
Planning, Tran�P()f[ 
and Environme.nt 

INDEX DATA 

Scheme Title 
lcme! ell raJ C LlH / 
CricJc.lCldQ; kJLJ rt)VuJe , 

Road Number 

RPS INFORMATION 

Details 

ArCMWDicgCc aJ 
�1sse.ssrtr1e.J'l-l , 

,- c61-s'-t.JOi-c:J-'-' -,�---l------ ,--- ,,-� 

Contractor Rr-chOQC:;rLCfjl'cuJ 
-Tru.s�-

County UC/ f sVUJt' _ 

os Reference S U (Of 

Single sided \....--"'�

Double sided 

A3 f" 

Colour '3 Ci A3) 

--- , - - -

��-."."",,,,,,,., .. -----"-- , ,'" ---------- ' ' '--



LAND AT CALCUTT, CRTCKLADE, WILTSHIRE 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT 

CAT JOB: 966 
CA.·r REPORT: 001129 

APRIL 2000 

IhiJ report has heen researched and compiled with all reasonable skill, care, and attention to de/ail 
within the ferms (?/the project as spec(/ied hy the Client and within the general terms and conditions of 
C'OfSl-l'old Archaeologh:u! lhlst Lld. The trust shall not he liable for any inaccuracy, error Or omission 
in the report or other documents produced '"IS part (1" the Consultam,.,y' and no liahility is acceptfdji)r 
(lt�.1' I.:/£lim, loss or dama�(! howsouvcr ariS;ltg j�-um w�v Opiflillfl sitaed or CUl7C..'tus/{m 0,' other matertul 
contained in this report or other documents supplied as pan ufthe Consultancy. 

lhis "�port is (;on/identiaf fO the Client. Cotswold Archaeological Trust Lld accept no responsibility 
whatsoever to third parties 10 wh()m this· report, or any purl of it is made known, A�y such party relies 
upon Ihis report entire(r at their own risk. 

;b Cotswold Archaeological Trust 
Headquarters Building, Kcmble Business Park, Ciren,.,ter, Gloucestershil'e, GL7 GBQ 

Te!. 01285 771022 Fax_ 01285 771033 E-mail; cots.arch@.virgin.net 



CONTENTS 

LIST OF ILLUSTRA TlONS . .. . _ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ...... __ ... __ .. _ ........ __ . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 

EXECUTIVE SU MMARY . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ____ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ____ _ .. . . . . . . . .. . . . .  3 

l.l 
1.2 
1.3 
1.4 

... - . - - - - - - . - . . .  - . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ...... _ - - - - - - - . .  - .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . " 

Introduction _ _  . _  . . .  __ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  _ _  . _ _ _ _ _  . __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  . . .  _ ..... ... . . .. . . . .. . . . ... . . . 5 
The study area ............................. . __ .. _ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  _ . .  _ _ _ _  6 
Geology. ropography landuse 
Methodology _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  . .  _ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . _ _ _ _ ___ ___ _ _  

_ . .  _ . _  6 
.. .. . 7 

) BASEIJNE ___ .. __ ._ ... __ ___ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  __ __ . .. . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  8 

2_1 
2.2 
2.3 
2.4 
, -

__ .1 
21i 
2. 7 
2.8 
2.9 

The pula(!o-environment........... __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  .. _ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . __ _ _  _ _  .8 
Archaeology . _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ __ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  _ _ _ _  . . ... . . ... . . .. 8 
Histor;': huildings ... . . . . .. . . .... . . .. . . __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  _ _ _  . 13 
Historic landscape . _ .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  _ _ _ _ _ _ __ .... 13 
Sites olhistoric events or with historic associations _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ .... . ... . ... . .. . . .. 15 
Important hedgerows . . . ... . .... .. __ __ _ _ _ _ _ __ . .  __ . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  _ _ _ _ _ _ _  15 
Archaeological survival........................ _ _ _ _ _ _ ___ _ _  .. _ _  . . ........ . . . . . . ... ..... 15 
Archaeologicul potential......... ............................. _ _ _ _ _ _ _  15 
Assessmenr (lfimportance__ __ __ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _  16 

-'- PREDICTED EFFECTS Of THE PROPOSAL __ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  __ _____ ___ .. 17 

J. 
3.2 
3_ 3 

'_.urre", .''''WII'I({ ,mu "",>;" "5Pr(n;e.'''e) .................. . . 
Constructional eIJects ____ . _ _ _ _  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . .  __ . __ . ___ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  __ 

Operational eiteds .... .. . . . . .. __ _ . . . .  _ _ _ _ _  . ___ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  _ 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  .... . .. . . . . 1; 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . _ _ _ _  17 
...... 17 

4. PROPOSfD MITIGATION MEASURES . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . ... . .. _ _____ .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . .  17 

4_ J Mitigution in ud"'lIIce oland during c()nslrudion .. . . .. . . .. . . . .. . . _ 

5. RESIDUAL EFFECTS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . .. .... . .  ______ .. _ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  _ .. _ . ... . . . . . .  19 

6. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS . . . . . . . . . . . . _ .... ________ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  _._ . .  ___ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  10 

7 RTRT IOCiR A PHY 

Cartographic sources (in chronological order) _ _ _ _ ___ _ _  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  __ __ __ .. 21 

APPENDIX I - - - - - - - - - - - .. ___ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . .  _______ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ________ ._ ........ 12 

List o/points o/an:haeological interest located within the study area _ __ .. . . . . . .. . .. 22 



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

S.l This report assesses the impact and effect on archaenlogy which may arise as a 

result of the construction of the A419 Calcult A.ccess Roads scheme and 

includes proposals for mitigation and enhancement measures which may be 

applied to reduce the impact of the scheme. 

S.2 The report is hased on information gathered during a desk study and a 

walkover survey of the area affected by the proposals. A wider area than the 

proposed 70ne 0 I.' constru<:tion was e:<amined in the desk study to provide 

background infonnation on the wider context of the archaeological resource. 

S· , 
.j 

The desk 

h;dM;col' 

study involved consultation or accessible archaeologiLal 

'O';An t'''A� ,'A '''<'n.'nt·", " Md eort. ,�', '. 

and 

The Roman road, Ermin SIreel, runs through the centre of the study area. The 

village of CalcUlt has documented medieval origins and sherds of LlTIstralil.ied 

medieval pottery have he en recovered from within it. Earthworks resulting 

from ridge and furrow cultivation dating to the medieval and/or early post

medi<;:val p<;:riods were identified within the development area around the 

village and form part of a wider medieval/post-medieval agri�ullural 

landscape. A single linear eropmark, of prohahle post-medieval date , was 

identified on aerial photographs running across the d<;:velopment area. 

S.4 The wider area around the proposed development contains a variety of 

prehistoric, Romano-British, and later archaeologi�al iealures, recorded in the 

local Sites and Monuments Re�ord (SMR). These include prehistoric, 

Romano-British, medieval, and post medieval seUkment at Eysey Manor 

Farm and Romano-British and Anglo-Saxon adivity at Kingshill Farm and 

within the lown or Cricklade. However. no evidence was identified in the 

course of this assessment that features associated with this recorded 

archaeology extend into the development area. Two Listed bui ldings lie within 

, 
J 
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the study area but neither will be adversely affected by the proposed 

dcvelopment. 

S.5 Construction of the access roads and associated services will have a slight 

overall negative dIed on the archaeological resource of the study area. No 

sites of national importance will be affected hy the proposals hut part of a 

regionalIy important historic agricultural landscape will be damaged. To 

ensure that the impact on the archaeological resource tS minimised the 

contract documents should take account of the mitigation meaSUres 

formulated in this report. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Introduction 

l.l.l In Decemher 1999 Cotswold Archaeological Tmst was commissioned by 

WSP Civils Limited On behalf of the Highways Agency to carry out an 

archaeological assessment of land at Calcutl, Wiltshire (centred on NOR SU 

112932 (Fig. 1). This report is to form part or an Environmental Statement, 

prcpared in advance of a proposal to constmct two new access roads to 

properties in C alcutl, together wi th associated services. 

1.1.2 The purpose of lhis document is to providc a baseline survey, which identities 

and describes the extent and character of the known archaeological resource 

within a study an:'a comprising not only the area proposed I,-,r development, 

but also the immediately surrounding landscape . 

�Aooa .. ;I;,,· "I' . .1. ,L 

The report also assesses the 

,c , ., ' ,,' ,' . 
'5' " 

deposits . The likely impact of the development as currently propos<;d upon 

any such deposits is also considered and recommendations Il)r mitigation 

made. 

1.1.3 This desk study :-;hould not be viewed as exhaustive, hut it i:-; design<;d to 

illustrale th� archaeological potenti al of the :-;tudy area. and is structured as 

follow�. Se<.:tion 1 sets the background to the study, examining local 

landscape and geo logy. Section 2 provides the baseline survey. outlining the 

results or the examination of documentary, cartographic, and various 

secondary sources, and summarising the known archaeological remains in the 

immediate vicinity of the development area. It also presents the results of tbe 

walkover survey carried out over the deve lopment area. It also includes an 

analysis of this survey. and discusses the imporlanc� of the known 

archaeology. Section 3 assesses the likely impacts or th� development on the 

archaeological resource and Section 4 recommends mi tigation measures for 

these iIllpa�ts. Section 5 examines the residual impacts of the development. 

5 
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1.2 The study areil 

1.2.1 The study area is centred on the hamlet of Calcutt I.Skm to the east of 

Cricklade (Fig. 2); the proposed development comprises the construdion of 

two access road, to the properties tronting the main Cirencester to Swindon 

trunk road (A419) (Fig. 3). It is proposed that both of these aecess roads will 

link the rear of these properties to the A419/84040 intersection which i, 

located immediately to the north-west or Calcull Hall and which forms the 

western boundary of the development area. The remainder of the 

development area IS defined by the edges of the fields affected by the 

development. 

1.2.2 As well a, the defined development area, int()rmation irom a wider study area 

around the site was examined to assist with the understanding of the 

archaeological backgrOllnd 0 C the area. This was de fined hy the eastern 
fringes of the town of Cricklade to the west. Eysey Manor Faml to the north 

and Kingshill Farm to the south. This area is extensively agricultural, and 

pruticular attention was paid to the definition of the context of the visible 

remains of past agricultural practice 111 the development area within this 

landscape. The report does not deal 111 dctail with the archaeology or 

Cricklade as the known limits or the Anglo-Saxon town lie well beyond the 

limits of the proposed development area. 

1.3 Geology, topography, landuse 

1.3.1 The underlying geology of the development area comprises Oxi(lrd Clay 

(BGS 1974). The study area generally slopes gently downward to the north

east, towards the River Thames, and lies at a height of approximately 79m 

Ahove Ordnance Datum (A.O.D.). The development area comprises 

agricultllral land (currently under pasture), gardens, and residential and 

agricultural buildings. The proposed main routes of the new access roads pass 

exclusively th rough agricultural land to the rear of the properties along the 

A419. Associated smaller accesses to individual properties pass through the 

arcas with agricultural and residential buildings . 

6 



1.4 Methodology 

T.'+. ) I nis assessment nas Dccn conaUClea 11l accoraance wIfff the C>taliZIarJ and 

Guidan,'e fill' Desk-Based Assessments issued by the Institute of Field 

Archaeologists (IFA 1994). and the procedures contained within Volume 1 1. 

Section 2 part 3 of the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges. It follows the 

tormat specified in Appendix 10 of the Good Practice Guide I()r the 

preparation of Environmental Statements issued by the Department of the 

Environment (DoE (995). 

1.4.2 The assessment i.llvolvcd consultation of readily available historical 

information from documentary and cartographic sources. The principal 

sources were the Wiltshire Sites and Monuments Record (SMR) maintained 

by Wiltshire County CounciL historic maps and other documents held by the 

W iltshire Public Record Otlicc. and tlw aerial photograph collection at the 

National Monument Record Centre in Swindon. A search was also made of 

the National Monu ments Record archaeological database for the area 

surrounding the proposed development area. 

1.4.4 In addition, archive and published reports on other recent archaeological 

projects were conSUlted. I he se lllcluded the report on the archaeological 

evaluation of a large area around Eyscy Manor Fanll, to the north of the study 

area, whieh was conducted by Cotswold Archaeological Trust (CAT 1999). 

1.4.5 Cartographic sources for the study area begin with an extract from the Map of 

Wiltshire published by Andrews and Dury in 1773. This is lollowed by an 

Estate Plan of 1793, an Enclosure Award or 1824. and an untitled map or 

1841 (which is probably a Tithe map. This is followed by the Ordnance 

Survey 25" series. which provides cover from 1875 onwards. 

1.4.6 A site visit and walkover 01' the development area was made on the I I th 

January 2000. This was designed to examine current landuse and topography, 

and to identify any visible traces of archaeological featurcs. such as 

earthworks. parchmarks. areas or differential vegetation growth, or deposits 

exposed in the sections or cut features Such as ditches or watercourses. The 
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ridge and furrow earth works identi/i"d from aerial photographs (paragraph 

2.2.4.7) were located on the ground. No other archaeological deposits or 

exposures were identified. 

1.4.7 It was found during the walkover survey that an area measuring of 160m by 

130m. imm"diatelv to the south-west or Ctkutt Court had recentlv heen 

�lripped of topsoil. The maximum depth of excavation was located on the 

em;tem side of the area of disturbance and this was approximatdy O.4m deep. 

It was not possible to establish th" presence or absence or any underlyi ng 

archaeological deposits as the area was covered with standing water. 

2. BASELINE 

2.1 Tlte palaeo-environment 

2.1.1 No record was found during the course of the baseline survey of previolls 

palaeo-environmentai work in the vicinity of lh" proposed devdopmcnt. 
Palaeoehunnels have been located to the north of the study area on lhe 

Iloodplain of th" River Thames at Eyscy Manor Fann (CAT 1999. 13 and 32-

3). IIowever, as the development area lies to the south-west of the floodp lain 

and riv"r terrac"s, on an area of higher ground <lnd non-alluvia l geology, il i� 

unlikely that such features would be encountered. 

2.2 Archlleology 

2.2.1 General 

2.2.1.1 The County Sites and Monuments Record (SMR) contains two records 

relating speci llcally to the developmen t area and one undated cropmark was 

identified wilhin this area during the course oCthis proj"ct. This is discusscd 

further below. The evidence from the wider study area, however, shows that 

the site lies within a varied landscape of past act ivity, dating lrom th" 

prehistoric, Romano-British, medieval, and later periods. A chronological 

survey oClhis evidence is provided below, 

2.2.2 Prehistoric 



1.1.2.1 No features dating to the prehistoric period have been idcntilied within the 

study area, although stray linds dating to the prehistoric period have heen 

recovered from the vicinity. A single unstratitied silver Dobunnic eo in (SMR 

No. SlJ 19SW2(2) of the late pre"Roman Iron Age was found at Kingshill 

Farm. Prehistoric activity dating to the l\eolithic, early Bronze Age, and 

early-middle Iron Age has also been identified I k.m to the north of the study 

area on the Il oodplain of the River Thames at Eysey Manor Farm (CAT 1999, 

33-5). An undated enclosure identiij"d from aerial photography also lies 

between Eysey and Caleutt (SMR No. SU 19SW623) although this may he a 

more modem drainage leatLlre. 

2.2.3 Roman 

2.2.3.1 The princ ipal Romano-British !Cature located within the study area is the 

Roman road. Ermin Srreer which linked the Roman towns of Corinium 

Dobunnorllm (Cirenccster) and DUrocol'nll"ium. The !!eneral alionmcnt or 

this feature is followed by the modcrn A419 (SMR No SUI9SW3(0), 

�.lthough its exact line is uncertain. Information supplied from the SM R 

shows it running to the north"cast or and parallel to the dual carriag�way, 

through the properties along the road. However the historic map evidence 

suggests that the ['ormer line of the A419 through the cenlre of Calcutt was 

the line of the road. The posi ti on of Ermin Srreel to the north-west of the 

development area has been confirmed by the e"cu"alion of two scctions 

across the road al Calcutt FOlty (SMR No. SlJ 19SWJOO), signified '300A' 

and "3008 ' on ['gLlre l. 

2.2.3.2 Roadside activity (rom this period has been identi l.led O.6km to the south-cast 

of the development area at Kingshill Farm (SMR No. SI) 19SW303, SAM No. 

SM31664). Foundations of a building including a hypocaust and a stokehole 

were revealed. Finds including pottery dating from between the second and 

rourth centuries were recovered. To the north of Ermin Srreet linear and 

rectilinear features have been idcnti Iled by aerial photography at Seven 

Bridges Faun (SMR No. SI) 19SW621) and Romano-8ritish pOltery has also 

been recovered from this area (SMR No. SUI9SU312). 

<) 



2.2.3.3 lJnstratil1ed finds have also been recovered to the north-west of the study 

area. These comprised Romano-British pottery sherds (SMR No. 

SU19SW313) and 21 coins. dating from between AD 283 and 360. which 

were dredged from the River Thames (SMR No. S() 19SW316). 

2.2.3.4 Cricklade itself 1.5km to the west of the studv area appears to have been a 

significant Romano-British settlement and there may have been a port on the 

River Thames (SMR No. SU19SW306) at W.::avers Bridge whieh lies O.35km 

to the west of the study area. A possible Romano-British settlement is 

located on the eastern side of the town and comprises black soil and mounds 

(SMR No. SU19SW'109), A Romano-�ritish bronze coin was found lOOm to 

the south of this settlement (SMR No. SI; 1 9SW304) ami coins, pottery and 

tile dating to the Romano-British period were recovered from Ha!chetts Ford 

(SMR No. SLJ19SW314) 

21-1 ,\Iedieval 

2.2.4.1 The Anglo-Saxon walled town of Cricklade lies to the west of the study area 

(SMR No. SU 19SW400, SAM No. A\1323). The study area incorporates the 

eastern edge of the town. In this area pottery dating to between the thirteenth 

and fifteenth centuries was recovered li-lnn the topsoil during an 

archaeological excavation (SMR '10. SC19SW469) and an unstratificd 

medieval Imckle plate has also b<:<:l1 lound (SMR No. SUI9SW480). Anglo

Saxon and medieval activity IS also known from Kingshill Fann where 

pottery dating to the seventh century (SMR :.10. SU19SW401) and from the 

twelfth to fourteenth centuries (SMR No. SU19SW452) was recovered. 

2.2.4.2 Eysey Manor Farm is located I km to lhe nOlth-north-east of the study area 

(SMR No. Sl)1 9SW4SS) and was recorded in Domesday as 'Aisi' in 1()86 
(Govcr et al 1970, 45). The site of lhe deserted medieval village and the 

Church of St Mary lie to the south 01' Eysey Manor Farm and medieval 

features located to the west of the village were identified during 

archaeological investigation (CAT 1999. 36). A late medieval spoon was also 

dredged from the River Thames (SMR No. SUI9SW468), 

10 
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2.2.4.3 However no activity from either the post-Roman and Anglo-Saxon periods is 

recorded trom the VICinity ot the d eve lopment area. ThIs IS not unCommon as 

the friable nature of the pottery and ephemeral character of much of the 

settlement make sites from this period very hard to detect. and as a resul t the 

period tends to be under"represented in the archaeological record. 

2.2.4.4 There is good evidence of medieval settlement in the vicinity of the study 

area. The earliest reference to the placename of Coleco!e is recorded in 

Domesday (1086) (Gover et al 1970, 42-4). At this time the tenant of the land 

was Odo of Winchester and the holding is given at 5 hides and the demesne is 

4Y2 hide� (VCH 1955. 183). 

2.2.4.5 There is documentary evidence relating to the holding of the manor at Calcut t  

trom the medieval period through to  the 19'h century (Thompson 19SX). 

However this evidence does not provide ini(lrn1ation directly relevant to the 

archaeology of the proposed development area and is not considered further. 

2.2.4.7 As noted above the hamlet of Calcull is likely to have early medieval origins 

as a settlement along the line of Ermin Street. Un strati fled finds 01' medieval 

pottcry trom the area compns e a green glazed fragment of a strap handle from 

a pot dating to the thirteenth c entury (SMR No. SUI9SW4S7) and pottery 

sherds (SMR No. SU19SW459). The physical remains of the structures 

dating from this pcriod do not survive. however; as far as could be determined 

during this study the buildings of the village are post-medieval or modern in 

construction but it is possible that earlier strudures may be incorporated 

within them. The best evidence for the existence of the medieval vi lIage is the 

pattern of landholding and physical divisions which survive in the modem 

village plan, and the extensive remains of the ridge and furrow cultivation 

visible as earth works in the Ilelds sUlTounding the hamlet (SMR APs No. 

223015 and 223017 and Fig 2). This is discussed further below (2.4.2). 

2.2.5 Post-medieval 

1 1 



2.2.5.1 In addition to the two Listed Building�, Ca!cutt Court Farmhouse and Calcutt 

Farmhouse described below (paragraph 2.3.1) four 01' the extant properties in 

the hamlet " Calcutt Hall, Calcutt Manor, Ladysmith Hou�e, and Calcutt 

Cottages - date to the late post-medieval period. Manor Farm dates to the 

modern period. Many of the major buildings �hown on the 19th maps and 

plans are identifiable today, although there have been some lo�,es 

(particularly of ancillary buildings) and some further additions. 

2.2.5.2 The IIall estate plan of 1793 depicts buildings to the west of the position 

occupied by Calcutt Hall; a building is shown in this location on the 

Enclosure Award of 1824 though in all of the later plans this building is not 

depicted suggesting demolition sometime after the ahove date. However the 

similarities of the shape of lhis building (a winged rectangle) to a buildings 

shown to the north of Calcutl Hall on the OS maps (shown on Fig 5) may 

swmest that there was an error in malJlJin" on the earlier nlans. The I X24 

Enclosure Award for CalcLlll also shows a number of minor buildings not 

depicted on later plans, these are likely to represent agricultural buildings 

and/or small COllages (Fig. 3), 

2.2,5.3 Onc eropmark of probable post-medieval date was identified during the 

examination of photography held at the National Monument Record (NMR 

APs No. I 05251l16, 118, and I I ') . A �ingk linear feature orientated broadly 

north-north-west to south·soLlth-east can be traced for a distance of 2.Skm. 

The southern end of the fealure is located immediately to the north of CalcLltt 

Fann, it then runs north-north-west to a bridge over the River Thames, this 

bridging point is currenlly occupied by a footbridge for lhe footpath leading 

from Cricklade to Eyscy. To the north of this bridge the feature is orientated 

north-west to south-east and it continues in a straight line to Weavers Bridge 

where the A4 1 9  crosses the ThanlCs and Severn Canal. To the nOl1h of this 

point the orientation of the feature is again north-north·west to south-south

east and on this (llignment the feMure i:, oricnmted towards Lattotl. 

2.2.5.4 Similar features have been located from aerial photographs at Eysey Manor 

Farm (Leech 1977, 12 and map 3) (although these possible trackways 
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com prise pairs of parallel ditcht:�), and they also run for con�iderahle 

distances across the landscape in str<light lines . They also intersected the 

Thames and Severn Canal at bridging points suggesting that they were in use 

before and after the construction of the canal. Subsequent excavation of a 

number of sections across these features did not produc" any dating evidence 

and a post-medieval date was considered to be most likely (CAT 1999, 37), 

Upstanding earthworks probably comprising wat�r management feat\lr�s of a 

post-medieval d<lte were also identitled to the south-west of Eysey Manor 

Fann (CAT 1999, 36). 

2.2.5.5 In the eightet:nth century L"rmin .'>'lreel was incorporated into the Turnpike 

Road running from Highworth to Dunkirk vi<l Cricklade. This comprised part 

of the group of ro<lds known as the Malmesbury Roads whi�h were 

constructed and expanded following acts of pa rliament pa�sed between 1755 

and I X76 (VCH 1959, 267). 

2.3 Hi�·tori,· buildings 

2.3. 1 Two historic buildings having Listed Building Status arc recorded within the 

studyare<l. C<llcutt Court Farn1house (Listed Building No. SU 19SW 13/9X) is 

located to the west of th� A419, dates to the eighteenth c<!nlury, and is of 

Grade II listed stalus. CalcUlt Farmhouse, also Grade IL to the east of the 

1\.419 (Listed BuilJing No. SUI9SWI J!99) d<ltes to the early nineteenth 

century with late nineteenth and twentieth century additions. 

2.4 Historic landscape 

2.4.1 There arc no entries within the English I Ieritage Register ol Parks and 

Gardens olspecial historic interest in England within the development area. 

2.4.2 The landscape within the study area has retain<!d its historic character as a 

result of the continuity of agricultural practic� in the vicinity . The present 

fidei hnl1neiMY hyout contains many el<!ments that are identifiable on the 

Enclosure Award of 1824 and this map in turn closely rellects those field 

boundaries depicted on the Hall estate plan of the holdings or E. Wilbmham 

which dates to 1793. This field pattern and associated trackways and the 
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survival of the intact ridge and furrow cultivation remains suggeSls that the 

enclosure of these fields represents the enclosure and fossilisation of an older 

strip field/furlong system, suggestive of a medieval origin, with demonstrable 

physical linkages to the core village of Calcutt. Within the village itself; the 

modem property divisions still show many survivals from the earliest 

cartographic sources and are likdy to represcnt an even older pattern of 

landholding within Ca!cUIL 

2.4.3 There have been progressive attritional changes to this landscape pattern. A 

major change to this pattern whi"h has largely taken place since the 

publi"ation of the third edition Ordnance Survey 25" map of 1931 is the 

removal of field boundaries to the south and west of Ca!cull Court. 

Immediately to the cast or Cakult Court Fann the tra"kway running south 

from Ermin SIred, as depided on the Enclosure Award 01.' 1824, is not shown 

on the 1841 ?Tithe plan, or any later maps, suggesting that it had ,1180 been 

removed. 

2.4.4 To the north-east of Ermin .'i'treel the location of the western cnd of the 

trackway s�rving the fields to the north-east of Calcutt has also been subj�d 

to chang�, The Hall estate plan 01" 1793 and the Enclosure Award of 1824 

depict a continuation of the track way to the west, intersecting with Ermin 

S'lreel to the west ()I' th� hamlet ha vin!; passed through the farm of E, 

Wilbraham. The later maps and plans do not depict this western extension. 

The modcrn Ordnance Surv�y 1 :25,000 map of 1989 shows a new track 

orientated south-west to north-east linking the modem Manor Fann. buildings 

to the pre-existing trackway, 

2.4.5 The latest and most signilkant change to the landscape was the construction 

otthe A41 1)1134040 Intersection at the western extenl of the development area 

and the upgrading of the A419 Circncester to Swindon Road to its present 

rlll�1 "errie2"woy $l<ltU8. 
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2.5 SiteI of historic events or with historic associations 

2.5.1 There are no sites of historic events. Registered Historic Battlefields (EH 

1995). or other features with historic associations recorded within the study 

area. 

2.6 J moortan! Iled&erows 

2.6.1 ender the He,��erow Regulalion.\· 1997, all the field hedgerows within the 

development area should be classified as 'important', as they arc rccord"d as 

an integral part of the a Ikld system predating the [ndosure Acts which is 

suhstantially complete. The hedges enclose the discrete blocks of ridge and 

furrow remains which are the demonstrable evidence of the furlong/strip field 

cultivation system. 

2.7 !Ire/Ideological survivul 

2.7.1 The study area contains a known major Roman road and a hamlet which IS 

known to date hack to at least 1086. with continuous occupation since then. 

The baseline study has shown that the part of the development area within the 

vi 11 age centre has been subject to repeated change and alteration particularly 

;;IIlC� the late 19th century. particularly with the construction or th� dual 

carriageway of' the A419, the increasing scale of the agricultural buildings 

within the farm complexes. and the demolition and repia<;ement of older 

structures. As a result then" are no recorded surviving 3tructurc3 or remain:, 

from the medieval or earlier periods within the village. Beyond the villag<, 

<;ore the majority of the development area. particularly the proposed lines of 

the main access roads, is covered hy extant ridge and furrow cultivation 

earthwork remams and field houndari�s demonstrating past agricultural 

practice and patterns of land tenure. The linear cropmark feature visible on 

aerial photographs to the east of the village s\lfvives only as a buried iniilled 

feature. 

2.8 Archaeological potential 

1.8.1 Within the village itself there 1S theretore potential f{)r the survival of 

Hructures and deposits from <1nl' period within the history of the settlement. 

To the east and west of the village the extant remains of ridge and llJn"ow 
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cultivation show that the site has not been suhject to deep ploughing in the 

modern period. This may offer the possibility of enhanced preservation of 
huried remains of any period beneath the ridge areas of thc fields. 

2.9 Assessment olimportance 

2.9, I Within the development area the only sites recorded on the SMR are the line 

of the Roman road ofErmin Street (of high importance) and a broad reference 

to the medieval settlement of Calcutt with a single specific rind reference of 

medieval pottery. Without further physical evidence of the nature of any 

remall1S of the historic village which mav survIve it IS not possible to 

detenlline their significance. The ridge and furrow remains and associated 

l1e1d boundary pattern around the village and heyond are not specifically 

recorded within the SMR. As individual features these re maUlS are well 

represented cartographically and on aerial photographs and similar examples 

occur throughout the surrounding area, and therelor� may be considered to 

have low (local) impoltance as individual entities. They do have greater group 

valu�, as part of a wider relict landscape, including th� sdtiement of Ca!cult 

at the c�nln", and may be considered as having moderate (regional) 

1I1lportance but there has already been loss and degradation to parts of thi, 

landscape, particularly around CalcUlt village itsel f. There are two Listed 

Rllilclin!:,:-, (r:"lclItt r�rmhnlls!' nnd (',,!cutt COllli farmhollse, hoth (irado: Il) 

within the development area hut they will not be affected physically by the 

development. The linear cropmark feature to the cast of the village is likely 

to be of post-medieval origin and is considered of low importance on the 

basis of investigation or a similar feature nearhy at Fysey Manor FamI. 

2.S.2 There is no direct evidence for any carlier archaeological features within the 

study area and therefore no assessment as to their archaeological importance 

can be made. 
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3. PREDICTED EFFECTS OF THE PROPOSAL 

3.1 Current situ(ltion and ongoing processes 

3. l . l  The majority of the area which will be subject to development is currently 

under permanent pasture and erosion or the archaeological resource is 

unlikely if this regime is maintained. Elsewhere within the development area 

the archaeological resource i� currently vulnerable to land-use change and 

practice, as evidenced by the largescale earthmoving oh served to the south

west of Calcutt Court during the walkover survey and the poss ibility of works 

associated with agriculture of a type which do not require planning consent. 

3.2 COlIstructional ejJet:t.� 

3 . 2 . 1  The proposed new access roads will run across the ridge and i'urrow and field 

boundaries west and east of the village. Groundworks and other activities 

such as temporary roads or storage/office compounds associated with the 

construction or these will have a detrimental efl",ct on the surviving 

earthwork features, including the destruction of some of these katures, and 

any below-ground deposits which may be present. The line of the a<;cc"" 

roads will disrupt th", historic ileld pattern. Thc construction of the smaller 

dfeet on buried remains within th", village. It is possible that planting of trees 

and landscaping activities may have a detrimental dTect on the archaeological 

remains, both during execution ilnd subsequent growth of trees. 

3.3 Operational effects 

3 . 3 . 1  After the initial development works there will be no further operational 

en",cts upon tbe archaeology of thc study area. 

4, PROPOSED MITIGATION MEASURES 

4, 1 Mitigation in advance of and during mn.)'tmction 

4. I .  I A detailed topographic survey and programme of recording should be carried 

out for the ridge and furrow remains, associated earthworks and other historic 

agricultural l"'atures. in advance oC construction. This should not only include 
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the remains which are to be destroyed but also include a sufficen! area to 

provide an understanding of the remains In the �ontext of the historic 

landscape. 

4. 1 .2 During construction all carthmoving and soil stripping should be carried out 

under the sunervi�ion " I" " nr"t,,«;qnol ' ' ,;<t to "liow the> 

identitication of any buried archaeological remain�, with provision made 

within the construction programme to allow the excavation and recording of 

any such remilins which may be found. The product of this programme or 

archaeological recording should be " a  report which accurately reflects the 

signiticance of the results of the Ilddwork [including the survey described in 

4.1 . 1  J and analysis, supported by a properly curatcd and accessible archive" 

(Highways Agency 75/95 : DMRB Volume 1 0, Sedion 6, para 5 . 1 2) .  The 

views of the County Archaeology Service, Wiltshire County CounciL should 

be taken into account during the forrnLllation and implementation of the 

survey in 4. 1 . 1  and the programme of arci1aeologi(;al rewrding. 

4.1.3 The contractor' s �ompound should be sited away from the areas of surviving 

earthwork features to minimise damage to the resource. Any ground works 

involved in its �ollstruction should be treated as in 4. 1 .2 

4 1 4 The ,'onstruction width should be re,tricted to minimis" impact on the historic 

landscape, particularly where the proposals pass through ' important' 

hedL'erows. 

4. 1 .5 Compensatory planting should be designed to reflect and enhance the historic 

landscape pattem. The possible detrimental e lTech of this compensatory 

planting should be assessed and mitigation measures formulated as the 

proposals are developed . 
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5. RESIDUAL EFFECTS 

---------------

5. 1  The main residual archaeological impact o f  the development will be the loss 

of the archaeological reSOurCe in the areas of historic agricultural landscape (a 

total of c I ha) and disruption to the visual appearance of th� landscape, 

including the severanCe o r  the hi storic village centrc from its agricultural 

hinterland. There is also possible loss of as yet undefined remains within the 

village it,,,lJ: where the smal ler accesses and areas of hardstanding wi ll  he 

f0l111"d and the destruction of a very small part of the linear cropmark I�ature 

to the east of the village. 
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APPENI)(X 1 

List of points of urdlueologiml illterest lo,'uted within tile study urea. 

SMR "Io. 
(Prefix: SU 1 9SW) 

300 

303 

304 

309 

j 1 2  

3 1 3  

3 1 4  

400 

40 1 

452 

455 

457 

459 

468 

�l69 

480 

Description Location in text 

">"'�,c UUU, ',"d' �'"!6''''' Y "d, 

Dobunnic coin. silver. 

Trackway, Errnin Street, Rornano-Britbh road, 
Tw{) sections have hecn cxeavl:Hcd through it, 
300A (St! 1 07 933) and 300B (St! 1 092 9358). 

Ruilding, Kingshill Farm, ROll1ano·Rritish, 

Single find. north of the Hatchetts. 
Romano-Rritish coin . hronzc. 

SCltlcmtr\L, I\orth of the Hatchctls, 
possih ly RomanonAritish. 

Unassociated finds. Seven Bridges. 
Romana-Oritsh pottery fragments " 

t ! na><ocialcd lind" Calcull l'orty, 

Ramano-British pottery rragments. 

Unassociated finds, Hatchetts I'ord, 
Romano-13ritish pottery and tile fragments. 

T T • •  • • •  > I " 

2 1  Rornano-British coins. bronze. 

D '  

I'own. Cricklade. early medieval walled lown. 

Unassociiit.ed tlnds. K ingshi ll Farm. 

early Illedieval pottery fragments. 

i)n.ssoc iated (inds. K ingsh i ll Farm. 

late medieval pottery fragments and ironwol'k. 

Settlement. Cysey, hamlet with medieval origins, 
including the Church of St Mary and the manor house. 

Sertlement� Caicutt, hamlet with medieval origin5� 
med ieval pOllcry fragment. 

Unassociated finds, Calcull Forty, 
late medieval pottery Ii-agmenh. 

Single find. dredged from River Thames, late rncdival spoon. 

t!nassociated finds, North "I'Calcutt Street, medieval pottery 
fragments found in topsoil during excavation. 

Single (ind. Cricklade. late medieval buckle plate. 
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2.2.J .  l 

2.2 .} .2  

2.2.3.4 

2.2,3.4 

.., ") .., "') -.�.� ..... 

2.2.3.4 

2.2.4. 1 

2.2.4.1 

:U.4. 1 

2.1.4.2 

2.2.4.7 

2.1.4.7 

2.1.4.2 

2.2.4 . 1  

2.2.4. I 
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62 1 Unc\a�sified feature, west of Seven Bridges Farm. 
undated l inear and reclilinear features, 

2.2.3.2 

The fo l lowing SMR en tries arC wholly contained within the area of the 1 999 archaeological evaluation 
carried out by CAT in the area around Lysey Manor Farm which showed the existence of a comp lex 
aTchi:lt:oiogical iandscape in this area. None are withill the development area itself. 

1 50 

b l l 

6 1 2  

6 1 3  

6 1 4  

6 1 5  

6 1 7  

623 

626 

627 

Single find, Ey�ey, Bronz.c Age Bracelet. gold. 

Enclosure. south-west of Cowleaze Farm\ 
unaa,ea recwngular enclOsure 

Circular feature. south-wes.t o f Cowlcazc Farm, 

undated double·ditched circular feature. 

Circular feature, north of Eyscy, undated ring ditch. 

Circular feature, south of Fysey, undated ring ditch. 

Settlement west of Eysey, undated rectilinear features. 

Trackway . south-west of Cowleaze Farm, 
undated ditched track ways. 

Enc[<")surc, northnnorth ·west of Ca lcutt. 
undated crlclosun:. 

Enclo,ure, west of Eysey. 
undated square enclosure with internal pilS. 

EnC]05urej north eil::;t ofCriddade, undlltcd trillngulur 
enclosure with associated linear fcalun:s . 

) ' _J 

2.1.2. 1 

2,}.2, 1 

2.2.2 . 1  

2.2.2.1  

�.2.4.� 

�.1.S.4 

2.2.2 . 1  

� .2.2 . 1 

2.�.2. 1 
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