
4-6 COUNTESS WEAR ROAD

EXETER

DEVON

Results of a Historic Building Survey, 

Archaeological Evaluation and Watching Brief

REPORT No. 071130

The Thornes 

Kentisbury

Barnstaple

North Devon

EX31 4NQ

Tel: 01271 883000

Email: mail@swarch.net



Contents Page No.

List of illustrations 3
List of Appendices 3
Acknowledgements 3

1.0 Introduction 4
1.1 Background 4
1.2 Summary 4
1.3 Methodology 4

2.0 Results of the Building Survey 5
2.1 The Building 5
2.2 Construction 5
2.3 Phasing 5

2.3.1 Phase 1- mid-C19 (c.1840-1860?) 5
2.3.2 Phase 1a - mid-C19 (shortly after Phase 1) 5
2.3.3 Phase 2 - late 1940s? 5
2.3.4 Phase 3 - 1966 and after 6

2.4 Supplementary Observations 6

3.0 Results of the Archaeological Evaluation 8
3.1 Results 8

3.1.1 Trench 1 8
3.1.2 Trench 2 8
3.1.3 Trench 3 8
3.1.4 Trench 4 9
3.1.5 Trench 5 9

4.0 Results of the Watching Brief 9

5.0 Conclusions 10
5.1 The Building Survey 10
5.2 The Evaluation and Watching Brief 10

6.0 Bibliography and References 11

South West Archaeology 2



List of illustrations

Cover plate: Detail from the First Edition OS map of 1890.

Figs: Page No.
1a. Regional location map. 12
1b. Site location. 13
2. Phased plan of the barn at 4-6, Countess Wear Road. 14
3. Detail from the Topsham tithe map. 15
4. Detail from the Ordnance Survey First Edition

1:2500 map. 15
5 Detail from the Ordnance Survey Second Edition

1:2500 map, 1905. 16
6 Detail from the Ordnance Survey Revised Edition

1:2500 map, 1933. 16
7. Plan showing location of evaluation trenches in relation

to the historic and proposed site layout. 17

Plates:
1. The barn viewed from the south. 18
2. The barn viewed from the north west. 18
3. The barn viewed from the north. 19
4. The barn viewed from the south east. 19
5. Trench 1 viewed from the east showing cobbled

surface sealed by 19th century deposits, external
to, and east of  the barn. 20

6. Trench 2 viewed from the west showing cobbled
surface, external to, and east of the barn. 20

7. Trench 3 viewed from the west, showing 19th century
pit containing animal burial, cut in natural clay subsoil. 21

8. Watching brief of level reduction at north east corner
of site. 21

Appendices

1. Exeter City Council Brief 22
2. Written Scheme of Investigation 28

Acknowledgements

Thanks for assistance are due to:
WWD Ltd for unrestricted access to the site
Andy Pye Exeter City Archaeology Officer

Ordnance Survey Licence number 100044808

South West Archaeology 3



1.0 Introduction

Location: 4-6 Countess Wear Road
Parish: Topsham
District: Exeter City
County: Devon
NGR: SX94009030

1.1 Background

South West Archaeology (SWARCH) were asked by Bryan Turner of WWD Ltd. (the
client) to conduct a historic building survey, archaeological evaluation and watching brief
in advance and during the proposed development of the former Wattson’s Shop fitters
premises, 4-6 Countess Wear Road, Exeter. This was carried out in accordance with a
Written Scheme of Investigation produced to fulfill a brief from Mr Andrew Pye of
Exeter City Council Economy and Development Directorate (see Appendix 1and 2) to
aid the fulfillment of condition no.8 of Planning Permission no. 06/0275/03) and in the
context of the findings of an initial desk-based cartographic study (SWARCH Report No.
070515) of the

The site is located on the east side of Countess Wear Road, Topsham, south of its junction
with Mill Road and School Lane. The site lies at roughly 15m OD with a mill leat, the
flood plain and waters of the River Exe and the Exeter Canal to the south-west. It is
within the area between Topsham and Exeter known as Countess Wear, specifically the
area known as Higher Wear.

The desk-based study highlighted the archaeological potential of the site in terms of
prehistoric activity in the general area, the proximity to the former Roman road (now
Topsham Road) leading from the city to the former settlement and port  at Topsham and
the importance of the Higher Wear in terms of mercantile trade from the 13th century.
The earliest map evidence from 1801 shows buildings on the site at that time, thus
although the oldest extant building on the site was a former threshing barn  (the subject of
the building survey) there was clear potential for buried archaeology from earlier periods.

1.2 Summary

The site revealed no evidence of occupation from before the 19th century and yielded
little in terms of finds. The 19th century site was agricultural in function but from the mid
20th century it was converted for light industrial use, the works for which entailed
considerable disturbance to below ground deposits.

The barn appears to have been built in the mid 19th century as a single storey building
with a pine tiebeam and kingpost roof structure, and two large opposed, centrally placed
doorways. An extension was added shortly after this date but there was little change until
the mid 20th century when the building was modified for use associated firstly with a
garage and then an engineering works on the site.

1.3 Methodology

The building survey was conducted by Robert Waterhouse and was undertaken with
reference to IFA and EH guidelines for historic building recording. The site was visited
during May 2007.
The evaluation was carried out during June 2007 and the subsequent watching brief on
the 6th, 14th, 26th and 27th September by Jon Freeman. The excavations were conducted
in accordance with the Institute of Field Archaeologists guidelines for archaeological
excavation and archaeological watching brief.
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2.0 Results of the Building Survey
(see plates 1-4)

2.1 The Building

Aligned north-south, this was a rectangular structure of mixed stone and brick
construction, largely rendered, with a shallow-pitched ridged slate roof, fully hipped at
both ends with deep eaves.  Extensive 20th century lean-tos which had obscured the east
and west sides of the building had been demolished prior to recording, enabling the older
building to be seen in more detail.

2.2 Construction

The early phases of construction (see 2.3 below) were of mortared limestone rubble with
large squared breccia quoins and breccia-voussoirs to its two arched doors, suggesting a
1830-1860s date. Phase 3 & 4 used machine-made red bricks, bonded with pink Portland
cement dating from the mid 20th century.
The building was rough-cast with a lime render, later skimmed over with a Portland
cement render and painted white.  Previous darker colors were evident where render
had been fractured away.

2.3 Phasing

2.3.1 Phase 1- mid-19th century (c.1830-1860?)
Rectangular single storey building with high interior constructed with semi-coursed
limestone rubble walls and large squared breccia quoins.  Two large opposed doorways
were placed centrally to the building; with shallow segmental arches with squared
breccia voissoirs.  The south-east corner of the building did not have quoins, but was
radiused in limestone rubble to ease the passage of carts.  A heavy timber door frame
survives in the western doorway and appears to have had double doors, opening
outwards.  The roof structure was supported on three tiebeam and kingpost trusses of
sawn pine with angle braces springing from the feet of the kingposts. The hips seem to
have been supported on single blades from the centre of each end wall to the apexes.

This building is in the same location as one shown on the extract from the Topsham tithe
map, 1840 (Fig 3). The architectural and cartographic evidence combined therefore
suggested that either the building shown on the Tithe map was newly built in 1840, or that
the extant building recorded immediately prior to its demolition in 2007 was a mid 19th

century rebuild on the site of and perhaps foundations of, an earlier structure.

No physical evidence was seen for the form of an extension depicted extending from the
east side of the building on the Tithe Map of 1840 and the Ordnance Survey Second
Edition 1:2500 map of 1905 (see Fig. 5). Its dotted outline on the latter suggested it to be
an open sided structure. Curiously this feature is not shown on the Ordnance Survey First
Edition 1:2500 map of 1890 (see Fig. 4). This suggests either that this structure fell into
disuse in the later 19th century and was rebuilt between 1890 and 1905, or that the 1890
map was in error.

2.3.2 Phase 1a - mid-19th century (shortly after Phase 1)
Shortly after Period 1, the building was extended a further bay to the north and the
original north end wall removed.  The extension had thinner walls than before, but the
same construction and quoins.  The east side tapered in slightly.  A single small door was
provided in the west wall and the presence of a door or window opening, now blocked, in
the upper part of the east wall, suggests that this part of the building had a first floor
structure.
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A possible minor intermediate phase between Phase 1a and Phase 2 is suggested by the
Ordnance Survey Revised Edition 1:2500 map of 1933 (see Fig. 6) which shows that by
the 1930s a second extension on the east side of the barn had been added, immediately
south of the earlier extension depicted on the Tithe map and in 1905.

2.3.3 Phase 2 - late 1940s?
Alterations to convert the building to garage premises were carried out.  These included
taking out a substantial part of the east side wall and supporting the retained arch of the
Phase 1 threshing door on an RSJ. This new doorway contained a sliding door hung on a
pressed steel track, parts of which survived at the time of recording, just inside the Phase
4 infilling of this doorway.

Two brick projections were placed on either side of the building’s interior walls, just south
of the junction between the Phase 1 & Phase 1a fabric, but it is not certain what these
were for, although they may have been part of a partition separating off the northern end
of the building.

Several new windows were forced in the walls to light the new workshop/garage.  These
included large high windows in either end and a large one in the east wall, just north of
the new door.  A small door and adjoining window were forced in the east side wall at the
north end, and the Phase 1a higher opening blocked with brick.

Two paneled cupboards for electrical junction boxes were fastened to the inside face of
the east wall towards the southern end of the building. 1940s cast-iron junction boxes
containing large ceramic fuses were still in place inside these at the time of recording.

2.3.4 Phase 3 - 1960s
Alterations to the building at its conversion to light engineering premises include the part-
blocking of the Phase 3 sliding door with a single skin brick wall and the opening of a
small door in the south wall.  Large concrete and brick lean-tos were placed against the
building’s east and west sides, and the two doors in the west wall were blocked with
concrete block work. The lean-to extensions on the east side of the barn  may have been
replacing or rebuilding those earlier structures depicted in the Tithe Map of 1840, and the
OS maps of 1905 and 1933.  The roof structure in the main building may have been
ceiled with soft board panels at this time.

It is possible that the brick and rubble stone wall fronting the road also dates from this
period.

2.4 Supplementary Observations

Whilst on site it was noted that during demolition of the concrete yard surfacing to the
rear (west) of the building, a large underground concrete structure was encountered and
partly removed.  This appears to have been a cistern, perhaps for draining away waste
oil and dirty water from the commercial garage prior to 1966.  A complete culvert/
overflow structure in cast concrete was observed, which had been part of this structure.
The backfill against the structure included much demolition debris including domestic
fireplaces, bricks, glazed tiles and plaster of 19th to earlier 20th century date and it is
possible that this was the rubble of bombed buildings from Exeter city centre, recycled as
fill for the new yard.  It is known that rubble from bomb-sites was used extensively in
this way in the 1940s and 1950s.

To the north of the cistern hole, a disturbed area of paving, formed of 18th to earlier 19th

century hand-made bricks was observed, with traces of brick walls forming its east side.
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This may have been a single-storey outhouse to the rear of the site.

A test hole dug for the structural engineers was noted against the retaining wall along the
western side of the site, about 30m south-west of the recorded building.  This was c.1.5m
deep and was entirely within a soft black garden soil, with large quantities of late 19th to
mid 20th century domestic rubbish, including glass & china.
One 19th century porcelain pot-lid was recovered and may be a Chinese import.
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3.0 Results of the Archaeological Evaluation

Five trenches were excavated with a mechanical excavator equipped with a 1.5m wide
toothless grading bucket. All machining was carried out under close archaeological
supervision. Archaeological deposits and features revealed were investigated by hand
and recorded. The trench layout is shown in Fig. 3.

3.1 Results

3.1.1 Trench 1
Trench 1 was orientated approximately E-W and was 28m in length. Its E end was 4m
from Countess Wear Road.
The stratigraphy revealed in this trench consisted of natural geological subsoil
encountered at a depth of 0.1m at the E and at 0.45m at the W end. Overlying this was a
patchy 0.2m-0.4m thick layer of dirty topsoil contaminated with coal dust, oil and modern
artefacts. Overlying this was modern demolition material. In places this demolition
material directly overlay natural.

E of the junction with T2 below the topsoil at a depth of 0.2m was a patchy surface of
water worn cobbles (see plate 5). It had clearly been substantially destroyed by modern
disturbance. Where the surface was intact these cobbles were tightly packed and laid on
a 0.1m thick bed of clean mid-brown clay containing no dating evidence. They were of
similar composition and level to the cobbles recorded in T2 (see below). At the junction
of this trench with T2 a stone wall foundation was noted (recorded and described in T2
below), this corresponded with the recorded location of the E wall of the barn. There
was no evidence that the foundation was of multiple phases or reflected a 19th century
rebuild of an earlier structure. The foundation of the W wall of this building could not be
seen, due to deep modern disturbance which extended W to the end of T1. This
disturbance resulted from the removal of modern outbuildings and a concrete tank or
cistern (see above 2.4).

3.1.2 Trench 2
Trench 2 was orientated N-S, parallel to and 12m to the W of Countess Wear Road, and
was 21m in length. Natural geological subsoil consisting of compact banded red gravelly
clay was encountered at a depth of 0.2m at the N end and at 0.4m at the S end. On the
W side of the Trench at the junction with T1, the footing of a stone wall was revealed. It
consisted of limestone and Heavitree stone rubble, was 0.6m wide, bonded with clay and
gray-brown mortar, and built on natural subsoil. This footing extended for 3m and was
abutted by a cobbled surface of similar composition and level to that seen in T1 (see plate
6). The location of this wall foundation corresponded with that of the E wall of the 19th

century barn. The cobbled surface observed was therefore external to the barn, and
probably represented part of a yard.

3.1.3 Trench 3
Trench 3 was orientated approximately E-W and was 24m in length. Its E end lay 6m to
the W of Countess Wear Road. This trench revealed a simple but rapidly deepening
stratigraphy from E to W of two layers of brown cultivated soils overlying a sandy clay
natural subsoil which was falling away towards the W. The only archaeological feature
observed was a 1.5m wide pit located 4m from the W end of the trench. This was seen
to cut from below the topsoil horizon. Abundant faunal bones and the presence of 19th -
20th century ceramics revealed it to be an animal burial of modern date.
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3.1.4 Trench 4
Trench 4 was orientated N-S parallel to and 15m to the W of Countess Wear Road. It
was 23m in length. Here deepening stratigraphy was revealed from N to S, with two
layers of brown cultivated soil overlying natural subsoil which at the N end of the trench
was compact red gravelly clay at a depth of 0.5m, and at the S was dense red-brown
sandy clay at a depth of 2m. There was evidence of deep modern disturbance and infill
at the S end and to the E of the trench. The only archaeological feature observed was a
2m x 1m wide pit located 2m to the S of the junction with T3. This was seen to cut from
below the topsoil horizon and was more than 1.5m deep. Abundant faunal bones and the
presence of 19th century ceramics revealed it to be an animal burial of relatively modern
date (see plate 7).

3.1.5 Trench 5
Trench 4 was orientated N-S, parallel to and 48m to the W of Countess Wear Road. It
was 13m in length. Excavation revealed a succession of modern leveling dumps 2.5m
thick that overlay natural subsoil which was here falling away downwards sharply to the
W towards the river Exe.

4.0 Results of the Watching Brief

The level reduction within the area of development including the footprint of the barn was
closely monitored to the depth of natural geological subsoil. This was a depth of as little
as 0.2m at the N edge of the site (as shown in plate 8) and up to 2m deep at the W and S
edges of the site. What was seen and recorded during the watching brief confirmed the
findings of the evaluation.  No significant archaeological deposits or finds were
encountered. In the SE corner of the site immediately adjacent Countess Wear Road
modern disturbance consisting of loose mixed backfill was up to 3.5m deep. This was
located in the area limited to where former fuel tanks had been removed. In the N half of
the site wall foundations and surfaces associated with the former barn recorded in the
building survey had already been considerably disturbed prior to the commencement of
the archaeological monitoring of groundworks. These fragmentary wall footings and few
traces of cobbling, similar to those observed in evaluation trenches T2 and T3 were seen
only within the area where the building identified as “The Barn” was present at the
commencement of re-development. Wall foundations were limestone, 0.6m wide and
bonded with clay and gray-brown mortar, and built on natural subsoil which was
encountered at a depth of as little as 0.3m below modern ground level. The cobbling was
of water-worn pebbles set in a thin bed of brown clay overlying natural. No evidence
was seen for the L-shaped building at the north of the site that was shown on historic
mapping through to the 1930s. No other archaeological features or deposits were
observed.

South West Archaeology 9



5.0 Conclusions

5.1 The Building Survey of The Barn

The mid 19th century barn was extended shortly after it was built, but remained largely
unaltered until the 20th century when it was converted for light industrial use.
Cartographic evidence (Topsham tithe map, 1840. Ordnance Survey Second Edition
1:2500 map, 1905) showing an early, perhaps original extension on the east side of the
barn was not confirmed by any architectural evidence, and was contradicted by the
evidence of the Ordnance Survey First Edition 1:2500 map of 1890. This suggests either
that this extension fell into disuse in the later 19th century and was rebuilt between 1890
and 1905, or that the 1890 map was in error.

Various openings were forced though the walls and modifications made to the structure
and nature of the building during the mid to late 20th century, when the site took on an
industrial and commercial rather than agricultural function.

5.2 The Evaluation and Watching Brief

Across the full width of the north half of the site and in the south east corner, modern
deposits and disturbance was evident to a variable depth (up to 3.5m in the south east
corner where petrol tanks had been present). This had particularly disrupted the survival
of footings of the 19th century barn and its associated surfaces. No evidence was seen
for other buildings or structures contemporary with, or pre-dating the barn, forming parts
of a larger farm complex.

Natural subsoil was close to present ground levels at the north of the site. No physical
remains of the possible L-shaped farmhouse shown on the historic maps through to the
1930s (and discussed in the Desk Based Cartographic Study report), located at the north
edge of the site, were seen. Although the northern part of the site was the area occupied
by the former farm complex, few traces of this were revealed, presumably because of
their destruction during modern episodes of thorough stripping and level reduction during
the adaptation of the site to modern commercial premises. To the south and south-west
of this, deepening brown soils suggested prolonged cultivation and a movement of soil
down-slope toward the river Exe to the west, and into a natural hollow to the south. The
presence of animal burials of 19th-20th century date in that area is likely to be related to
the use as orchard, for animal carcasses were often interred at the planting of new fruit
trees. No evidence of structures or artefacts relating to phases of earlier occupation of
the site were discovered. There was evidence of considerable episodes of leveling of the
site with substantial dumps of mixed soil and demolition material towards the west and
south west boundary. These deposits were of modern date, and formed the make-up for
concrete surfaces related to the 20th century light industrial phase of the site’s use.
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Fig. 1b: Location of site (outlined in red)
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Fig.3:    Detail from the Topsham tithe 

 map with approximate area of 

 site superimposed in red and 

 location of barn arrowed .

Fig.4:  Detail from the Ordnance Survey 

              First Edition 1:2500 map (Sheet 

 no. 80:15), 1890 with approximate 

 area of site superimposed in red

 and barn arrowed.

              (West Country Studies Library)
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Fig.5:   Detail from the Ordnance Survey 

            Second Edition 1:2500 map, 1905 

            (Sheet no. 80:15), with approximate 

           area of site superimposed in red and

 barn arrowed.

            (Devon Record Office)

Fig.6:   Detail from the Ordnance Survey 

            Revised Edition 1:2500 map, 1933

            (Sheet no. 80:15) with approximate 

            area of site superimposed in red and 

 barn arrowed.

 (Devon Record Office)
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Plate 1: The barn viewed from the south.

Plate 2: The barn viewed from the north west.
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Plate 3: The barn viewed from the north.

Plate 4:  The barn viewed from the south east.
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Plate 5:  Trench 1 viewed from the east, 

 showing cobbled surface sealed 

 by 19th century deposits, 

 external to, and east of the barn. 

Plate 6:  Trench 2 viewed from the west 

 showing cobbled surface, 

 external to, and east of the barn. 
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Plate 7:  Trench 3 viewed from the west, showing 19th century pit containing animal burial, cut in 

 natural clay subsoil. 

Plate 8:  Watching brief of level 

 reduction at north east 

 corner of the site. View to 

 the south west, modern 

 disturbed overburden 

 removed to reveal natural 

 geological subsoil (here 

 consisting of striated gravel).
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Appendix 1 
 

EXETER CITY COUNCIL ECONOMY & DEVELOPMENT DIRECTORATE 
PLANNING SERVICES 

 
Brief for archaeological work and historic building recording  

 
Demolition and redevelopment of the former Wattsons Shopfitters’ premises, 4-6 Countess Wear Road, Exeter 

Planning Permission no. 06/0275/03 condition no. 8. 
 
1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
1.1  This site, centred on NGR SX 94009030, lies on the NE fringe of the historic settlement of Higher Wear.  This 

probably originated in the medieval period or earlier, and was focussed around a quay(s) at the head of the 
estuary and a mill or mills at the lower end of a mill leat which discharges into the river at this point.  A rapid 
appraisal of later historic maps indicates that the historic core of the settlement lay in the area sandwiched 
between Countess Wear Road and Mill Road, with further development fronting on to the river and quay, and 
around the mill.  The current site contained buildings from at least the early 19th century, and from its character 
and location is likely to have formed part of a farm complex.   

1.2 From a rapid site inspection most of the buildings now present on the site appear to be of post WWII date.  The 
exception is the central 2 storey Mill and Workshop building, which although rendered (in 1996) on the inside 
and outside, appears most likely to have originated as a (?threshing) barn.  It is likely to be of cob and stone 
construction, with perhaps some later brick and post war finishes, and, although the roof structure was not 
visible, it apparently contains unsawn oak timbers.  The other surviving older element is the northern boundary 
wall, although it remains possible that other elements survive around the rear of the post war buildings.  
Potential buried remains include those of earlier buildings (some shown on earlier historic maps) and other 
deposits relating to the earlier use(s) of the site.  Although it is reasonable to assume most of these will be of 
medieval or later date, it should be noted that this general area (SW facing, gently sloping land above and 
adjoining the Exe floodplain) is known to contain prehistoric and Roman activity elsewhere; a possibility which 
cannot be discounted on this site.   

 
2.0      PLANNING BACKGROUND 
2.1 The relevant planning policies and guidance include the government’s Planning Policy Guidance Notes 15 and 

16, and the Exeter Local Plan First Review and the Council’s adopted Supplementary Planning Guidance on 
Archaeology and Development (both available on the net).  Planning permission has been granted for the 
redevelopment of the site for housing, subject to a number of conditions including one (No. 8) requiring the 
recording of archaeological remains (buried and standing) in accordance with an approved written scheme. 

 
3.0     ARCHAEOLOGICAL WORK - GENERAL 
3.1 In outline, this should consist of: 
 

• a rapid desk based study 
• a record of the earlier standing structures, principally the probable barn, prior to and during demolition  
• trial trenching within the footprint of the new build, and within any other major areas of proposed ground 

reduction, to assess the location, depth and character of any buried remains, and the date of construction of 
the former barn, for example.  The purpose of this is to clarify the extent and nature of the further 
archaeological site work which would be required, and at what point in the redevelopment programme this 
should take place 

• further archaeological site work, which may include some excavation of particular areas prior to 
construction starting, and/or a watching brief and recording of subsequent construction ground works, and 

• initial conservation, analysis, reporting, archiving, and wider publication (as appropriate) of the finds and 
results.   

 
The detailed scope of this is set out below, though the written scheme required for approval under the condition 
will need to set out exactly how it is proposed to carry this work out. 

3.2 The work should be directly supervised and where possible carried out by personnel with appropriate expertise 
and experience in historic buildings of this type and date, and in potentially complex buried remains in a (semi) 
urban context. The project should be managed overall by someone of appropriate experience, usually a full 
Member of the Institute of Field Archaeologists (IFA) or with equivalent qualifications.  The organisation 
undertaking the work should have the facilities and arrangements in place to deal properly with any finds and 
environmental samples which arise during the works, including any which require immediate and specialised 
treatment.   
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3.3.1  In the interests of all parties, the work should be carried out in accordance with published professional 
guidance, in particular the IFA Code of Conduct, the IFA Standards and Guidance for: The Archaeological 
Investigation and Recording of Standing Buildings or Structures (2001), Archaeological Field Evaluation 
(2001), Archaeological Excavation (2001), Archaeological Watching Brief (2001), Finds (2001), and English 
Heritage: Understanding Historic Buildings. A guide to good recording practice (2006), Environmental 
Archaeology (2002), and Management of Archaeological Projects (1991).  Guidance published by the UK 
Institute of Conservation should also be followed where applicable, together with the requirements of the RAM 
Museum as the receiving museum for the archive. 

 
3.4 Deposition of the records and finds from the work in the RAM Museum, Exeter, in accordance with their 

current Conditions of Deposit (enclosed), within a reasonable time after the completion of the site work and off 
site reporting and analysis.  The Museum does take building records.  Please note that an accession no. is 
required before starting site work, and should be included in the written scheme submitted to the LPA for 
approval. 

 
4.0     DETAILED SCOPE OF SITE WORK 
4.1        Desk based study 
 In this case this can be undertaken in parallel with the recording of the former barn, given the short timescale 

for demolition. It should focus on the specific historical development of this site and its potential to contain 
remains of all periods, and the likely areas of survival of these.  A general history of Countess Wear is not 
required, although relevant context should be included in summary form.  In general it should be undertaken in 
accordance with the normal guidance and procedures, but specifically in this case should include 

• a rapid appraisal of any relevant material held by the County Historic Environment Record 
• a search (in the Devon Record Office, Westcountry Studies Library, and of any records held by the current or 
 previous site owner) for historic deeds and maps relevant to the site, and any survey plans which can be used as 
 a basis for a record of the former barn 
• a site visit to identify areas where buried remains may survive and areas – such as former tanks etc – where they 
 may not, to inform a trench layout. 
4.2 Building recording 

This should include the former barn, and any other historic fabric that may be identified on site.   
4.2.1 Recording method 

• In general, “as existing” survey drawings, if they exist, should be used wherever possible as the basis for the 
record, with historic fabric and items being recorded as annotations on these drawings, by photography (see 
below), and by written description.  However, if such drawings do not exist, or where individual elevations or 
items (such as the sample roof truss, see below) cannot be adequately recorded by these means, then additional 
measured drawing will be required.  In general it is envisaged that any elevations would be recorded in outline 
only, including openings, breaks of build, etc.  Should access considerations allow, a measured drawing should 
be made of a representative roof truss, either in situ or, if possible, when it is on the ground.  If necessary the 
exact scope of recording can be agreed at a site meeting with the City’s Archaeology Officer, after any soft 
stripping of recent materials has been completed 

• A thorough, indexed, photographic record should be compiled in black and white print film, supplemented (but 
not replaced) by colour transparency and digital photography, using materials which are suitable for long term 
storage without undue loss of quality 

• A concise description of the building, including of its discernable sequence of development, and any 
particularly significant fabric or features, should be compiled, and cross referenced to the drawings and 
photographs as necessary 

• Any ground works for the grubbing up of footings or slabs should be monitored and recorded as necessary. 
4.3 Archaeological trial trenching 
 In order to plan exactly where trial trenches are required, information on proposed formation levels – for new 

foundations, new floors, and hard landscaping, across the site should be obtained from the architect or 
developer, as well as information on existing and proposed services.  Trenches should be sited across the 
footprint of the proposed new build and the site of the barn and other earlier buildings, or in other areas of 
proposed ground reduction, and should be informed by the results of the desk based study.   

4.3.1 Prior to starting a trench layout will need to be agreed with the Archaeology Officer.  The sample coverage of 
the site area will need to be specified; in this case a percentage sample of 4 % should initially be used as basis 
for costings, although clearly this may vary once the results of the desk top study and the design information 
(above) for the development are available.  It is also advisable to keep a small contingency of trench length in 
reserve, in case some additional work is merited to better clarify the extent of remains for example.   

4.3.2 Trenches should be at least 1m wide and the modern overburden can be excavated using a machine fitted with a 
grading bucket, except where the removal of concrete or other modern obstructions is required.  Archaeological 
deposits will need to be excavated by hand, although occasionally less significant deposits can be removed by 
machine under archaeological supervision with the agreement of the Archaeology Officer.  No particularly 
significant archaeological remains – such as floors and walls for example - should be removed at this stage; 
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information on depth of deposits should be obtained by emptying later intrusions or by excavating sondages 
through less significant deposits.   

4.3.3 Excavation, recording and sampling should be undertaken according to the general guidance below and 
according to the normal specified professional standards and guidance. 

4.3.4 The opportunity should be taken to combine the trial trenching with any engineering site investigations which 
may have to be carried out.  Engineers should be encouraged to use the archaeological sondages to obtain their 
information, and any additional trial pits which they require should avoid significant archaeological remains 
where possible and be subject to archaeological monitoring and recording.  When planning the trial trenches it 
would be logical to liaise with the engineer over his requirements, in order to minimise disturbance to buried 
remains and pool machine costs. 

4.3.5 Shortly after the end of the trial trenching a brief statement of results should be produced, illustrated by outline 
plan and section drawings showing the depth and extent of buried remains in relation to proposed finished and 
formation levels.  This will inform discussions over what further archaeological work may be required in 
response to the development and where.  If the trenches reveal little or no remains, then it may well be that a 
separate statement of results is not required prior to production of a summary report on the whole project; this 
should be confirmed with the Archaeology Officer on site once the results are clear. 

4.4 Further archaeological site work  
 Depending on the amount and significance of any buried remains present, and the amount of disturbance and 

destruction of them likely to result from the construction of the new development, this work may range from the 
full archaeological excavation of some areas prior to construction starting, to a watching brief on others during 
the construction works.   

4.4.1 Shortly after completion of the trial trenching, proposed formation levels for the foundations, floor slabs, and 
hard landscaping should be confirmed with the developer and his architect.  A plan should be drawn up, using 
an appropriate architect’s scheme plan, showing those areas where most if not all remains would be removed, 
and therefore require full excavation, and those areas where disturbance is likely to be confined to service 
trenching for example, which could be subject to a watching brief.  This should be agreed with the developer 
and his architect and engineer, and with the ECC Archaeology Officer, and submitted as an addendum to the 
written scheme.   

4.4.2 Areas which require full excavation will need to be signed off by the ECC Archaeology Officer on completion, 
before construction ground works commence in that area.   

4.5 General procedures for archaeological site work 
 These are for general guidance only; exactly how the work will be undertaken should be set out in the written 

scheme compiled by the archaeologist engaged to do the work. 
4.5.1 Archaeological recording should conform to the relevant professional standards published by IFA, and include 

single context recording, indexed black and white print photography (supplemented, but not replaced, with 
selective colour transparency and digital photography) and measured drawing at a suitable scale.  Harris 
matrices should be used where complex stratigraphy is encountered.  

4.5.2 To ensure remains are properly recorded, and to minimise unforeseen delay to the construction programme, 
there should be close liaison throughout between the archaeological consultant and the rest of the development 
team, and the overall development and construction timetable should include sufficient time for the necessary 
archaeological work to be completed – most crucially before and during the early stages of demolition (for the 
barn), after demolition and before construction ground works (for the trial trenching and any subsequent full 
excavation), and between the excavation of foundation or service trenches and before hardcore, concrete, pipes 
or other material is laid (for the watching brief). 

4.5.3 In the event of significant remains or deposits being uncovered, archaeological excavation and recording should 
not normally extend outside the areas affected by the ground works necessary for the completion of the 
development, except where such remains/deposits are likely to be destroyed as a longer term result of the 
development through compaction or changes in soil conditions, for example, or where they may be truncated 
and severely damaged by the construction works.  In such cases the extent of any additional excavation 
necessary should be determined through consultation between the developer’s supervising architect/engineer 
and archaeological consultant, and the ECC Archaeology Officer.   

4.5.4 Where necessary, appropriate sampling, recovery, assessment and analysis of environmental material should be 
undertaken in accordance with accepted practice (as outlined in such documents as Environmental Archaeology 
and archaeological evaluations (Association for Environmental Archaeology, 1995) and Environmental 
Archaeology (English Heritage, 2002)) and with the guidance of the English Heritage Regional Advisor for 
Archaeological Science. 

4.5.5 Should burials be uncovered during the works – which appears unlikely in this case - then attention is drawn to 
the requirements of the relevant legislation and guidance.  They should be archaeologically recorded, and an 
assessment made of the potential for further study.  Advice should be sought from English Heritage specialists 
on this issue. 

4.5.6 Processing, packaging, and initial conservation of finds should be undertaken in accordance with Excavated 
Artefacts and Conservation (UKIC 2001) and other professional guidance, with the requirements of the R.A.M. 
Museum (as the receiving Museum), and in consultation with the relevant specialist advisors.   
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5.0 REPORTING AND ARCHIVING OF RESULTS 
 This section applies to both the results of the building recording and of the archaeological site work, whether 

the work is to be undertaken by separate consultants or by the same one.  It is based on published professional 
guidance (see 3.3 & 3.4 above). 

5.1 Reporting   
5.1.1 As a minimum, a completed entry should be compiled for incorporation into the County Historic Environment 

Record (HER).  An entry form is available from the County HER.   
5.1.2 In this case, a summary report will also be required.  This should include: 

• The results of the desk based study 
 For the buildings: 

• Copies of the annotated plans and of any additional measured record drawings, showing the location and 
extent of historic fabric and features within the buildings  

• A summary description of the historic fabric and features identified within the buildings, and of what they 
indicate about the age and development of the building 

• Copies of any relevant historic plans and images, or previous records and observations from the property or 
its immediate vicinity 

• A representative selection of photographs, current and historic (where available).  
For the buried remains and ground works: 
• overall plan(s) at an appropriate scale showing the location and layout of the ground works (trial trenches, 

any areas of excavation, and main construction ground works) and any archaeological remains/deposits 
identified 

• a summary description of remains and deposits and of artefacts and samples (e.g. of environmental 
material), including an initial interpretation of their likely date, character and significance and a summary of 
their historical and topographical context.  In order to do this it may be necessary to carry out some initial 
assessment and dating of any samples taken, and clarify the potential need for further analysis.  Whether the 
potential of the samples merits this initial work should be confirmed with the English Heritage Regional 
Advisor for Archaeological Science, whose advice should also be sought on what if any further analysis is 
merited   

• copies of relevant section and plan drawings of the excavations/ground works 
• copies of any relevant historic plans and images 
• a selection of site photographs, and 
• a reconsideration of the effectiveness of the observational and retrieval methods employed. 

5.1.3 Assuming the chosen archaeological and historic buildings consultants have access to the Internet, details of the 
project and the results, including a copy of the report in .pdf format,  should be submitted to the national OASIS 
(Online AccesS to the Index of archaeological investigationS) database. 

5.1.4 Copies of the summary report should be sent to the National Monuments Record and offered to the local studies 
library. 

5.1.5 If the results merit it, a short summary should be provided for the “round up” sections of an 
appropriate national journal or journals. 

5.1.6 From time to time remains are found which – because of their importance - merit wider and more detailed 
publication (in line with the guidance in PPG16 (paras 25 & 28)) than can be achieved by a limited edition 
technical summary report produced for the Client and Local Planning Authority.  Whether the results of this 
project merit this should be clear soon after the completion of site work, and should be confirmed with the 
Archaeology Officer.  If required, wider publication should be carried out broadly according to the procedure 
set out in Management of Archaeological Projects (English Heritage 1991), and it is emphasised that a suitable 
contingency should be allowed for within the project costings to cover this probable requirement, including 
further specialist analyses which may be necessary. Drawings and text should be compiled from the start in such 
a way as to minimise any re-drafting which may be required for wider publication. Furthermore, to ensure that 
the written scheme is approved under the condition, it should include a clear undertaking to publish any 
significant results and/or finds in a widely available and appropriate format, usually the County Archaeological 
Journal.  

5.1.7 If such wider publication is required, a short assessment should be compiled as soon as possible after the 
completion of the summary report which sets out  

• which of the results and finds merit wider publication and which do not - and why  
• what if any further analysis and research work is required 
• what further drafting and compilation work is required (though this should be minimised as much as possible – 

see 5.1.6 above) 
• how and where it is intended to publish the results, and within what timescale. 

 
This should then be agreed with the client and the ECC Archaeology Officer, and then implemented. 
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5.1.8 In accordance with professional guidance, a fully indexed site archive (including electronic and paper records, 
reports, an indexed and representative set of photographs, finds, samples, and any historic fabric which will be 
removed from the buildings and merits retention) should be compiled and deposited at the Royal Albert 
Memorial Museum, Exeter, in accordance with their current Conditions of Deposit (copy enclosed), within a 
reasonable time after completion of on and off site work.  Historic buildings consultants should note that the 
RAMM does take building survey records, and early consultation with the Curator (Thomas Cadbury, on 01392 
265356) is strongly advised.  A museum accession no. for the archive should be obtained before site work 
commences, and should be included in the written scheme (see below) submitted to the local planning authority 
for approval under the planning conditions. 

5.1.9  After the completion of the site work, two copies of the summary report and one copy of the HER entry should 
be submitted by or on behalf of the developer to the local planning authority for approval.   

 
6.0 SATISFACTION OF THE PLANNING CONDITIONS 
6.1 Please note that full discharge of the planning condition (No. 8) will occur on the satisfactory completion of the 

work, not at the time the written scheme is submitted (see wording of the condition, and guidance in the 
Council’s adopted Supplementary Planning Guidance (2004) on Archaeology and Development, available on 
the Council’s website or via the Archaeology Officer). 

6.2 For this site, the stages involved in this include: 
• Submission of a written scheme of work to the local planning authority for approval before development site 

work, including demolition of the barn, commences.  This is an explicit requirement of the condition. The 
scheme should be a method statement setting out in detail how the work is to be done in line with the guidance 
above, and with reference to the relevant professional guidance and standards. Although the extent and nature of 
further archaeological work – in particular the balance between full excavation and watching brief – is 
dependant on the results of the trial trenching and the details of the proposed formation levels, the methods can 
be fully covered in the written scheme, with a note to the effect that the location and extent of such work will be 
set out on a plan and agreed with the client and the ECC Archaeology Officer (see below).  The method 
statement needs to be sufficiently detailed as it represents the formal, legal, document against which compliance 
with the planning condition will be measured.  It also should include an intended timescale for the completion 
of the work, including the reporting and archiving, so that both the developer and the LPA have an indication as 
to when the planning condition should be fully discharged, and also a museum accession number    

• A site meeting with the ECC Archaeology Officer (AO) to agree exactly what recording is required and is 
practicable in relation to the barn (4.2.1 above) 

• Approval by the ECC AO of a trench plan for the archaeological trial trenching prior to commencement (4.3.1) 
• Submission of draft results of the trial trenching, including any engineering site investigations, and agreement 

on the nature, extent and timing of further archaeological work required with the client and ECC AO.  Extents 
of areas to be subject to full excavation and of areas to be subject to a watching brief to be formalised on a plan 
for the benefit of all concerned, before commencement of these works (4.4.1) 

• Signing off by ECC AO of areas of full excavation on their satisfactory completion, prior to construction 
ground works starting in those areas (4.4.2) 

• Submission of HER entry, summary report, and – if required - of an agreed publication assessment/proposal 
(5.1.9 & 5.1.7) 

• Satisfactory completion of reporting and archive deposition  (section 5), and 
• Full discharge of condition.   

6.3 As there can be some time between the completion of a publication draft and its physical printing and 
publication, this element of the condition can – if it applies - be discharged on receipt of: a copy of the draft, 
written confirmation that it has been accepted for publication and that the necessary resources are in place for it 
to be published, and a firm timetable for publication.   

6.4 If there are any queries concerning this guidance consultants are encouraged to contact the ECC Archaeology 
Officer.  Consultants are advised and encouraged to submit drafts to the ECC AO for informal comment prior to 
formal submission, particularly of formal requirements such as the written scheme. 

 
 
Andrew Pye     tel: 01392 265224 
ECC Archaeology Officer    fax: 01392 265431 
17 April 2007     email: andy.pye@exeter.gov.uk 
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Appendix 2 
 
WRITTEN SCHEME OF INVESTIGATION FOR A DESK-BASED STUDY, HISTORIC BUILDING 
RECORDING, AN ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVALUATION AND WATCHING BRIEF, AT 4-6 
COUNTESS WEAR ROAD, EXETER, DEVON. 
 
Location:  4-6 Countess Wear Road  
District:  Exeter 
County:  Devon 
NGR   SX  9400 9030 
Planning Application No:  06/0275/03 condition no. 8. (Exeter City Council) 
 
1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
1.1 This document forms a Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) which has been produced by South 
 West Archaeology (SWARCH) at the request of Brian Turner of WWD Ltd (the Client), and sets 
 out the methodology for a desk-based study, historic building recording, archaeological evaluation 
 trenches and potential further archaeological work to include excavation and/or watching brief to be 
 undertaken before and during ground works associated with the development of the site of 4-6 
 Countess Wear Road Exeter and for related off site analysis and reporting. The WSI and the 
 schedule of work it proposes conforms to a brief provided by Andrew Pye, Archaeology Officer, 
 Planning Services, Exeter City  Council (ECC AO). The work is being commissioned to fulfil 
 Condition 8 of the Grant of Conditional Planning Consent granted by the Local Planning Authority, 
 in line with government planning policy (PPG No. 16 Archaeology and  Planning (DoE, 1990)) 
 and supplementary guidance published by ECC (Archaeology and Development (ECC 2004)). 
 
1.2 The programme of work to be carried out by SWARCH and covered by this WSI consists of: 
 

1.2.1  Desk-based work to establish the context of the site, the historic development and areas of 
 archaeological potential. 

1.2.2  Building recording and relating analysis and reporting. 
1.2.3  Evaluation trenches targeted to investigate areas of archaeological potential within the 

 planned groundworks. 
1.2.4  The archaeological monitoring and recording of all groundworks in areas subject to 

 development; during the removal of the existing surfaces, turf and topsoil, the reduction of 
 ground levels, and the excavation of any service trenches and foundations or significant 
 areas identified by primary fieldwork. 

 
2.0  ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND 
 
2.1 This site, lies on the NE fringe of the historic settlement of Higher Wear.  This probably originated 
 in the medieval period or earlier, and was focussed around a quay(s) at the head of the estuary and a 
 mill or mills at the lower end of a mill leat which discharges into the river at this point.  The historic 
 core of the settlement probably lay in the area sandwiched between Countess Wear Road and Mill 
 Road, with further development fronting on to the river and quay, and around the mill.  The current 
 site contained buildings from at least the early 19th century, and from its character and location is 
 likely to have formed part of a farm complex.  Most of the buildings now present on the site appear 
 to be of post WWII date with the exception of a central 2 storey Mill and Workshop building, which 
 may have originated as a barn and the northern boundary wall, although it remains possible that 
 other elements survive around the rear of the post war buildings.  Potential buried remains include 
 those of earlier buildings and deposits relating to earlier use of the site.   

In addition to the known archaeological potential, there is always the possibility of unforeseen 
discoveries. These could be in the form of archaeological features, deposits or artefacts of 
prehistoric, Romano-British, medieval or post-medieval origin. 

 
3.  AIMS 
 
3.1 The principal objectives of the programme will be to: 

3.1.1 Establish the context, development and archaeological potential of the site. 
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3.1.2 Investigate the archaeological potential of the areas to be affected by the development to 
 inform consultation with ECC AO, and permit formulation of a strategy for any further 
 work in those areas. 
3.1.3 Record the surviving historic structures and the below ground deposits. 
3.1.4 Analyse and report on the results of the project as appropriate. 

 
3.2 All archaeological deposits that are exposed will be investigated and recorded. In the event of 

significant in situ archaeological remains being encountered it may be considered necessary to halt 
development and recording work so that discussion can take place regarding preservation of these 
remains, possible design/engineering alternatives and appropriate levels of archaeological recording. 

 
4.0  METHOD 
 
4.1  A desktop assessment of the known history and archaeology of the site will be undertaken. This 
 will collate documentary and cartographic information held in the Devon Historic Environment 
 Service  Historic Environment Record (HER), the Devon Record Office, and the West Country 
 Studies Library, and by the owner or previous owner.  
 
4.2   An archaeological record of the former barn will be undertaken with the aim of a greater 
 understanding  of the building and the identification and recording of any historic features. The 
 recording will be based on English Heritage Level 2 (Understanding Historic Buildings: A guide to 
 good recording  practice) guidelines and in accordance with the IFA Standard and Guidance on the 
 Archaeological Investigation and Recording of Standing Buildings or Structures (2001) and will 
 consist of:  

 
4.2.1  Annotation of the existing architectural plans and elevations ‘as existing’ with suitable 
 historic detail. 
4.2.2  A Black and White photographic film record of the building, supplemented by digital 

photography of the barn before and during demolition;  
 4.2.3  Should significant building elements be exposed which merit further archaeological work; 
  this will be undertaken in consultation with, and to a specification agreed with ECC AO.  
   
4.3  The Client will provide SWARCH with details of the location of existing services and of proposed 
 groundworks within the site area, and of the proposed construction programme. 
 
4.4  Health and Safety requirements will be observed at all times by any archaeological staff working on 

site.  
 4.4.1 Appropriate PPE will be employed at all times.  
 4.4.2 The site archaeologist will undertake any site safety induction course provided by the 

 Client.   
 4.4.3 If the depth of trenching exceeds 1.2 metres the trench sides will need to be shored or 

 stepped to enable the archaeologist to examine and if appropriate record the section of the 
 trench. The provision of such measures will be the responsibility of the client. 

 
4.5  A series of investigative trenches will be excavated across the site; the location of these excavations 
 will be agreed in consultation with ECC AO and the client, and the proposed positions will be 

shown on a plan prior to work being undertaken. The trenches will be positioned to enable a 
representative sample of the development area to be examined; it has been agreed with ECC AO that 
this will cover 4% of the total area potentially affected by the proposed development. Trenching 
will be sited across the footprint of the proposed new build and the site of the barn and other earlier 
buildings, or in other areas of proposed ground reduction, and will be informed by the results of the 
desk based study.   

 
4.6  The position of the trenches may be moved in light of site conditions (services etc.) and in 
 consultation with ECC AO; however it would be expected that the same length of trenching is 
 undertaken. 
 
4.7  In exceptional circumstances, and with the express agreement of ECC AO the excavation of a 
 smaller percentage of the site than that specified above may be considered sufficient 
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4.8  The archaeological work will be carried out in accordance with the Institute of Field Archaeologists 
 Standard and Guidance for: an Archaeological Excavation (revised 2001); an Archaeological 
 Watching Brief (revised 2001), an Archaeological Field Evaluation (revised 2001).  
 
 
  4.8.1  Wherever possible ground works are to be undertaken using a machine with a toothless  

  grading bucket to the depth of undisturbed in situ weathered subsoil, to the upper surface of 
  in situ archaeological deposits or to a depth that will not be affected by the development      
  (assuming the latter is known) – whichever is highest. Where archaeological deposits are  
  reached at a level above the intended formation or invert level, they will be excavated by the 
  site archaeologist down to the latter, by an appropriate combination of hand excavation and 
  careful machining.  After natural subsoil has been reached and any archaeological recording 
  necessary has taken place, deeper excavation may be carried out with a toothed bucket. 

  4.8.2  The reduction of ground levels and trenching will be undertaken with the site archaeologist  
  present, unless otherwise agreed with SWARCH and ECC AO.  Should any potential 

 archaeological deposits be revealed the machining will stop to allow the archaeologist to 
 examine them. Upon removal of existing surfaces the material beneath will be examined by 
 the site archaeologist for the identification of features and soil marks and the recovery of 
 artefacts, before further level-reduction can proceed. Where necessary to clarify features and 
 soil marks the area will be cleaned by hand. The examination will be undertaken before the 
 exposed level is affected by any further construction work and before plant and machinery 
 is driven over it. Any archaeological features discovered will then be cleaned, excavated by 
 hand and recorded to IFA guidelines and as per paragraph 5 below. 

 4.8.3    If archaeological features are exposed, then as a minimum: 
  i) small discrete features will be fully excavated; 
  ii) larger discrete features will be half-sectioned (50% excavated); 
  iii) long linear features will be excavated to sample 20% of their length - with investigative 
  excavations distributed along the exposed length of any such feature. 
  Whether any further excavation is required will be confirmed with the ECC AO. 
 4.8.4 If significant or complex remains are encountered in the trial trenching then these, after    

consultation with the ECC AO, may be left in situ pending either preservation by 
engineering solution or full archaeological excavation. 

 
4.9   Sufficient time must be allowed for archaeological excavation, sampling, and recording appropriate 

 to the deposits revealed. This may necessitate some delay to development work, although the site 
 archaeologist will attempt to keep delays to a minimum. If complex or extensive archaeological 
 deposits are exposed within either the trial trenches or within a subsequent watching brief, then the 
 ECC AO will be consulted as to the appropriate level of further investigation required. However, 
 unless there are exceptional circumstances, excavation will not normally extend beyond the limits 
 (extent and depth) of the ground works required for this development. 

 
 4.9.1 The project will be organised so that specialist consultants who might be required to  
  conserve or report on finds or advise or report on other aspects of the investigation (e.g.  
  dendrochronological or palaeoenvironmental analysis) can be called upon and undertake  
  assessment and analysis of such deposits.  
  4.9.2     In the unlikely event of any human remains being found on this site they will be dealt with               

  in accordance to procedures in published guidance (McKinley and Roberts 1993 (IFA         
  technical paper no. 13) and EH/CofE 2005 (Guidance for best practice for treatment of      
       human remains excavated from Christian burial grounds in England).  SWARCH will       
  advise the client as to obtaining the necessary Licence from the Dept of Constitutional  
  Affairs. Where necessary, SWARCH will consult with an appropriate specialist (see attached 
  list).            

  4.9.3 Spoil will be examined and any significant artefacts recovered. 
 
5.0 MITIGATION 
  
5.1 The first phase of the archaeological investigation of the site (desk-based work, building survey and 

trial trenching) will determine the need for further archaeological intervention. The nature of any 
such further works or variation in the methods and procedures laid out in this WSI will be 
determined by the results of these investigations and in consultation with the ECC AO.  
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6.0   ARCHAEOLOGICAL RECORDING 
 This will be based on IFA guidelines and those advised by ECC AO and will consist of: 
 
6.1  Standardised single context recording sheets, survey drawings in plan, section and profile at  
 1:10, 1:20, 1: 50 and 1:100 as appropriate, and B/W, colour and digital photography. 
 
6.2  Survey and location of trenches and archaeological features. 
 
6.3  Labelling and bagging of finds on site.  Post-1800 unstratified pottery may be discarded on  
 site after a representative sample has been retained. 
  
6.4 Any initial cleaning, conservation, packaging and any stabilisation or longer term conservation 
 measures necessary will be undertaken in accordance with relevant professional guidance (including 
 Conservation guidelines No 1 (UKIC, 2001); First Aid for Finds (UKIC &  RESCUE, 1997) and on 
 advice provided by an appropriate conservation specialist (see attached list), and in accordance with the 
 requirements of the receiving museum. 
 
6.5  Should paleoenvironmental or other deposits or material of potential interest be exposed they will be  

assessed on site by SWARCH staff and where appropriate by an appropriate environmental 
specialist (see attached list)  - with advice as necessary from the English Heritage Regional Science 
Advisor - regarding the potential yield (if any) of environmental  or microfaunal evidence. Should 
this assessment prove positive, appropriate sampling procedures would be initiated in line with 
national guidance (Environmental Archaeology (English Heritage CFA Guidelines No. 2002/01)), 
and further liaison with outside specialists organised, including the English Heritage Regional 
Science Advisor. 

 
7.0  PROJECT MANAGEMENT 
 
7.1  The project will be managed overall by Colin Humphreys of SWARCH. Fieldwork and recording  
 will be managed by Jon Freeman of SWARCH. 
  
7.2  The ECC AO will be informed of the start of the fieldwork, will monitor the project throughout and 
 may wish to inspect the works in progress. 
 
8.0  ARCHIVE AND REPORT 
 
8.1  An ordered and integrated site archive will be prepared in accordance with The Management of 
 Archaeological Projects (English Heritage, 1991 2nd edition) upon completion of the entire project. 
 This will include relevant correspondence together with context sheets, field drawings, and 
 environmental, artefactual and photographic records. The archive and finds will be deposited in the 
 RAM Museum, Exeter, under accession number 289/2007, upon publication of the site, or, if this is 
 not required, upon production of the summary report or County HER entry, or, where the museum is 
 unable to accept it at the time, at a subsequent date to be agreed with the Museum and the ECC AO. 
 The guidelines in the Procedures for the Deposit of Archaeological Archives from Developer Funded 
 Fieldwork to Exeter City Museum (2005) will be followed.   
 
8.2  As a minimum, a completed County HER entry, with location plan and any trench plan, will be 
 compiled and copies sent to the County HER and to the ECC AO within 3 months of close 
 fieldwork, and included with the site archive.  In the event of no or little archaeology being revealed, 
 and the barn being found to be of little or no historic interest, then, subject to agreement from ECC 
 AO, a completed HER entry may suffice in lieu of a full report. 
 
8.3  A report may be required. This would include the following elements: 
 
 8.3.1 The results of the desk based study; 
 8.3.2 Copies of the annotated plans and of any additional measured record drawings, showing the 
  location and extent of historic fabric and features within the barn building and a summary 
  description of these elements as indicators of the age and development of the building; 
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 8.3.3 Relevant historic maps, plans and images;  
 8.3.4  A location plan and overall site plan showing the location of the trial  trenches, any areas of 
  further archaeological work, and distribution of archaeological features; 
 8.3.5  Plans and sections of significant features or deposits at a relevant scale;  
 8.3.6  A description of any remains and deposits identified including an interpretation of their  
  character and significance; 
 8.3.7  An assessment of significant artefacts, environmental and scientific samples together with 
  any recommendations for further analysis; 
 8.3.8  Any specialist reports commissioned; 
 8.3.9  Discussion of the archaeological deposits encountered and their context. 

 
 Copies of the report will be submitted to the ECC AO and deposited with the County HER, National 
 Monuments Record, and the site archive, within 6 months of the close of fieldwork unless agreed 
 otherwise with the ECC AO.   
 
8.4  Should particularly significant remains, finds and/or deposits be encountered, then these, because of 
 their importance, are likely to merit wider publication in line with government planning guidance. If 
 such remains are encountered, the publication requirements - including any further analysis that may 
 be necessary - will be confirmed with the ECC AO, in consultation with the Client. SWARCH, on 
 behalf of the Client, will then implement publication in accordance with a timescale agreed with the 
 Client and the Archaeology Officer.  
 
8.5  A copy of the report detailing the results of these investigations will be submitted to the OASIS 
 (Online Access to the Index of Archaeological Investigations) database. 
 
Deb Laing-Trengove 
South West Archaeology  
The Thornes  
Kentisbury 
Barnstaple  
N. Devon  
EX31 4NQ  
Telephone: 01271 883000 Email deblt@swarch.net 
 
 

   
Appendix 1 – List of specialists 
 
Building recording 
Robert Waterhouse 
13 Mill Meadow, Ashburton TQ13 7RN 
Tel: 01364 652963 
Richard Parker 
Exeter Archaeology, Bradninch Place, Gandy Street, Exeter EX4 3LS 
Tel: 01392 665521 
exeter.arch@exeter.gov.uk 
 
Conservation 
Richard and Helena Jaeschke 
2 Bydown Cottages, Swimbridge, Barnstaple EX32 0QD 
Tel: 01271 830891 
 
Curatorial 
Tom Cadbury, Keeper of Antiquities. The Royal Albert Memorial Museum, Exeter. 
 
Human Bones 
Louise Loe, Lecturer in Biological Anthropology, 
School of Conservation Sciences, Bournemouth University, Talbot Campus, Poole, 
Dorset BH12 5BB 
lloe@bmth.ac.uk 
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Lithics 
Ann and Martin Plummer 
2 Beech Court, Courtland Road, Wellington, Somerset TA16 8NE 
Tel: 01823 667916 
 
Metallurgy 
Sarah Paynter, 
Centre for Archaeology, Fort Cumberland, Fort Cumberland Road, Eastney, Portsmouth 
PO4 9LD 
02392 856700 
sarah.paynter@english-heritage.org. 
 
Palaeoenvironmental/Organic 
Vanessa Straker 
English Heritage SW, 29 Queen Square, Bristol BS1 4ND 
Tel: 0117 9287961 
vanessa.straker@english-heritage.org.uk 
Rowena Gale (wood identification) 
Baichefield House, Kimbolton, Leominster HR6 0EP 
Tel: 01568 615855 
Julie Jones (plant macro-fossils) 
juliedjones@blueyonder.co.uk 
Heather Tinsley (pollen analysis) 
heathertinsley@aol.com 
Ralph Fyffe (pollen analysis) University of Plymouth 
 
Pottery 
John Allen, 
Exeter Archaeology, Bradninch Place, Gandy Street, Exeter EX4 3LS 
Tel: 01392 665918 
Henrietta Quinnell 
9 Thornton Hill, Exeter EX4 4NN 
Tel: 01392 433214 
 
Timber Conservation 
Liz Goodman 
Specialist Services, Conservation Museum of London, 150 London Wall, London 
EC2Y 5HN 
Tel: 0207 8145646 
lgoodman@museumoflondon.org.uk 
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