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Arrhaeologr South-East
Eastanton Manor Farm, Andover.

Su.mmal

Sixteen evaluation trenches with a total lmgth of 80Am were mechonimlly excqvded
at the prryosed development site. They were lauted in oeas were geophysical
survey, fieldwalking and aanination of aerial photogra/hs suggested the presence oJ
buried arcAaeological remains A, range of archaeological feahres including pts
po*-holes, ditches (inclilding a banow ditch) and a posible wall footing trench were
elrcormtercd eld recordcd The majorily of excavated material vas Roman-British in
date, but mediwal atd pehistoric mtetacts were also recovered
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Arehaeologt S outh-E ast

Archaeologt Sfirth-East is o division of the Field Archaeologtt Unit Unitelsily
College Lardon, one of ihe logest groupings of academic wchseologists in tle
can try. ConseEtertly, Arclneologt South-fust ]us access to tIre consertwtion,
computing ord ewirownentat backry af the cotlege, as wiil as a range oJ other
uclne ological service s.

Ihe Field Arclneologt {Init ed Santh Eastem Arclneological Semices (which
becanne Archaeologt Swtlr-East in 1996) were estabkshed in 1974 and l99I
respecttuely. Akhough field projects luve been cor&rcted world-wide, *e Field
Archaeologt Lln raains a ryecial interefi in south-east Englandwith the maiort$ of
ottt cotttract and consultanry work corcertrated in Sussr;x, Kent, Greater I'ordon and
4rsa.

Based in the lacal commtmifit, rhe Field Archaeologt Unit sees ot important pu't of
its worh as eqlaining the results to the brwder public. Public lectures, open fuys,
training courses and liaison with lncal uclneological societies se asltects of its
canmunily-based qproadt

Drm+,ing on eqterience oJ the countryside ud towns of thrc south ea# of furyland the
{Init can givv drice ard cury wt sn'veys a ut eoly stage in the plawting pocess.
By wotHng closely with developrs ond plmning anihorrties it is possible lo
incorpeate frchaeologiel work inta develfrIlments wilh little fucowenience.l't
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ir 1.0

1.1

INTRODUCTION

Archaieolory South-East (a division of University College London Field
Archaeology Unit) was commissioned by CPM Environmeatal Planning &

Desigp (CPM), on behalf of George Wimpey UK Ltd.' to rmdertake an

arcbaeological evaluation of land in the vicinity of Eastanton Manor Farm,
Eastanto& Andover, Ilampshire (centred at NGR TQ 3'120 4775)-

The proposed development site is located to the north-east of the modern
ceffr; tf Hampshirq in an area of open farnland (FrC. l)' Tbe underlying
geolory is Upper Chalk- Evaluation trenches were located to the nort\ west,

sourn ana *oth-ea"t ofEastautoa lvlanor Farm (Fig- 2), in areas identified as

having arc;haeological potentiat durbg previous phases ofarchaeologcal work
(see below).

.Owing to the archaeologically sensiave nature of the are4 a programme of

arc,haeological work has been cailied out at the request of Mr Frank Gree4
Ue Ueritage Omcer at Test Valley Borougb Council (T\/BC). A Specificaaon
for the current phase of work was prepared by Ben Stephenson of CPM
providing a rationale for the worig giving the locations of the evaluation
trenches and outlining the poteotial fcr the excavation of further contingency
trenc;hes whe.re appropriate.

A detailed Method Statement was provided by Ian Greig of Archaeology
South-East lvith referurce to the Specification, and amending ir in accor.daoce
with the contents of an email sent from TVBC to CPM dated 24.09.03. The

documed outlined the methodologi to be used in the field and was approved
by CFM prior to the commencemem, ofwork-

The on-site work was carried out by a team comprised of Simon Stwens
(Senior Field Ofrcer), Ricbaxd James (Field Ofrcer), and Alice Thorne'
Jonathan Dicls and Mke Pritc&ard (Archaeological Assistants). The project

was managed by lan Greig (Project Manager) and Luke Barber (Post-
prr9a131i9p mannger).

ARCHAEOI.oGICAL BACKGROUND

The archaeological potential ofthe proposed development area has been fi'rlly
discussed elsewhete.l To summarisg rhe desk-top zurvey showed metal-
detector fitrds, examination of aerial photographs and plotting ofthe position

of stray finds srggest activity within the development area since at least the

Bronze Age
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t M BenneU Zazd Adioining Eastanton Manor Farm, Andaver, Hampshire- An Archamlogical

Assessment Unpub. Archaeology South-East Report No. I 122. (Jttly 1999)
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Archaeologr South-East
Eastanton Maaor FanrL Andover.

The proposed dwelopment area includes the sites of three potertial Bronze
Age barrows, the line of a Roman Road with a crossroads to rhe immediate
south of the are4 possible Romano.British or kon Age enclosures, ttre
location of a posuiblg although 'dubious' Roman burial, pote,ntial Anglo-
Saxon activity, and a candidate for a deserted medieval village.2

The document also summarised the resrrlts ofgeophysical investigations close
to the junction of the Roman roads Aom Silchests to Old Sarum, and
TVinchester to Cirencester, thought to be the site ofthe ffirall Roman town of
Leucomagnts. The geophysical srwey results suggested the presence of pits
and an anclosure brrt were not coasistent with the Dresence oftle remains of
aRouantom-3

Large-scale fieldwalking rmdertaken since the desk+op report was produced
partially zupported ttre conclusions of tle desk-top report (allhough there
was no obvious 'on the ground' widence for the deserted mediwal village).
Work undertaken by Archaeology South-East and Berkshire Archaeological
Services, whose work included some geophysics, idenified a concentration
of Romano-British material at the erkeme north-eastern edge of the
development area and the presence of Bronze Age pottery in the ploughsoil
in the north-eastern portion.*

METHODOLOGY

A pattem of 15 trenches, each 50m in length (a cumulative lengfh of 750m)
was originally produced by Ben Stephenson of CPM Ttere were four distiact
groups (shown in Fig. 2).

Trenches TI - T3 Located to test a potertial ring ditctr and
ascertain the presencdabsence of
adjacent/related deposits. A Contingency
Trach (f/Q was also ercavated in tlis area.

Located to test geoph5rsical anomalies
idetrified in grassed paddocks surveyed in
1998. On east side of junction of Romar
roads-

3.0
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Trerches T4 - T8

2 ibid
t ibid
a Summarised in the CPM Specificatim



rl
Arc,haeblogr South-East

Eastanton Manor Fann, Andover.

and
tle

I

,l
I
r-l

,,N
..1
I
;ll

,.ll
i

ll
,ll
tx
'll

lu
pt
'Jl
H
irt
rJl
'tl

Trencles 19 - 712 l-oated to test fieldwalking results
geophysical anomalies and ascertain
presencey'absence of adjacent deposits.

Trenches TI3-TI5 Located to sample an area from
Bronze Age pottery was recovered
fieldwalking.

The treoches were surveyed in using a Sot*ia Set 5a Total Station and the
locations of all were checked with a CAT scamer for tle presence of buried
services prior to excavation- The trenches w€r€ then €xcavated by a JCB 3cx
fitted wirh a six-foot (1.8n) wide tootbless ditching bucftet under the
supervision of staf from Archaeology Soutl-East-

The excavation was taken down to the top of the 'natural' deposits or any
signifcaft archaeological deposit, whichever was the higher. Care was taken
floJ to damage arcftaeological deposits through excessive use of mechanical
excavation. Revealed s.rPaces of the 'natural' were mamrally cleaned in an
attempt to identify individual archaeological features. Spoil was scanned for
tle presence of arteftcts, botl visraly and by use of a metal detector

All encountered archaeological deposits, features and finds were recorded
to the Method Statement and Field Archaeology Unit Site Manuel

(draft). Deposit colours were recorded by visual inspection and not by
reference to a Munsell Colour chart-

As nrc Ordnance Suwey Bench IVIark was available in the vicinity, and
following discussions with Ben Stephenson of CPM and Frank Green of
T\ZBC, it was agreed rharrte deptl of features below the current ground
sur&ce would be recorded at this stagc, and that no attencpt woqld be made
to level to the Ordnance Datur! or to a site specific system.

A firll photographic record oft&e work was kept as appropriate and will form
part of the site archive. The archive (including the fnds) is preseatly held at
tle Archaeologr South-East ofrce in Ditcbling and will be offered to a
suitable local mrrseum in due course.

vfiich
during
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RESIILTS : Trenches T1 - T3 and T16 (Fig 3) ?_t3 6 b

Three evaluation trenches (T1-T3) were positioned to asc€rtain the state of
preservation of a ring-ditch known from aerial photograpbs, and to establish
if tbere was associated activity in the vicinity. At the request ofFrank Green
of TVBC (""d witt the agree'rneof of Ben Stephenson of CPM) an additional
contingency trench (T16) was also excavated in this area..

Trench T1 was excavated to a length of 43m (a 7- gap was left for a
frequently used footpath) and to a deptl of360mm at the south-vyestern end
and to a depth of350mm at the aorth-eastern end at which the 'natural' chatk
was encount€f,ed and mechanieal a<canation ceased. The overturden
consisted of two distinct layers. The upp€rmost was a c.200mm thick mid-
browq humic topsoil (Context 1) which overlay a c. l50mm ihicl lighrer
brovm mixed subsoiUploughsoil (Context 2), which directly overlay rhe'naiual' ehqlk. No archaeological feafi:res were observed and no artefacts
were recoraered from the overburden"

Trenc$ f2Jvas *cavated to a lengttr of 50m and to a depth of 360mm at the
soutlJpgfern end and to 500mm at the north-westem qd. The overburden
was similar in character to that fouad in Trench T1, with the upper layer
(Context 1) remaining a consistent ttrickness of c.200mru anal Conteld 2
becoming noticeably thicker down the south-east to north-west slope. The
eryected riryditch was observed running south-west to north-east across the
trenclt at a depth of '440mm below tle current ground surface. It was fouod
to be 4.25m wide

Owirg to the width of the feature, it was agreed with Fralk Green of TVBC
and Ben Stephenson of CFM that it would be appropriate to excavate the
ditch mechanically at this evahration stage and record the section.
Subsequemly, the feature was sectioned with a ?50rnm wide toothless
filching lucket under supervision of staff from Archaeologr Sout}-East.

The ditch (Cut 53) was found to have a splayed 'v'profile with a deprh of
1.28m (Fig 3, St). No manual cleaning or close examination of the section
was possible on grounds of safety, but it appeared to contain two distinct
fills. The uppermost was a c.640mm ihick greyistr brovin silty clay (Context
54), which over{ay a c.600mm thick deposit (Cortext 5S), which appeared
similar in te*ure but darker in colour. No arte&cts were recovered fiom the
spoil of tle mechanical excavation, but a sample was taken for analysis of
environmental potential from Contort 54 and a small scrap of probable
prehistoric pottery was recovered from it (see below).

Trench T3 was excavated to a length of50m and to a depth of 800mm at the
south-eastern end and to 680mm at the north-westem end at which the

4.2

4.3

lr
Ll
,l



Archaailory Soulh-East
Eastanton ldanor Fann" Andover.

-t n"

I

t
I
I'l

It
t,t
It
lr
rl

ll
ll
,._1
h
jr
r.l

h

4.7

'natr,ual' chalk was encountered and mecbanical excavation ceased. the
overburden was similar to thit fouad in Trench Tl. No archaeological
featmes were observed and no artefrcts were recovered from the overbufden.

Trt
the with Trench fi and to 500mm at the junction with Trench T2 at

er(crvated to a length of 50m aad to a depth of 550mm at

which the 'natural' chalk was en€ount€red and mechanical excavation ceased.
The overburden 'was similar to rhat formd iri Trench T1. The ring{itch was
observed running soutl-west to north-east across the trenc.b, at a depth of
600mm below tle current ground surface. It vvas 3.15m wide al this point.

Again it was agreed that mechanical excavation was appropriatg anil the
feature was sectioned with ttrre 750mm wide toothless ditching bucket. Ihe
ditch was found to be only 810mm deep at ttris point (Fig. 3, S2). However,
wittr the depth of overburden the section was not manually cleaned or closely
examined on grounds of safety. The ditch (Cut 50 was similar in profile,
though slighfly more splayed, to tle prwious$ encounXered part ofthe ditch
recorded in Trench T?. The only recognised fill (Context 5?) was similar in
colour and t€xture to tte lower fill of that ditch (Conterrt 55) but no finds
were recovered.

There can be littie doubt that the two exanined ditch sections axe parts ofthe
same ring-ditcb, which was shown to have an internal diameter of e23.5}m-
The area between the ditches had a quite obvious 'dome' effect due to the
protection from ploughing prwiously given by the now plough-out barrow, a
recognised local phenomena (Frank Greenpers comm.). Unfortunately tlere
was no srrviving evidence ofany associated features and./or burials.

RESIILTS : Trenches T4 - Ts Figs. 2 and 4) 5 6 t 66

The location of Trench T4 was moved to tle north by 10m to avoid a
fenceline. It was encavated to a length of50m and to a deptl of ?00m at the
southern end and 500mm at the nortlern end at which the 'natwal' chalk was
ercounte.red and mechmical encavation ceased. The overburden consisted of
tbree distinct layers.

The uppermost was the previously encoumered c.200mm tlick humic topsoil
(Conte* 1), which direclly overlay a looser, less humic greyish brown silty
clay layer (Conted 2), u/hich varied in tiickness between 150mm and
300mrn. This overlay tls ploughsoiVsubsoil common to all of ttre trenches
(Cont€rd 3), which directly overlay the chalh The chalk in tlis trench was
noticeably softer and darker in colour at the deeper, southem end of the
trenc.tl Two archaeological features were identified (Fig. 4).
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Cut 46 was a shallow pit with a diameter of 1.32m and a deptl of 300mm
(Fig. { S3), encouttered 510inm below the current ground surface- The
single fil was a greyish brown silty clay (Context 47) from which Romano-
British material, ingluding a large assemblage of pottery and the &agmentary
remains ofan baby burial was recovered. A sarrple was taken for aaalysis of
enviroamental potential (see below).

Cut 48 was a broad, 3.5m wide ditc,b, or possibly large pit, which extended
outside tle trench and was encountered 460mm below ttre curent grouad
surface. It was agreed to excavate the feature mechanically, and it was found
to be 830mm in depth, with four discernible fills @ig { S4). The upper most
was Conted 4{ a 370nm thick, ligbt greyish brown silty clay, from wftich
Romano-British pottery and inimal bone were recovered.

This oveday a 380mm thick dark greyish brown silty clay (Context 50), from
which Ronano-British pottery ald aaimal bone were also recovered (see
below). This fll contained a cbarcoal-rich lens/dump of silty clay at its base
(Cont€xt 51). The basal fill was a 150mm thick dark brovmish grey silt
(Conteuc 52) Aom whic;h more Romaao-British pott€ry was. No samples
were taten on grounds of saGty.

Trench T5 was excavated to a length of5Om and to a depth of 600mm at the
south-western end and to 430mm at tle nortFeastern end at which the'natural' chalk was encountered and mechonical excavation ceased. The
layers of overburden were similar to those found in Trench T4. A number of
archaeological features were identified in the trench.

Cut 25 was encountered 420nnn below the currcnt ground zurface, and was a
pit witl a diameter of 1.55m and a depth of 570nni (Fig. a, S5). The main
dark reddish-brown silty clay filI (Contex 2Q contained an asserrblage of
Romano-British material. A sample was taken for analysis of environmental
potential (see below). There was also a'shrmp' deposit on the north-eastern
side of the pit. Codext 27 was a light reddish brown silty clay from which
Rornano-British potter5r was recovered.

The pit truncated another feature (Cut fi) which contained a single light
reddish-broqm silty cLay filI (Codext 29). This feature a?as interpreted as part
of a solifluction chamel in the chalk, and therefore geological in origin

Cut 34 was a steep-sideq flat-bottomed featurq which extended outside of
tle trench, found at 430mm below &e orrent ground zurface (Fig. 4). It was
680mm wide and 740mm in depth (Fig.  , SQ and comained a single dark
greyish-brown silty clay fill (Context 35) &om which Romano-British
material was recovered (see below).
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5.14

5.15

5.L6

5.11

Further to tle north-east there were a group of linear features encountered at
400mm below the current ground zurFace (Fig.  ). Cut 36 was a 550mm
widg 150rrm deep irregular gully (Fig 4 54. The light reddistt-brown
colour and clayey taxn:re of tie fill (Context 37) zuggested a gsological
origin Howwer, tle orientation is at odds with tlis interpretation.

Cut 38 also appeared geological in origia with a distinct 'downhill'

orientation (FiS. 4) and a ligt* reddish-brown arc.haeologically sterile fll
(Context 39). It was 390mm wide and 220rnm deep witl a'v' shaped profile

Gig. a, S8). However, the feature did run parallel to another featurg C\rt 40,
which contained a fill of similar t€tdwe, but slightly darker colour (Context
a1). This gully was 640rnm wide and 110mm deep, with a distinct$ 'flauer'

profile (Fig. 4 S9). Romano-British material was recovered from the fill (see
below) zuggesting atrl these gullies may be of archaeological origin

A firther elm wide linear featme (Cut 67) was located at the north-eastern
end of the trench but was not er<cavated. The vishle fill was a greyish-b,rown
silty clay (Conted 68) produced no finds from its surface.

The location of Trench T6 was moved 10m to the north to avoid tle root
system of a large tree. It was then encavaled to a length of 50m and to a
depth of 500mm at ttre soutlern end and to 350mm at the northern end at
which the 'natural' chalk was encountered and mechanical erccavation ceased.
The layers of overbwden were similar to those found in Trench T4. A
number of archaeological features were identified.

Cut 59 was a 1.44m widg 360nrm deep ditch wbich ran east to west across
the tr€nch, encourtered at a depth of 430mm below the crrrrent ground
surface (Fig. 5, Sl0). The single fi1l (Coiltod 60) was a light greyish-brown
silty clay from srhich Romano-British pottery and animal bone were
retrieved.

Cut 6l was a 500mm wide, l60mn deep guliy which was encountered
ruflling east to west across the trenclq at a depth of 370nrcr below the
current ground zurhce {Fig. 5, S11). No arte&cts were recovered from ttre
sinele mid-greyish broun slty clay fifl (Coffort 62). The gully truncated
aaother feature (Cut 63) Limited er<cavation of tlds feature and the reddistt
clay fill (Contert 64) zuggest that this anomaly was of geological origin.

The other feature identified in ttre trench was a ptt, Cut 65, found at 410mm
below tle current grotmd surface. It was 2.75m in diameter and had a depth
of 700'nm (Fig. 5 Sl2). No afieficts were recovered from the single mid-
greyish brown fiIl (Context 6Q.

Trench T? was orcavated to a length of 50m and to a depth of l.Om at the
west€rn end and to 400mm at the eastem end at which the 'natural chalk

5.13
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RESIILTS : Trenches T9- Tl2 {Figs.2 and 6) 527 99

Trench T9 was excavated to a leng& of 5om and to a depti of 500mm at the
north-we$ern end and to 510mm at the south-eastem end at which the
'natural' reddish clay was e countered and mechanical excav4tion ceased.
The layers ofoverburdetr were similar to those found in Trench T4, altlough
Content I had been disturbed by recent No archaeological
feahrtes were observed, although a small assemblage of worked flint was
recovered from the overburden.

Trench T10 was o(cavated to a lengtl of 50m and to a deptl of 500mm at
the north-eastern end ad to 800mm at the south-western end at which the
'natural' reddish clay was encountered and mechanical excavation ceased-
The layers of overburden wef,e similar to ttrose found in Trench T9 and
contained a small assemblage ofworked flint.

A shallow gully (Cut 15) was €ncouotered at the north-eastem end of tle
trench, 500mr below the cunent ground surface, running north-east to
soutl-west. It was 500mrn wide and 100mm deep (Fig. 6, SU) and
contained a single yellowish brolrm silty clay filI (Context 16). No datable
a.rte&cts w€re recovered.

Trench Tll was moved to a position at a right-angle from the planned
location to avoid excavating underneatl overhead cables (Fig 2). The trench
was €xcavaJed to a length of 50m and to a dept! of 350rnm at the north-
eastern end ad to 700mm at tle south-v.estern end at whic;h rhe 'natural'

reddish clay u'as encounter€d aad mechadcal excavation ceased. The layers
of overburden were similar to those fouad in Trench T9 and contained a
small assunblage of worked flint No arc,haeological feahres were observed.

Trench T12 was el(cavated to a length of 50m and to a deplh of 320mm n1
the northern end and to 300mm al the southem end at which the 'natural'

reddish clay was encounte.red. Mechanical excavation was confinued down
into the clay to establish the depth and exact nature of this deposit. The
surface oftle chalk was encountered at d€pths varying between 900nrm and
600rnm below the curent ground surface.

The layers of overburden above the 'nahral' clay were found to be simila'r to
lhose found in Trench T9- No archaeological features were observed but a
small assemblage ofworked flint was recovered from the overburden.
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7.1

RESULTS : Trenches T13 - Trs gigs 2 and 6) 3L7 5 S

Trench T13 was er<cavated to a length of 50m and to a depth of 450mm at
the north-westem end and to 420mm at the south-eastern end at which the
'natural' reddish clay was eocountef,ed and mechanical excavation ceased.
The layers of overburden were formd to be similar to those found in Trench
T9. A small asserrblage ofworked flint was recovered from the overburden"
and a mrmber ofarchaeological featues v/ere observed and excavated.

Four shallow post-holes were observed at tle north-westem end of the
trenc\ each c-450mm below the current ground zur$ce- Two ofthe features,
(Cuts 5 and 7) intercul but due to the similarity of their greyish brown silty
clay fills (Contents 6 and 8 respectively), it proved impossible to ascertain the
stratigraphic relationship Cut 5 was c.300mm in diameter and 27onm in
deptl and vertically-sided and Cut 7 was c.300rnm in diameter and 210mm in
depth aad had a more cotrcave profile (Fig. 6, S18). Each of the features
contained a single sherd of medieval pottery. Sanrples were taken for aaalysis
of environmental potential (see below).

Cut 9 was 610mm in diameter and 310nrm in depth (Fig. 6, Sl9). The single
dark-reddish brown fill (Contelit 10) contained a small 6ssembl4gs 6f
medieval artefacts and large fliat nodules suggestive of post-packing. A
sample was taken for analysis of environrnental pot€ntial (see below). The
otler post-holg Cut 44 was 360mm in diameter aad only 50mn in depth
(Fig. 6, S20). No artefacts were recor,rred from tle single orangey grey silty
clay fill (Context 45).

Close to tle post-holeg a'v' shaped, partly flint flled golly (Cut 30) ran
across the trench from east to vliest, 430rrm bdow the current ground
surface. It was 700mm wide and 250mn deep (Fig. 6, S2l). No artefacts
were recovered from the single mid- b'rowr1 clay-rich fill (Contod 3L). The
exact furction remains a mystery, although the possibility that the featue
formed part ofthe footing trenc;h ofa structure cannot be discounted.

The other two features were broad ditches rumiog rougbly east to west
across tie trenc\ encountered at a depth of 420mm below the current
ground surface. Cut 11 was 3.2m wide and 4l0mm deep (Fig. 6, S22). The
single yellowish brown silty clay fiIl (Coffext 12) produced a small
assernblage of medieval material. A sanple was tak€n for analysis of
environmental potential (see below).

This ditch truncated an earlier feature on a slightly ditrerent aligrment, the
firll width of whidr could not be asertained at this stage. Cut 13 was at least
550mm in depth (Fig. 6, S23) and contained a yeliowish brown silty fill
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3^!n*n of 50m and to a depti of 450mm atthe norrh-wesrem end and to sooril 

"rrh" 
;*h-;;; end ar which the'natural' reddisb clay was encouatered *A lr".fru"i"Jlcavation ceased.The layers of overburden wele similar t" ,lir"-fr*i L rr"o"l, T9. Noarchaeological features were.tr*". t i";;-r"#;; ofworked flintwas recovered Adm the overburden

Trench Tl5 v/as €xcavated ,1:^f*grl, of 50m and to a depti of Jl0mrn atthe oorth-eastera end aod to 300m;,, ,t" **t_*L"*'end at which the'nahrral' reddish clay was encounfered aoO _olunlca?"*tion ceased.The layers of overburden wle simila,r to those found in Trench f9. Noarchaeological fearures were observed u"i r -*rii*rilirfle of worked flinrwas rocovered from the overburdem-

flf
ll
5r
,n
it
ll
lf
lf
I
I

t l



I
Archaeologr South:East

Eastanton lvlaoor Farrn, Andover.

I"l

I

8.0

8.1

THE FINDS ANI) ENVIROMI{ENTAL SAMPLES bv Luke Batrer

The evaluation produced a moderately sized assemblage of finds. These are
quantified in Table 1.

I
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Conted No Pott€ry
No/g

Flint
No/g

Bone
No/g

Tile
No/g

Olher
No/g

Comments

T2 unshat 3120
T6 ustrat l/10
T7 uNtrat l/10 hlnz
T8 ustrat CDiDe Ul

T9unsffi 1n, 5f75 1n FffZl40 Mxed LBA & PMpot

T10 nnsfat 4n5
T11 unstral 4t49
TI2 unstrat sn35 FCF 3/50
TIjtustrd 3145
T1,t Estrat 216s
T15 unstraf 4n3 t/5n FG 1/15

6 {T13) 1/10 clOth-12*?
I fr13) 112 cl0rh-12'?
10 5n5 15/r0 Fe 2/10 c10rh-12Y
12 (T13)
Sudace

l/10 7tl cl2rh

t2 w3) 18i165 6142 nn47 F- clrry Ul
FCr'3/50

crfth-r2*?

14 ff13) 8t'74
18 (TI) 6t90 zl25 35t50 R-B: C2nd-4-

26 (T5) 74tffi1 zn0 l6/80 F. clay 3/5
Shell8/35
Fe 3/50

R-B: C3rd4th

27 (rs) 31/138 t l 2 tu55 E. cky ll2
Chr l/1
Slrg 3/25
Shell r/20
FCF U5
FeUlo

R-B: C3rd4th

33 (rr)
Surface

?/20 1/48 Shell
16/105

R-B: C3rd-4th

33 (r8) 39t300 un5 ?,15 28i905
plus 2 small
baSFfi'ags
450s,

R-B: C3rd-4th

35 (Tt 97lnu 75t108
6

Sh€II2/48
EeA20
FCF U3O

R-B: C3rd4th

4t 5n6 6ns R-B: C2od4ih

47 (r4)
Surface

J) 6/f She 8/35 R-B: C3rd4th

47 (r4) 307128/.8utg 38/601

babv

4175 Fchy Uf
Shell2/52
Fe 70170

R;B: C3rd4th

1 a
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slrcl?
5ll10

Stone
7nzg
Tessaae
1n7

4e (T4) 63t569 5/80 9l25 lu644 Shell2/50
Ftlzy A5
Fe 5/38

R-B: C3rd-4th

s0 (r4) 221295 zno 3n0 Shell l/25
FCn U50

R-B: C3rd-4th

sl {T4) 3R5 R-B: C3rd-4th
52 (r4l 9/tt0 R-B: C3rd-4th
60 (ro 4ls 9RO Stone

v275
R-B
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8.2.2

&23

Table 1: Finds Quantifcation (ercluding tlw from €nvimnm€xrtal sampl€s)

8.2.1 The finds assemblage is dominated by pottery. Although four periods are
represented ttre vast majority is Romano-British. The earliest material from
the site consists of a few very small abraded sherds from tlick-walled vessels
in medium flint tempered fabrics of probable Bronze Age date. Most axe
residual in later contexts and only a few very small cnrnbs are from a sealed
deposit (located in the residue from Context 54). Whatever the casq the
background scatter shows the presence of Bronze Age activity in the are4
possibty associated with manuring of arable land. More pottery of ttre
prehistoric pe.riod may not have srvived the inteosive 20ft- century ploughing
at the site,

The Romano-British material from the site comes &om both unstratified and
sfiarified deposits. Sherd sizes are variable but are generally on ttre srnall side
(up to 30rnm across) though some larger pieces are present. Genemlly tle
material shows signs of low to moderate abrasion The vast majority of th€
assemblage appeaxs to be of 3't to 4ft- century dare tiougb a little earlier
rnaterial may be present. The pottery is in a wide variety of &brics aod forms.
These include coaxse grog tempered storage jars and amphorag as well as
'finer' coarsewares such as jarg bowls and dishes. Fineware bowls and
beakers are also present. The pottery appears to be from a number of sources,
including tle New Forest, Alice Holq Upchurch and Rowlands Castle
indrunies which appear to hsve supplied both coarse and finewares. A
number of Samian sherds (centraUeast Gaulish) and oths colour coated
finewares are also pres€Nlt.

A number of flint tempered sherds are present from Conter.ts 6, 8, 10 and 12.
At first appearance they appear to be prerhistoric in date, due to the
dominance of calcined/wbite flint but are too highly fired and too thin-walled.
A feu' sherds have voids vrhere chalk inclusions have burnt out. Unfortunately
no feature sherds are present in this &b,ric but its association witi a flaring dm
from a chalk and fine flirt tempered cooking pot from the surfrce of Conter.t
12 suggests al1 are medieval in date. A 106- 10 12e cenhry date is zuggested

€pan'w
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for tiis materiat. Only one post-medieval sherd is present: a fragment of

unglazed earthenwarg possibly ftom a flower poi.

The worked flint &om the site comists of crudg generally large hard hamner

waste flakes usrally with corte)r remainbg. Althoug! no diagnostic tools axe

presert a silgle ?blade core was located in Trench 7 (uastratified)' Ilowwer,

ihe general crude nature of the assemblage would be consistent with a I-ate

nroize Age date and the material pe,rhaps simply represents the backgrormd

scatter offlint-working waste frequerfly found on downland areas'

A small asse,mblage of tile was tecovered. Altlough a few pieces of p91-

medieval peg tile ar. e present ttre najority is of Romano-British date' The

no-un matftat is generally pres€nt as small and abraded preces s:ggesting it

has been r+used. Floor and box flue tiles and a single floor cube (tessera) are

represetred.

The other artefrctual material is pfesent in snall qiraliities. Metalwork is

dominated by iron in fair condition though the raoge is restricted: mainly

being Roman general purpose nails although a hobnail was also noted in

Conie* AZ. A iopper alloy 16e- to 176- figure '8' buckle was recove'red from

tle topsoil in Trench 7. In addition a few pieces of stone roofin3 slate wge

recovsed from Roman conteds. A scatter of 186- to l9e- century clay pipe

stem fragme,nts was also recovered.

The bone from tie site is generally in frir to good condition The main

domestic species appear to be represented (cattle, sheep, pig) as well I
domestic tu.-wl. The vast majority ofthe material is of Rmano-British date. In

addition the fragmentary anrl incomplee remains of an idant bud4 witl bone

in good condition, were recnvered from Contelil 47-

The shell &om the site is in good condition- virtually all consists of oysters

from Roman contents (one has a nail hole showing it to have possibly bee'n

used as a roof repair) though a little mussel is atso presert and a single piece

of cocHe was recovered fom an environmental residue (Cont€t{t 26)'

Eight e,nvironmerital samples were taken during the evaluation' These are

listed below in Table 2.

8.6
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8.10

Sample No. Context No. Sample Size
Oitres)

Sub-Sample
Size

1001 6 t4
1002 I l4
r003 l0 28 14
1004 12 28 1 ^

1005 26 35 14
1006 47 35 28
1007 54 J ) 14

Table 2 : Environmental Samples

The samples were subjected to a sub-sampling policy for tle purpose of
assessm€nt. Generally a 50% sub-sample was processed with a view to
processing the remainder of the sample if tle results from the sub-sarnple
merited it. In the eved none of the zub-samples showed a high potential for
environmental/economic remains. All samples were processed using bucket
flotation. The flot from each sarnple/ sub-sanple was caught on a 250 micron
sieve with the residue beilg retained on a lrnm mesh. Once the residues were
dry they were sorted by eye to €cdract rnaterial of
archaeologicaVenvkonmental interest witl tle remaining stones etc being
discarded. The results of this sorting are given in Table 3 below. The dried
flots were also scanned by eyg and with the help of a microscope (dO
magnification) where necessary, lo assess the presence/absence and quality of
archaeobotoanical remains (seeds) and charcoal (Iable 3) and thus the
potential of the current site for addressing environmental and economic
research aims.

The flots from the samples (Iable 3) do not contain large arnounts ofcharcoal
and that wbich is present is generally 6f 4 small size and in poor condition.
Without exception the flots appear to contain very &w seeds. Howevgr, some
cereals and wild seeds axe present suggestitg that the site does have some
potential for holding data on the site's economy. Preservation of land
moliuscs was fair to good. Modern contamination on site fom roots etc
appears to be generally moderate.

Cont€xt Ilflte Mode|a
Roots

Charcoal Seeils Molluscs Reridrc

6 Itdediee"dl? +* lo 50m - Cer€at
+ wild

8 Ivt€di€val? ++/+*+ to 4mm - C€rEal
?* wild

Poi 3Eg
W. Ftid V1g

FCE2J:E
Boo€ Uls

10 IdedievaP *+/+++ to 5mm - C-€real
?* wild

Pd.lne
Ec.Fl/l€

t2 Medieval? *+/+** to 6mm - Cere€l
-witd

PotA5g'W.Btu2ne
FCF 3n0g
Ede 8/8e
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Key: -:None +:YeryInw +4 ' Irtw +*+ - Modet'ate **++ 'flrgt (ftequ€ncJr)

(Wild - non-cultiroted pluzts)
Table 3 : Results of Environmental Sarples : Flots and Residues

8,11 The residues from the samples generally contain low quantities of flint
chips/worked flint and fire-cracked fliqt- The pottery, with ttre orception ofthat
from Context 54, does not add ary new data to that from the hand collected
assemblages. The bone and shell from tle residues appear to be in good
condition thougb present in only low quantities.

DISCUSSION

An archaeological evaluation by mechanically er<cavated trenches was shown
to be appropriatg and proved tbat archaeological deposits survive within the
boundaries of &e proposed development area. Archaeological remains were
ideotified in nine oftle sixteen trenches, with datable pottery in the mqiotity
ofexcavated ftatures.

There was evidence of the survival of the ring ditch identified
from aerial photographs and irwestigated ih Trench Tl (and subsequently in
Trench TlQ. Altlough the date of tle feature rernains unprovsrl a Bronze
Age date is assumed. There was no evidence of aoy associated activity in the
surrounding trenches.

The trenches located in the grassed paddock (TrenchesT4 - T8) uncovered a
limited range of pits and gullies, and wideace of an enclosrue ditch (Cut 59 in
Trench T6) previously noted during the geophys_ical survey (see Section 2.3
above). The majority of the assemblage is 3* to 4* century in datq with some
earlier material (see above). The widence supports the hypothesis formulated
from the geophysics results, that the paddock area was not part of the Roman
town of l*ucomagas but does contain scattered archaeological features which
may relate to a cross-road settle,ment offairly open nature.

The trenches located close to the line of Icknield Way (Trenches T9 - T12)
produced no evidence of prehistoric occupation or Romano-British roadside

9.0

9.1

9.2

9.3

iI

Irlq 1120s

26 Rmar + to 4mm - Cereal
-wild

P{i 5/t 5g
W. Flid 3/59
3@ 3/5g
S$e[ lle

47 Roman

:

+** tO 50m + Cercal
-wild

ldt141lt75g
W. Aid6/l0e
FCF 30/65a
Boregng
Sh 2/rg
\7EznQ
$me 6/69
Slas2Boe

54 ?Prehistmic + lo lmm - C€real
-wild

Pot - 4/lg
W- Flid-3ns
FCF-fl8s

rI 9.4
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Archaailogr South-East
Eastanton IVIanor Fann, Andover.

activity. One undated gully (Cut 15 in Trench T10) was located, and small
assemblages of worked flint were recovered from the overburden of the
trenches. It would appear that tle concei*ration of material encountered.
during the fieldwalking was due to downslope mov€rnent and that the
geophysical anomalies may predominantly be of geological in origin.

The concenlration of ?early mediev-al pottery in the area investigated by
Trenches Tl3 - T15 is more difficult to orplain. No features were observed in
Trenches Tl4 or T15, although assemblages of worked flint were recovered
fom the overburdens. The features in Trench T13 included potential evidence
of a structure or structures and a substantial ditc,h of ?medieval date. The
?wall footing trench (Cut 30) was somevrhat. enigmatic given its profilg but
the four post-holes and the ditches formed clearer evidence of medieval
activity.

To surnmarisg ttre evaluation uncovered features and art€facts potentially
dating back as far as tle Bronze Age or earlier,. with clearer evidence of
Romano-British "nd medieval activity within the boundaries of tle proposed
dwelopment area.
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SMR Sheet
Site Code

EAN 03

ldentification Name
and Address Land at Eastanton Manor Farm, Eastanton, Andover

Gounty, District 8Jor
Borough Test Valley Borough, Hampshire

Full 12 Fig.
OS Grid Refs" Centred at SU 3720 4775

Archaeology
South-East Proj. No. 1760

Type of Fieldwork Eval. { Excav. Watching
Brief

Standing
Struciure

Survey Other

Type of Site Green
Field 'r

Shallow
Urban

Deep
Urban

Other

Dates of Fieldwork Eval.
Oct.2003

Excav- WB. Other

Sponsor/Client
GPM Environmental Planning & Design

Project Manager
lan Greig/Luke Barber

Project Supervisor
Simon Stevens

Period Summary Palaeo. Meso. Neo. BA?{ IA RBr'

AS MED / PM Other

100 Word $ummary.

Sixteen evaluation lrenches with a total length of 800m were mechanically
excavated at ihe proposed development site. They were located in areas were
geophysical survey, fieldwalking and examination of aerial photographs
suggested the presence of buried archaeological remains. A range of
archaeological features including pits postftoles, ditches (including a banow
diich) and a possible wall footing trench were encountered and recorded. The
majority of excavated material was Romano-British in date, bui medieval and
prehistoric artefacts were also recovered.
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Arch aeologt S auth-E ast

Archaeologlt Sol.tth-East is a diision of the Field Archamlogy Unit, Univetsity
College London, one of the largest groupings of acailanic archaeologists in the
coun@. Cowequmtly, Archaeologt South-East has access to the cotsenation,
computing anil environmental baclatp of the college as well as a lange of other
archaeological s uric es.

The Field Arehaeolngt tJnit and Soltth Eastern Archaeological Sewices (wittich
became Archaeology South-East in 1996) wure established in 1974 and 1991
respectively. Ahhough field projects have been conducied t'nrld-widg ihe Field
Archaeologlt (Jnii retains a special interest in south-east England with the naiofity of
our contract and consultanay twrk concentrated in Sussg, Kent, Greater London and
Essa.

Based in the local.cammunity, the Fietd Archaeologlt Unit sees an important part of
its 'twrk as aplaitting the rewlts to the broada' public. Public lectures, cpen days,
training cowses aniMaison with local archaeological societies are aspects of its
comtmnity-bas ed app roach.

Drawing on acpeimce of the countryside and towns of the south east of England the
(Init can gtve advice and carry out sarreys at an early stage in the planning process.
By twrking closely with developers and planning authoities it is possible to
incotporate archaeological 'vwrk into daelopments with little incorvet ience.
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1.0 Introductioa

Archaeology South-East, a division of the Field Archaeology Unit, University
College london" was commissioned by Mr Mgel Agg of Ta1nvood Homes Ltd
to undertake some non-invasive archaeological investigations of land to the
south-west of Eastador Manor Farm, Andover, Haqshire (SU 3711 4741).

The land adjoining Eastalton Manor Farm has been id€fiified by Haryshire
Counfy Council as atr atea of idended dwelopm.ert for the planned expansion
of the town of Aadover (sbaded on fig. l). Due to the arcfraeological potatial

' of the area Wiryey Homes, one of the contractual owners of the land'
previously commi-.siotted Archaeology Soutl-East (fornally South Eastem
Archaeological Services), to uadertake an arcbaeologicai desk-top assessllrent

. ofthe area (SEAS hoject No. 393, Feb. 1996).

The desk-top assessmert, wbich collated information from a number of
sources, confirmed the potential richness ofthe mchaeological resource in the
area with lnown sites spanning the prehistoric to medieval periofu being
identified-

The most signiicant site identified vdthin the rea was the site of a possftle
Rommo-British snall town at the junction of two Roman roads. Although
nuch ofthe suspected area ofthis settlement is to femain as open ground in the
proposed dwelopment finther informatiotr was requested by the planning
authority regarding the extest and condition of any achaeological remains at
this point. As a result Archaeology South-East v/ere requested by Taywood
Homes to formulate a strategy for the non-invasive investigation of the site

tFig. l). A strategy was therefore prepared in consultation with David Hopkins,
Couaty Archaeologist for l{ampshire Comty Council and duly appr'ovecl (see
Apeendix).

In view of the previous desk-based assessment of the whole area no firrther
general work for tle site was needeil Instead the new work was to be
specificalty aimed at trying 10 establish tle exttnt ald tAely condition of any
archaeological remains within the suspected area of the Romano-British town.

The current study thaefore con5lgsd 9f twe main €ldm€nts:

A geophysical survey (m2gnetometer md resistivity) to try to ascertain tle
ext€nt, and possrtly conditiol, of any archaeological refiains.

A siudy of past land-use, including analysis of old maps, a walkrver survey ard
diicussion with the current famer in order to try to asc€rtain the extenl to
which any remains may have been plough damageti.

1.5
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Archaeology South-East
Eastanton. Andover

The geophysical survey was undertaken by Geophysical Surveys of Bradford
and forms the basis of a sqmrate report. However, some couideratioa to the
results is givm in the crurent docummt.

The cartographic work at the Ilampshire Record Office and tle walkoyer
survey were carried out by the author on 21" Apri! 1998. This included an
interview with the farmer, Mr Wat€rs.

Archaeological Backgrormd

Prehistoric activity in the inrmediate area is attested by two Bronze Age
barrows, one of which has been iwestigated, the other ploughed out, which lie
on the rising grouad to the soulh-west of Smannell Road and therefore just
outside the current aea of concern (fg. l).

There appears to have been a substa ial increase in population auring tte
Inter Bronze Age and this is refleded in the 120 rormd barrows or burial
rrouads recorded in the Andover area- Mmy ofthese have now been ploughed
out and are only identifiable from the air. l

The area ofAadover in genaal has also produced a series of ditihed lron Age
settlements .from excalations carried out in advance ofthe development of the
to$n. The settlements of this period comprise both open sites and the rncre
heavily defended hfllforts.

The area subject to tl.e present survey lies on the eastern side of two
intersecting Roman Roads : the Icknield 

'Way 
which rms appr"oximately north-

south (Wmchester to Cirmcester) and tle Portway which runs easf-west (Old
Sanrm to Silchester). The most extensive remains which have been discovered
in the area are therefore, not surprisingly of thrc kon Age and Romano-British
period-

The crossroads of the two routes has been suggested as the location of the
small Roman town of Leucomagu;, gs recordeal io the Ravma Cosmography.
Limited archaeological investigations on ttre west side ofthe crossroads during
the expalsion of Andover duriag the 1970's revealed evidence ofa substimtial
Romano-British settlement. The deposits are said to have zuffered fairiy
extensive plongh damags. Udorhmately, the resuhs of this work have never
been publishetl and the exact nature ofthe deposits cannot be ascertained-

It is possible thereforg that if this is the site of a Romaa town tlat it extends
eastwards and rmderlies the area now rmder invesigation (Fig. 1). There is
however, no definite proof ofthis at present-

Andover was undoubtedly the most imtrrortafi settlement in the district by the
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Iate Anglo-Saxon period and probably before. It was a royal manor and the
site of a minster or mother church. East Adon was peripheral to the mairt
medieval river valley settlements (River Arton) and probably subsequent to
ttrem in date.

The site of Eastanton Farm seems to have been the cenlre of later medieval
activiry aad nay lay within or close to a deserted^ medieval village (DMV). Ia
the field known as Bartholomewsbury to the north-east of the currwt sunrey
area (fig. 2), aenal photography indicates a pattem of crofts aad/or ploughed
strips. Doormentary evidmce however, has not been able to substantiate the
former existence of a DMV at this location-

Cartographic Evidence

The following naps wtre consuhed at the llampshire Record Offce,
$Imchester :

Onlnmce Survey 6 ind! (24) I 870 Editi@
ffiarice Suvey 6incb, (24NW) 1897 Editim
Or(hance Survey 6 indt (24NW) | 91 1 Edirjon
Ortuance Suvey 25 itrcll (24.1) l9l0 Editica
Orahance Suvey25 incb, (24.1) 3'Eiliti@
Or(hm.ce Survey 25 inch (24. l) I 940 Editim

Tithe I{ap (and Award of l84l) of the Padsh of KDiS}ts Fnham in the
Cormty of lbnts, 1839

From a shrdy of tbe 6 incb and 24 inch ordnance survey maPs abovq it is
apptrent that there has been very little chmge in the la1out of the fields
between l8?0 ard 1940. The main change is the removal of a relatively modern
field bomdary between field numbers 13 and 14 (fig. 3) sometime during the
206 centr.ry. More recerf changes observed in the walkover sr:rvey will be
commenled upon in the appropriate section belov/.

A shrdy of the parish boundaries imediately to the east of the survey area,
indicates tle possibility of a partially encapsulated Roman landscape feature.
An arm of the parish of lfuigtts Enham straddles ttrc Portway Romaa toad otr
the east (F.relds 17 md l8 in fg. 3), althougb the bormdary is observed finther
to th€ south-west. The bomdries of that east€rn 'a n nm parallel to the
Roman road md it is possfule that they may have been aliped upon bundary 

'

ditches oarking tle road zone. Ifthis is corect, it represents a rare survival of
evitlence for such a featr:re.

The field bormdary which divides fields 1 4 and I 5 runs approximate$ along the
line of the Porhvay Roman road passing from north to south of the line ofthe
road towards the westertr end where it intssects with the Iclneild Way (fig. 3).

The pond shown at tbe western end of Field 16/528 (W. 3) and which lies
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3-6

Tthio thr survey area, is showl o; all the o.drance suvey -aps colsufted
abtr* (fu 1870 -1940)- However, it is not recorded on the Tirle Map of 1g39
@9. 4) and it can therefore be reasonably regarded as a later post-medieval

featur_er3nis may indicate the inFortatrce of pastoral farming in fhe aea by the
later 19- cerhrry.

In studying the 1839 Tithe ldap of the pmish of lfuigbts Enham and Arvard
(fig. a) &e field/plot numbers which [r within the s*vey mea xe : 5g, 59, 62,
63 and 66. At that time 58 and 59 were the .Gaden' and .Orchard;
respectively of what would appear to be Eastanton Manor Fam (.The
Homestead'). Field No. 62, known as .The Little Field, was designated arable
as was Field 63 which was also part of the same fierd. Field 66 was designated
pasture.

The field known as Bartholomewsbury (No. 55) which may be the site of a
putative DMV, was arable at the time of the Tithe Award which woul,C have
contnbuted to the destruction of any eartlwork features at this location- This
field lies approximately 200 metres norttr-east ofthe inmediate survey area.

The east€rn arm of l{uights Edam parish boundary (3.3 above) are shovm as
It"t9 I"r 64 and 65 (fig. 4 md are designared arabie as part of
Bmtlolomewslnrry and 'Toms Severals' reqpectively in the Tithe ewarC. mis
suggests that these two defined meas (the dotted lines on fig. 3) may have been
maintained as sqxrate fields in l B39 (but see below).

TYalkover Results

Before the walkover of fte survey area was undertaken, an interview with the
farmer, Mr lyaters, took place. He indicated that the lowest lying field in the
srrvey area had been maintained as pasture in living memory (Field 4, fg. 2).
Tbis field is also very prone to flo6rti"g and this last o""*r.d in a serious way
two ye-ars ago- He also believed but was not certain, that in the earlier part of
the 20e century Field 4 had been used for allotnents"

The other fields within the survey mea S.Ios. l-3, fg. Z) had, rmtil recenrly
befl intermittently cultivated, but were now maintained as pashre. These fields
are now temporarily divided into paddocks for his dauglrter;s borses-

Mr Waters indicated that the fields which had bee,n cultivated to his
howledgg had never produced any discrete concentrations of artefacts: for
example pottery, bridq tile or other building debris- He was aware of the
ftqmalr matef,ial which had been fourd immediately to the west of his land (ie
the western side of the Ickneild 'Way 

and beneath a modern housing
developmeat), but had never encounlered such dqosits on bjs land,

The walkover survey itsel{ indicated that a1l of the fie1ds (Survey Field Nos. 1_
4; fig. 2) within the suryey area were currently pasture. Therefore, it was not
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w'oether the Undedvinr -',^"^:-lhether tle und",ir"t ;;;"o".Tffi"#***Hflgm
tuc pasr, ttereby poteufially desrroyng archaeological deposits.

jt
it

Tte rnrin 9S5s66ons ofthe survey area ihelf ar.e : (figs. t ana 2)
tr'ield l incorporates the formpr oarAh -^a ^,-l

;*,*,***CqFf*a-l'ffi ff:H:ffi *bqiTrthj Map. oo*i t *"riid 
southern field boundaries of Field 59 on thegarden and orcbard_ 

ese leatures there are no other i"ai.rrl"* ii#

The feld bouadary on the rcemrry ordnance survev ;:tT fae lrsen I shown oa &e tgu and 20el*"n.i b*a*o_;;#i"Tiiffifi';ffJ#fl#:: appears ro be no

filHI;.;'ffSffi"*,
I_ggry: fte feld mayhave,oTo 

encluvt" of mature t..r-*ithu tt" i"rtr"; *'u" rs:'**tiffi? ff fff|}ffi: woo.rrand clearance, p..ru,naury

ffiH$ffi$iH$*ffi,Txy#ft ffi ff #'ffi
Xf]Y :*: survey irrea ody exteds approximatelv xrrom fis southem comer. The ;;;;:{l11yrery u0 rneres inro Field Zrom rhe eastero le,uda. jl jil* Teo*t oo it, oottn"- side which extends*."1"..n" 

"ior##ir.ll:'"111 
it no longer extant. This r**" irTt""#p"oFble tt t tlir-il. . rl'J%i" - "3toT *pr listed above- n 

" 
rn#il.i

on the ground tocur* 
* '.,'" tv- ceahry feature' No ftace ortnt .* t" ,'il

Tie soutbera boundary of trleld ? olno-r., c_u,roman road. This fetd b"f::.1 
tt"t? follows rhe tine of the portwavpmg;:;ffi#fr ;TH:,T'*ifr ffi]i.ffikH

No flrther ear&work anomalies $,rex.e toted in Field 2.
4.7 Field 3 was orjgaally r

extended norrb-ea;Jf_Yl" *:chlonger fetd F,"]d ]s, figs. 2 and 3) rvhich

l.:."r,;".ii"T'*ffi 'fl ,ff.;i"fff"ffi :l1.,r?ilkffrlliTl*l?F;'Ti 'TXlry.*Y'* ri"ro' i*Ja ."t'*r.a no*"uJ, il ;'.',H*,TJXH ffiHffi ffiH*:J
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which lie immediately on tle north side of a substantial lynchet balk of rounded
profile. The whole area falls away geatly fron lhe Eastaton Farm corylex (ie
north to soutb) and reaches its iowest poim in Field 4. Therefore, the negative
Iynchet for this boundary feature lies oa its southern side ,

The boundary feature/bank between Fields 3 and 4 if extended eastwards,
converges with the projected line ofthe PortwaS approximately I h:lometre to
the east. Although the alignment may not be correct, the rormded profil6 ef 'his

baaft within Fieid 3 is sir"rnar to an agger of a Roman 1s4d and i1 is possible rhis
nrlry repleseilt a fOrmer alignmert. No Such earthwork is evident on the
presumed alignment ofthe Roman road some 50m to the north.

No otier notable earthwork anomalies were observed within Fietrcl 3.

4.E trleld 4 is tle lowest $ing field within the suryey area and as tas been said is
prone to flooding (4.1 above). The surface of tbis feld is much more irregular
rhar ffrs others aad 213 pma&ellmero" depressions were observed crossing tie
fie1d from west to €ast. Although this could be the remnants of ridge md
firrow they are more likeiy to represent, in view of the low-lying nature of this
feld land drainage channels.

The pond in the north-west comer of this field and showo on the l9el20e
cenftry ordnance survey maps, is extmt as an inegular earthrrork, but
codained rro water.

' The western md southon margins ofField 4, which abut the Ickneild Way aad
Smannell Road respectively, have evidence for a very slight fieldbank (c. 0.1
metres bigh) indicating that tle former f,encelhedgeline was about 1 metre
foside the present ohe.

I{, as Mr Watef,s says, the feld has not been su$ected to a plorr qbing regime
this cenfury and was the forrtr€f, site of allotments, tlis may exptain the irregular
surface of Field 4

It is worth noting 1[61 1frs e1;gnment of the eastern arm of the parish boundary
of tr(nights F-nham disgue56d in 3.3 and 3,E above is lot maked by any visr^ble
earthwork anomalies oa the ground today.

Iliscussion and Summary

The results of the geophysical (see separate report) and walkover surveys
together udth the cartograpbic evidence have provided no conclusive evidence
for the existence of a Roman town lrittin the area ofinvestigation

At the time of the walkover survey Fields I - a (fig. 2) were rmd€r pasture, It
was therefore not possible to ascertain v/hether any Roman.or oths artefactual
material lay on the field surface, thereby providing clues for earlier structures or
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o*o **.oa

ffi:#HJj"1'?l*tr,L1,:1{ N;; i:. jT''l"i",J.n* any discrete
.rlTTT'fr "-of pouery,ruricvtila"",*li.n&il:,:'dffS?trH"ffi
town tormerly exjsted at tbjs locatiol_ 

- <Dat vv L^l

5'3 Furthermore, because thc derds under investigation were under pasture it wasaot possrlte to *r:.: 
*".q.pa ortopsoiiffiio"rao rhe underlying sub-soiVrock lad been dishubed U, o..ppf"',,g;l-

5'4 However, the resistance data bas indicared a weak aorth-south tread believedto be rhe traces of formy.ridge,and firlrr;;. ;;;*, atbeit tutermittenr arabteregime rvitrin th" urru oriooJdgari-oJwoJi *gg*o *, *"vement downsroneof soil from Field r rowards n"'ar. rt"*r-irilrup *a Award of 1839 md1841 respectively sny..tla1 ,1" ,1"3 
"iiiri'fre'.was gercxary naintained asarable and pasture, so lt nay !e infenea tnat til iand bas been inr€rminentlyploughed since at least the orioi.r"rpJo'cl' 

-"

-s5 
l{owever, thc line of the fieldbanMyrchet whicl runs parallel witt the pornvay
*"ffi'Xffi:#;-:.1-i"l"" cei;dF;riit !ag. z)sugsesrs aut raip, ovro"a ;&;.t#H# fr:Ti#,tr #fl .ffi HT:"gi#jas it does crose to the intersection of tte'two fro--.n .ou6, (ie the north-easteriquadrant of the intersection), *"Je u. * *.ffirry to cortain rmderlyingstructures, shsuld a Roman town fie ;n fle ,irfu;;. 

*

5'6 The absence of aav obvious archaeorogicar anomaries in this area fom thegeophysical sr*"y, 1"o1ud.,s.l, d;;;T",#;;bstantial archaeorosicar
ffi f:fff# quud*"lt li;iuo, #,il * p*,itr"tlu,,il.y-#
"r;;#;;;fi ,H'I|i!T".XT#T,IXX"'*"X*U;yS*:;
lffi;"-#iffi*:T$: nav inaicate ;*'t"; pr*en'c"'.e. i.-;y
Although kiai tenchine wo$d be. Seded to confrm rle presencdabsence ofany arcbaeological renaios 

T,: ^":::::,tH;;#: the probability of ar(oman tolvtr or other extensive ealy settrement exisffs *ithio the study area is
itrJifi "ffi;T,i:ff#*""t'al.*.#il,affiuli,oo,directryborder":"r:uj.a,*.**,r,T"."1i#l,tl Trlffffi nffiX##f ffi
;f,lyr 

development along the,"r"i"ra w.i*lT#l" o,rtrlc" rhe studv

If firther information fo 
1Uui.rg. regarding this site an archaeologicalevaluation, Bsing rrial tr€ncht^*l*d 

":_ 
,;r fr. *r roo_.*oio, approachto prove/disprove tre presence of archaeorogical ;*h; Furthermore, anevaruatron could be used to lest.the t.gtl or"ou..r*ffiamoss the site and.would rierefore assisr in deteroining tdi.gt 

" 
rid"rililon of archaeologicar
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Archaeologl South-East
Eastalton, AndoYer

deposits should rhey exist and aid further interpretation of the geophpical
surrley remhs.

5.9 If firther fieldwork is required tial trenrfiing stould partly b€ aimed at
elucidating whether rchaeological deposfu exist on either side of the eastern
arm of the Porrway, since any n'bbon dwelopm,ent of a Roman town is most
Iikely to occw here. Such trenching should slso locate any flanking ditches
wbich may exist parallel to the Romaa road witbin the study area.

Acluowledgements
Archaeology Soulh-East would [ke to tlank Mr Winters, David Hopkins, Mgel
Agg and Geophysical Sruveys of Bradford for their help thoughor* tbj1 ptoject.
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U)n6) 6/fr91w4, n^NJb - (
bePa at

NGR: SU 371I 4741

Location, toPograPhY ard geologY

The site lies approximately 2km north of Andover tov'n centre' and about 400m to the southwest of

East Anton Fann The -.n uoo"''iiioti8uti* is limited to-ry 1ett 
bv The Ickeuield Wav' The

northen, eastem ana 
"oo6e* 

rimits*of-ile'sorv"y lav" been ilef-meil on the rneF to provide *.PleF

il;; ;,b; ;,"- har or tuJ"otP;t"o 
"iL 

*a to estabush if anv ribbou seJtl:rtretrt exteffls

north_eastwards. At tbe time or ,u*.;'uu fields were uuder sbort pasture. The mderlying geology

;;p;; ;hr& ;;rroio uy 
"ruv"y 

u"i tittv toit" *itn 
"tt* 

of flinty auil chalkl drift {ssEw, 1983)'

ArchaeologY

The proposetl ileYeloPment ar-ea-lies at 9". i"*t:9:1^'jj*-t-,*l.::-::*'.**l :f"-:;*"7
iffrt"::JT;;,ftiffi*;u-"*"-r"ii u"t*"* wt""u"".* an<r cirencester.{he_"_:="":*j
ffi;ili"ft t" r#i* "i 

a"--*"lr n"- 'town of Leucomalus *::::t-*-d"^-^-e^i YX::[::ff ffi t;:il#.?."lil;;ol*r"*"-i-no"**1,,',115'y"l113"::--::$fil"?#";5:
lllH"ti'lt"'*0".H'i* fil'J"-iitJ-'"or"-*t fth*ch s'.tr:-ff1?1;1*1"""*.i-1*3:
:Hffi##:Htr$;;#;;dtil;;tesd+s5{rg9i}g'-}tr".:*-*:H
oi settl€Eesl- Ditches were also recorded parallel a4 the road ftontage, together with

:iff;ffi #iH"#:, ;;d"il;;*', ;o "-ffii=*auea m*"::';=i::l*:H*n'
;ffiT.i,l.F:Tffi il:Ttr"#.';ffi q!tl:'*-d:-:;*:,:'1,""'*:":"*Ti.u.:X'"f "*
ii:1tr;frt;i',ft:ffi" "f 

;;;;;;;;.tftom6isr,onAg" sitetothecross-roads location.
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Aims of SurveY

rhe geophysical survev has two 4]Ir'(. {i'"i to ::"bu"}.9".,Tt-T1^"1}:-"1*:j"i"ffr1ffii"X"ffi TJTJ#'-T;:LT"';il#;;;-'rn"*'tr"''t"'f .:1"11:1T,"in.:l,HI"t#::
Lhaeological renalns. The geophysical survey fong a wicler archaeological evaluation being

,-Joot"i Uy l't"naeology South-East on behalf o prior to develoPmenl

lll

SrTE SUMMARY ST|.EET

98 / 3? East Antou, Eamlsbire

Summary of Results *

Thc sradiometer suwey has failed to located a corcentradon of archaeological qpJ alomalies

;,i;"t#;""f 
" 

R"; i"*". Ht*"i*' t"-" stong pit typ" anomalies have been ideatified and may

ii"ii'il"i"""i"*l"a ir,"*". r" 
"itii* 

1".* 
"i.i*ai"r .agoalenily formins part of a rectilinear

enclosure have been O"t""t"O' fhet"ltl"?ig!"O;a't-1"1t *a 
";ttl. 

-tootb' i'"' 450 to th" orientation of

#ii;;;; t"d mav be relateil to the Iron Age stirttlement to the northw€sl

Theresistancedataindicatebroadvariationsiu&ebackgrouatlresistancewhicharelikolytobet]gtural
;;il;;;;t bsoutn tena u"iJvlJto t" Jo" to iag" ancl firnow' Althoush some 'liscrete high

resistauce anomalies have beflr *"tli' il; ;; cleariy aefnea aromalies suggestive of building

remails.

It is suggest€d that th9 egoghVs.ical data tend to indicate al absence of archaeological remains rather

than severe damags of existing deposis'

* It is €ssential that this surEmary is reail in conjunction with the detailed results ofthe surYey'
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East Anton : geoplrysical sumeY

An area of 5 ha was i:rvestigated by gradiometry as inaicatgd in Fieue 1 at a scale of l:2500'

Due to field ilivisio* ta" 
"o*"y 

*u'-"1'iiJLit i" *" p"io" Ateas A and B' which lie nordr

and south of tle heilg" ttti"l'"e to i"ii"utl tl" **'" of n fot-o Roman road- lor ease bf

display in the archiv" t"ttioo u"t" 
"tllliJi 

t* rd"t tuuaitided as indicated in Figure 1 '

Two areas totalling 1'32 h4 wfie target€d for resistairce survey and these are also indicated os

Fieue l-

1.3 The survey gid was set out by GSB Prospection and tied in to existiug field bouldaries'

o.:ta 
"a 

ti!'il iofot*uuon has been lodged with the client

2.1 Figrr:e 2 is a sru nary mterPrctalion diagram showing 'the' 
results of the resislanqe

aa,liometer surveys *p"rdo!"a o" tl" baie map, at a scale of l:2500'

The data fiom ihe gndiometer s'rvey ax€ displayed as a suncmary_grevscale in Figure 3'l at a

scale of 1:1250 *itl uo u""o-p-iig*iitffidtil" 61"o*;" rU.'i't 3l at the sase scale'

sin'arly the ilata fro- tr" ,"rotool,Jlor"LyL displayert in Figure 4.1 with al accornpanymg

interpretation diagrdm m lrgure +'l ' borh at a scale of 1:1250'

Tbe pradiometer data ue disptayeit as XY traces 9d-dot 'densrg- llots 
ia ligures MAl'l -

I,oz.3 at a scale of 1:500' The t""#; il; displayed as greyscale images at 1:500 and

orocessetl grel.scale images ot tirilii '"ur"t' Ail liagams are accornpanied by digitiseil

interpretation also at l:500'

The itispl,ay fomnts referred.to above ari q"y:| T S" I:*ll:1] Inforrnotion sealion''atthe

erd of the exr A co*p'"t" *t ot igiJ* io"lod"d io th" t"pott precedes Se diagram secuon-

2.2

A'rtt'- ll.|
ftt40
Y

I:to,.uis
Da*trz-
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J. . t In general conditions for survey were good wi0r the applicalon area cornprising sev€ri g€ntbf

i,"itr"G rJE *uch were under shoirt pasttue at the time of survey'

Aa electric fence ruus tliagonally across Area A' Although this fe-nce has not resulted in any

ff'il;;;;"i:."tr*lt'i,1*,i*,f t-ti*Wg*.'"#;::*:il;:f gT::
survey area at thi northem lrmlt (
-"1""t 

ic fenc"s aod tbree water toughs-
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Area B consists of four fields.and as a result there are bauds -of mag{retic disturbaqce at &e

bo'ndaries. while these '* "'"-;";;l;; 

-trt" 
at"' taty do qot 

-detract 
ftom fte overall

results.

The sradiometer data contaitr nr'merous isolateil ferrous type 1e'sPo$s' 
These are the product

;ft"ililffi ;';il-a,s',f{fjg-Uf g"--,4*:**J:#lfft##ffi
Although the most Promirent ol. u

,.-f"rr"fr to io tl" t"xt unless considered especialiy relevart

Letters and uumbers in parenthesis in the text refer to anomalies on the r:500 iuterpr€tabon

diagrams.

4'1 Area A 
proximately uorih-south tr the

4-1.1 The data are domiuated by a linear ferrous anomaly aligned apl

east of rhe area- This t U* iJ"*fri"i ""JOlp" 

'*ti"i 
f""a. =*oal water tougbs' Ferrous

type responses along tn" p""iJ"iiitl" t"*f Lu * tl" t"sult of e:risti:rg wire fences'

4-1.? T\eEost cohercnt anomalies witbia the data selfio1 tlis 
JIea 

are Svo pamllel ditch Bpe

resDoDses (A) aligned uppto*i-u*ty east-rr'est' The stength and na re of tlese responses

suecest aE archaeor.ei""] ti;ffi?*t* rat* 9"-"y ].Ce1 bas been noted in the south of

thJ area, aligned oo"t-*o'd"#'i"';fr;qp-oo"" is *eat ii does suggest part of a r€ctirinear

enclosure, altbough the -"il-t""ti=-ia" is only apparcnt as a sinsle ditch B?e reqroose' rne

alierureat of this P"*ot" J"f"t*" it 
"t 

+y to tf" tooto toad aiunment suggesting that it is

ooi 
"oot 

roPo*ry' '"*ti"ii [ 
"*"ttiur"'to 

a""tt"l". 
" 

the aei of buried archaeological

features fiom gebphvsical J"J' ? i*6ilt it-fu 
*1. 

Td"*e 
as ar extension of tle

knovn Irol age settlemeoi ;' the norrtroest-' Elowwer' if this were correct it would have

implications with rega'd" to Ai tul oipresewation at the site' see Scction 63 '

4.1.3 Several $trong Pit type res?orses bave also been loted Givllhe cootext it seerns likely that

these are archaeologi""ly 'i;;"Jt' ultho"gh a m- gdem o.l natrnal origin cann' ot be'dis'rrisscd

There does upp"* to u" u gtt#iti?olJot"ilo" or trt"se pit tl?e anomali€s $ritbin &e Possrble

enclosure. Ilowever tbrs 
"fffil#ffi;il;-"J 

it i-"ti be assumed ftar ihe pit 8.pe

respouses aud possfole englosure are contemporary'

4.1.4 Two weak cwvilinear anomalies (C) have been noteil iu tbe south of Area A' While these may

b€ associated _it ra" ,"rpffi?rr"i",,"i a - n"-graphs 4.1.2 and 4.r.3 a lat€r agdcurturar

orisb cannot be dismi*"o.'ilJf*iv " 
*eak curdliniar aaomaly (D) i:r the north of the survey

itJ*""-t i*av * be associated with later laud use'

4.1.5 A weak linear teatl (E) producing-l l"c"q:" 
*:rrtY"-li:1,:i" "oted 

in tbe north of the area
*'" 

*a Jrit"rv to t" as"Liiatea o'iuitight iattuwort's uisible in the fielcl

4.1.6 Several short lisear trends (F)' aliened no1\1o.1fl^11::.,0""" d€i€cted anil are likelv to
-'"- 

t"p*aa", tiage and firrrow or more recent agricultua' acttl'try'

4.1.7 The weak negative tend^(G) runuirl- g tbrough Area A is slight magnetic distubance generated

bv the electrii fence, see Sectiou 3'2

, /
Irrq-
8a

R o-F

Jr
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East Anton : geopht$icrl sunv!

42 Area B

43.1 The data ftom Area B, and in parhcular the welern-la]f"19 'dominat€d 
by bands of magnetic

disnubance g.""ot.a ry u#"l]ffi -a 
"*itttg 

fielcl divisions' Ferrous responses along the

lorthertr atrd westsrq p"'i-"i"tt iti a"" to metal felces and water Eougls'

4.2.7 'f:ne clearest anomalies of possible archaeological Fter€-st 
lie iB the west of Area B' They

con4rrise a series of r""* #i}rri".lup"a allproxipately north south. A'omaly (Ir) appears

to be a contiluation or*" 
"iJrffi--oilav 

(bj ,"* i" *" ato A. There is a faint indication

of a parallel respons" 
"tgg;G-;;t"b1" 

ai"i"i r*t*" 
"o-parabl€ 

to that se m in Area A'

4.2.3 The linear anomaly (D aPpears ro respect &e possiblc gnclosure and mav be associated with'it.

The relationship betwe* #Jit"t fi;'aiJ ftf o :t'"n 
tn"' 

::" 
oossible intcrpretation is tbat

they rq)rcsant fitche' 
"i'l"t 

'iil"f 
"l"ii 

or ste"t' Hoo'euer' thisfnot on thc same alipment as

LiEthe urain Roman roads.

4.2-4 Several strolg Pit qrye anomalies have been uoted T ithin the vicinity of these linear reqrorses

aad may be archaeologically significant

4.2-5 Tbedata suggest evidence of a more substantial $]ch. 
'yp111*t ($ with a cleady rectilinear

form. Wlile it i" f't"fy 'nuiLi'-is arclaeotogical' interpretatiotr is ionfrrsed by the pipe whicb

cuts tbJough this possibie fsature'

4.2.6 Two alitch tvPe rcsponses (K), suggesl"g q TdTY:l-*j 
tisible in the dati inrnediatelv to

the €ast of the -';" p,p" *-logi*o'th-iuth thmugh th: survev iu€a' Therc is soine evidence

for these respo*". 
"o"ti""iffi"ltJitln 

e' L it u*i*tiqg t" noie that this postulated enclosure

is or a slightly difforent #;#;t'; th";;"Gi"al-tvp" *omalius recorded if,mediately

to the west.

4.2.7 A group of pit type resPonscs (L) have been located in fte east of Area B- The Dature of these

uoo-ori.,*ee..,*** j"?rl-J"fr-o-'ili"*";+-9:3*$ilt,1il"ffx1"T1*#Tff
zuct an interpietation difficult Wlrile these resPonses tre aw

arcas of kffiwn *"l"*"illii tl,oilL;i;il A; locaion alongside the Roman road

maY be significarL

4.2.8 A cuwing anomaly (M) has been located in the south of the area' though the anomaly is
--" 

;;;.Iy";""k *e *v *"t'""otogi"ot i"t""ptetation remains tentative'

4.2.9 Two sets of weak linear trends (N) are visible h fi" d11; One is aligned approxiuately north-

south and tu" otl"r oo'tuiii-"""f i*o' it" **" of these responses suggests that they are

due to past agriculturdl processes'

4.2.10 The band offerrous disturbauce (O) coincides with a former fielcl division

5.1 Area A

5.r.1Anarea.orr4om,br60m:S".ff :$;tr.?ti#n:ffS;HH:t;":iffi S".A*i:
aqysradiometer*"*_:'..:;,"i""#;;;;i"d"iiwry.'
the area of l:nowl remans ;u

5.1.2 The data indicate broail variations in the backgrouad level of respoose v/ith the resistanc€

increasilg to tbe no,alt"" tti" i"T*Jy o be auJ to localised pedological variatioo

'+

!m.4'

Nl ar.6

ftv-P?
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5.1.3 Within this gereral backgrouatl variation are som€ mor€. discrete high resistance respors€s

which may be of i:rter""t rnJ""it 
"**gg"t*i"; 

of a linear 
high-resistauce anomaly (1) along the

western lisit of t'e 
"*"y 

t""'lo 
"ifrioo' 

a rectilinear anomaly (2) in the north of the all^t:

also apParenl The data suggest that these two rcspons€s Eav be oae continuous resPonse

although $e results 
"* "t' 

S;ilil" ;;tp;t"tioo or 'n"'" anocnlies is hindered somewhat

by &eir position 
"t 

tht 
"ig"" "itl" 

F"tA Cit'"o their proximitv to lhe Roman road an

arcbaeological origru *t"t'? ;t;t;{ atlougu rhe anomalies may relate to later laud rlse

il-u"ai-rry 
"r-it*ar 

at the limits of tbe fie1d-

5.1.4 A gloup of discrcte hiql rTistance readings (3) have-been noted on the interpretation diagram-

Alihough these *.*"' "o'il'il"alrv 
i'ffi 9" a-g rernains there is some suggestion of

rectilinearity within the a"t"' flt 
"fid-"iiof 

these responses is eenerallv north-south ard

east-west. However, ,ner" 
"l 

oigg"GTt' of a norfi-soutl.linear tt*J{+) o'itlio th" data which

is likely to be due to nug" 
"iiiitt*""t 

"r"tl 

"-eri"tlr*"r "oivity' 
* sdlar rend l" 

l*]:":
rhe gradiometer data. ft it p"*i-f" t"tthe recti]jn:ar ryture-of 

these high resistance respouses

is si4ly a pmdrct of u 
"otiilt:tio" 

of later agricullrral 1'ractice a:rd aatural vriatiors'

5.1.5 Two parallel low resistaace a:romalies (5) correspond to ihe double ditch type auomaly located

by thi gadiometer surveY (A)'

5.1.6 The low resistame readings (6) coincide with a group oftrees'

52 Area B

5"2.1 . Resistance slwey was carried out in this area io coDfrE-th€ natwe ofthe anomalies located by

the sradiorn€ter surv€y *t';;;;"id-fut'h"r coverage ofthe cross-mads location-

S.Z.Z e, L er*a A there are broad variatioas in the batkground resistaqce across this arca

5.2-3 The two clear 'near anomalies (7) co-rrespond,with rhe 
^buried 

prpe located by lhe gradiometer

suryey. Tbere is a faint suggestion of a *e"t linear anomaly (8) which appears to corresPono
"fri 

inomary ft4 i" the griiiorneter interpretation'

5.2.4 Two areas of increased resPonse (9) have beeu noted on lhe interpretation diagram' Wbile these

areas mav itrdicate sp""*TffiiiiitiJli"'-tlo" It oo 
"rtut 

evi<leuce forbuilding remains'

Althougb the gradiometer survey has located several ditch -d 
1tj::t 

anomalies of possible

arc.haeological inteftst' the 't*gtn oi resPoflies and the concentration of aromalics is not

indicative of lhose expectea nom a'nilait";; I";ddit'*' the.lin31 anoualies of possible

simificauce are atignea east-west uJd nffi-ioo{ i"' +S" * tt" orientation of the Romar toads

aid may be related to trt" r'o" ag'""J"oitJ#to-t" oo^ttu-."*r' The gradiometry failed to

iaJ"ti olt*i" *.as ofaoise that ire usually suggestive ofbuil'ling remairs'

The resistance data inrlicate broad variations in the backgroundresistance which are likely rc be

iiiri"i-TJgJo " ""ttt-t"t'n 
ilJiJwJ to be i'ue to ridse^a:r^d fi:Ilow' Altbough some

discrete high rcsistalce *o-oue'-huu" b"en uoted' there are no clearly tlefined anomalies

suggestive of buildiag rernafus'

oneof theainsof thesuweyV/astocetenninethestateofpreservat ionofanyt iwied
archaeoiogical reurains' eftU""gn to-ti altJt"t'-Uuu" f"l"a to locate coucentrations of potential

archaeological anomahes, **" 
""""i*i"^*-JJe 

tentatively drarc Firstly' if the possible

. erclosure lccated ia *t g'"oto-"'J' *"tJ"l il** Jtotioo oi' the lron Age s€ttlemelt to tbe

Ru-P

6.1

{f,*r

Itl
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The following is a description of the equipmelt an- I di:llay fomrats used in GSB lrospection (GSB)

reports. It should be emphasised that whj'Lt aI of tle Jisplay options are regularly use4rhe diasrarm-

;;il;;i, lh;.;; *p'"* .. ,1" ,oor, ,oioUt" to ittusa.te Ae data from each site. The choice of

li"gt"r-t t""rf" mm ihe experience and l:nowledge of the staff of GSB'

AII survey reports are prepared and submitted on the basis lhat whilst rte1t are based on a thorough survey

of the site, * roportibitiry X accepted fol any errors or otttissions'

(a) Fhxgate Gradiometer - Geoscan FM36

This instruFent coryrises of two fluxgates mouuted vertically aparL at a distance of 500mrr- The

;;;;i" ;tttd uy u",r+ w;tt tie iottom sensor approxi;telv 10G300m ftom the ground

sH;;;,;;;;iy sri* tt" arr"*o"" in the mag4etic field between the two flu-rgates is

coweationally measurerl in naoofeJ (nf), or gamma' The fluxgate glatiometer sqppresSl aq$urnai

or resional effects- Generally featres up io oo"Ltt" a""p -uy be detectedby this merirod' Readfugs are

norJa ly loggeil at 0.5m intewals along traverses 1'0m aparl

{b) Resistance Meter - Geoscan RM4 or RM15

This measures the glectical resistance of the 6artb, lsing a system offour electrodes (two current ani two

potential) Depeniling on the arangement of these electsodes an exact measuement ofa specifrc volune

il;ar; 
"*";;;"d"a 

ru, ,"r;rt-* IoJ,r".uy o"ou"*ed to calculate the earth resistivity. The

"Twin hobe" arrang"-*t ionotu"' ti" p*iog of electrocles (one curred and one potenlial) Tth ."i" ft

rermining in a fixed position, *hilst theither"measures the resistarce variations across a fued gdcl The .

resistame is measured l" ol-" *i tl" 
"ir*r""d 

resistivity is in obm-metes. The resistance rnetod

as useil for area survey tr, 
" 

a"ptt t"t"f",i"" of approximately 0J5m, although the nature of the

overburden ard urderlying g*ofogy*iU ;"" *tiatioos in Oris generality' Tbe tecbdque caa b:*od

tosarnplegreaterdepthsofearthanrlcanthereforebeusedtoproducevertical.lseudosections".Inarea
.o*"y ."Jai"g" *" typically logged at I '0m x I '0m inter'/als'

(c) Mrgnetic SuscePtibilifY

Variations in the magnefc susceptibility of subsoils atrd lopsoils occur sanlatly, but greater enharced

.,r?"*obiltat "*-"o?U" 
u p'oaott oito"ased buman/aarhropogedc activity' This phenonienon of

susceptibility enlan""-"o, .- -"r"to.Je used to proviile irfonrmtion about the "level ofarchaeological

activity'' associated with a site' It can also be used in a predictive manner to ascertai! the suitability of

; ,t;;, ;";;" ,.,.""y. T.h" inrto*"nt employed 
-for 

rneasuring this rhenomenou is ei&er a field

coil or a laboratory u*.a,lru"tpn:ulii! t'logt fot'tl" ru*^t sog soit sa'oP-les are coll"ctecl in tle field'

iffi"f i"t"*"f'l 
"ary 

widely but are often at the 10m ot 20m level'
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Thefollowingisadescriptionofthedisplayoptionsused'Unlessspecifrcallymentioredinthetext'itmay
be assumed that no filtering or suoothiag-has been used to enhance the data- For any particular report a

limited number of display modes may be used
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(a) Dot-Density In this disptay, rninimum and maximuIn cut-off l€vels arc

)trosen. A"v ualu" ttat is below the minimum will aPpear vrhite' whilst any

r"f"" 
"Uo"" 

O. .*i*ua will be black Any value dar lies between &e-se

*" 
"",-"f' 

levels will have a specified number of dots d€P€nding on &e

i"futiu" po"iti* t"t*een the two levels' The focus of the display may be

"i*n.atin* 
aiffo"nt levels and a confast factor (C'F )' Usually tbe C.F'

= i-itJ*ioi ^ fi""{ scale between the cut-of levels' Assessing a lower

tllan'not*U iuatg in"olves the use ofan invere plot, This plot sirnply

."'r".ses tt. mioi*un and maximum values' rcsulting in the lower valucs

i.in* o.o*r"a by morc dots- In either representatioa eacb readTq is
a.llociated a unique area dependent on its position on the survey gnd' wmm

which numbers of dots are randomly placed The main hmtfahon or rrus

ai-W t"tfroa it ,ft" multiple plots have to be Foduced in order to 'riew the

whole range of tbe data It is also diflicult to gauge the true strcngth ot any

-"*"i"#*ft * f""ting at the raw data values This display is much favoured

ior p.oiu.iog prunt ofsitcs, where positionilg oftle anomali€s and featrues

is important

ft) X-Y Ptot This involves a liae representatios ofthe data' Each successive

[i-ofO"t" it 
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(c) Grey-Scale

This format divides a given range of readings into a s€t rmber of classes'

These classcs have a predelined arrangement of dots or shade or $ey' tne

intensity incrvasing with value This gives an appearance of a toned or grey

scale.
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Ditch / Pit

Thiscategoryisusedonlywhenotherevidenceisalailablethatsupportsacl€aralchaeo|ogicalinterpretanone.g.
cropmarks or c,xcavation-

Arch!eolosl

This telm is used wh€n the forr! lature and panem of the response is clearlyanchaeological but whele no,supPorting

evidence exists. These anorElies, whi lst consider"d antluopogenig could be ofany agc- Ifa more precise archaeological

interyrctadon is possiblc th€n it t^'ill be indicated in the acconpaoying text.

? Archaeolos/

The interpretation ofsuch anomalies is often tefltativq w h the anornalies exhibiting eithcr wcak signal caength or

forming i'ncomplete archaeologicsl patterns. Th€y rnay be the result ofvariable soil depth, plough damage or even

aliasing &s a rcsult of data coll€stio[ orientation-

Nrtursl

These responses form clear panems in geographical zones where natlral variations are limown to produce significant

rnagnetic dismrtions e.g, palacochannels or rnagnetic gravela

? Natural

These are anomalies thst are likely to be natural in origin i'e geotogical or pedological'

Areas of Magtretic Disturbance

These responses are conrnonly found in places where rnodern ferrous oI fired materisls ale presed e'g' fgncelin€s,

pylons or bdck rubble' They are presumed to be modern-

AI€rs of IDcre{sed Magtrefc R€spoDse

These responses show no visual indications otr dle grouud surface and are considered to havc some archaeological

potetttial.

Ferrous ResPonse

This type ofresponse is associated wi& fenous material and rnay result fiom small items in the topsoil or larger buried

obiectssuch as ;ipes. Ferous responses arc usually regarded as modern, Individua! bumt stqnes, fued bricks or ilFeous

rocls cal pmduce responses similar to ferrous material'

Ridge nnd Furrow

These at.e rcgular drd broad linear anomalies that are presumed to be the rcsult of alcient cultivatior In some cases

the response may be the rcsult of modcm activity'

Ploughing Trend

ihese are isolated or grouped linear responses They are lormally nanow and are presumed modem whert aligned to

cunent field boundaries or following present Ploughidg'

Liqear Trend

This is usually a *eak isolared linear anomaly of unl<nown cause or date'
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AN ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT OF LAND ADJACENT TO EASTANTON
FARM, ANDOVER. HAMPSHIRE

1 INTRoDUcrroN

An archaeological assessment of land in the inrmediate vicinity of Eastanton Farrr was
commissioned by Wilcon Homes Southern Ltd. The area was defined by ttre olient (Figwe 1)
and conrprises some 33 hectares, bounded on its.south-western side by a minor road following
the course of the Roman road linking Winchester and Cirencester (the Icknield Way).
Approximately 200 metres beyond the south-eastern comer of the search are4 the lcknield
Way is crossed by a second Ronmn road linking Old Sarum and Silchester (the Portway)' The
surrormding land is notable for baving produced evidence for prebistoric and Ronano-British
settlement, with a particular emphasis on sites of the Iron Age and Romano-British periods.

Eastanton Farm occupies the south-ficing slope ofa low promontory rising to 100 metres
above Ordnance Datum. and is bounded to the west and east by shallow dry valleys. The solid
geology of the area is Upper Chalk, ufiich further to the north carries an extensive drift
deposit of Clay with Flints. The dry valleys are part ofthe former drainage of the River Anton
and both carry superflcial deposits of River and Valley Gravel" which grve way to alluvium
closer to the present course ofthe river.

The physical character of the soils is an important frctor influencing the identification of
archaeological features and the recovery of surface finds. On the plateau and foot slopes the
soils are mapped as the Carstens Series. Typically these soils form over aeolian drift covering
Clay with Flints and Plaeau Drift. They are of variable depth and freely drained, usually with
clayey sub-soils. To some extent the deeper Carstens Series soils may be less conducive to
creating conditions responsive to aerial photography, wbile their often stony and clayey
character can adversely affect the recovery of surfrce arte$cts.

In the dry valleys either side of the firrn, the drift deposits support soils of the Charity Series
which are generally non-calcareous and sihy in texture, and are likely to have been augmented
by colluvium (hill-wash) resulting from cuftivation on adjacent valley slopes. This can have
the affect of burying mchaeological remains, thus creating the false impression of 'blank

areas'. Although these deeper soils are not preserf in the primary search area, their close
proximity may have skewed the distribution of archaeological sites in the immediate vicinity.

2 MsruousAFrD SouRcEs

An initial appraisal ofthe available archaeological data for Eastanton Farm revealed a general
paucity of records for the primary search area as defined by the client. However, as often is
the case, the present distribution is likely to be as much a reflection of the emphasis of
previous feldwork as it is to be representative of the true distribution For thal reason the
search was extended to take in an alea of approxirnately fow square kilometres surrounding
the farm. This enlarged area formed the basis of the Hampshire Sites and Monuments Record
(SMR) and aerial photographic searches and provides for an assessment ofthe potential ofthe
primary search area by interpolation from the surrounding distribution- However, it must be
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EASTANTON FARM: A DESK-BASED ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSIVANT

stressed that the SMR is indicative only of the potential of an area and that land
recorded rernains is not necesmrily of low archaeological significance.

The principal sources consulted for the assessment are as follows:

The Harrpstrire Sites and Momrments Record 
.Winchester.

Entries ftom the Test Valley Sites and Monuments Record Winchester.
The Victoria County History for Hampshire.
An Ilistoric Urban Survey of llarnpshire's Historic Towns (H.C.C./E.H., 1999).
Danebury: an aerial photographic interpretation of its environs (R.C.H.M.E., 1984)
The National Monuments Record (NMR) Air Photographs, Swindon.

3 Tm DocurfiNTARY SEARcH REsuLTs

3,1 Introduciion
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Prehistoric
The Neolithic
The Bronze Age
The Iron Age

Roman
The Rornan and sub-Roman periods

Mediev aI and post- M e dieval
The Saxon and Medieval periods
The po st-Medieval period

3,2 The Prehistoric Period

4000,2000 BC
2000 - 600 BC
600 BC - AD 43

AD 43 - AD 5OO

AD 500 -AD 1400
AD 1400 - modem

Neolithic/Bronzt Age
The finds comprise a Neolithic polished stone axe (1), a stone rnace-head (2), a scatter of
worked flint ofuncertain prehistoric date (3) and worked flint from an elahration (4). Surhce
collection on a site close to Manor Farm produced quantities of burnt flint along with worked
flint dated on tecbnological grounds to the Neolithic or Bronze Age (5).

These are amongst the more difficult archaeological ftrds to assess, for settlernents ofthe early
prehistoric period appear to have been rather transient and are poorly characterised. Since the
finds are tom the surfrce of cultivated fields, and not ftom excavatioq it is irnpossible to
determine whether or not they are associated with surviving sub surface features. No
Neolithic or Bronze fue pottery has been discovered in the area of these finds, but this fragile

?re^

The numbers used to identify sites and finds spots in this section refer to the
sequence used in Figure 1. The sequence is cross-referenced with the SMR ntrmbering system
in the Site Gazetteer (Iable l).

In broad outline the period designations conespond to the following date ranges:

BEKKSHIRE ARCHAEOIffiICAL SERMCr.9 _ SEPTEMBER 1999
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EASTANTON FARM: A DESK.BASED ARCIIAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT

material is unlikely to survive in cultivated soils, although it would be preserved in sub-soil
features such as pits or post holes.

Sites of certain Bronze Age date include five tng ditches (6, 7, 8, 9 and 10) vzhich represent
the quarry ditches of circular burial mounds which have been ploughed-out. These are the
[pical fimerary monrrrrent of the early Bronze Age, although they continue into the middle
Bronze Age and are not uncoffinon in the Saxon period. In the middle Bronze Age burial
mounds, or barrows, were often associated with cremation cemeteries which extended beyond
the barrow, generally on the southern side. The barrows were usually located a few hundred
metres away fiom the settlements which were commonly surrounded by a ditch and bank. A
single cremation dated to the late Bronze Age (11) was discovered during building work to
the south'west oftbe priruary search are4 but it is rmclear whether or not this was associated
with a barrow.

Two enclosures transcribed from aerial photographs (Figue 2, A ard B) and likely to
represent settlements are located a few hundred metres to the north ofthe primary semch area.
Neither is dated, although on morphological grormds they me likely 1o have a prehistoric
origin. The smaller of the two (A) shows similarities in form and scale to middle Bronze Age
settlements known in other parts of Wessex.

The lron Age
The most substantive prehistoric evidence axound the primary search area belongs to this
period. A major Iron Age settlement (12) is located sorne two hundred metres from the
Icknield Way which forrns the south-western boundary of the primary search area. The site
was excavated during a watching brief and revealed a dense concentration of pits within an
area defined by a ditch (Figure 2, E). The finds included Belgic pottery and a La Tene copper
alloy bnooch. Further work in the same area produced additional settlement evidence which
extended into the Roman period, while the excavations at Vilring Way (13) located features of
Iron Age and early Romano-British date, including a crouched inhumation The other Iron
Age evidence in the vicinity of Eastanton Fann corsists of a single coin found to the south of
the Icknield Way (14), a hoard of seve.n gold staters found on FinHey Down (15) and Iron
Age features excavaled to the south of Manot Fatm (16).

Some of the rmdated aerial photographic features are likely to have theh origin in rhis period.
The enclosure in Figure 2, (B) could be of Iron Age date, while ttre complex just to the north
of Finkley Down Farm (Frgure 2, G) may be broadly of the same period. Less certain is the
date ofthe various linear features (Figure 2, C and F) which ate widely distributed in the open
country around Eastanton Farrn Their 4ppearance is typical ofa ploughed-out 'Celtic' field
syster4 with the individual elements representing traces of the former field edges. Although
'Celtic' field systems are notoriously diffcult to date, they are known to have originated in the
later Bronze Age and their use continued through the Iron fue and into the Roman period.
The fragmentary distribution extends across the prinrary search area and is associated with
other linear featwes (Figure 2, D), which appeax to be linked with the Iron Age and Roman
settlement on tlre opposite side of the Icknield Way (Figure l, 4120 arfi 12/19).

1,,

I
I
I
I

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
t

BERKSHIM ARCTADOLOGICAL SERWCES _ SEPTEMBER 1999



I
I
I
I
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3.3 The Roman Period

Like the Iron Age, this period is strongly represented in the area around Eastanton Farrn On
its south-westem side, the primary search area abuts the modern road following the course of
the Ichield wan while the southem comer lies within two hundred metres of the intersection
with the Portway. Land in the vicinity of this junction has been designated an area of high
archaeological potential (HCC/EH 1999" 18), Excavations undertaken in tle early 1970's
located several buildings ofRoman date, and associated features, in the angle between the two
roads (17). The settlement has been linked with the name of Leucomagus recorded in the
Raverma Cosmograplry, although other authorities place the Roman town near Calne in
Wiltshire. More recent evidence for this settlenrent was recovered during excavations which
produced lron Age and early Roman pottery (18). To the north-west, another Roman site
consisting of two small enclosures was associated with numerous pits, crerrations and coins
indicating a late Roman phase of occupation (19), while Roman pottery (20) was recovered
from the adjacent Iron Age site.

Other traces of Rorran activity include excavated finds of Roman pottery (6), and netalwork
ftom Finkley Down (21) and Rormn pottery accompanied by stone and ceramic building
material formd near Asbley Copse (22). Single budals ofthe period are recorded at 20,23 ar:d
24, while a snrall cemetery ofthird to fourth century AD date was excavated at 25.

Despite the density of Romano-British sites in the surrounding land there is no direct evidence
for Roman actirrify in the primary search area. However, elements of tle 'Celtic' field system
extend into the area which may coatain finds or features relating to the use of the felds.
Moreover the proximity of settlements to the nodh (22) nd along the south-westem
boundaxy (17, 18, 19 and 20) increase the likelihood that firther evidence remains to be
discovered in tle primary semch area.

3.4 The Medieval period

Although the areas around Charhon and further to the south-west have produced evidence for
Saxon occupation, the only Saxon find close to the primary search area is the cruciform
brooch from Finkley Down (26). The first historical records for Andover date to the mid-tenth
cenhrry AD when land at Andeferas was bequested in the will of King Eadred to the New
Minster at Winchester. It seems that the terms of the will were never implemented and
Andover remained in royal hands, being recorded as a royal manor in the Domesday Survey of
AD 1086. Little is lnown of Eastanton during the Medieval period. The Victoria County
History for l{ampstrire mentions the frrm only in passing, but the recent survey of
Hampshire's Historic Towns states tlnt it was a manorial site during the Medieval period
(HCC/EII 1999, 9) and includes the frrm in the East Anton mea of high archaeological
iryortance.

3.5 The Post-Medieval Period

The only post-Medieval SMR record for the primary seatch area is for an early 19t century
granary at Eastanton Manor Farm (27).
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4 TEEAERrALPEorocRApHcSnnncuRnsur,rs

For the sake of clarity the transcribed aerial photographic data from the Hampshire SMR
search is identified by letter in Figure 2. Photographs consulted in the NMR collection are
listed in the Site Gazetteer (Table 2) and copies of the two most relevant photographs are
included withthis report (SU 364718, NMR 19591012 and SU 3748/5/189, NMR 9291189).

The aerial photographs in the NMR collection show a much greater dersity of sites around the
primary semch area than is recorded on the Hampshire SMR transcription- The settlement
corplex just to the south of the Ickneild Way (Figure 2, E) appears on NMR 19591012 as t
dense and extensive concentmtion of features vzhich are known to be of lron Age and ftsman
date (Figure 1,4120 aad' 12119). Aside from the linear features passing into the primary search
area (Figure 2, D), the rnain focus ofthe settlement appears to be confined to the south of the
Roman road. However, slight traces of other features are visible on the two photographs
included with tbis report and these suggest that part of the corylex shown in Figure 2 (D)
spreads into the primary search area. Further detail of the 'Celtic' field system appears on
NMR 9291189, while the photographs covering the surrounding land slrow that it is part of an
extensive but fragrrentary dishibution

5 STATEISNT oF ARcgAEoLocIcAL PoTENTAL AND StrtflvrARY oF THE FTNDTNGf

5.1 Statement ofArchaeologicalPotential

There is a bias inherent in the nature of the archaeological fieldwork wtrich has b€en
responsible for identifying nlany of the sites in the surrormding area. Prior to extensive
housing development in the late 1960's there appeaxs to have been liule systenmtic study of
the land around Eastanton Faflq and what we now know to be an area of dense late
prehistoric and Roman settlenrent is largely the result ofrescue work in advance ofthe various
development phases. By extrapolatiorl it is highly likely that development in rhe frrmland of
the prinary search area would reveal further evidence for the more northerly extent of this
distribution Indeed, the aerial photographs (copies with this report) indicate that elements of
the settlement corplex south of the Icknield Way continue into the primary search are4 while
the 'Celtic' field system appeani more extensive than the SMR transcription suggests.

The areas to the south and south-east of Eastanton Farm are singled out for special mention in
the recent strrvey of Hampstrire's Historic Towns (IICC/EH 1999, 18), particularly in relation
to the Roman settlement at the crossing of the Icknield Way and the Portway. The exact
bormdaries of this settlement are urknown, but usurg a hypothetical projecrion, based on t}le
extent of other small Roman towns, a zone surrounding the cross-roads has been designated
as an area of 'high archaeological inportance'. This zone takes in the extreme south-eastern
comer of the primary search area and includes both Eastanton Farm and Easknton Manor
Fann (Figure 2).

There are a number of relevant issues relating to the area of high mchaeological importance.
Firstly, the designated area represents an attempt to establish the limits of the Roman
settlement, and it is possible that some related activity may extend into the south-eastern part
ofthe primary search area. Secondly, there is the question of tlre whereabouts of the Roman
town cemetery which has not been located. Rornan cemeteries were often sited along the
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EASTANTON FARM: A DESK.BASED ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT

roads outside towns, and vzbile there is no direct archaeological evidence to suggest that a
cemetery exists along the Icknield lvay west of the cross roads, this cannot be ruled out.
Even if the cemetery was not located along this stretch of the Icknield Way, the dispersed
pattem of Roman and prehistoric burials in the general area raises the possibility that ftrther
isolated burials may be encountered in the primary search area.

Only one of the Roman roads (the Icknield Way) abuts the primary search area, but there is no
record of the agger or flanking ditches suffiving as extant earthworlc in this location
Although the Roman road is subsumed by its nrodern counterpart, there rermins a possibility
ffuaf f[rc flanking ditch on its northem side may enler th€ primary search area. If such was the
case, this would be of special interest since the silled up ditch might contain shatified dating
evidence.

A third issue involves the possible Medieval origins of Eastanton l\fanor Farm which have yet
to be confirmed archaeologically. Given that such settlements expand and contract ovet time,
there is a concem that evidence for the earlier phases may survive beyond tle present extent of
the buildings. Moreover, in the fields close to the farn, dornestic waste from
(typicaly including pottery) could provide crucial evidence for the origin ofthe firm

More problematic to assess in terrns of their archaeological potential are the linear features,
probably representing fiagmnts of a 'Celtic' field systern ard dating broadly to the prehistoric
and Rornan periods. Given the agricultural land-use history of the primary search are4 it is
extremely unlikely tlat these will survive as earthworks. However, any pottery released from
the ploughed-out lynchets would be an invaluable source of evidence for dating ttre features
more closely, while below the preserrt topsoil the ditches or post holes defining individual
fields may yet survive.

5.2 Summary

The main archaeological issues affecting the primary search area can be summmised as
follows:

+ There is a strong possibility that the recorded distribution of prehistoric sites is a flmction
of the pattern of previous development and related archaeological rescue work. The
apparent absence of such evidence from the primary search mea is likely to be misleading,
and probably results from the lack of fieldwork in the frrmland' This conclusion is
supported loy photograph NMR 1959/012 which slrows an apparent continuation of
featBres conn€cted with the settlement south of the Icknield Way.

r Of particular concem is the proximity of the settlement c€ntred on the crossing of the two
Roman roads. The extent of the settled area is uriknown and some elements nmy well
extend into the southem part ofthe primary search area.

t The southem part of the primary search area is additionally sensitive since the Roman
town cemetery remains tmdiscovered.

r Further isolated burials of the prehistoric and Roman periods may be encountered in the
primary search area,

BERKSHIRE ARCTAEOLOGICAI SERWCES - SEPTEMBER T999
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I
t Some structural evidence for the Roman road (the Ickneild Way) might survive along the

t 
southern bormdary ofthe primary search area

o Evidence for the origins of Eastanton lManor Farm may exist in the land surtounding the

I 
Present farm-

r The Aagmentary 'Celtic' field syster4 though largely ploughed-out, is likely to retain

I suffcient dating evidence to identi& episodes of arable activity connected with the nearby
t prehistoric and Roman settlements.
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6 GlzprrEnn or SrrBs

All of the SMR record numbers in the site gazetteer refer to the Ordnance Survey 1: 10000
sheet SU 34NE. 'Not entered' refers to new data not currently on file in the SlvlR" while
'TVAT' denotes a Test Valley Archaeological Trust SMR record.

Table l.: List of SMR References

Table 2: List of Aerial Photographs

NMR references marked with an asterisk refer to photograph copies included with this report.

Report Referenc€
No

SMR Reference
No.

Grid Reference
No

Description

I 55 360800 Neolithic polished stone axe
56 367470 Neolithic nace-head
69 374484 Pr€historic fl int scdier

4 207 368477 Iron As€ settl€ment
5 not entered 362478 Neolithic/Brcnze Aee flint scatter
6 l 0 378473 Bronze Ace rinc ditch
7 1 l 378474 Rins ditch
8 t ' r  1 37094861 Rine ditch
9 tTz 37024857 Rinc ditch
l 0 t73 370M84'9 Rine ditch
l l 152 363477 Late Bronze Ape cremation
tz 32 367477 Lron As€ s€ttl€xnent
13 not entered 370470 Iron As€ setu€rn€nt
l4 74 369475 Iron Aee coin
15 198 365475 hon Ase gold coin hoard
t6 not eniered 3624'18 kte Brcnze As€r'kon Ase settlement
l 1 73 371475 Rman s€ttl€ol€nt
l 8 not €nt€red 370476 Iron Ace and Rman s€tllem€nt
l9 TVAT 54 367477 Rman settl€rment
20 368477 Rman s€ttl€m€nt
2 l 101 378474 Rman metalwork
z2 68 374484 Roman s€ttl€ment

TVAT 32 375475 Roman inhunation
1jl 78 370470 Roman coffn burial
z5 92 364470 Small Roman cemeterv
26 100 378/.74 Saxon cruciform brood
27 203 372478 Early l9b century Fanary

I\MR Reference Descriotion
l06GAlK/1035 - tames 3005 to 3008 Primary search area under cultivation in Novemher 1945
CPEIIJKII927 - tamf8zll7 tozl?l Primary search area under cultivatioo in January | 947
OS/71008 - frame 21 'Celtic' fields to NW oforimary search area
OS/71008 - frame 3l 'Celric' fields to the SE of Smannell
NMR 1959i007 Settlement to the S of the Icknield Way, Figure 2, D
*NMR 1959/012 Settl€m€nt to the S ofthe Icknield Wav, Fieuxe 2. D
*NMR 9291189 'Celtic' fields in primarv search area
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Figure 1: Location af primNry search area and distribution of SMR sites
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A SPECIT'ICATION FOR A NON-INVASTVE FIELD ASSESSMENT AT
EASTANTON FARM, NEAR ANDO}'E& HAMPSHIRE
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Introduction

The Wilcon Development Group Ltd have commissioned Berkshire Archaeological Servtces
to undertake a programme of fieldwork in approximately 53 hectares of land adjacent to
Eastanton Farm (SU 3748). The purpose ofthis work is to assess the archaeological potential
ofthe area by means ofcontrolled surface collection and limited geophysical survey.

2 The Archaeological Setting ofthe Siic

The Eastanton Farm site lies within the East of Andover MDA. Existing archaeological
records indicate that this area has significant archaeological potential. A recent desk-based
assessment by Berkshire Archaeological Services reviewed the archaeological data contained
in the Hampshire Sites and Monuments Records, published sources and the National
Monuments Record (NMR) Aerial Photographic Collection.

The core search area defined by the client for the desk-based assessment comprised 33
hectares, but this has now been extended to 53 hectares by the inclusion of land to the north
(Figure). The report for the original search area summarised the potential archaeological
issues as follows:

r "There is a strong possibility that the recorded distribution of prehistoric sites is a
function of the pattern of previous development and related archaeological rescue work.
The apparent absence of such evidence from the searoh area is likely to be misleading,
and probably results from the lack of fieldwork in the farmland. This conclusion is
supported by photograph NMR 1959/012 which shows an apparent continuation of
features connected with the seftlement south of the lcknield Way".

i "Of particular concern is the proximity of the settlement centred on the crossing of the
two Roman roads (Portway and Ickneild Way). The extent of the settled area is unknown
and some elements may well extend into the southem part ofthe search area".

+ "The southem part of the search area is additionally sensitive since the Roman town
cemetery remains undiscovered".

t "Further isolated burials of the prehistoric and Roman periods may be encountered in the
search area".

"Some structural evidence for the Roman road (the Ickneild Way) might survive along
the southern boundary ofthe search area".

"Evidence for the origins ofEastanton Farm may exist in the land surrounding the present
farm".
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I *The fragmentary 'Celtic' field system, though largely ploughed-ou! is likely to retain
suffrcient dating evidence to identify episodes of arable activity connected with the
nearby prehistoric and Roman settlements".

The extended area encroaches on two additional crop-mark groups designated 15 and 18
(Figure) in a recent aerial photographic assessment by Air Photo Services Ltd (Cox 2000).
Group 15 is a sub-rectangular enclosure with a possible ring ditch in the south-western
corner. A smaller enclosure occupies the northern corner and surrounds a possible pit cluster.
A second possible pit group is shown within the main enclosure, close to the eastern corner.
Although the enclosure is mostly outside the area of the client's interest, the southern ditch
circuit passes into that area and may be associated with elements not visible on the aerial
photograph. Group 15 also includes a second ring ditc[ outside the enclosure to the
southwest.

Group 18 is wholly teithin the area of the client's interest and consists of parallel linear
features on a north-east to south-west alignment, and which may be a continuation of the
main linear element in group i4 (Figure). The fragmentary elements forming a part of group
l8 suggest the presence ofan enclosure.

The linear features forming Group 14 were discussed in the desk-based assessment report as
C and D. These may represent fragmentary elements of a 'Celtic' field system, boundary
ditch nefwork, or they may be trackways.

3 Objectives and Methodology

The objectives of the project are to determine the extent, density, character and date of any
archaeological material brought to the surface by cultivation. In addition, a record will be
made of topographic variables and soil conditions in order to assess the degree of sub-soil
erosioq or other factors which might bias the archaeological findings.

The surface collection data will be supplemented by targeted geophysical zurvey, used to
. define more precisely the distribution and character of the crop-marks, and to investigate

significant pattems revealed by the surface collection stage.

The Surface Collection Methodology
The drea of the investigation consists of a maximum of 53 hectares of arable land. A
measured hectare grid based on the National Grid will be laid-out across this area using@1
Ordnance Survey l:2500 base map. Each hectare grid square will be sub-divided intoQ5 r'
metre collection units, which will be identified by the six figure hectare grid reference and:-
unique letter suftix.

Following standard practices, - gach collection unit will be walked from north to soutb
scanning one metre either side of the run. Surface material outside of the two metre strip will
not be collected unless it has particular significance, in which case the exact position will be
marked on the standard field recording forms used by Berkshire fuchaeological Services.
All artefacts, irrespective of their likely date, will be collected.

Where significant concentrations of material require more detailed investigation in order to
define their extent, or to recover a more representative sample for analysis, a five €r*€mt{re
collection srid vdll be used.
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Geophysical Survey
A magnetometer survey will be carried out by GSB Prospection of Bradford. This work will
sample the southemmost part of the sitg alongside the course of the.Ickneild Way; the crop-
mark elements, particularly groups 15 and 18 (Figure); and any significant anomalies in the
surface collection data.

It is proposed that the geophysical survey ghould sample between SYo artd, 10To of the total
area available. The survey grid established for surface collection will be used for this stage
of the work, and readings will be taken at 1.0 X 0.5 metre intervals. Broad interval scanning
may be used where appropriate.

t<! _
tr\ 4 't-

{in

lr
T

4 Monitoring

In consultation with Test Valley Borough Council's Heritage Offtcer arrangements will be
made for on-site monitoring. The Heritage Offrcer will be given fourteen days notice of the /
fieldwork starting date. No decision regarding significant changes to t}re survey strategy will ,,t
be taken without the prior agreement of the Heritage Ofticer. v/

5 Finds processing

The finds recovered during the survey will be processes to a level suitable for archive
storage, however materials such as burnt flint or ceramic building material will quantified
and discarded, retaining a sample if appropriate. Other finds will be subject to analysis by
appropriately qualified specialists, and assessment reports prepared.

6 Report Preparation

On completion of the field wofk and finds analysis a fully illustrated assessment report will
be prepared. Artefact categories will be plotted-out in a series of drawings which will depict
their spatial distribution. If suffrcient ckonological information is available, the finds may
be plotted-out by period.

The report will consist of a description of the fieid work and the survey results, and will
include an integrated discussion incorporating the geophysical rezults and specialist reports.
This information will be used to make iecommendations for mitigation strategies, which may
include further archaeological investigations.

A final archive tevel report will be produced following completion of any subsequent stages
ofwork and this report will synthesise all ofthe project findings.

In addition to the copies required by the client, four copies.of t}le assessment report (and
subsequent reports) wi[pe required by Test Valley Borough Council's Heritage Offrcer.

,r\5
7 Project Archive

The project archive will consist of all field records, materials and photographs along with
copies of the specialist reports and a copy ofthe final project report. The completed archive
will be retained by Berkshire Archaeological Services pending a decision on any further
stages of worlg finally to be lodged with the Hampshire Museums Service.
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The site archive will be prepared in accordance with "Guidelines for the Preparation of
Excavation Archives for long term storage" (Walker 1990) and "Standards in the Museumr/

1.*.tCare of Archdeological Collections (1 994).

Al1 materials and documents submitted for archiving will comply with the guidelines for
'"Conditi-ons of Acceptance of Site Archive" set out by the Hampshire Museums Service.
' f  U , , t I t t -  t J {  / s  l . t !n r ,  .t :  t i {  7g'7' t  kni S)>}\|r /": l f

ion ofthe projeot results wil[ depend upon ihe significance ofthe findings. At the
very least the work will be reported in Hampshire Archaeology, but if the results warrant
wider repbrting a paper will be prepared for publication in the Proceedjngs of the Hampshire
Field Club. * ,(.. :o , , ,t,' 't t 4-i' !.i 1,.1't n-=.-,, i,
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8 Copyright

Berkshire Archaeological Services will assign copyright to the client (Wilcon Development
Group Ltd), but will rbtain the right to be identified as the author of all documentation and
repprts,as defined in the- Copyright, ̂Designs and Patents Act 1988.
lLfluua IT L- ,.,C,:.1 n fuznt- t\if tt t5;*"7 'y'J.;:;*,,sy? f'f,_t)\ t*,y;

tiJ;:;'7!.i3

\
Post-fieldwork processing, reporting and archiving will be carried out by Berkshire \
Archaeological Services. Finds analysis and reportingwill be undertaken by an appropriately \
qualified specialist.

Nominated Specinlists
Prehistoric pottery
Romano-Biitish pottery
Medieval/post-Medieval pottery
Worked flinVstone
Metalwork
Animal bone
Human remains
Mollusca
Carbonised plant remains
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Frances Raymond
Malcolm Lyne
Duncan Brown
Martin Tingle./Iohn Allen
David Richards
Centre for Human Ecology and Environment
Ianet Firttr/ Jacqueline McKinley
Roy Entwistle
Steve Allen/Wendv Camrthers
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