College Farm, Bourton-on-the-Water,

Gloucestershire
An Archaeological Evaluation

for Mr P W Edwards
by Sean Wallis
Thames Valley Archaeological Services Ltd
Site Code CFB05/73
November 2006

Summary

Site name: College Farm, Bourton-on-the-Water, Gloucestershire
Grid reference: SP168 220
Site activity: Field Evaluation
Date and duration of project: 20th & 23rd October 2006
Project manager: Steve Ford
Site supervisor: Sean Wallis
Site code: CFB05/73
Area of site: c.11 ha
Summary of results: A small number of possible pits were examined in the northern part of the site, although these are likely to be the result of tree-bole and animal disturbance. No archaeological features were recorded in the central part of the site, in the area of the proposed pond. A few sherds of pottery of Medieval and Iron Age date were recovered from the topsoil 
Monuments identified: None
Location and reference of archive: The archive is presently held at Thames Valley Archaeological Services, Reading and will be deposited with Corinium or Cheltenham Museum in due course.
This report may be copied for bona fide research or planning purposes without the explicit permission of the copyright holder

Report edited/checked by:
Steve Ford( 07.11.06


Steve Preston( 07.11.06

College Farm, Bourton-on-the-Water, Gloucestershire
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Introduction

This report documents the results of an archaeological field evaluation carried out at College Farm, Bourton-on-the-Water, Gloucestershire (SP168 220) (Fig. 1). The work was commissioned by Mr A C Carter-Lewis, of Martin Elliot Partnership, Finials House, The Square, Stow-on-the-Wold, Gloucestershire, GL54 1AF on behalf of Mr P W Edwards.
Planning permission is to be sought from Cotswold District Council to construct a new pond, with permission from the Forestry Commission sought for tree planting in other areas. Following consultations with various interested parties, a scheme has been finalized which involves about 2.5ha of the site. As a consequence of the possibility of archaeological deposits on the site which may be damaged or destroyed by the proposed groundworks and tree planting, a field observation has been requested. Two components of work were proposed; geophysical survey and field evaluation by means of machine trenching. A geophysical survey was carried out in June 2006 by Stratascan Ltd, which located a number of anomalies of possible archaeological potential (Smalley 2006). This report covers the field evaluation which was subsequently carried out by Thames Valley Archaeological Services, to target those anomalies, particularly in the northern part of the site.
This scheme of investigation has been carried out in accordance with the Department of the Environment’s Planning Policy Guidance, Archaeology and Planning (PPG16 1990), and the District Council’s policies on archaeology. The field investigation was carried out to a specification approved by Melanie Solik, Countryside Archaeological Adviser for Cotswold District Council. The fieldwork was undertaken by James Haygreen, Danielle Milbank and Sean Wallis on the 20th and 23rd October 2006, and the site code is CFB05/73. The archive is presently held at Thames Valley Archaeological Services, Reading and will be deposited at Corinium or Cheltenham Museum in due course
A desk-based assessment has shown that the south-eastern site boundary lies adjacent to a major Roman road, the Fosse Way, linking Exeter and Lincoln, which probably runs under the present A429. Aerial photography has also revealed the presence of a rectangular enclosure (undated) on the northern part of the site (Preston 2005).
Location, topography and geology

The site is located just to the west of the village of Bourton-on-the Water. The site is divided into three portions; at the extreme north, the River Eye, flowing towards the south-east, divides off a small wooded area. The remainder forms two unequal-sized fields north-west of the A429. Part of the fence dividing these two fields has recently been removed. The fields have been ploughed on occasion since the 1950s but have been undisturbed pasture for at least the last 15 years (A C Carter-Lewis pers.comm.). The site is located on complex valley geology. The northern portion where traversed by the River Eye is alluvium, the central area of the site is river gravels, while the majority of the area is on the Lower Lias clays (BGS 1981). All three types of underlying geology were encountered during the field evaluation. The site lies at a height of approximately 135m above Ordnance Datum. The ground rises from the River Eye at the northern end of the site, and then slopes gently towards the south-west. There is also a small depression adjacent to the A429, which represents a worked-out gravel pit.
Archaeological background

The archaeological potential of the site has been highlighted in a desk-based assessment. In summary, the south-eastern boundary of the site lies adjacent to a major Roman road, the Fosse Way linking Exeter and Lincoln. Aerial photography has also revealed the presence of a rectangular enclosure (undated) on the northern part of the site (Preston 2005). Geophysical survey identified a number of anomalies interpreted as archaeological, or potentially archaeological, features, including both linear (ditches) and discrete (pit) features (Whalley 2006) (Fig. 2).
Objectives and methodology

The purpose of the evaluation was to determine the presence/absence, extent, condition, character, quality and date of any archaeological deposits within the area of development. The work was to be carried out in a manner which would not compromise the integrity of archaeological features or deposits which warrant preservation in-situ, or might better be excavated under conditions pertaining to full excavation. 

The specific research aims of the project were;

To determine if archaeologically relevant levels have survived on this site.

To determine if archaeological deposits of any period are present.
To determine if archaeological deposits representing late prehistoric or Roman occupation of the site are present.
  To examine geophysical anomalies
It was proposed to dig eight trenches, each measuring 1.6m wide and 20m long. A contingency for an additional 15m of trenching was included within the proposal, should this be required to clarify the nature of the initial findings. Six trenches were to be dug in the proposed area of tree planting in the northern part of the site (3–8), and would target the anomalies highlighted by the geophysical survey. The remaining two trenches (1 and 2) were to be dug in the area of the proposed pond, in the central part of the site. However, these two trenches had to be shifted from their original intended positions due to the presence of an existing test-hole which was fenced off. In addition, when Trench 1 was opened it began to flood badly, possibly due to previous disturbance of the area.
Topsoil and any other overburden was to removed by a JCB-type or 360° type mechanical excavator, fitted with a toothless ditching bucket, under constant archaeological supervision. Where archaeological features were encountered, the stripped areas were to be cleaned using appropriate hand tools. Sufficient of any archaeological features and deposits exposed were to be excavated or sampled by hand to satisfy the aims of the brief. All spoilheaps were monitored for finds.
A complete list of trenches giving lengths, breadths, depths and a description of sections and geology is given in Appendix 1.
Results (Figs 4, 5)
Trench 1
This trench was 20.4m long and aligned approximately NW–SE. Up to 0.24m of turf and topsoil overlay a layer of mid greyish brown silty clay subsoil, about 0.21m thick. This lay directly above the patchy orange and brown silty clay natural. No archaeological features were recorded, although a number of modern ceramic field drains were observed along the length of the trench. Two sherds of medieval pottery were recovered from the subsoil layer.
Trench 2
Trench 2 was aligned east-west. It was only excavated to its full depth for 17.5m, due to the presence of a ceramic field drain at its western end. Turf and topsoil, up to 0.21m thick, were removed to reveal a layer of mid greyish brown silty clay subsoil, approximately 0.24m thick. This lay directly above the natural ground which, as in Trench 1, consisted of patchy orange and brown silty clay. No archaeological finds or features were recorded in this trench, although a number of ceramic field drains were noted along its length.
Trench 3 (Plate 1)
This trench was 20.9m long and aligned approximately east-west. Up to 0.22m of turf and topsoil were removed to reveal a layer of brown silty subsoil which was approximately 0.02m thick. This lay directly above the natural light yellow sand and gravels. No archaeological finds or features were recorded.
Trench 4

This trench was aligned approximately NE–SW, and was 20m long. A layer of turf and topsoil, about 0.2m thick, was removed along the entire length of the trench. At the northern end of the trench a thin layer (0.13m) of brown silty subsoil lay above the mid reddish brown silty clay natural. A test pit was dug through this deposit to a depth of 0.8m to verify the nature of the natural geology. 
At the southern end of the trench 0.1m of subsoil lay directly above the natural light yellow sand and gravels. Three possible pits (3–5) were recorded, varying from 0.77-1.1m in length and 0.56-0.93m in width. No finds were recovered from these features. The irregular nature of the features, along the presence of numerous rootholes, suggests that they are all tree-boles.
Trench 5
Trench 5 was 20m long and aligned east-west. 0.2m of turf and topsoil overlay and layer of brown silty subsoil, up to 0.12m thick, which lay directly above the natural light orange sand and gravels. No archaeological finds or features were recorded.
Trench 6

This trench was aligned approximately NE–SW and was 20.3m long. Turf and topsoil, up to 0.2m thick, were removed to reveal a mid brown silty subsoil layer, approximately 0.15m thick. As with Trench 4, the natural varied dramatically from one end of the trench to the other, with light yellow sand and gravel at the south and mid reddish brown silty clay at the north. No archaeological finds or features were recorded.
Trench 7

This trench was 19.7m long and aligned approximately NW–SE. A depth of 0.2m of turf and topsoil lay above approximately 0.03m of brown silty subsoil, which in turn lay above the natural light yellow sand and gravels. Two sherds of probable early Iron Age pottery were recovered from a possible pit (1), which was a least 0.89m in diameter, but only 0.13m deep (Plate 2). A further possible pit (2), 1.01m in diameter and 0.13m deep, yielded no finds. The irregular nature of both features, along with the presence of numerous rootholes, suggests that they are also tree boles. 
At the far south-eastern end of the trench the topsoil lay directly above a layer of brown silty soil with frequent gravel inclusions. This deposit was similar to that found at the southern end of Trench 8 (see below), and is similarly interpreted as a consequence of gravel extraction in the area.

Trench 8

Trench 8 was aligned north-south and was 23.1m long. At the north end of the trench, 0.2m of turf and topsoil overlay approximately 0.09m of brown silty subsoil, which lay directly above the natural light yellow sand and gravels. At the southern end of the trench, a deposit of mid brown silty soil with frequent gravel inclusions lay immediately beneath the topsoil. A test pit established that the deposit was a least 1.15m thick in places, and the feature was interpreted as the result of gravel extraction in the area.

Finds

Pottery by Jane Timby
The archaeological work resulted in the recovery of just four sherds of pottery, two from the subsoil and two from feature 1 (Appendix 3). Both the subsoil pieces are medieval in date (late 12th-15th century). One piece is Minety ware, the other a black sandy bodysherd.

Feature 1 (fill 50) produced two sherds, one with sparse coarse fossil shell, the other with finer shell/ limestone. Both pieces are unfeatured but are likely to be of later prehistoric date. The fabrics are typical of the early Iron Age.

Conclusion

The information gleaned from this evaluation seems to suggest that, despite its close proximity to the Fosse Way, the areas of the site which will be affected by the proposed tree planting and pond do not have much archaeological potential. None of the possible linear features highlighted by the geophysical survey were encountered, and it seems likely that many of the discrete features may in fact be tree-boles. The results from two of the trenches (7 and 8) seem to indicate that previous gravel extraction on the site was more widespread than previously thought.
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APPENDIX 1: Trench details

	Trench 
	Length (m)
	Breadth (m)
	Depth (m)
	Comment

	1
	20.40
	1.60
	0.55
	0-0.24m turf and topsoil onto 0.24-0.45m silty clay subsoil onto silty clay natural. No archaeology. Two sherds of medieval pottery recovered from subsoil.

	2
	17.50
	1.60
	0.51
	0-0.21m turf and topsoil onto 0.21-0.45m silty clay subsoil onto silty clay natural. No archaeology.

	3
	20.90
	1.60
	0.35
	0-0.22m turf and topsoil onto 0.22-0.24m silty subsoil onto sand and gravel natural. No archaeology.

	4
	20.00
	1.60
	0.50
	Northern end : 0-0.20m turf and topsoil onto 0.20-0.33m silty subsoil onto silty clay natural. Southern end : 0-0.20m turf and topsoil onto 0.20-0.30m silty subsoil onto sand and gravel natural. Possible pits / tree-boles 3, 4 & 5. No finds.

	5
	20.00
	1.60
	0.43
	0-0.20m turf and topsoil onto 0.20-0.32m silty subsoil onto sand and gravel natural. No archaeology.

	6
	20.30
	1.60
	0.70
	Northern end : 0-0.20m turf and topsoil onto 0.20-0.35m silty subsoil onto silty clay natural. Southern end : 0-0.20m turf and topsoil onto 0.20-0.30m silty subsoil onto sand and gravel natural. No archaeology.

	7
	19.70
	1.60
	0.80 (SE)
0.31 (NW)
	0-0.20m turf and topsoil onto 0.20-0.23m silty subsoil onto sand and gravel natural. Possible pits / tree-boles 1 & 2. Two sherds of early Iron Age pottery recovered from 1.

	8
	23.10
	1.60
	0.35 (N)
0.66 (S)
	0-0.20m turf and topsoil onto 0.20-0.29m silty subsoil onto sand and gravel natural. Natural at southern end of trench truncated by probable gravel pit. No archaeology.


APPENDIX 2: Feature details
	Trench
	Cut
	Fill (s)
	Type
	Date
	Dating evidence

	7
	1
	50
	Pit / tree bole
	Early Iron Age ?
	Pottery

	7
	2
	51
	Pit / tree bole
	Unknown
	None

	4
	3
	52
	Pit / tree bole
	Unknown
	None

	4
	4
	53
	Pit / tree bole
	Unknown
	None

	4
	5
	54
	Pit / tree bole
	Unknown
	None


APPENDIX 3: Pottery Catalogue

1. Trench 1. Subsoil. Two bodysherds, 23 g, one from Minety, North Wiltshire, the other a black sandy ware. Date: medieval.

2. Feature [1] (50). One oxidized bodysherd with sparse coarse fossil shell, 15g. One bodysherd of a thicker walled sherd, 7g, vesicular with finer shell/ limestone. Date: ?Early Iron Age.
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