy - Clay
NATURAL: Clay / Forest Marbles
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ARCHAEOLOGY: hearths (2) and (&)
pits (33, [5]}. [7] and [9]
ring—-ditch [11]

HEIGHT OF TOP3SOIL: 1035.08m
HEIGHT OF SURSOIL: 105.03m
HEIGHT OF NATURAL: 104.92m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEQLOGY: {(maximum) 104,99m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEQLOGY: (minimum) 104.84m

Archaeological features

A variety of archaeological features were encountered within
this trench, all were associated with ring-ditch PRN 2388a.
Uppermost of +these was pit [5], approximately 0.60m in
diameter and cut inte the subsoil (10) to a depth of 0.10m,
this was filled with a dark-brown clayey—locam with occasion-
al charcoal flecks.

Another opit [3], approximately 0.50m in diameter and cut
into the fill ef the ring-ditech to a depth of 0.12m was
filled with the remains of a hearth (2), comprising char-
coal, burnt clay and burnt limestone.

Pit {3] also cut into pit [7] and its hearth f£ill (&) below,
removing most of this to leave an irregular crescent of
burnt earth and charcoal, with some fragments of burnt
limestone.

The final pit in the sequence is [9], an oval-shaped feature

approximately 0.30m wide and about 0.06m deep <filled with
silty-clay (8). This feature was located 0.30m down within
the ring-ditch £ill (10),

The ring-ditch itself cut across the W end of the trench on
a SW-ENE curve, the inner edge of the ditch being almost
tangential %o the trench edge. The ditch was some 1.60m

wide and cut intoc the limestone bedrock to a depth of 0.58m,

the edges of the feature were not exactly parallel when
viewed in plan, but where not weathered were almost verti-
cal, leading to a flat bottom. In the W end of the <trench
the ditech appeared to have been cut back into the face of
the inner edge along the natural jointing lines with the
result that when seen in plan a zig-zag pattern is apparent.
It is difficult to interpret the reason for such an action
on the strength of the currently available evidence

In +the E end of the trench plough scars were seen grazing
the subsoll.
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Artefactual evidence

Artefactual evidence from fthis trench comprised +two post-
medieval pot-sherds, one Roman sherd, and one fragment of
early Bronze Age cord-impressed collared urn. This last
ltem came from the upper area of the ring-ditch fill and can
almost certainly be directly associated with it. Addition-
ally, four flints were recovered from context (4), thls
group comprised three cortical flakes and two broken blades
none of which were diagnoestic,

Eéafactual/palaao—environmental evidence

Ecofactual material was restricted to one cattle bone recov-
ered from +the subscil, Samples of hearth wmaterial (2)
produced the remains of one charred barley seed and a chaff
fragment when analysed, hearth material (6) only produced
large guantities of charcoal. The plant remains from (2)
are not cvonsidered to be of zignificance.

Value of deposits (trench)

The quality of the archaeological remains within this trench
1s high. The evaluation has proven the exlstence of a
substantial ring-ditch probably of early BronZze BAge date,
asgociated with a number of small scale features directly
related to the ditch of the monument. Artefactual material
ls present in limited quantities over the site and some of
chis an be located to stratigraphic contexts. The poten-
tial for preservatlon of palaeo-envitronments erig g
low, Dbut there 1is sufficient carbonised dehrls for +the
application of scientific dating methods to be used on
secondary asscociated features.

As a monument type of regiconal to naticonal importance, this

example must be considered as having significant potential
o @ aval o rther archaeclogical data with regard to

form, functlon and dating of the =gite. Importance: Hiqg

Value of deposits (Site)

Assessment of the value of the deposits on this site would
have to proclaim PRN 2388b as being low in potential for the
retrieval of any type of archaeclogical data, while PERN
2388a must be regarded as being the opposite, with extremely
good potential for recovery of such Information. Importance:
PRN 2388a, High .
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5.21 8ite 8

A flint scatter was examined by a test geophysical transect
which revealed a few possible plts and some linear features
running parallel +to Ermine Street. Trench 199)1/546 was
located over one of the pit-like anomalies within the gener-—
al flint scatter; 1991/546 was located at an angle to the
hedgeline flanking Ermine Street in order to investigate the -

linear anomalies; and 1991/548 was located within the gener-
al flint scatter. :

TRENCH NUMBER: 1991/546
TRENCH SIZE: 2m x 2m
TRENCH QRIENTATION: N-8
FIELD NO: 9329

LANDUSE: Arable (cersal)
LANDOWNER: Mr Ford

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TORSOIL: Loam
SUBSOIL: Leoamy - S8ilty - Clay

NATURALT Clay —

ARCHAEOLOGY: hearth pit [8]
re-cut ditch [7]
gravel spread [&]

HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 90.66m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 90.52m
HEIGHT OF NATURAL: 9S0.40m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEQLOGY: (maximum) 90.39m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOLOGY: (minimum) 89.95m

Archaseological features

A hearth feature (5), 1.10m long by ©.50m wilde was encoun-
tered in the middle of the trench. This material was found

to be =sitting in a shallow pit (8], 0.18m deep, cut through
an area of gravel spread (6) inte the natural clay below.

Another feature was visible in the 8W corner of the +trench,
although only partly visible in plan +this feature would
appear +to be a diteh terminal or possibly a return. The
upper fill (4) of this feature was a dark Dbrown c¢lay-loam
containing patches of burnt red clay and occasional burnt
flint. (4) sat within a V-shaped re-cut [9], which had cut
Into +the primary fill (10) of the original ditch cut [7].
The width of +the original ditch [7] would appear to be
approximately 1.0m, and its depth 0.45m, it was cut through
gravel spread (&) and the natural clay with Vee-shaped




profile leading into a rounded bottom. The re-cut ditch was
approximately ©0.85m wide and 0.38m deep, and closely re-
spected the outline of [7].

The gravel spread (6) was made up of a yellow gritty-gravel
and clay-loam mix. It appeared to form three patches run-
ning 1in a 1.20m band across the trench from N¥W to SE. It
was hard packed and firm, appearing to form an area of hard-
standing around the hearth feature in the centre of the
trench.

Artefactual evidence

A small fragment of early-modern pottery was noted from <the

= o U ; ol [IL] 3 ), Wl o LUy L JC ¥ ¥,

From +the upper surface of gravel spread (6} a small (0.01im
diam.) copper alloy disc was recovered. This fragile item
was decorated on its ovubter clrcumference by Lhe addition of
gold +thread wound through the coiled copper alley. It 1is
difficult to date the object in its present corroded state,
it could possibly be as late as the post-medieval period
although this would seem unlikely in view of its circum-
stances of discovery.

Ditch fill (4) produced two fragments of burnt flint.

Ecofactual /fpalaeo~environmental evidence

No wecofactual evidence was recovered. Samples of hearth
material from (5) are unlikely to possess much potential for
palaeo-~enviraonmental analysis.

Value of deposits (trench)

The claose association within this trench of several related
features in a good state of preservation, and indicative of
in—situ occcupation makes this area of the site of cecnsidera-
ble importance. There clearly exists the potential for
recovery of additional feature here, which could lead to a
fuller understanding of those encountered during evaluation.
Importance: High

TRENCH NUMBER: 1991/547
TRENCH SIZE: 153mxlm
TRENCH QRIENTATION: E-W
FIELD NO: 9329
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LANDUSE: Arable (cereal)
LANDOWNER: Mr Ford

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL: Loam

SUBSOQIL: Clayey - Loam

NATURAL: Clay / Limestone bedrock

ARCHAEQLOGY: (7)clay-pit/dew-pond [7]
(?7)roadside ditch [4]

HEIGHT OF TCPSOQIL: 99.13 - 90.31m
HEIGHT OF 3SUBSOIL: 89.99 — 90.23m
HEIGHT OF NATURAL: 89.52 - 90.0Bm
HEIGHT OF ARCHAFEOLOGY: (maximum) 89.53m
HEIGHT OF ARCHAEOCLOGY;: {(minimum} 89.17m

Archaeologlcal features

A shallow cut ([7] corresponding with a surface wvisible
scarp, was encountered running con a gentle gradient from SE-
NW. The fill of this feature (2), a sticky clay-locam con-
taining small fragments of limestone, was indistinguishable
from the subsoil of the area.

Near the NW end of the trench a slightly deeper cut [4] was
noted running parallel to Ermine Street, and was filled with
(5) which was distinguishable from (2) on account of its
higher charcoal and burnt clay content. In addition, (2)

and (5) seemed to be separated by a feint band of silty-clay
wash (&). The exact nature of this feature [4] was diffi-
cult to establish, it may well be a deeper cut of the over-
all cut [7] although it correlates with one of +the llnear
features seen on the geophysical survey.

Artefactual evidence

Material from this trench was sparse, the only find was a
fragment of clay tobacco pipe from £ill (5).

Ecofactual /palaeo—environmental evidence

None

Value of deposits (trench)

Due to problems of interpretation caused by disturbance of
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the area, +the value of the deposits within this trench is
difficult to assess. However it is safe to assume that no
further evidence iz likely to be forthcoming from the area
which would help date and interpret the feature [7]. A
provisional assessment of this item would be that it is
possibly a clay pit, although the quality of the clay here
is poor and 1t would be difficult to see an obvious purpose
for the extraction of such material, alternatively it may

have had an agricultural function, a dewpond perhaps.
Whatever the case, the item is of no more than local signif-
icance.

Cut [4] may possibly be a roadside ditch flanking Roman
Ermine Street, but the limited area examined and the find of
an 18th century pipe stem from the fill makes dating inse-—
cure, It would be difficult to explain the occurrence of
such an item within a Roman context unless that context had
been heavily disturbed by later activity, the cutting of [7]
for example. Indications, such as they are, would appear to
suggest that there is some possibility of encountering road
side features along the edge of Ermine Street, and as such
the potential for recovering more secure dating evidence on
these features exisgts. Importance: Medium

- N s . hlll -l -l aE -

TRENCH NUMEER: 1991/548
TRENCH SIZE: 2Zm X 2m
TRENCH ORIENTATION: N-S
FIELD NO: 9329

LANDUSE: Arable (cereal)
LANDOWNER: Mr Ford

Characterisation of main stratigraphic units

TOPSOIL: Clay - Loam
SUBSQIL: Leoamy -8ilty - Clay

NATURAL: Silty = Clay
ARCHAEOLOGY: modern drain [4]
HEIGHT OF TOPSOIL: 90.15m
HEIGHT OF SUBSOIL: 8%.98m
HEIGHT OF NATURAL: 89.68m

Archaeological features

The only feature encountered within this trench was a modern
drain [4].
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Artefactual evidence

Artefactual evidence from this trench comprised ten frag-
ments of post-medieval pottery and cone flint blade from the
topsoil (1) and two lumps of fired clay and a small fragment
of unidentifiable pot from subscil layer (2).

Ecofactual/palaec—environmental evidence

An unidentified bone fragment was recovered from topsoil
(1).

- Value of deposits (trench)

There would seem to be little potential for recovery of
archaeological data from this part of the site which would
throw further light upon the origins of the flint scatter or
features encountered in 1991/546. Importance: Low

Valuq of deposits (Site)

Deposits in the area of this site are wvaried, differing
dramatically from trench to trench. However, results from
19921/546 indicate the importance of the immediate area for
its potential to reveal further (7)uvccupatlon evidence. The
limits of occupation as suggested by +the deposgits in
1991 /546 are not yet clear, but it must be assumed that they
do not exist in complete isolation and that the area con-
cerned is more extensive than the area of +the evaluation
trench. As +the ground is rising here it may be +that the
level area between the road and the middle of the field is
the most promising site on which to find further activity.

The features here are undated and it is tempting to Dbelieve
that they are directly associated with the Roman road due to
their proximity to that monument. However without further
examination of the area such questions cannot be reszolved,

Clearly the strip of land alongside Ermine Street where it
has not vet been improved to dual carriageway offers some
potential for further preoductive eéxamination of the area.
Importance: Medium/High

il/




CHAPTER 6

CHRONOLOGICAL SUMMARY

General

The combined results of the Stage 1 Assessment and the
Stage 2 Evaluation allow more detailed descriptive state-
ments to be made about the sltes and monuments within the
corridor and for some assezzment to be made of their sig-
nificance within local, regional and national contexts. It
iz now possible +to glve greater consideration +*o such
problems after investigating and sampling the known and
petential archaeological resource highlighted at Stage 1.

Within +this chapter a summary shall be provided of the
known archaeological resource within the corridor divided
by period, and, its relationship to the current body of
evidence which provides the data—-base of comparative ar-
chasology locally, regionally and nationally.

For ease of reference 1t is proposed to divide the results
of the study Into artefactual evidence and evidence of
features encountered during the Stage 1 and Stage 2 work,
and additicnally, on a level where this evidence has al
lowed definition of components of monuments, and monument
classes themselves.

Mention must be made of the constraints put upon interpre-

tative statements and dating when deallng with small flint
scatters sguch as those encountered within the study area.
Unless very large assemblages are encountered it <an be
difficult to make reliable judgments about the character of
a flint scatter site. When objects are scattered over a
wide area at low density, accurate assessments of this
density are difficult since the limits of the area of dis

tribution are difficult fo assess in any practical and

cbjective manner (see CARG, 1982 for disgussion of these
problems).

6.2 Early Prehistory (Mesolithic to Bronze Age, 8000bc - 70QBC).

6.2.1 The study area

The palaeclithic period is not included within this summary
a8 there is no data for the local sphere and evidence was
not encountered during the current study. Evidence was
forthcoming for the Mesolithic to Bronze Age periods during
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Stage 1 and full details of this can be found in Supplement
A, Appendix A.
Sites and monuments previously identified:

PRN 3072

A double-penannular ring-ditch of uncertain date but possi-
bly Bronze Age on morphological grounds.

FRN 239¢

A single small irregular ring-ditch, undated but posgsibly
Bronze Age.

FRN 2388a

A large irregular ring -ditch with appended linear ditches,
undated but possibly Bronze Age.

PRN 3067

{(?)Trackway and (7)enclosure, no dating evidence but asso-—

ring-ditches.
PRN 2026
Amorphous linear ditches showing very faintly on AP's,
associated with a nearby ring-ditches,
PEN 3343
Linear features of possible post-medieval date amongst

which +there appeared to be a small sub-rectangular enclo-
‘sure of uncertain date.

Stage 1 and 2 results (by period)

Evidence based upon artefacts and/or features

Undated: The flint scatter and pit like feature found at
Site F unfortunately remain undated at present, none of the

material recovered was diagnoatic and how it related to the
possible pit feature on the site is still unresolved. The
whole problem of flint scatter analysis will be mentioned
in +the +text below, but for +his site little can be =zaid
other +than +that it pozzesses some potential for further
investigation, -

Likewise, +the unusual ditch features found in Trench
1991/529 at Site J cannot be interpreted conclusively on
the strength of the currently available evidence, Its
character implied a prehistoric date hut it would be impos-
8ible to elaborate further at this stage, 1t is suffiocient
to say that its state of preservation would warrant further
Investigation.

Mesolithic: A scatter of flint of possible late Mesolith-
fe/early Neolithic date was recovered during fieldwalking
at 8Site 1I. Evaluation of the site showed most of the
flintwork %o be in disturbed contexts of topaoil and sub-
soil, but some undateable material was recovered frem a

— II
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Wwell-preserved negative feature. It was also established
that Site I contained evidence for Bronze Age activity as
well, possibly occupational. Over 40 late Mescolithic sites
are known from Gloucestershire mostly from +the Cotswold
Scarp overlooking the Severn Vale, very few are known from
the dipslope and in general knowledge of Mesolithic settle-
ment 1s extremely limited, particularly in the period of
transition to the Neolithic.

The wvalue of Site I comes from a combination of factors
rather than the occurrence of any single entity. Although
the general character of the flint recovered from field-
walking and evaluation creates an assemblage suggestive of
working waste rather than occupation, the presence of a
variety of different period-datable items in conjunction
with a linear ditch clsarly of some antiquity, may hint at
cccupation or related activity in the area of at least one
pericd, if not all.

Superimposition of different period artefacts would seem to
mark the site as having had some importance as an area of
temporary occupation for reasons unknown to us now. It is
unlikely +that these could ever be established. However,
the ©potential for understanding certain aspects of this
site are good and the area must receive sympathetic consid-
eration.

Neollithic: Sites C, D and I produced some evidence of arte
factual material dating from this period during fieldwalk-
ing. For such an statement the asseszsment for Site ¢ 1is

based on the character of the whole assemblage recovered
and the occurrence of occasional semi~diagnostic pieces.
For 8ite D the situation is similar, with one very diagnosz-
tiec artefact suggesting Neolithic rather than Bronze Age
date. Site I has already been discussed above. During
evaluation Site C produced traces of occupation in the form
of structural evidence, ie pits and a ditch, none of the
feat i I but

they cannot be easily dismissed. All artefactual material
recovered came from disturbsd contexts. Nonetheless suffi-
cient evidence exists to suggest that the site holds the
potential for revealing further information to assist in
clarification and understanding of its origins.

Site D on the other hand produced only artefactual material
from disturbed contexts, and there were no archaeological
features encountered with which finds could be associated,
it would however be unwise to dismiss this site as unimpor-
tant. On the basig of the best currently available evi-
dence it would ssem that the site lies on the edge of
something more extensive and as such a measure of caution
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must be advised when considering its management.

A single end scraper of Neolithic/Bronze Age dats was
recovered from Trench 19921/330 at 3Site J in an unstratified
context and cannot be held as representative of the site.

The Neolithic of the region is well represented in the
Cotswolds particularly in the sphere of large funerary
monuments, although other evidence exists in the form of
enclosed and unenclosed settlements, one or two ceremonial
sites, flint scatters and isolated finds. The major points
of concern are with settleament #ites, theair identification,
distribution and relationships to funerary and ceremonial
sites. Settlements of the period are notoricusly difficult

to identify in the archaeclogical record, and no less so in
o Csll-ct.vn'lﬂ i i +1i0on
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evidence 1is suspected az at Sites C or I by co-relation-
shipas ©between artefacts and structural remains then every
effort must be made to examine these sites further, partic-
ularly in areas where there 1g no other evidence for actliv-
ity from thisz pericd. This need not be on the scale of
total excavation, the quality and guantity of material from
Site € would not justify this, whereas the wvarious at-
tributes outlined above for Site I would., Site D must also
be considered on the strength of the currently availalble
evidence as possessing the potential for further archaeo-
logical discoverlies and treated accordingly.

Bronze Age: ©Of all the flint scatters examined in the
corridor only that at Site I has preduced unambiguous

evidence of Bronze Age flintwork, a single end scraper from
Site J of Neolithic/Bronze Age date was found in an un-
stratified context and could be a casual loss. Site P will
be dealt with bhelow.

Trench 1991/522 at Site I yielded a single barbed-and-
tanged arrowhead of late Neolithic/early Bronze Age date,
and a fragment of another arrowhead. Such items ¢an occa-
sionally be found in funerary contexts associated with
'Beaker' inhumaticns but are more commonly found as stray
items in cultivated flelds, as in this cass. Qccupation
evidence from the period is extremely rare there being no
more than ten sites in Britain to have produced evidence of
structures. Because of the difficulty in identifying and
locating such settlement sites from +the archaeological
record it 1s of utmost importance to consider all flint
scatter evidence as significant, particularly where fea—
tures are encountered. It may be that the site represented
here by flint is suggestive of tocl manufacture rather than
habitation, but the entire scatter is spread over a greater
area than that of the corridor and as such may be a compeo—
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nent of it rather than the focus. The occurrence of a well
defined ditch in Trench 1991/526 on the edge of Site I may
suggest such . In the absence of further evidence it is
not possible to say much more about the character of the
finds and type of site they represent.

Site P produced a flintwork assemblage whlch is not easily
datable, but could belong to the Necolithic/Bronze Age. Tts

character was assessed as being that of working waste, and
as such there is little further information that could be
extracted from the relatively small guantities of material
present on the site. It is however pozsible toc be more
conclusive about the date of the material as it is known
from other sites that during the Bronze Age flint working
tended +to be carried out near, or in some cases on round
barrows. It has been proven with a degree of certainty
that PRN 2388z represents the remnants of a round-barrow,
perhaps giving focus to the execution of such activities as
flint knapping.

Evidence based upon Monument classes and/or componsents of

those classes

Among the many cropmark sites provisionally bDbracketed
within the Pronze Age period on morpholeogical grounds
alone, several can now be dated precisely within the period
by association with artefactual material. These caun be
discussed within their respective monument classes:

Ring-ditches

Site O (PRN 3072)

This doubkle penannular feature was and still is dated to
the Bronze Age on morpheological grounds alone. Evaluation
of the site did nect produce any artefactual material but
did reveal further evidence for previously unknown archaeo-
logical fesatures which, along with negative artefactual

funerary and b} Bronze Age.

Interpretation of the monument rests on the assumption that
the evaluation trench did not pass through the axis of the
whole feature but did in fact cut the larger of the +two
rings through +the ditch terminals and the N arc of the
ring, missing the lesser ring altogether. 1If this assump-
tion is correct then the internal pit feature found within
the ring would be directly in line with the gap in the ring
and its axis, such an attribute is more suggestive of
ritual or funerary practices than occupation sites. Sec—
ondly there is the occurren¢e of a curving ditch in the BSE
half of +the +trench which would appear to suggest the
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presence of another previously unrecognised ring-ditch on
this site, making the area appear to possess the character—
igtics of a barrow cemetery.

There iz some evidence to support such a theory. From the
immediate wvicinity there are two other ring-ditches, PRN
3068 and PRN 3069 set within a general mass of linear
boundaries, some of which respect the position of the
individual monuments, there is also one small ring-ditch
within PREN 2026 in the adjacent field. All occupy a char-
acteristic barrow cemetery locality, ie an area of locally
high ground surrounded by evidence of general prehistoric
activity.

Obviously further evidence would be needed to substantiate
such a c¢laim beyond the previsional interpretation stage.
In the absence of such evidence, that which 1is available
would prompt an assessment of High Importance for the =lte.

Site @ (PRN 2390) .

Little supporting evidence was retrieved during the evalua-
tion +to assign a Bronze Age date to this monument other
than on morpholegical grounds, even this 1is uncertain. No
artefactual evidence was retrieved, which does in itself
support a belief that the site is funerary rather +than
cccupational. However the short length of ditch examined
was enough to reveal indications of posslble small scale
structuring wilthin the feature in the form of impressions
in the natural c¢lay possibly left by timbers set 1in the
ditch bottom. It is not however enough to be conclusive of

the sites use as something other than a Dbarrow, although
the bhasis for such an argument has been laild.

Site R (PRN 2388a)
This was the only ring ditch to produce evidence for dating
in the form of a single sherd of early Bronze Age collared

chaeologlcal- context-it-could be-argued-that tha-“ifém ‘is
not necessarily asscciated with the ring-ditch, this would
appear unlikely.

Urns of thls date have no specific function, they have besn
found in both funerary and domestic contexts, and the
manner Iin which they operate within these spheres seems
fairly unsophisticated. The pots themselves were simply
domestic vessels of which the largest and most elaborate
were selected for use as burial urns. Only nine burials
In collared urns are known from the county, including
examples from barrows and ring-ditches, making the discov-
ery of material in association with a ring-ditch at Site R
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of great importance,

Where urns are encountered on burial sites they usually act
as a receptacle for cremated human remains or more rarely,
in the case cof collared urns to accompany inhumations.
Urns have Dbeen found in primary contexts beneath round
barrows, but more frequently where they are associated with
mounds are found +o be inserted into existing barrows

erected by Beaker or Food Vessel cultures, as secondary
burials.

From a monument—apecific point of view PRN 2388a is highly
important. The amount of informatien from the county re
garding distribution, socio-political setting, dating and
typology of ring-ditches and barrows is low, and any occur-
rence of artefactual material in association with either a
monument component or a monument itself must be considered
as extremely significant. This is the reason PRN 2388a 1is
classed as being of High Importance, and must receive
appropriate consideration at the management stage.

(?) Enclosure

Stte L (PRN—3067)

From the results of the evaluation it would now seem sensi-
ble +to expand this PEN into two separate items. It is
proposed %o call the monument originally identified as a
trackway 30672 and the possible enclusure as 3067b. Al-
though originally thought that both these items respected
each other in terms of allignment and positioning and there-
fore could be contemporary or inter-related, such an as-
sumption must be reconsidered. Firstly, 3067a has been
ghown to lie some way north of its originally plotted
position distancing it from 3067h, and secondly re-assess-
ment of the AP evidence combined with the gecphysical and
evaluation results now makes the exact form and alignment
of 2067b less clear.

A full plan of the suspected sub-rectangular epclosure |

3067a was not recovered during evaluation., The result was
the uncovering of one large linear ditch, seen on the
geophysical survey for a length of 11m but which presuma-
bly forms a component of gomething larger. The discovery
of 12 sherds of middle to late Bronze Age pottery within
the upper fill of the ditch, and several other pieces of
artefactual material make it unlikely that the ditch 1is
related to something as simple as a field or land boundary.
It is more probable that it forms a component of either an
ococupation site or a funerary or ritual monument. As there
ls considerable evidence in the immediate area to support
the wview of a barrow cemetery being present, +the latter
funerary or ritual function would appear the better option.
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Clasaifying the site exactly is a problem, but if the ditch
excavated forms part of what appears to be 2 sub-rectangu-
lar enclosure +then one possible interpretation would be
that it represents a Necolithic long-mortuary enclosure,.
Such an interpretation would not be wholly inconsistent
with the recovery of Bronze Age pottery from the uppermost
fill of +the feature only. It is known from other =sites
that +the presence of Neolithic burial monuments tends to
lead to a continuity of land-use in the Bronze Age for the
same purposes, and may thus give credence to the Dbelief
that this high-density cropmark area to the east of Preston
represents at least in part, a barrow cemetery. I+ 1=
normal practice within Bronze Age society for a spatial
distinction to be made between habitation areas and those
areas reserved for funeral rites, ie a "ritual landscape’.
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Whatever the case, and the evidence at this stage can allow
only tentative interpretations teo be postulated. Intact
archaeological features containing abundant and datable
artefactual material are rare from the period and as such
the importance of PRN 3067b cannot be overstressed.

Regional Setting

Beaker settlements are known from only four sites in
Gloucestershire. Most of the evidence for the existence of
such sites comes from negative features cut intc the sub-
80il, these take the form of occcasional pits, sometimes no

more than hollows, and lengths of ditch. The guantities of
ceramic or flintwork evidence associated with such features
and sites is rarely high.

Site I which produced some flintwork of this date has al
raady Dbeen discussed. However, it needs to be made c¢lear
that at no Beaker period habitation site in Gloucestershire
has there come any evidence for houses or buildings, and
evidence of farming and subsistence i5 alsc poor. The most
commen material remains are those of Dburials, but seven
these are not great in numbers. It follows that any site
which reveals some form of artefactual or structural evi-
dence which holds potential for c¢larifying questions of
social, agricultural, or econemic character should be given
enhanced consideration in the proposals for any scheme
which is likely to destroy such fragile evidence. For this
reason Site I has been graded as High in importance.

Although barrows and components of barrows (ie.ring-ditch-
es) are plentiful in the county, some 300 or 5o are known,
there is a bias 4in distribution towards the north Cotswolds
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and the gravels of the Upper Thames Valley. The weight of
numbers of such monuments is misleading in terms of how
mich surviving material remains may coffer in the way of
archaeological peotential. Barrows and ring-ditches in fact
not at all well understood in terms of function, the rea-
sons for spatial differences in distributiomn, their rela-
tionships +to settlement sites, and their typological dat-
ing. This is partly a result of continued destruction of

such monument types and also a lack of modern controlled

‘scientific excavation, omnly a handful of barrows have been

investigated by modern excavation and even fewer ring-
ditches. In itself this c¢reates its own problems, as an
aceurate assessment of a monument class such as ring-ditch-
es which display some functional and temporal wvariability,
cgannot be made because no major data-hase exists which
adequately documents the attributes of such monuments, ie
their dating and function. Bearing such Ilimitations in
mind wherever an opportunity exists for presservation of
such monuments or to halt a decrease in numbers and allow
controlled study then this should be given appropriate
congideration. Or where it is impractical to preserve the
monument in the ground, then preservation by record through
excavation should be the preferred option.

Over and above these considerations there 13 the added
significance of the jndividual monuments' relationship +to
their immediate locale, neighbouring sites and monuments,
and how theae relationships are reflected elsewhere lu the
local, regional or national landscape. In this instance,
PRN's 3067k and 3072 are components of a wider cropmark
complex which includes PRN's 2026, 3068, 3069, 3070 and
3283 lying +to the east of Preston and occupying an area
approximately 20Ha in extent. Additicnally a subsidiary
group of cropmarks, PRN 2388a and 2390, and a flint scatter
probably contemporary in date lie under a kilometre away to
the southeast. Clearly not all these features need be
contemporary (there 1s some evidence to suggeszt that many
are) and as such the importance of individual monumentsg is
enhanced by their jinclusion within an inter-related set of

sites and monuments of different classes and date.

Regionally such cropmark complexes are normally found on
the gravel terraces of the Upper Thames Valley. The droup
under <¢onsideration here which appear suggestive of a
barrow ceme—tery lie outwith this geological and topograph-
ie region on the interface with the Cotswolds where such
complexes are rarely encountered, and only a handful of
barrow cemeteries are known. The complex therefore pro-
vides a link between distinct enviromments, a fact which
enhances its archaeological value,

Ultimately c¢onsideration has to be given to the potential
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of =such areas of prehistoric landscape which the scheme
proposals will affect. 1In this instance 1t would sesm to
be wvery high based on current evidence. Therafore the
effect the acheme will have on individual monuments within
the group under consideration here must be given the utmost
gonsideration, as loss of these individual components will
ultimately diminish the value of the collective resource.

Late prehistory (Iroen Age to Romano-British, 700BC -
AD410)

The study area

No evidence was forthcoming about the presence of Iron Age
gites or monumente within the gtudy area, but several Roma
no-British monumenta were investigated. Details of these
can be obtained in Appendix A of Supplement A.

Sites and mopuments previously identified:

PRN 2039
possible Roman reoad running from Corinium Dobunnorum to an

unknown degtination, most probably the Roman settlement at
Andoversford. Known as the White Way.

PRN 6561

Roman road running from Isca Dumnoniorum te colonia Domiti-
ana Lindensium. Known as the Fosse Way.

PRN 5963

possible Roman road linking PRN 6561 (Fosse Way) +o FRN
7542 (Ermine Street)

PRN 2388Db

linear and curvilinear cropmarks, undated but thought per
haps to be IA/RB

PRN 7542

Roman troad running from Calleva Atrebatum to Glevensis.
Ermine Street.

Stage 1 and Stage 2 results

Evidence based upcon artefacts and/or features

Iron Age: Few areas along the corridor could be reliably
identified as having definite potential for the discovery
of Iron Age features at Stage 1. It had been anticipated
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possible Oppidum site at Perrots Brook that features or
gsites might come to light. WNo artefactual evidence of Iron
Age date was recovered from any of the evaluation +frenches
in +the =tudy area, and none of the previously undated
cropmarks gave any indication that they could belong within
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this period. At Sites A(i)-(ii) short lengths of ditch
were encountersd which are undated but appear +to form
1inear boundaries. Stock management by use of linear banks
and ditches on high downland is characteristic of the Ircon
Age, but also of later periods. The geophysical results at
Site A(ii)(iii) suggested a pattern of linear features
convarging at right angles, and it was postulated that
thess c¢ould represent remnants of a field system on the
edge of the downs close to the oppidum. Such syatems would
indeed by expected In an area such as this.

During Stage 1l attention was drawn to the discovery of a
large masonry tank in Field Neo.3929 by the praperty owner.
The item was apparently uncovered in the 1920's or 30's at
the head of the coomb in this field just outslde the corri-

A o e = e ey e

- 3
WAL L O T L S

ag a "Celtic tanning bath". The item I now in a decayed
state but its form is still recognisable, although no
parallel examples ¢an be found to support its original
functional interpretation. The importance of the item is
that 1t indicates +the possibility of there being some
archaecology on the edge of the corridor within this field.
Unfortunately consent for archaeological evaluation was not
forthcoming from the landownsr, and the immediate vicinity
of +the reputed findspot has only been investigated by
geophysical survey.

On +the strength of the best currently available evidence
potential for the discovery of Iron Age remains within the
corridor is assumed to be relatively low. However a large
part of the corridor near the Perrots Brook oppidum could

only be examined by sample geophysical which although pro
ducing some indications of archaeoclogy could not be evalu-
ated, This must be borne in mind for later stages of +the
scheme.,

Roman: With regard to the Roman period wery little materi-
al was recovered in areas away from those monuments already
fairly securely dated to this period. A handful of possi-
ble Roman sherds were recovered at Site J where fieldwalk-
ing had previously identified some artefactual material.
Elsewhare finds were few, two sherds for example at Site R
at both PRN 2388 a and b. However much evidence was recov-
ered in at least one form for deposits of Roman date, these
shall now be discuss=ed.
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Evidence Dbased upon monument classes and/or components of

those classes

Roman reoads and assoclated features.

Site € (PRN 2039, Trench 1991/507)
A number of factors led to the re-positioning of +trenches
Way a possible Roman
origins. The reoad runs in long straight sections from N to
S along the ridgeway until NGR: SP02380537 where it Dbecomes
sinuous on its final run towards Cirencester, this final
length i3 uncharacteristic of the whole and as such would
appear +to be of medieval or later origin, one particular
kink being related to the presence of a medieval settlement
in the wvalley below. Two stretches of agger survive at
NGR: SP030074, a projection drawn from one stretch takes an
alignment along the higher ground of the ridgeway down to
the angle of return at NGR SP027032 where the recad re-
asserts Iitself on a straight alignment to enter the neorth
gate of the Roman town. Aerial photographic evidence
suggests a linear feature running along a stretch of the
projected alignment to the rear of Exhibition Barn beside
the White Way, and there is some correlation between <the
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projected alignment, AP evidence and localily high features
preserved beneath drystone field boundaries.

B single piece of supporting evidence for the bellef that a
Roman alignment of the road may have differed from Lhe
present was encountered in Trench 1991,/507. A short length
ocf well cut linear ditch was recorded running across the
trench at an angle appropriate to that of the projected
road alignment. If +this were a roadside ditch then a
second may have been expected a road width away. No =such
ditch was encountered although the area examined would have
been off the drainage side of the road alignment where it a
may well have bheen unnecessary to provide the road with a
diteh. A stone count along the length of the trench proved
unproductive.

Bearing in mind the wvariability of Roman road construction
and that traces of such monuments vary considerably in the
archaeological record, it is essential to maintain observa-
tion of this area in order to clarify the problem of align-
ment. Examination of a wider area should clarify the situa-
tion.

Site E (PRN 6561, Trenches 1991/512-315)

Evidence of substantial deposits relating to Roman road
building and the existence of successive remakings of the
Fosse Way beneath the modern A429 was recovered from all
the evaluation trenches on this site.
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The evidence was varied. The character of road surfaces,
make—up laysrs and associated features changed between
Trenches 19%1/512 and 513/514 where they could be seen to
display a wide varlety in methods of construction. It
could be postulated +that on this stretch of +tha Fosse
leaving +town to the sast side of Clrencester where it 1is
known to have been carrying a double load of traffic up to
present day Fosse Cross and the Akeman GStreet/Fosse Way
fork, wear and tear on the roadway would be at a higher
rate than elsewhere and that this may possibly account for
the diversity of surfaces etc where running repairs were
implemented on a piece—-meal basis.

All of the surfaces encountered were made from local {ime-
stone and not from gravel which could have been quarried
from +the area of the town itself had it been required.
This highlights normal Roman constructional policy whersby
suitable local materials were used wherever possible to
cffzet the need for expensive importation of special bulld-
ing materials.

In one of the evaluation trenches (19291/514) +there was
gvidence for two roadside ditches one of which was a quarry
ditch for the extraction of stone presumably to be used on
the 18th century turnpike. However, an earlier ditch was
encountered which, although containing a disturbed fill,
produced Roman ceramic material of 2nd/3rd century date,
making it possible that this feature represents a similar
extractive process connected with building or re-surfacing
of +the Roman road. Evidence was also recovered for the

existence of secondary related roadside features or activi-
ty in the form of a small linear ditch parallelling the
main roadside ditch on the southeast side of +the road.
Such features are known to exist adjacent to cother BRoman
roads but their function is uncertain. One interpretation
is +that they are demarcation ditches defining a road-zone
in much the zame way as perimeter fencing is used in modern
raoad schemes,

Such a complex and wvaried =serises of components make this
gection of one af the principal Roman reoads in Britain of
considerable interest. Although it iz a linear fsature
which runs across the landscape for many miles, i1t cannet
be assumed to have a character which is consistent through-
out its entire length. Sections on other parts ¢f the road
have shown varied and inconsistent results, and it is
necessary to give a High importance rating to this length
of the Fosse Way.
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‘8ite @ (PRN 5963, Trench 1991/518)

Although no archaeological deposits were recovered during
evaluation of this site, the existence of Cherrytree/Xing-—
shill Lane as a road of Roman date cannot be ruled out.
Without investigating the depesits sealed beneath the

- present modern road a conclusive statement about its histo-

ry is impossible. For practical reasons it was not pozsi-
ble to investigate further the areas on the fringes of the

road, but the negative evidence recovered on one side gives
the impressicn of a ditchless road. Ditches are by no
means a compulsory feature of Roman roads and their absence
cannoet be regarded as conclusively denying the road a Roman
origin.

3ite § (PRN 7542, Trench 1991/347)

Some evidence was recovered from the trench adjacent to the
A4l9 to suggest the possibility of extant roadside fea-
tures. The linear feature found within the bottem of a
depression alongside the road did possess the appearance of
2 roadside ditch. But the nature of its fill which was
very similar to the overburden and the presence of a single
fragment of clay tobacco plpe stem must inject a degree of

caution into an interpretation of it being of Roman origin.
It might bes expected that such an important road as Ermine
Street would possess ditches of similar proportions to
those seen on the Fosse but this is not necessarily so,
The area examined during evaluation was some dlistauve from
the present carriageway and it is possible that the area of
ground between +the trench and the road conceals further
archaeological evidence.

Of some considerable importance is the presence of occupa-—
tion evidence adjacent to the road in Trench 1991/546.
These deposits are as yet undated and could belong to an
garlier period before read construction, but it is Impor-
tant +to consider the posszibility of a direct association
between thisz (7)habitation site and the Roman road.

.3,

Regional setting

It is surprising to find so little material datable te the
Roman period from a survey carried cut 30 close to a major
Roman settlement, and possible pre-Roman dyke complex. It
is not impossikle that the linear form of the study area
has allowed it to pass between and through sites and monu-
ments of Romano-British and Iron Age date which are betray-
ing their presence by nothing more than the few pieces of
pottery recovered at varicus ©points along the route.
Bearing 4in mind this lack of evidence and that the rela-
tionships of the major Irocn Age and Roman monuments near
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the =2tudy area have already been discussed in depth in
Supplement A only one theme shall be pursued here.

The most pressing problems of the interpretation of the
Roman Jandscape around the town are all related fto roads.
The problems of the alignment of the Whiteway have not been
considered by fieldworkers in the past and have only arisen
during the course of this study. It now seems clear +that
there are additional questions to be posed about the ori-
gins of the road system around the town.

The problems of the so-called mis-alignment of the TFosse
Way on +the east and west sidez of the town has received
: much attention in the past and are worth re-stating here
— (gee Margary, 1967, 146=-50) . The emergence of the Fosse
| from one gide of the Roman town to the other is not symmet-
rical, +there are kinks in the allgnment suggesting a dif-
ferent goal for the road than the position of the town of
Cirencester. There is lilLtle to suggest what such a goal
may be, most discussions in the past having being concerned
with the importance of the Fosse as a frontler, a now
outdated idea.

The convergence of up to four roads upon Foszse Cross may
indicate a site of importance, alternatively the very sharp
and uncharacteristic corner of the Fosse Way at Fosse Cross
to bring the road into the east gate of the town may not be
an original feature. Access to the sast gate would have
been more easily achieved by running the road through +the
area of Hare BPushes. A field boundary passing by the Tar
Barrow outside the town lies on a perfect alignment between
the east gate and a long alignment of the Fosse between
Ampney Down farm and the turn at Raggedhedge Covert where
it moves away from its NE-SW form to a HN-5 direction.
Continuation of fthis line would also bring it to the east
gate of the earl!y Roman fort. The minimal evidence for a
cemetery on the E side of town could make more zense 1f the
principal road was not on the line of the Burford Road, but
instead followed that just mentioned, particularly if one
believes <the Tar Barrow and its satellite to be Roman and
not Bronze Age in date.

A suggestion that the turn southwards at Raggedhedge Copse
is intended to bring the Fosse to join with Akeman Street,
presupposes the prior existence of this latter road which
18 not an accepted helief,. Alternatively the Margary
argument that sees the Fosse running directly down Chery-
tree/XKingshill Lane to join Ermine atreet because access to
the 5 iz more important than to the 8W, has little support-
ing evidence.
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Additionally the overall general alignment of the White Way
also suffers from a seemingly unnecessary turn just before
it reachesa Cirencester where it moves from its N-S align-
ment +to a S5W direction in order to meet the north gate of
the town, when continuation of its general alignment would
bring it to the east gate side of the town, or perhaps more
importantly +the north gate of the fort which preceded the
town (see Wacher and MeWhirr, 1982,18). Consideration of
the White Way in relation to its servicing ability for
Roman villas and settlements to the N of the tfown would
show it to 'collect' more of these sites than the Fosse, a
natural development one would imagine if the White Way was
later in date than the Fosse, itself a road purely military
in origin if the traditional argument is to be Dbelieved.
However if +the alignments postulated in this discussion

wer

connect with the early fort site then some re-consideration
6f the origins of the road network and theilr oprimary and
secondary functions around the town would be reguired.

On & less speculative note some consideration must be given
to Ermine Street. Approximately 1.7Km of the road is to be
parallelled by the new scheme from NGR: 50059992 +to
50071979 and will be directly affected by it in two places,
at South Cerney airfield where a roundabout is to be bullt
and at the junction with the Latton bypass.

On +the gravel terraces of the Upper Thames Valley it is
known that dense Romano-British settlement is present over
much of +the area. A characteristic component of these
gettlements is the ditched trackway, a feature which links

gettlements, fields and roads. On some cropmark sites it
has been noted that these trackways adjoin principal Roman
roads at right-angles and that the frequency of occurrence
of such trackways can be very high. At Latton for example
trackways link Romano-British settlements (5AMB9S and
SAM900) to the road at a distance along it of 1.2Km., Obvi
ously the full pattern of occupation denszity is not known
and higher frequencies of occurrence have been postulated
on this basls,

This information is important with respect to the stretch
of Ermine Street affected by the Cirencesgter bypass. This
part of +the scheme iz on the boundary between +the river
terrace gravels and the Cotswold dipslope where management
and farming of land is thought to change character during
the Roman periced from small rural settlements to large
villa estates with outlying farms {see Section 4.3 in
Supplement A for discussion), but there is no reason to
believe that such a system of linkage by trackway would not
functieon in a manner equal to that elsewhere. It is there-
fore not unlikely that the strip of land adjoining the NE
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flank of Ermine Street which is to be disturbed by the
proposged scheme could reveal traces of such frackways or
perhaps roadside gettlement {as suggested by Trench
1991 /546) when examination of the area 1is afforded by
wholesale topsoil removal.

Az a further consideration one could expect information to
be forthcoming about the frequency of gquarry pits or ditch-

es alongside the Roman road. Such possibilities have
rarely been investigated, but the nature of the present
scheme proposals makes the likelihood of wuncovering such
features relatively high.

In summary it should be clear from discussion of the above
themes fhat there are considerable gapz in the knowledge
about Roman road systems and their development with rela-
tion +to the known pattern of settlement, and that at
present a whole series of questions remain without answers.
On +the strength of the best currently available evidence
one can suggest that several possible lines of enguiry must
be pursued if the picture is to be resolved. Bearing in
mind that Roman Cirencester is second only to London in the
number and importance of the principal roads which convergs

6.4

6.4.1

inm i+ts tooale, th

of all development likely to interfere with or reduce the
guantity of the archaeological resource in the vicinity of
the town cannot be overstressed.

Saxon, medieval and post-~medieval

The ztudy area

The following SMR entriss were noted within the study area:

FRN 2085
The Lynches trackway, a predecessor to the modern A435

Stage 1 and Stage 2 results

Evidence based upon artefacts and/or features

2 number of features of interest were noted during the
stage 1 work a3 lying within the study area. These includ-
ed;

1) Trinity Mill complex, and
palaso-eanvironmental data.

2) parish boundaries

3) 11th-13thc., pot scatters at
Sites J and X

|
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4) portions of extant ridge-and-
furrow.

Saxon: None of +the abave features could he reliably
ascribed an origin within this period. The founding of a
mill in the Saxon period on or near the present day site of
Trinity Mill is attested in the Domesday Book, and there
are references to the development of the mill site, its
land holding and ownership to be found in wunpublished
primary documentation, none of these however help in the
ldentification and dating of related features such mill
leats or pounds (Barker pers. comm.).

The relative dating of such features where they were inves-
tigated within the 2tudy area has already been discusszed in
Secgtion 5.3 of this document and there is little more that
can be added here.

The most significant material uncovered during the course
vf investigations may prove to be the organic clay depuslt
from Trench 1991/549. This context offers excellent condi-
tions for the preservation of pollen and spores, and exhib-
its & pollen profile of probable Saxon and medieval date.

This type of environmental data Is extremely limited and
little or no information iz available for +the Cotswolds
(see Bell, 1981). Any opportunity to fill out this picture
must receive high priority.

Recent research into archaeomagnetic dating has led to the
development of new techniques which can date sedimentary
clays +to a high degree of resclution. In the case of +the
Saxon and Medieval periocds the calibration curve for such
work is well-defined and offers the opportunity, under the
correct conditicns, for the recovery of dates with an accu

racy in the region of plus or minus 40-50 vears (Clarke.
pers.comm). The alluvial ¢lays within Trench 1991/549 seem
te meet +the necessary criteria for such an analysis but
further investigation to define its suitability would need
to be carried ocut before this could be certaln. Clearly,
dating work of this kind would only be worthwhile if <the
pollen information recovered was of good guality.

The @parish beoundaries between Daglingworth/Baunton, Da-
glingworth/Bagendon, Bagendon/Baunton, Baunton/Cirencester,
Cirencester/Preston, Preston/Driffield, Priffield/South~
Cerney, South Cerney/L&tton, and Driffieldeatton are all

e g I . S N T [y, g
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which +these boundaries warsa flrst lald down iz not knOWn,
it has Dbeen suggested that some houndaries have their
origing in the Reman and even late prehistoric period.
However, +the administrative units we call parisheaz and
which may confirm pre-existing alignments prokably have
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their origin in the second half of the 10th century when
large Anglo-3axon estates were breaking up and the land-
gcape was becoming more densely populated with parochial
churches responsive to the needs of the local population.
Changes to parish boundaries have taken place over time,
Harnhill parish boundary is one example within the =study
area, this has been lost with the incorporatien of the
parish into DPriffield in modern times.

The physical form of such boundaries is not always consist-
ent, changes occur between the use of walls, banks and
ditches, fences and roads, but on the whole long stretches
of one linear feature connect with long stretches of anoth-
er. & very general rule of thumb states that the greater
the antiquity of a parish boundary the more boundaries will

field boundaries in the study area this can be demonstrated
with relation to Roman roads, it does not however take into
account the removal cf boundaries such as hedges and ditch-
-,

The possible Roman origins of some boundaries was postulat-—
ed in a discussion of these features in Sections 4.3 and
4.4 of Supplement A, but a= yet there iz little supperting
evidence for +this and none was encountered during the
evaluation stage. It would however be useful +to observe
sections ¢ut +through the Daglingworth/Baunton, Dagling-
worth/Bagendon, Baunton/Clrencester and Preston/Driffield
parish Dboundaries, and although 1t 1s to be admitted that
dating evidence is extremsly unlikely to bs uncovered there
may be useful information about the boundary ceonstruction

to be recovered.

Medieval: The possible origins of the early medieval pot~
sgatters found at Sites J and K were discussed at length in
Section 4.4 of Supplement A. The results of the evaluation
did net provide any clear answers to the problems ralsed by
the occurrence of +this material. Only one trench
(1991/530) produced stratified finds of interest which
included more medieval pottery together with a single
gsilver ha'penny of comparable date. The remaining trenches
produced evidence relating to ridge—-and-furrow field sys-
tems.

Some interpretation of the early medieval 11th-13th century
pottery scatter can now be cffered. The distribution of
pottery over Sites J and K is widely and evenly spread
while +the material 1is all of similar date. This +type of
pattern i3 unlikely to be the result of manuring, the way
in which many modern findas such as brick or slate find
their way inte fields. Instead it is likely that there was
cnce habitation on both ¢f these sites on either side of
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the road and probably in the form of peasant cottages
constructed of turf and wattle and dauk with a wooden
frame. These structures are notoriously difficult to iden-
tify wunless the =zite iz stable and there are upstanding
earthworks. In these cases very large scale excavations can
be undertaken which open up expansive open areas. However,
in +the case of sites J and K the archaeclogy is likely to
have been severely damaged by plough action and identifica-

tion is further complicated because of the acidic nature of
the soils makes the survival of organic remains unlikely.

The traces of remnant ridge-and-furrow found within many of
the evaluation trenches offer little to aid the interpreta-
tion of the wider medieval landscape in the locality. In
addition the surviving portions are limited in their wvalue
as interpretative units and more important as visible exam

ples of what was once & more widespread open field system
which is now reduced to only two small areas of upstanding
earthworks in or near the study area. It is possible +to
re—create +the system of open fields around the village of
Preston through a combination of aerial photographic,
cartographic and field-name evidence, and as such the
remalns encountered are of low arehaeelegleal petential

e & = ares L 3 of
such upstanding remains have escaped 1eve111ng for agricul-
tural needs or general development. Some effort to record
their form through a low grade topographic survey ought to
be made Dbefore they are partly destroyed. This could be
achieved at the watching brief astage.

Of the complex of features within the Churn Valley at Site
B much additional information can now be added. The re-—
sults of the earthwork survey have been discussed in Sec-
tion 2.11 of this document, and as far as can be ascer-—
tained on the strength of the currently available evidence,
most of the components of the complex; mill pound, ridge-
and-furrow, and water meadowsg all appear to be of post-
medieval date. The archaeological wvalue of the whole
complex was highlighted at Stage 1 and was the reason for

execution of the esarthwork survey. To be added to this is
the wvisual and amenity value of the site and the 1interest
to environmentalists afforded by the preservation of pollen
spectra, This =site is unigue in the Churn wvalley, not
because of the value of the individual components of the
complex but because of their inter-related nature. As such
it offers a great deal from an educational viewpeolnt as an
{1lustration of the form and function of a post-medieval
landscape, only two components of the complex are deemed
worthy of further investigation; the organic deposit which
has been dealt with elsewhere and; the Lynches Trackway.

[
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6.4.2

Evidence based upon Mopument classes and/or components of

those classzes

Site B (PRN 2085, Trench 1991/506)

The evaluation results from trenching of this feature
proved to be of considerable value in a preliminary assess-
ment of its character. At least two major phases of con—
struction were encountered with many different build-upsz of
road surfacings. A terminus post guem for the very bottom
layer examined in the sequence gives a medieval date at
the earliest for construction of the first road surface,
Although artefactual evidence was not found in large quan-—
tities 1its appearance in an evaluation of +this sort is
encouraging and meanz there is further potential for dating
of this moderately complex structure,.

The fact that only a limited section of the earthwork which
forms the Lynches survives in an undegraded form, and that
section lies mostly within the area of land pertaining to
Trinity Mill, makes disturbance of this part of the feature
meost undesirable. The potential information gain from the
feature, as well as the part it plays in the appreciation
of +the immediate environment is deemed to be gquite high,
logs of such potential is undesirable.

Regional Setting

Very 1little is understood of the Saxon or early medieval
periods in the Cotswolds and little evidence has been
detected so far in the archaeological record with which +to

pursue questions related to filling the large gaps in the
knowledge which currently exist. Research objectives have
tended to focus on villages, +towns and ecclesiastical
topics while little work has been done on apparently less
Interesting topics such as roads. Within the study area
there are several sites which offer the oppertunity for
certain themes to be examined and as such thelr importance
must not be underrated,

With regard +c¢ the post-medieval period, 1little of <the
characteristic landscape once widespread in the area now
survives. Most of the traditional agricultural landscape
of the Cotswolds has now disappeared, mainly dus te modern
agricultural intensification and a change in practices.
What survives generally tends to be concentrated in areas
less accessible to modern agricultural regimes. The Trini-
ty Mill area is one of these, although the watermeadows,
leat etc. are not unigque in their survival, the overall
package of features in the land pertaining to the mill is
very important. Little more archaeological information can
be extracted from the individual components of +the area
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6.5.1

beyond those already discussed but the 'whole' is undoubt-
edly significant, and should be viewed as such when its
integrity is threatened.

Early modern and modern period

The study area

The following were noted as lying within the study area:

PRN 2090
The 1825 Cirencester to Cheltenham turnpike road

PRN 6561.
The 1727/1755 Cirencester to Stratford turnpike road.

PRN 75472
The 1758 Cirencester to Cricklade turnpike road

PRN 4944
The West Midland and Junction Railway

Stage 1 and Stage 2 results

Evidence based upon artefacts and/or features

A number of items were noted as lying within the study area
during the course of Stage 1 work, these were:

1) Milestone at NGR: SP03670271
2) several small quarries (many locations)
3} 18th c. enclosure boundaries

The milestone at NGR: SF03670271 sits adjacent <+o +the
southbound carriageway of the Fosse., As a result of an act
of parliament in 1750 turnpike trusts were required to

er itaelf
is a dressed limestone slab carrying a cast iron mileplate
painted 1in biack figuring on a white background. The

mileplate 1is a much later addition, ¢.1825. It is under-
stood that +this milestone and plate is currently under
consideration for inclusion within the Listed Buildings
Schedule for the Cotswold District (Hartland pers. comm.).
If it is included on the schedule, Listed Building Consent
would be required for any works dene to the monument.

Many quarries were noted within and along=ide +the study
area, Most of these are undateable but are assumed to be
fairly late in date, several are known to have been back-
filled in the recent past.
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Most of +the pattern of field boundaries seen within the
study area are a result of various enclosure acts of the
18th and 19%th century. Some sub-division of fields has
taken place along with later amalgamation, the pattern is
not a completely static one.

Evidence based upon Monument classes and/or components of

those classes

Roads

There are very few extant records of the activities of the
Cirencester Turnpike Trust, the body formed to improve the
local road system of the day. Contemporary accounts of road
building technique and requirements exist but there Iis
little documented evidence for activities on a leocal scale,

Site B (PRN 2090)
No evaluation work was done on this feature which lies
beneath the present A435 road. Its archaeological integri-

ty 1s apparently not threatened by the proposed scheme, and
'—II———————————tt—Euffﬁrs—nﬁ—Tﬁﬁﬁ_as 4 monument from the visual impact of

the viaduct crossing of the Churn valley.

Site E (PRN 6561, Trenches 1991/512-515)

The date of turnpiking for the stretch of road from Ci-
rencester +to Fosse Cross is unclear. The Fosse Way was
turnpiked from Cirencester +o Stratford in 1755, but the
stretch of +the study area under consideration here also
forms part of three other turnpike roads, the earliest of
which was built in 1727 from Cirencester to Lechiade. It
iz +therefore 1ikely that the date of turnpiking for +the
stretch wup +to Fosse Cross is earlier +than 1755, which
accords with the excavated evidence.

Th i - |
considerable evidence of the turnpike read and associated
features. The most illustrative area was seen in 1991/513
where a considerable portion of the road could be examined
in section, This appeared to be constructed along the
Iines of the Telford method with heavy basal layers grading
upward <through an intermediate layer until a laysr of
smaller stone was laid as the running surface. Telfords
method waz known to be an excellent system of road building
but one which was expensive, and the cheaper Macadam method
was most popular among the many turnpike +trusts in the
country.
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In Trench 1991/512 there was some evidence for the preserva-—
tion of pre-turnpike road surfaces, possibly post-medieval

in date. It was not possible to explore +the character

these surfaces to any great extent.

The wvery large guarry ditch in Hare Bushes alongside the
road which may he of this date would be characteristic of
the ability eof a Turnpike Trust to quarry for materials on
anyones land without permission, simply by paying for the
material extracted. A problem alluded to in an earller
section of thiz document is the accumulation of large quan

titles of gritty =iity infill of the quarry ditech, and
between +the Roman and later road surfaces. It is unclear
at this stage whether such material is derived from grind-
ing down of the limestone road surface or whether i1t is an

an important question as large accumulations of silts have

been discovered in Roman roadside contexts in Cirencester.
The reasons for these accumulations are little understood,
but there may be some hope in finding a sclution to the
problem outwith the town in relation to thezge 18th century
roads which differ little in character from . their Roman
counterparts.

Site § (PBRN 7542, Trench 1991/547)

This road was not evaluated with the specific aim of iden-
tifying turnpike features, such considerations were part of
a combined investigative procedure with the focus on eluci-
dation of certalin problems rslating to activity on the edge
of +the earlier Roman read. Apart from investigsation of a

.5,

roadside depression which could be related to the later
turnpike road no activity was noted from thisg period. This
iz partly due to the distance of +the trench from the
present carriageway under which the turnpike undeoubtedly
lies.

Regional szetting

Again +the main focus of attention for a particular period
within the study area is one of roads. Unlike the Roman
perind howsever, there are no major guesticns to be asked
about alignment or reasons for projected destinations., The
main point of concern is the documenting within the archae-
ological record of construction techniques, source materi-
ala, and in the case of the stretch of road from Cirences-
ter +to Fosse Cross its date of building. Although the
contemporary lilterature outlines the ideal methods of
construction for turnpike roads it is unknown how far such
mathods were adopted, nor how they may have varied from
turnpike to turnplike, as nearly all 18th and 19th century
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roads are sealed directly below modern build-ups and sur-
faces.

In +the past archaeological attention has rarely been fo-
cused on the nature of monuments such as turnpike roads.
They have an importance as part of +the archasological
continuum which is often overlooked. It is clear from the
results of this svaluation work that study of such features
can lead +to a better understanding of these and earlier
roads and associated features., It is commonly assumed for
example +that the very large agger or embankment on which
many modern roads with a Roman ancestry run, 1z created by
construction of such features in the Roman period itself.
At Site E it has been demonstrated that much of the Dbuild-
up of material which forms this embankment has its origins
with +the construction of the turnpike road, and that +the
size of the Roman works was overestimated.

The epportunity to examine such themes in the course of
execution of the current scheme proposals would be easily
achieved,
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CHAPTER 7

STAGE 3 ARCHAEOQOLOGICAI. MANAGEMENT STRATEGY

e e R

7.1

Alms

Following on from the Stage 1 Assessment and Stage 2 Evalua-
tion there is a need to formulate a Stage 3 Archaeological
Management Strategy based on the information documented 3o
far, and then to implement it in the areas targeted within
this document. Such a strategy can only be based on +the
currently available information. First, four levels of
Archasological Importance are defined, the aresas are shown
on Figures 3.1=-32.5, Secondly levels of Archaeological
Inmpact are defined, the areas are shown on Figures 7.1-7.5.
Thirdly, four kinds of mitigation action are defined, +the
areas are shown on Figures 7.6-7.10.

Areas of Archaecological Importance

The following levels of archaeological importance have been
defined: High, Medium and Low. Definition of such levels
has Dbeen based on review of c¢urrent archaeological and
environmental attlitudes to sites, monuments and landscapes
on a local, regional and national overview. At present
there are few well-defined parameters to requlate inclusion
of Individual archaeological items in these levels. Current
work by English Heritage is attempting +to resclve this
shortfall in the evaluation of archaeological sites by the
implementation of g Monuments Frotection Programme {(Darvill,
Saunders, Startin, 1987). Unfortunately this programme is
still i4in development and the results are not yet fully
available, therefore only more general concepts of 'Levels'
will be uszed for the current proposals In thiz document.
These are;

High: Nationally important sites or monuments;

Nationally important sites c¢an be broadly assessed as in-
cluding Scheduled Monumenta, ancient monuments in the proc-
gsa of being scheduled and monuments of such gquality +that
they are worthy of scheduling. This level does not exclude
all monuments outside this description as the scheduling

process is under revision. There are numerous sites and

monuments clearly having potential for inclusion within the
legislation but which have not yet been treated in this way
for a variety of reasons.

- == ==
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Areas of high archaeological potential have bheen selected
within the course of the Stage 1 and Stage 2 projects and
are definable as archaeological sites or monuments which
offer the opportunity for the recovery of such information
as; a) three dimensional site plan, b) artefactual content,
¢) ecofactual data, and d) palaec—-environmental data leading
to elther; 1) dating, ii) environmental reconstruction, iii)
typology, or a combination of these factors, with the ulti-
mate aim of allowing greater understanding and interpreta-
tive analysis of the site within local, regicnal or naticnal
contexts. Such parameters form the basis for selecting
sites and monuments of naticnal importance within the remit
of the non-statutory criteria laid down by ths Secretary of
State for the environment (DOE,1983). Briefly these crite-
ria are, Survival/Conditlion; Period; Rarity; Fragility/Vul-
nerability; Diversity; Documentation; Group Value; and
Potential

Sites deemed to be of high importance within the study area
are:

Site B (Trenches 1991/549, 506)
Organic clay depoesit in Field No.1619

The Lynches trackway PRN 20805
(Watermeadows and mill pound etc, are inecluded on their
group value status)

Site E (Trenches 1991/512-515)
Roman Fosgsgse Way and later roads in Hare Bushes plantation,
Field No.0041 and under the A429 :

Site I (Trenches 1991/522-526)
¥Flint scatter and associated feature in Fileld No.2200

Site L (1991/532, 533)
Multiple ditched feature PRN 3067a and (?)enclosure PRN
3067b in Field No.2473

Site O (Trench 1991/538)
Double penannular ring-diteh PRN 3072 and possible second
ring—ditch in Field No.3923

Site Q (Trench 1991/542)
S8ingle ring~ditch PRN 2390 in Field No.7262

Site R (Trench 1991/545)

Single ring—ditch PRN 2388z in Fieid No. 0042

Site 8 (Trenches 1991/546-548)
(7) Occupation area in Fleld No.9329

This level of archaeological importance is shown in red on
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Figures 3.1-3.5.

Medium: Regionally and locally important sites and monu-
ments;

Regionally or locally important sites &and monuments are
definad__par+1y on the basis of exclusion from +he above
level, but which are clearly in a state of preservation
conducive to conservation or extraction of moderate levels
of archaeological data (le. those categories listed above)
leading +to fuller understanding and interpretative analysis
of the item in local, regional and national contexts.

Medium archaeclogical potential is broadly defined as the
ability of a site to offer preservation or extraction of at
least one of the four categories of informaticn aj) to d)
listed =above. (Note: where palaeo-environmental data 1is
encountered on a site within the Cotswold district its
importance will always be considered as High, because of a
paucity of such informatien from all archaeoclogical periods
within the locality).

Sites falling within this category in the study area are;

Site A(i) (Trench 1991/501)
Linear ditch feature in Field No,7263%

Site A(ii)(iii) (Trench 1991/503)
Linear ditch features in Field No.0015

Site C (Trench 1991/507)

Linear ditch featurs, pits, (7)Neclithie f£flint scatter,
medieval pot scatter, and possible l1ine of Roman White Way
in Field No.8848, and field between Trench 1991/507 and the
existing White Way.

Site D (Trenches 1991/508=511)
Flint scatter no features, but probably on +the edge of
larger (7)Neolithic site. Field No.4830

Site F (Trenches 1991/516, 517)
Flint scatter, pit feature. Fileld No.0041

Site J (Trenches 1991/529, 530)
Medieval artefactual material, (7)prehistoric ditches. Field
No.9534

Field No.2472
Posaibility of presence of prehistoric features due to close
proximity of PRN 32067
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Field No.1757
Likely to contain prehistoric features continuing from Sites
L and N,

Site N (Trenches 1991,/536, 537)
Linear ditch features. Field No.504%9

Field No's. 0044, 5366, 7748, 9329, 9300, 0005, 0186
Along the edge of PRN 7542

This level of archaeclogical importance is shown in orange
on Figures 3.1-3.5.

Low: Areas with no known =sites and monuments, assumed low
archaeological potential, and areas already archasologlcally
ateriliased;

Areas with no known sites or monuments can he defined as
gections of the corridor where investigatlve techniques used
during Stage 1 and Stage 2 produced little or no indications
of sub-surface archaeology. This does not preclude the
potential for some of these areas to reveal the presence of
archaeclogy at a later date.

Low archaeological potential can be assessed as absence of
archaeology or the inability of a site or monument to pre-
serve or allow extraction of any information from categories
a) to d) listed above.

M S S Sh EN A NN am G Ee e

Areas +that are archasologically sterilissed are those that
are known or arse assumed to have undergone destructive
processes detrimental to archaeclogical deposits, and which
are likely to have removaed those deposits to such an extent
as +to diminish their worth for the preservation or extrac-
tion of information in categories a) to d) abaove. Such areas
may include 1ndustr1a1 processes, certaln agrlcultural re-=

Gonstructlon of hulldings

Sites and flelds falling within this category are listed as;

Pariszh boundaries
Daglingworth/RBagendon, Daglingworth/Baunton, Bagendon/Baun-
ton

Flelds 7262, 3600, B265, 001&, 1023, 0007, 1800, 4800, 3025,
0005, 1900, 1971, 2139, areas within 0041, 0242, 2246,
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Site H (Trenches 1991/519-521)
Flint scatter, no archaeolegy in Field No.l416

Fields 2487, 6100, 5783, 5459, 8057, 5837,

Fleld No.7540
Extant ridge-and-furrow

Bite X
Pot scatter, remnant ridge-and-furrow. Field No.7400

Flelds 8100, 000&, 2000, 089732

Site M

Cropmarks, PRN 3383, remnant ridge-and-furrow in Field
No.2636

Fields 3923 (areas of), 6800, 7900

Field No's.5400, 7490
Extant ridge-and-furrow

Flelds 5086, 6579, areas of 7262.
Site P (Trenches 1991/539-541)
Flint scatter, minimal archaeclogy in Field No.8476.

Site R (Trenches 1991/543, 544)
PRN 2388b, cropmarks, minimal archaeclogy in Field No.0044

This level of archaeclogical importance and 1is shown in
yellow on Figures 3.1-3.5

Blank=s: Areas where it has not been possible +to exscute
evaluation techniques and where the archaeological potential
i . . .

assumed to be low and sites would normally ke classed within
this level. Note: areas prefixed by * are assumed
high/medium in potential as a result of evidence recovered
during Stage 1 and Stage 2.

A435, PRN 2090

White Way minor road, PRN 2039

*A429 road, PRN 6561

Hare Bushes plantation

*Cherrytree Lane, minor road PRN 5963
A417 road

Witplt Lane, minor read

5t Augustines Lane, minor road
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Harnhill Lane, minor road
Driffield Lane, minor road
* 2419, trunk road PRN 7542

This level of archaeological importance is shown in blue on
Figures 3.1-3.5. Figure 3.1/3.2 shows the levels of archaso-

ﬁ444444444444lﬂglﬂilgglMPﬂriaﬂﬂﬁ_ihtﬂﬂghOut the study area. A level of

importance changes within one PRN where there is no evidence
from +the Stage 1 and Stage 2 work to support the continued
grading of the PRN at that level outside +the corridor.
Therefore levels of importance do not for example respect
the boundaries of field specific PRN's but rather reflect
the guality and extent of the recorded archaeclogical evi-
dence .

Impact of the proposed scheme on the archaeclogical resource

One of the principal elements needed te formulate an appro-—
priate management plan for the archaeoclogy within the corri-
dor is information about the development scheme itself.
This has been provided to CAT in the form of; 1) plans (Drg.

No.9102/26/34-38) showing the corridor of inte

from the client for the Stage 1 assessment; ii) provisicnal
plans and sections (9102/40/01-06) of the proposed Cirences-—
ter and Stratton bypass, received from the client for the
Stage 2 Evaluation: and 1ii1) verbal comments ovn the nature
of +the construction methods and likely impact of +these on
the corridor from staff of FGCE Ltd.

Using the information provided it is pessible to compile an
Impact Statement defining the anticipated impact on the
varying archaeclogical deposits of specific development
proposals. These levels of Archaeological Impact are shown
on Figures 7.1-7.5. Three prinalpal types of impact from the
scheme may be defined;

Physical Impact

= A
Visual Impact

. Impact on the Palaeo-environmental rescurce

[T S
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7.3.1 Physical Impact

The physical impact of the scheme is seen on two levels,
that of Ilmpact on its immediate physical environment, and
that on the archaeology within that physical environment.
In the case of the Cirencester bypass the entire route of
the study area will be cut or filled to wvarying degrees.
Where filled this will invelve ground disturbance through
the necessary removal of overburden to create a firm base.

- - om e
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Therefore any archaeclogical deposits within the area of the
gcheme will be affected. Only land within limits of +ths
propased scheme rather than the entire corridor is consid-
ered. The following are levels of physical impact judged to
be wuseful by <the Cotswold Archaeological Trust 1in  +this
instance; '

High Impact:

This level assumes the partial or total loss of archaeologi-
cal deposits as a result of cutting, filling and machine
stripping of overburden to find an acceptable base for +the
embankment and road. The wldth of the carriageway and road
junctions throughout the course of the route varies consid-
erably. Within the fenceline defining the scheme boundaries
where there is a narrow strip of ground between the edge of
cut or fill areas and the fenceline, this 'dead ground' has
been incerporated within the high impact zone, as have areas
within the centre of roundabouts and narrow 'dead ground'’
aAreas between the main carriageway and slip roads.

This level is coloured red on Figures 7.1-7.5, and shaded

affected by the =zcheme.

Hedium Impact:

Note: This level of Impact was used in evaluation of the
proposed scheme for the Latton bypass (CAT, 1991) where the
uze of Terram allowed the definition of areas of low impact,
and areas of medium impact were defined as a 3m belt either
side of the main construction area where possibkle damage to
archaeological deposits might occur.

This level of impact has since been judged as redundant as
gven in marginal areas where there may be no intention of

darker —where —archaesocltogy —of any tevel —of —importance iz —

carrying out intentional ground disturbance, damage to
archaeological deposita, say from the passage of construc-
tion traffic along the fringe of the sgcheme may be signifi-
cant. Impact on the archaeology from the passage of con-
struction vehicles, erection of site accommodation etc is
generally unguantifiable. It is assumed that any impact may
be wholly detrimental to the overall preservation and subse-
quent interpretation of archaeological deposits, and there-
fore in such areas Impact must be regarded as High.

Low/No Impact:

Defined as no anticipated loss or disturbance of archasclog-

-
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ical deposits. Such areas are strictly difficult to define
on the strength of current information but are thought to be
those areas of land ‘captured’ by the scheme (ie. large
areas of dead ground) where it ls not intended to carry out
ground disturbance. Areas between alip roads and centres of
roundabouts are not included in this level as these are
known +to be affected by topsoil stripping during construc-
tion.

This category is coloured Blue on Figures 7.1-7.5.

7.3.2 Visual Impact

The arﬂhaeolugical deposits in the Cirencester and Strattoen

a » - e a al- - ne 1o = [ ] & = S o and

therefore there iz some expected impact on the visual ameni-
ty of +the archaeological remains. Areas where +this will
occur are;

1) From the northern end of the bypass corrider +to thse
Churn valley, views to Bagenden and the Perrots Brook earth-
works and dyke complex from Baunton Downs will be adversely
affected by the major cutting propesed here.

2) &Site B, The Trinity Mill area, where a package of ar-
chaseological features will be crossed by the proposed via-
duct. This will be visually intrusive in an area notable
for +the absence of modern features amongst this remnant of
the post-medieval landscape.

3) Field No.7540 where the copse contalnlng extant rldgE“
and-furrow will be clipped by the scheme.

4) Fleld No's 5400 and 7590 where the extant ridge-and-
furrow will be bisgected by the proposed scheme.

Impact on the Palaeo-environmental resource

Only one area of concern arises in this catsgory. The
undated but potentially important organic clay deposit at
Site B at Trinity Mill which contains good palaeo-
environmental evidence in the form of well preserved pollen,
may be affected by the nature of works concerned with via-
duct construction. It is not known what the full extent of
the deposit in this area is, nor the scheme proposals for
water management during and after construction. On the
strength of current knowledge it is likely that the proposed
scheme could adversely affect this deposit to the extent
that the archaeological value would be diminished.
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7.4 Hitigation Action

These recommendations have heen developed with not simply
the Archaeoliogical Impact in mind. They alse take inte

consideration +he relative cost of certain actions, likely
developments in archaeological sclence and general practical
congiderations.

The following recommendations for mitlgation action are;

Preservation (ie. minor re-alignment of road scheme. Unlike
the Latton scheme where the use of protective geotextile
{Terram) and embankment can be employed over archasclogy,
this iz not presumed fea=zible throughout the Cirencester and
Stratton scheme where current proposals dictate the road
will run in cuttings over much of the route.)

As part of nermal archaeclogical policy +towards monument
protection +his option is always preferred. However, wlth
linear achemes such as roads etc. lateral movement may be
restricted and only a select portion of the archaeclogical
resource can be treated in this way.

For the prezes: reme 2 T action 18 recommend
where areas of High Archaeological Importance, threatened
with High Impact are considered worthy of protection as part
of +the development proposals and where low impact allows
archaeology to survive by default.

The areas where this action is proposed are coloured red
on Figures 7.6-7.10,.

Excavation

This is the action recommended where deposits of High Ar-
chaeological Importance cannot practicably be preserved
. within the overall proposals for the scheme. The action
0 would normally involve the total excavation of archaeclogi-
c¢al deposits after machine removal of overburden, except iIn
the areas of potentially important flint scatters where
selected sample areas would be totally excavated from +the
surface of the topsoil downward.

N Illi . Il‘l‘ I I I B B B B B Ee

The areas where this action is proposed are coloured orange
on Figures 7.6-7.10

Strip~and-Record

This is the action recommended where areas of Medium Archae-
ological Importance threatened with High Impact cannot be
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preserved within the overall proposals for the scheme. The
action would involve the wholesale removal of overburden
from a site allowing isclation and definition of archaeolog-
ical features, which would then be subject to selective
excavation and recording.

The areas where this action is proposed are coloured yellow
on Figuregs 7.6-7.10,

Watching Brief

This is the action recommended where areas of Low Archaeo-—
logical Importance will be damaged by High Impact proposals
of the scheme. The action would invelve monitoring of all
the groundworks with the option fo tempeorarily divert or
stop groundworks in order to record any features uncovered.
Recording of such features would, bar exceptlonal circum-
stances, be carried out at a reduced level of detail from
that of Excavation and Strip and Record in order to restrict
scheme disruption to a minimum. The areas where this action
is proposed are coloured blue on Figures 7.6-7.10.

Mitigation action for visual impact

Due +o the nature of the effect and impact the scheme has
upon Lhe upstanding archaeological remains in the corridor
it is not possible to develop a suitable mitigation strategy
at this impact level.

In nearly all the cases cited the scheme bisects a landscape
feature or group of features. Due to, i) the constraints on
lateral movement of the scheme, and, ii) the form of the
archaeclogical site where encountered in the vicinity of the
scheme, ie perpendicular to it, it is almost impossible not
to cross +the areas concerned at some point, and visual
impact cannot be avoided.

Summary of Impact Zones and proposed mitigation actlien
(Figures 7.6-7.10)

Zone 1 Mitigation Action

High Importance/High Impact ‘

1) Site B Further evaluation/
OCrganic deposit (?)preservation *

Further evaluation is required to establlish the extent and
date of the deposit, following which further recommendations
would be made,
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Action: An auger survey would be used to define the exact
limits of the deposit, as well as its depth and composition
in areas not examined by trenching. The potential for
recovery of botanical and entomolegical information from the
deposit was known to be low iIn the area trenched, any varia-
tion in this component of the deposits must be assessed.
Investigation of the deposit must be carried out in erder to
azsess the date range of the accumulated material containing

pollen. This is thought to be possible by the use of archa-
eomagnetic dating techniques on the alluvial clay component
of the deposit.

Result: Fstablishing the extent of the deposit will allow a
percentags loss assessment to be made on 1t should construc-—
tion works prove a threat to itz survival. If +the date
range of the deposits proves to be late then their wvalue
will be reduyced.

Revised mitigation action: a) devise and implement a sam-
pling strategy to recover suitable pollen cores for examlna-
tion if the entire deposit is small in extent and cannot be
preserved.

b) 1f the deposit 1s large, preserve the areas unaffected by

the scheme propozals and sample for pollen analysiz in those
areas to be destroyed.

¢) 1f the deposit is either large or small, preserve it in
entirety 1if possible wlthin the limits of practicality
lmposed by necvessary coustiruction works,

2) Bite B Excavation
PRN 2085

Evaluation greatly increased the amount of information known
about this 2ite without being able to gttribute exact dates
for +the origin of the structure or the different construe-
tional episodes present. A length of the roadway equal to
the proposed area of destruction would Dbe required for
examinatiaon.

"eontinued detailed examination.

3) 8ite E Excavation
PRN G356l

Evaluation demonstrated the range of deposits within this
site, extending through Roman roads and assccilated features
via an ascending sequence of later features up +to +the
present day. Variability within the vertical and horizontal
axis of the site was apparent. The entire length of the
monument affected should be treated as a full excavation in
the initial stages until key areas can be identified for
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4) Site T Excavation and Strip and record
Flint scatter

Evaluation of +this gite greatly increased +the amount of
information about its character and thes type of artefactual
materlal and features on the site without being able to
attribute firm dates for its origin, or a purpose. A se—
lected area of excavation will be reqguired in the wvicinity

of the site where a feature was encountered, with random
sampling of the topsoll layer by test-pits. The remaining
topsoil would be stripped to undisturbed levels. Either
slde of the excavation area strip and record would be car-
ried out to a distance equal to that of the £flint scatter
along the Impact zone, _

5} Site L Preservation/Excavation
PRN 30&87b ‘

A high level of data-enhancement was achieved through evalu-
ation of +this =ite, but it was not poasible +to accurately
define function or typology of the site although these have
been postulated. The highly important nature of the depos-—
its encountered make conservation the preferred mitigation

road scheme within the corridor. To the west of PRN 3067b
the areas of archaseological importance are assumed medium,
grading to low, moving the road scheme within +this :zone
would be preferable, If re alignment is not possible  then
the Reserve mitigation action is excavation of PRN 3067b.

6) Site © ‘ Preservatlion/Excavation
PEN 3072

Knowledge of this site was greatly enhanced by the evalua-
tion process, an additional ring-ditch was pestulated from
the excavated evidence increasing the overall importance of
the site. In view of this enhanced importance the Preserva-
tion Action is preferred, necsssitating westward movement of
the scheme into an assumed Medium to Low Importance zone of

the corridor. If re-alignment is not possible +then the
reserve Excavation action would be necessary on the area of
PRN 3072 where the presumed satellite ring-ditch is cut
through by the scheme. Partial excavation of this feature
on the basis of 1t being subject to only partial destruction
would not be an option as total excavation is essential <o
the recovery of useful guantities of information.

7) Site R Preservation/Excavation
PRN 2388a

The amount of new data collected on this gite during the
evaluation was considerable and its Importance rated as
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High. The preferred management strategy for the =site is
Preservation which would necessitate some alteration to the
road scheme by moving the main carriageway slightly west and
the Harnhil! Road embankment slightly north and west away
from +the site. If this should prove impossible +then the
reserve strategy would be total excavation of the site for
the same reasons as outlined for Site O above. The nature

of +the monument will not endorse partial destruction as an

acceptable loss.

B) Site 8 Strip and record
(?)occupation evidence

A great deal of previously unknown information was recovered
about this site during evaluation, resulting in it receiving
an Importance rating of High. In the immediate vicinity of
Trench 1991/546 which lies outside the proposed scheme the
archaeology is preserved by default. Inside the road scheme
boundary limits it is expected that some of these deposits
may intrude but that on the whole they could be adequately
identified by implementing an action of Strip and Record in
tandem with that to be recommended for PRN 7542 below.

9) PRN 7542 Strip and record

No direct evidence was recovered for the nature of deposits
beneath the modern road surface but the results of Stage 1
and Stage 2 suggest that there may be further roadside
features in an intact state of preservation alongside Ermine
Street where it has not been disturbed by +the impact of
upgrading to the status of dual carriageway as is the caze

in Latton parish. The action recommended here is strip and
record alongside the Roman road and also on the areas of
PRN 7542 where engineering and construction work will inter-~
fere with the deposits below the modern surface layers.

Zone 2
High Importance/Low Impact

1) Site Q ] Preservation
PRN 2390

A great deal of additional information was recovered about
the potential of this site during evaluation. its high
Importance leads to a recommendation of preservation for the
site. On the strength of the available information on the
nature of the scheme there would appear to be no barriers to
viability of thiz action, as the site appears to lie outside
the limits of the scheme defined by the enclosing fence-
line.
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Zone 3
Medium Importance/High Impact

1) 8ite A(i) Strip & record
Ditch

2} Site A(ii)(iii) | Strip & record
Ditches -

3) Site C Strip & record

Pits, ditches, artefacts

4) Site D Strip & record
{(?)Neon. flint scatter

tn
R

5ite F Strip & record
Flint scatter, pit

6) Site J Strip & record
Pot scatter, ditches

7) Slte L Strip & record
Area around PRN 30&7hb

8) Site N,
PRN 2026, Flelds 1757, 3923 Strip & record

9) Flelds 0044, 5366, 7748, 9329, Strip & record
9300, O186.

The S8trip and Record action is recommended in all the above

areas where either archaeological features have been identi-
fied in their own right and require further investigation,
or, where areas on the perimeter and immediate vicinity of
High Importance and PRN's may be expected to contain asseoci-
ated known or as yet unrecognised features.

Zone 4
Medium Importance/Low Impact

1) Field 0044 Strip&record

This action is recommended as a contingency in the event of
the area of dead ground between the existing A4l9 and the
new carriageway adjacent to South Cerney airfield being used
for purposes which could have a detrimental effect on wun-
known deposits in an area where it could be expected that
archaeology is present.




Zone 5
Low Importance/High Impact

1) Fields 7262 (part), 8265, 0015(part), none
1023, 1B00, 4800, BB4B8(part), 3025
0005, 1900, 1971, 2139, 004l (part)
0242, 2246, 1416, 6100, 2487, 5783,
8057, 5837, 9534(part), 7400, 0006,
2000, 0973, 2636, 3923(paft), 6800,
5086, B476, 7z62(part), 0Q044(part)

2) Parish boundaries Watching brief
Daglingworth/Baunton
Daglingworth/Bagendon
Pagendon/Baunton
Baunton/Cirencester
Preston/Driffiald

Watching briefs on these sites anticipate the need to record
archaeological features of a Low Importance level.

3) PRN 4544 nons

4) Field No.7540 Watching brief
Ridge-and-furrow

53) Field No's 5400, 7590 Watching bhrief
Ridge-and—furrow

Action for 4) and 5) above would lnvolve low level field
survey and photography of the features affected.

Zone 6
Low Importance/Low Impact

None

Zone 7
Blank Areas/High Impact

1) Field No's 9952, 1941, 3929 {?iWatching brief

Without evaluation of the geophysical anomalies seen in
these fields it i=s not possible nor justified to mount a
Strip and Record action.

2) PRN 2090 none
3) PRN 2039 Watching brief
4) Hare Bushes plantation Watching brief
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A Strip and Record action in this heavily wooded area is not
likely to produce much more evidence for archaeology than a
Watching Brief, ia both «cases disturbance of deposits
present by removal of tree cover would be considerable.

5 PRN 6561 (see Zone 1)
6) PRN 5953 Watching bhrief
7) A417 road none

8) Witpit Lane none

9) Lane north of Preston ﬁone

IOJ'St Bugustines Lana none

11) Harnhill road Watching brief
12) PRN 7542 {(see Zone 1)

7.6 8trategy Implementation
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There i3 & diversity of archaeological impact across the
length of the corridor, to cope with this +the mitigation
action will be based upon a multi-option strategy. The
folluwing are seen as the three likely stages for implemen-
tation of +this strategy. Should plans for the scheme be
changed at a subsequent date the strategies would require
review.

7.6.1 Pre~construction works:

This 1includes preparatory works for the preservation or
conservation of deposits, and the total or selsctive excava-
tion of chosen areas before groundworks commence in the area
i i t
restrict construction work commencing in other areas where
archaeclogy has not bDeen identified or where different
mitigation action 1s to be employed.

7.6.2 Intra~construction works

This will involve the meonitoring of construction work in
those areas where conservation action has been reccmmended
Additional mitigation action at this stage will be watching
briefs and recorded cbservation undertaken in parallel with
groundworks and other construction activities.
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7.6.3 Post-construction works:

This involves archasological operations after the fieldwork
iz complete and will include off-szite work on the analysis
of the archaeclogical fieldwork, incorporating analysis and
conservation of artefactual material and deposition of such
material with Corinium Museum, and +the preparation of
project and academic reports based on the fieldwork and

post-fieldwork analysis.

This stage may also involve the establishment and mainte-
nance of long—-term on-site conservation measures and the
monitoring of such should they be required.
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