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Summary

An archaeological evaluation was carried out as a condition attached to outline planning permission for
a proposed residential development on land off Bodiam Avenue, Quedgeley, Gloucester. Eighteen
trenches were excavated in the area of the proposed development. Archaeotogical features were
recorded within Trentches 1, 5, 6,7, 8, g, 11, 16 and 18. A tota,t of 30 features aia possrb/e features
were recorded. Nine of these features produced finds and of these six produced dateable finds. The
majority of the features were irregular and difficult to interpret, and may be the result of post-medievat
agricultural activity. lt is notable that the features were concentrated in the south-western corner of the
evaluation area, an area formerly occupied by an orchard, and lf ls posslb/e that some of the features
derive from the planting of trees.

The pottery recovered from the evaluation was in a very fragmentary state and difficult to identify.
However, it has been possib/e to tentatively date six features. Two pits and a ditch were dated to the
lron Age; a pit and a ditch were dated to the Romano-British period; and a pit was dated to the post-
medievalperiod.

The nature of the features and the scarcity of finds indicates a pattern of non-intensive occupation of
the site within the later prehistoric and Romano-British periods, with tater activity, probabty assocrafed
with an agricultural use of the site, in the post-medieval period.

lntroduction

1'1 Between the Bth and '16th January 2002 an archaeological evaluation was carried out by
Gloucestershire County Council Archaeology Service on land off Bodiam Avenue, Quedgeley,
Gloucester. The evaluation was carried out as a condition attached to outline planning permission for a
proposed residential development (planning application ref. 01/00554/FUL). The work was
commissioned by Mr. S. Atkinson of Entec UK Limited.

1.2 The evaluation was carried out in accordance with a prolect specification (Vallender 2001) and
a brief issued by the Gloucester City Archaeologist. The work was also in accordance with Sfandards
and Guidance for Archaeological Field Evaluafions produced by the lnstitute of Field Archaeology (lFA
1e99).

1.3 Thanks are due to: Jo Vallender (Senior Project Officer) for supervising the evaluation; the
staff of the Gloucestershire Sites and Monuments Record (GSMR) for providing background
information; Neil Wright for assistance on site; Jane Timby for the assessment of the ceramic finds;
and Mr. S. Atkinson, Entec UK Limited for commissioning the work.

2 Site location (see Fig 1)

Bodiam Avenue lies in the parish of Quedgeley, to the north-east of the former RAF euedgeley site.
The proposed development area is on the western side of Bodiam Avenue and on the eastern side of
the A 38. The site is divided by the boundary of the former RAF Quedgeley, the southern hatf of the
site falling within this boundary and the northern half of the site lying within an area of rough grassland.
The southern half of the site comprises a grassed area, an area of hardstanding, two buildings and two
fenced areas, known to be subject to low level radium contamination. The northern area includes land
formerly in use as an orchard and an area of low mounds thought to represent the remains of earth
movement associated with the construction of the former RAF Quedgeley. The proposed development
site covers an area of c.4ha and is shown on plan number 04481.5002 provided by Entec UK Ltd and
dated Dec 2000. The site is centred on OS NGR SO 8143 1446 and lies geologically on lower lias
clays overlain by areas of River Severn gravels, at a height of between 15m and 20m Above Ordnance
Datum (AOD).
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Gloucestershire County Council Archaeology Service
Bodiam Avenue, Quedgeley

3 Background information

The information for this section has been extracted from the document supplied to support the tender
process by Entec. lt has been supplemented by information from the Gloucestershire Sites and
Monuments Record (GSMR) and historic maps held by Gloucestershire County Council.

3.1 Prehistoric
There are no known archaeological features of prehistoric date within or adjacent to the proposed
development area.

3.2 Roman

3.2.1 The remains of Roman timber buildings were recorded at Quedgeley Farm, 250m to the north
west of the proposed development area (GSMR 3857). Four 'U'-shaped parallel ditches associated
with stony surfaces and metalled areas with stone packed post sockets and narrow slots were
recorded. lt is suggested that these features represent three timber buildings. The surface of the
possible timber buildings contained 4th century pottery.

3.2.2 The probable course of a Roman road, c.500m to the west, has been suggested by field-work
(GSMR 7365). lt is believed to run to the west of, and parallel to, the A3g.

3.2.3 Part of an east-west linear feature interpreted as a Roman field boundary was recorded in the
south side foundations of Athena House, c.450m to the north-west of the site (GSMR 11130). A light
scatter of 2nd - 4th century pottery found over the development area thins out to the north. The Olympus
Park Romano-British villa complex was found to the north of the Bodiam Avenue site in 1994. This site
included buildings, a hypercaust, pits, ditches and a burial. A watching brief on the construction of the
Olympus Business Park revealed a Roman masonry building. A Roman brooch and a number of coins
dating from the 1st - 4th century were found, on the site of a former orchard during a watching brief at
the south side of the access into the Olympus Business park.

3.3 Medieval

3.3.1 The proposed development site is located within the parish of Quedgeley which by the early
13th century was held by Llanthony priory. lt is recorded as comprising open neroi, common meadow
as well as small and numerous pastures. Much of the land was enclosed for use as pasture during the
early 16th century. The presence of ridge and furrow to the north of the area suggests that cultivation
took place during the medieval period.

3.4 Previousarchaeologicalwork

3.4.1 Twenty-eight trial trenches were excavated by the Oxford Archaeological Unit to the immediate
north of the proposed development site in 1998. A substantial Romano-British ditch was identified
within three trenches on the western edge of the site. A series of earthworks comprising banks and
ditches adjacent to the northern boundary of the proposed development site had trenihes placed
through them in order to test their date. lt was concluded that they represented the remains of post
medieval field boundaries. However, in some of the trenches adjacent to the site boundary (20, 2i,23,
27 , and 28) no archaeological features were recorded

3.4.2 The RAF Quedgeley site was investigated by geophysical survey and trial trenching, the
nearest of which were located 300m to the south of the proposed development site. These trenches
contained a number of features of medieval date, most of which were drainage ditches. lt was
considered that these were most likely to represent an agricultural drainage system in existence from
the 11th century. Medieval ridge and furrow and some evidence of 1't cLntury settlement was also
recorded.
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Gloucestershire Gounty Council Archaeology Service
Bodiam Avenue, Quedgeley

3.5 Historic maps

The First (OS c'1880), Second (OS c.1900) and Third (OS c.1925) Edition Ordnance Survey maps
show the area of the proposed development as agricultural land with an orchard occupying the western
side of the site until the 1925 map by which time ii appeared to have been removed.

4 Results of the evaluation

4-1 Eighteen trenches were excavated (see Fig 2) using a mechanical excavator equipped with a
1'83m ditching bucket. A total of 460.5m of linear trench (an area of 842.71m2) was excavated. The
trenches were located so as to give as good a coverage as possible of the site, whilst avoiding two
contaminated areas and a number of live underground services. An area within the central part of tne
northern half of the site was not fully covered by trenching due to the presence of deep modern
dumped deposits in this area. The dumping could be clearly slen as a mounded area and was verified
by the excavation of Trenches 15 and 18. The results of the evaluation are ouilined below. Cut
numbers are shown in squared brackets [], deposit and fill numbers are shown in rounded brackets.
The site archive is presently stored at shire Hall, Gloucester, under site code BAQ 02, but it is intended
that it will eventually be deposited with Gloucester City Museum and Art Gallery, under accession
number GLRCM 2001t51.

4.2 Trench 1 (Fig 3)

4.2-1 Trench 1 was rocated within the southern harf of the
orientated north to south and measured 25.5m by 1.g3m. The
Trench 1 was as follows:-

evaluation area. The trench was
sequence of deposits recorded in

4'2'2 The lowest layer was a mid yellow-brown gravel (21), ata depth of between 0.46m and 0.66mbelow ground level (between 18.62m and 18.83m AoD). Deposit (zi) was interpreted as the naturatgravel' The natural was cut by a series of features and possibie features which are described below.

4'2'3 The naturalwas clt by an irregular_ovoid feature [14j, measuring o.gm in length by o.6m in width
and only 85mm in depth. Feature [14]was filled by a mid orange-brown-sandy clay 1ie; wnicn contained
a fragment of fired clay.(a possible loomweight fragment, see s]below). The shallow nature of feature [14]suggests that it is heaviV truncated. Feature [14]was interpreted as a possible pit. Based on the tentative
interpretation of the fragment of fired clay loomweight, from fill (13), the feature may be of tron Age date.

4'2'4 The natural was cut by a linear feature [16], orientated north-east to south-west and measuring
0'9m in width and 50mm in depth. The feature wai fitleo by a mid orange-brown sandy clay (15) fromwhich no flnds were retrieved. Feature [16] was on the alignment of the ridle and furrow which is visible inthis area, and is also on the alignment of a field bounda[r, shown on the First Edition ordnance Surveyplan (OS c.1880). The feature was interpreted as a ditch of uncertain date, but it seems likely that it iseither a furrow or the remains of a post-medieval field boundary.

4'2'5 The natural wa9 
9ut by an irregular linear feature [18], orientated north to south and measuring at

least 2'5m in length by 0'33m in width and 90mm in depth. The fill of feature [1g] was a mid orange-brown
sandy clay (17) from which no finds were retrieved. The feature was interprbteb as a possible feature of
uncertain date.

4'2.6 The natural was cut by an irregular ovoid feature [23], measuring 1.6m by at least 1.1m and
0.24m in depth. The feature was filled by a mid orange-brown ianoy clay (zzl from which no flnds were
retrieved. The feature was interpreted as a possible pii of uncertain date.

4-2.7 The natural was cut by an irregular ovoid feature [25], measuring 1.6m by at least 1m and
120mm in depth. The fillof feature [25]was a mid orange-brown sandy clay lialrcmwhich no finds were
retrieved. The feature was interpreted as a possible truncated pit of uncertain date.
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4'2'8 Above the features was a mid orange-brown sandy clay ploughsoil (20), up to 0.4m in depth. Theupper layer in Trench 1 was a dark grey-brown silty ctay iopsoit'(1g), up to 0.lm'in depth. Ground levelwas at a height of between 19.29m and 19.49m AOb.

4'3'1 Trench 2 was located within the southern half of the evaluation area. The trench wasorientated north to south and measured 25m by 1.83m. The sequence of deposits recorded in Trench
2 was as follows:-

4'3'2 The lowest layer was a mid blue-grey clay with patches of orange-brown sandy clay and gravel(3)' at a depth of between 0.67m and 0.8m below ground level. Dep6sit (3) was interpreted as thenaturalclay.

4'3'3 Above the natural was a mid orange-brown sandy clay ploughsoil (2), up to 0.4m in depth. Theupper layer in Trench.2 was a dark grey-brown silty clay topsoil, up to 0.4m in depth. Ground level was ata height of 18.68m AOD.

4.4 Trench 3

4'4'1 Trench 3 was located within the southern half of the evaluation area. The trench wasorientated east to west and measured 25m by 1.83m. The sequence of deposits recorded in Trench 3was as follows:-

4'4'2 The natural (8) at the western end of rrench 3 was a mid blue-grey clay with occasionalpatches of orange-brown sandy clay. At the eastern end of the trench tne natuiat *is 
" 

dark orange-

f;Jrt 
sandy clay' The natural deposits were at a depth of between 0.g6m and 1.1m betow ground

4'4'3 Above the naturalwas a mid orange-brown sandy clay ploughsoil (7), up to 0.36m in depth.

4'4'4 Above the ploughsoilwas a dark grey-brown silty ctay buried topsoil (6), up to 0.3m in depth.

4'4'5 The buried topsoilwas sealed by a mixed mid blue-grey clay and orange graveldeposit (5), up to0'3m in depth, which was interpreted as redeposited naturll. in" ,pp", tayer in Trench 3 was a darkgrey-brown silty clay topsoil (4), up to 200mm in depth. Ground tevel was at a height or t a.szm noo.

4.3 Trench 2

4.5 Trench 4

4.5.1 Trench 4 was located within
orientated east to west and measured
4 was as follows:-

the southern half of the evaluation area. The trench was
15.4m by 1.83m. The sequence of deposits recorded in Trench

4'5'2 The lowest layer was a mid orange-brown sandy clay (12), at a depth of between 1.22m and1.65m below ground rever. Deposit (g) wai interpreted 
"r 

tn" naiurat.

4'5'3 Above the natural was a dark red-brown sandy clay (11), up to 0.3gm in depth. Deposit (11)contained two sherds of modern pottery and was interpretld as a possible contaminated deposit ofmodern date.

4'5'4 Above deposit (1 1) was a mixed deposit of mid blue-grey ctay and loose yellow gravet (10), up to0 78m in depth. Deposit (10) was interpreted as redeposited-naiural.-The upper Lyer in"Trench 4 was amid grey-brown silty clay topsoil (9), up to 0.4m in depih. Ground tevel was aia neigit of 1g.55m AoD.
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4.6 Trench 5 (Fig a)

4.6.1 Trench 5 was located within the southern half of the evaluation area. The trench was
orientated east to west and measured 25.3m by 1.83m. The sequence of deposits recorded in Trench
5 was as follows:-

4.6.2 The lowest layer was a mid yellow-brown gravel (40), at a depth of between 0.64m and 0.69m
below ground level (between 18.67m and 18.82rnAOD). Deposit (40) was interpreted as the natural
gravel. The natural was cut by a series of features and possibie features which are described below.

4.6.3 The naturalwas cut by an ovoid feature [31], measuring 0.9m in length by 0.5m in width and only
60mm in depth. Feature [31]was filled by a mid orange-brownlandy clay 1501 rrom which no finds were
retrieved. The shallow nature of feature [31] and the similarity of tne Rtt to ine piougnsoit may suggest that
it is the result of a natural hollow within the gravel. Feature [at; was interpreied a.-s tn" heavily truncated
base of a possible feature of uncertain date.

4.6.4 The natural was cut by an irregular linear feature [33], orientated east to west and measuring up
to 1.4m in width and-at least 0.29m in depth. The featurewis filled by a mid orange-brown sandyilay
(32) from which no finds were retrieved. Feature [33] was interpreted as a possibie ditch or furrow of
uncertain date.

4'6'5 The natural was cut by an irregular linear feature [35], orientated north-east to south-west and
measuring up to 1 .1m in width and 180mm in depth. The fill of fJature [35] was a mid orange-brown sandy
clay (34) from which four small sherds of pottery of probable lron Age date were retrieved. The feature
was interpreted as a heavily truncated ditch which has been tentatively dated to the lron Age period.

4'6'6 The natural was cut by an irregular ovoid feature [37], measuring 1.4m by at least 0.7m and at
least 150mm in depth. The feature was filled by a mid or"ng"-'bro*n sandy clay (3-6) from which no finds
were retrieved. The feature was interpreted as a heavily truniated possible pit oi uncertain date.

4'6'7 Above the features was a mid orange-brown sandy clay ploughsoil (39), up to 0.4m in depth. Theupper layer in Trench 5 was a dark grey-biown silty clay topsoil (38), up to 0.3m in depth. Ground levelwas at a height of between 19.37m and 19.47m AOb.

4.7 Trench 6 (Fig 5)

4'7'1 Trench 6 was located within the southern half of the evaluation area. The trench was
orientated east to west and measured 25.8m by 1.83m. The sequence of deposits recorded in Trench
6 was as follows:-

4'7'2 The lowest layer was a mid yellow-brown gravel with occasional patches of orange-brownsandy clay (51), at a depth of between 0.56m ana-O7Zm below ground level (between 1g.77m and1B'79m AoD)' Deposit (51) was interpreted as the natural gravel. The natural was cut by a series offeatures and possible features which are described below.-Modern deposits were recorded at eitherend of the trench, with the deposits at the eastern end containing concrete and metal and extending toa depth of up to 1.05m below ground level.

4'7'3 The natural was cut by an irregular feature [42], measuring 2.9m in length by at least 1.2min
width and 0.26m in depth. Feature [42] was filled by i mio orange-brown sandy iay lily from which no
finds were retrieved. Feature [42] was interpreted as a possible iriegular pit of uncertiin date.

4'7'4 The natural was cut by an irregular linear feature [44], orientated approximately north to south
and measuring between 0.8m and 2.6m in width and 120mm'in depth. The'feature wai RtteO by a mid
orange-brown sandy clay (43) from which no finds were retrieved. Feature [43] was interpreted as a
probable furrow of uncertain date.
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4'7 '5 The natural was cut by an irregular ovoid feature [46], measuring up to 1.gm in width and 21Ommin depth. The fill of feature [46] was a mid orange-brown'sandy crav (as) from which no finds were
retrieved. The feature was interpreted as a possiblJpit of uncertain date.

4'7'6 The naturalwas cut by an irregular possible curvilinear feature [48], measuring 200mm in depth.
The feature was filled by a mid orange-brown sandy clay (47) from which no finds were retrieved. The
feature was interpreted as a possibre ditch of uncertaln oaie.

4'7 '7 The natural was cut by an ovoid feature [53], measuring 1.06m in diameter and 170mm in depth.
The feature was fllled by a mid orange-brown sandy clay (52) from which a single sherd of pottery ofprobable Romano-British date was retrieved. The feature was interpreted as a hlavily truncated pit ofprobable Romano-British date.

4'7.8 Above the features was a mid orange-brown sandy clay ploughsoil (50), up to 0.4m in depth. The
upper layer in Trench 6 was a dark grey-brown silty clay iopsoif'(+g), up to O.'Cm'in depth. Ground level
was at a height of between 19.33m and 19.49m AOD.

4.8 Trench 7 (Fig 6)

4'8'1 Trench 7 was located within the southern half of the evaluation area. The trench wasorientated east to west and measured 30.5m by 1.83m. The sequence of deposits recorded in Trench
7 was as follows:-

4'8'2 The lowest layer was a mid yellow-brown gravel with occasional patches of orange-brownsandy clay (120), at a depth of between 0.5m and 1m below ground level (between 1g.63m and18'95m AoD)' Deposit (120)was interpreted qs the natural gravei The naturalwas cut by a series offeatures and possible features which are described below.

4'8'3 The natural was cut by an irregular linear feature [55], orientated approximately north-east tosouth-west and measuring up to 3.1m in width and at least zbomm in depth. Feature [55]was fllled by amid orange-brown sandy clay (54) from which no finds were retrieved. Feature [55] was interpreted as aprobable furrow of uncertain date.

4'8'4 The natural was cut by an irregular feature [57], measuring 2.5m in width and at least 4omm indepth' The feature was filled b.v a mid orange_-brown irnoy clay (56) from which a single sherd of pottery
of post-medieval date was retrieved. Feature [57] was inteipreteo'as a probable pit of post medieval date.

4'8'5 The natural was 
9y! by an irregular linear feature [59], measuring up to 3m in width and 140mm indepth' The fill of feature [59] was a mid orange-brown sanoy ctay (s8) from which no finds were retrieved.The feature was interpreted as a probable iurrow of uncertain date. Deposit (5g) was cut by a modernlinear feature [123].

4'8'6 Above the features was a mid orange-brown sandy clay ploughsoil (121), up to 0.6m in depth.The upper layer in Trelch. 7 was a dark grgy.-lrgwn sirty cray toisoil (122), up to 0.4m in depth. GroundIevelwas at a height of between 19.24mand 19.71m nOD.

4.9 Trench I (Fig 7)

4'9'1 Trench 8 was located within the northern half of the evaluation area, at the western edge,adjacent to the A 38. The trench was orientated north to south and measured 25.6m by 1.83m. Thesequence of deposits recorded in Trench g was as follows:_

4'9'2 The lowest layer was a mid orange-brown sandy clay and mid yellow-brown gravel (62), at adepth of between 0.78m and 0.92m below ground leveljnetr"een 18.9gm and 19.09m AoD). Deposit(62)was interpreted as the natural.



Gloucestershire County Gouncil Archaeology Service
Bodiam Avenue, Quedgeley

4'9'3 The natural was cut by a linear feature [64], orientated north-east to south-west and measuring
0'7m in width and 200mm in depth. The fill of featurl [64] was a dark orange-brown sandy ctay (63) from
which a single iron fragment (probably the head ot a niit; was retrieved. Feiture [64] was interpreted as a
ditch of uncertain date, however the feature is on the same alignment as a probable Romano-British ditch,
[73], in Trench 9, and the two features may be parts of the sarie ditch.

4'9'4 Above feature [64]was a mid orange-brown sandy clay ploughsoil(61), up to 0.6m in depth. The
upper layer in Trench 8 was a dark grey-brown silty clay iopsoij (60), up to 0.4m in depth. Ground levet
was at a height of between 19.84m and 19.9m AOD.

4.10 Trench 9 (Fig B)

4'10'1 Trench 9 was located within the northern half of the evaluation area, at the western edge,
adjacent to the A 38. The trench was orientated north-west to south-east and measured 26.3m by1.83m. The sequence of deposits recorded in Trench g was as follows:-

4'10'2 The lowest layer was a mid orange-brown sandy clay and mid yellow-brown gravel (g2), at adepth of between 0'6m and 0.84m below ground level (netriveen 1g.ggm and 19.16m AoD). Deposit(82) was interpreted as the natural. The natural was cut by a series of features and possible featureswhich are described below.

4'10'3 The natural Yas-cut by an irregular feature [69], measuring 3m in length by 1m in width and
Bomm in depth. The fill of feature [69] was a mid orange-bro*n sandy clay (68) frim which no finds wereretrieved' Feature [69] may have been the remains of an archaeological flature, but it seems more likerythat it is the result of disturbance by tree roots.

4'10'4 The natural was cut by a linear feature [71], orientated north-east to south-west and measuring atleast 1'3m in width and 70mm in depth. rn9_nll of'feature [71]was a mid orange-brown sandy ctay (70)from which no flnds were retrieved. Feature [71j was interpretei as a probable furrow of uncertain date.

4'10'5 The natural was cut by a linear feature [73], orientated north-east to south-west and measuring1'6m in width and at least 2o0mm in depth. rne ntiorfeature [73]was a mid orange-brown sandy clay(72) lrom which three- sherds of pottery of Romano-British date were retrieveJ. Feature [73] wasinterpreted as a ditch of Romano-British dite, and may be the same feature as ditch [64] in Trench g.

4'10'6 The natural was.cut by an irregular ovoid feature [75], with unclear edges. The feature was notexcavated and measured approximately 1.2m in diameter. in" nlr of feature [75] was a mid orange-brownsandy clay (74) from which no finds were retrieved. Feature [75] may have been the remains of anarchaeologicar feature, but courd arso be the resurt of disturbance by tree roots.

4'10'7 The natural *3: 
"ut 

by an irregular feature [77], measuring up to 4m by at least 1 .1m and at least190mm in depth' The-fill of feature [77] was a mid orange-brown sandy clay (76) from which no finds wereretrieved. Feature [77] was interpreted as a possible feiture of uncertain date.

4'10'8 Above the features was a mid orang-e-brown sandy clay ploughsoil (gl), up to 0.44m in depth,from which three residual sherds of pottery oi medieval date were retrieved. The upper layer in Trench 9was a dark grey-brown silty clay topsoil (80), up to 0.3m in depth. Ground levei was at a height ofbetween 19.74m and 19.BlmAOD.

4.11 Trench 10

4'11'1 Trench 10 was located at the western side of the northern half of the evaluation area. Thetrench was orientated north to south and measured 18.7m by 1.g3m. The sequence of deposits
recorded in Trench 10 was as follows:-

4'11'2 The lowest layerwas a mid yellow-brown gravelwith patches of mid orange-brown sandy clay(67)' at a depth of between 0.71m and 0.79m below ground tevet (between 18.93; and 19.02m AoD).
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Deposit (67) was interpreted as the natural gravel. The patches of sandy clay in Trench 1O were similar
to some of the fills of what have been interpreted as features in other trencires. However, the patches
in Trench 10 are very irregular and are probably the result of disturbance by tree roots.

4.11.3 Above the naturalwas a mid orange-brown sandy clay ploughsoil (66), up to 0.4m in depth. The
upper layer in Trench 10 was a dark grey-brown silty clay topioil (65), up tb o.am in depth. Ground level
was at a height of between 19.71m and 19.73m AOD.

4.12 Trench 11 (Fig 9)

4-12.1 Trench 11 was located at the western side of the northern half of the evaluation area. The
trench was orientated east to west and measured 30.1m by 1 .83m. The sequence of deposits recorded
in Trench 11 was as follows:-

4''12.2 The lowest layer was a mid yellow-brown gravel with patches of mid orange-brown sandy clay(91)' at a depth of between 0.58m and 0.81m below ground tevel (between 1g.B?m and 19m AoD).
Deposit (91)was interpreted as the natural gravel. Tlie natural was cut by a series of features andpossible features which are described below.

4'12.3 The natural was cut by a linear feature [84], orientated north-west to south-east and measuring
0'9m in width and 0-24m in depth. The fill of feature [84] was a mid orange-brown sandy/sitty ctay (g3j
from which a single fragment of undated fired clay was-retrieved. Feature [aZ1 was on the alignment of the
ridge and furrow in this area, and was interpreted as a probable furrow of unc-ertain date.

4'12'4 The natural *3: 
"Yiby 

an irregularovoid feature [86], measuring at least 1.6m in width and atleast 0'36m in depth. The fill of feature [86] was a mid grey-biown sandyTsilty clay (g5) from which fourfragments of animal bone, two fragments of fired ctay ario i single sherd of pbtt"ry of probable lron Agedate were retrieved. Feature [g6] was interpreted as i pit of lron Xge date.

4'12'5 The natural w_?s 
9-ut by an irregular ovoid feature [88], measuring 1.gm by at least 0.9m and

1 1Omm in depth. TheJill of feature [88] was a mid orange-brown'sandy cay le4 from which no finds wereretrieved. Feature [88] was interpreted as a possible feature of uncertain date.

4'12'6 The natural was cut by two parallel linear feature s 1124)and [126], orientated north-west to south-east and measuring 1m in width. The features were poorly befined and were interpreted as the remains offurrows.

4'12'7 Above the features was a mid orange-brown sandy clay ploughsoil (90), up to 0.6m in depth. Theupper layer in Trench 11 wa.s-a dark grey-brown silty clay topsoil (s9), up to 0.23m in depth. Ground levelwas at a height of between 19.55m and 19.7gm AOD.

4.13 Trench 12

4'13'1 Trench 12 was located at the western side of the northern half of the evaluation area. Thetrench was orientated north-west to south-east and measured 26.5m by 1.83m. The sequence ofdeposits recorded in Trench 12 was as follows:_

4'13'2 The lowest layer was a mid blue-grey clay with occasional patches of mid orange-brown sandyclay (94), at a depth of between 0.56m anA'O.OOm below ground ievel (between 1g.46m and 18.48mAOD). Deposit (94) was interpreted as the natural ctay.

4'13'3 Above the naturalwas a mid orange-brown sandy clay ploughsoil (93), up to 0.4m in depth. The
upper layer in Trench 12 was a dark grey-brown silty clay topioit (92), up tb o.gni in depth. Ground tevet
was at a height of between 19.02m and 19.14m AOD.
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4.14 Trench 13

4.14.', Trench 13 was located at the
east to west and measured 26.2m by
follows:-

4'14'2 The lowest layer was a mid orang"-?!yn sandy clay with occasional patches of mid blue-greyclay (97), at a depth of between 0.65m 
"io 

o.zzr below ground tevet. Deposit (97) was interpreted asthe naturalclay.

4'14'3 Above the natural was a mid orange-brown sandy clay ploughsoil (96), up to 0.4m in depth. Theupper layer in Trench ]e v1a9_a dark grey-brown silty clai topioit (s5), up tb o.am in depth. Ground tevetwas at a height of 17.06m AOD.

northern end of the evaluation area. The trench was orientated
1.83m. The sequence of deposits recorded in Trench 13 was as

end of the evaluation area. The trench was orientated
The sequence of deposits recorded in Trench 14 was

4.15 Trench 14

4.15.1 Trench 14 was located at the northern
north to south and measured 26.1m by 1.g3m.
as follows:-

4'15'2 The lowest l.avgr w-as a mid orange-brown sandy clay with occasional patches of mid blue-greyclay (100), at a depth of 0.6m below ground level. oeposit 1t6o;was interpreted as the naturat clay.

4''|-5'3 Above the naturalwas a mid orange-brown sandy clay ploughsoil (99), up to o.4m in depth. Theupper layer in Trench 14 *^T3 dark grey-brown silty ctai topsoit (98), up to 0.3m in depth. Ground tevetwas at a height of 16.39m AOD.

4.16 Trench 15

4'16'1 Trench 15 was located at the eastern side of the northern half of the evaluation area. Thetrench was orientated north-west to south-east and measured 30m by 1.g3m. The sequence ofdeposits recorded in Trench 15 was as follows:-

4'16'2 The lowest layer was a mid orange-brown sandy clay and mid blue-grey clay (104), at a depthof between 1'4m to 2'3m below ground le-vel. Deposit (104) *".'int"rpr"ted as the naturat ctay.

4'16'3 Above the natural was a mid orange-brown sandy clay ploughsoil (103), up to 0.4m in depth.

4'16'4 Above the ploughsoilwas a dark grey-brown silty clay buried topsoil (102), up to 0.4m in depth.The upper layer in Trench 15 was a mixeideposit of 
"rav 

anigraverltot;, up to i.sm in depth. Deposit(101) was derived from the dumping of spoil across the aiea anl is visible as a mound in the centre of thenorthern half of the site' Due to the excessive depth of these dumped deposits no further trenches wereexcavated through them' Ground level was at a height of between 1 7.63m and 1 g. 14m AoD.

4.17 Trench 16 (Fig 10)

4'17'1 Trench 16 was located within the northern half of the evaluation area. The trench wasorientated east to west and measured 29.8m by 1.83m. The-sequence of deposits recorded in Trench16 was as follows:-

4'17 '2 The lowest lay.er was a mid orange-brown sandy clay and mid blue-grey clay (107), at a depthof 0 59m below ground level (between rcnm and 18.4imibDi Deposit (107) was interpreted as thenaturalclay.

10
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4'17.3 The natural was cut by a ovoid feature [109], measuring 1 .2m by 0.7m and gomm in depth.
Feature [88] was filled by a mid orange-brown sanoy/sitty clay (108) from which two fragments of animal
bone were retrieved. Feature [10g] was interpreted as a pit of uncertain date.

4-17.4 Above feature [109]was a mid orange-brown sandy clay ploughsoit (106), up to 0.3m in depth.
The upper layer in Trench 16 was a dark grey-brown silty clay topsoil 1iosy, up to'o.gm in depth. Ground
Ievelwas at a height of between 18.63m and 19.03m AOb.

4.18 Trench 17

4-18.1 Trench 17 was located within the northern half of the evaluation area, along the western
boundary. The trench was orientated north-east to south-west and measured 30.6m by 1.g3m. The
sequence of deposits recorded in Trench 17 was as follows:-

4-18.2 The lowest layer was a mid orange-brown sandy clay with occasional patches of mid blue-grey
clay (112), at a depth of 0.43m below ground level (between 17.6m and 18.3m AOD). Deposit litzlwas interpreted as the natural clay,

4-18.3 Above the natural was a mid orange-brown sandy clay ploughsoil (1 1 1), up to 0.3m in depth. The
upper layer in Trench-17 was a dark grey-brown silty clay topsoil lito;, up to20bmm in depth. Ground
levelwas at a height of between 18.03m and 19.02m AOD.

4.19 Trench 18 (Fig 1 1)

4'19'1 Trench 18 was located within the northern half of the evaluation area, along the easternboundary. The trench was orientated north-west to south-east and measured 1g.1m by 1.g3m. The
sequence of deposits recorded in Trench 1g was as follows:_

4'19'2 The lowest layer w_as a mid blue-grey clay with occasional patches of mid orange-brown sandy
clay (1 17), at a depth of 1.25m below grouno levet. Deposit (117) was interpreted as the natural clay.

4'19'3 The naturalwas cut by a linear feature [119], orientated north-east to south-west and measuring0'54m in width and 0.32m in depth. The fill of ieature [119] was a mid orange-brown sandy clay (118)
from which no finds were retrieved. Feature [1 19] was inierpreted as a ditch of uncertain date.

4'19'4 Above feature [119]was a mid orange-brown sandy clay ploughsoit (116), up to 0.6m in depth,from which a single residual sherd of pottery of medieval oate was retrieved.

4'19'5 Above the ploughsoilwas a dark grey-brown silty clay buried topsoil (115), up to 170mm in depth.

4'19'6 Above the buried topsoilwas a mixed layer of clay and gravel (114), up to 0.3m in depth, whichwas interpreted as a dumped deposit. The upper layer in trenih 18 was a dark grey-brown silty claytopsoil (113)' up to 160mm in depth. Ground level was at a height of between 16.59m and 17.1m AoD.

Pottery assessment (J. R. Timby)

Introduction

The archaeological work resulted in the recovery of 14 sherds, (89g), of pottery accompanied by two
fragments of ceramic building material and three fragments of fired-clay pottery was recovered from
seven trenches (1, 5, 6, 7, 9, 11 and 18), a total of seven separate contexts. The pottery was extremely
fragmentary and difficult to identify with great confidence but material of lron Age, Roman, medieval
and post-medieval date appears to be present. For the purposes of this assessment the material was
scanned and a count and weight made. The resulting information can be found summarised in Table 1.

11
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5.2 Later Prehistoric

5'2'1 Five pieces are tentatively assigned to the later prehistoric period, four from Trench 5 (34) andone piece from Trench 11 (85). Ths sherds 
"re "*irerely 

fragmentary and ipp"", to be of acalcareous nature, mainly represented as dissolved voids. Two fragments'of fired ciay accompaniedthe piece from Trench 11. such materialwould be commensurate with lron Age pottery in the localitybut further sherds would be required to validate this conclusion.

5'2'2 ln addition an isolated fragment of fired clay was recovered from Trench 1 (13) showing part ofa right-angle' lt is just possible that this is a fragment of triangular loomweight, a type also associatedwith the lron Age period.

5.3 Roman

5'3'1 Four possible sherds of Roman date were recovered from Trench 6 (52) and Trench g (72).

5'3'2 The sherd from Trench 6 is a black ware probably of Malvernian origin. A number of ceramicindustries were based here from prehistoric through to post-meoieval times. The sherd here could belater lron Age or Roman as the same handmade te-chnology 
"*et"o 

well into the Roman period.

5'3'3 The three sherds from Trench 9 include a rim from an early Dorset black burnished ware jar,probably dating to the early 2nd century, accompanied by two Malvernian type sherds presumed to becontemporary.

5.4 Medieval

5'4'1 Four sherds are attributed to the medieval period, three from Trench g (81) and one tentativeone from Trench 18 (1 16).

5'4'2 The Trench 9 sherds include a rim and bodysherd from Marvernian jars (Glos type fabric 40)and a limestone-tempered sherd, possibly Minety ware. Tlre tvtatvernian wares date from the later 12th-14rh centuries. A piece of ceramic briiJi.si materiar accompanied this group.

3fit",. oThe 
sherd (fresh break into 2 pieces) from Trench 1B may be a Forest of Dean type of broadty

5.5 Post-medieval

5'5'1 A single sherd of iron glazed streaky earthenware of post-medieval date was recovered fromTrench 7.

5.6 Conclusion

5'6'1 The assemblage appears to indicate a scatter of non-intensive occupation over the areainvestigated during the later prehistoric, early Roman and medieval periods. However, it must bestressed that with such a diverse and fragmeniary group of materiar any conclusions must be regardedas provisional at this stage.

5'6'2 No further work is recommended unless additional corroboratory evidence is recovered.

12
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5.7 Table 1

Tr Gontext Later Preh Roman Med P-med fot No Tot Wt CBM Date
1 13 0 0 0 0

0
0 0 fc x1 possibly lron Age

5 34 4 0 0 4 5 ?lron Age
6 52 0 ?1 0 0 1

1

6 ?Roman
7 56 0 0 0 1 16 1 7-1 gth
I 72 0 3 0 0 3 14 RomanI 81 0 0 3 0 3 35 1 late 12-141h

11 B3 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 no date
11 B5 1 0 0 0 1 4 fcx2 ?lron Age
18 116 0 0 1 0 1 7 ?medieval

TOT 5 4 4 1 14 89
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6 Conclusions

6'1 The archaeological evaluation on land off Bodiam Avenue, euedgeley has established thepresence of archaeological features within Trenches 1, 5, 6, 7, B, g, 11, 16ind'1g. No archaeologicalfeatures were present within Trenches 2,.3,4, 10, 12., lg, 1i,15 and 17. A total of 30 features andpossible features wgre regorded. only nine of the featuies produced finds, and only six of theseproduced dateable finds. The interpreiations.of the m+riiv of the features are very tentative, andmany of the features are eithervery irregular in.shape oiu"ry shailow and possibly heavily truncated.with the exception of single featuies in Trenches 16 and ia, tn" features were located within thesouth-western corner of the site in an area previously occupied by an orchard. lt is possible, given thepresence of an orchard in this area, that some of the features recorded are the result of activityassociated with tree planting or with ridge and furrow plougning of this area.

6'2 Trench 1 contained a pit which, based on a fragment of possible loomweight, was tentativelydated to the lron Age' The trench also contained an Jndated ditch which may be a post-medievalboundary ditch shown on the First Edition ordnance sur"v pr"n (os c.1Bg0), two possible pits and apossible linear feature.

6'3 A ditch, tentatively dated to the lron Age, and three possible features, one of which may be afurrow and a second which may be a pit, were recorded in Trench 5.

6'4 Trench 6 contained a pit of probable Romano-British date and four possible features, two pits,a ditch and a furrow, which were all undated.

6'5 A pit of post-medieval date, and two probable furrows were recorded in Trench 7,

6'6 Trench 8 contained a single ditch which was undated, but which was aligned with a ditch ofRomano-British date, recorded in irench 9.

6'7 A ditch of Romano-British date, three irregular possible features and a probable furrow wererecorded in Trench 9.

6'8 A pit of lron Age date, three probable furrows and a possible feature were recorded in Trench11.

6.9 Trench 16 contained a single undated pit.

6.10 Trench 18 contained a single undated ditch.

6'11 The nature of the features and the scarcity of finds indicates a non-intensive occupation of thesite within the later prehistoric and Romano-British periods, with later activity, probably associated withan agricultural use of the site, in the post_medieval period. "'r' F'
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Fig 1: S/e location p/an. Sca/e 11A0A0.
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