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Summary

Site name: Land to the rear of Pigeon Close, Burford Street, Lechlade, Gloucestershire
Grid reference: SU 2136 9962
Site activity: Watching Brief

Date and duration of project: 26th and 27th July 2005
Project manager: Steve Ford

Site supervisors: Steve Hammond and Richard Oram
Site code: PCL 05/37
Area of site: c.245 sqm
Summary of results: Two undated gullies were recorded, along with an undated pit and a well which seems to be modern.
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 Museum in due course. 
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Introduction

This report documents the results of an archaeological watching brief carried out on land to the rear of Pigeon Close, Burford Street, Lechlade, Gloucestershire (SU 2136 9962) (Fig. 1). The work was commissioned by Mr Philip Johnson of BBP Homes, 7 Home Farm Barns, Main Road, Alvescot, Bampton, Oxfordshire, OX18 2PU. Planning permission has been gained (CT0347/P) from Cotswold District Council to construct a new house and associated car parking on the plot. Prior to the granting of consent, an archaeological evaluation was carried out, the results of which accompanied the planning application. This was to provide information to mitigate the effects of the development on any archaeological deposits which may have survived on the site, and was 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. A brief provided by Mr Charles Parry of Gloucestershire County Council was prepared for that phase of work. 

Following the evaluation, a further phase of field observation has been requested by the County Archaeological Officer in order to satisfy the planning condition for the development. A single component of work was proposed, a watching brief to be carried out during invasive groundworks. This was to take place according to a written scheme of investigation, approved by the archaeological advisor to the District Council.

The fieldwork was undertaken by Steve Hammond and Richard Oram on 26th and 27th July 2005, and the site code is PCL 05/37. The archive is presently held at Thames Valley Archaeological Services, Reading and will be deposited with Corinium Museum in due course.
Location, topography and geology

The site is located to the rear of Pigeon Close, off Burford Street in the centre of Lechlade. The site lies within a triangle of land formed by the High Street to the south, Sherborne Street to the west, and Burford Street to the north and east (Fig. 2). According to the British Geological Survey, the underlying geology consists of Second Terrace River Gravel (BGS, 1974), and this was confirmed during the watching brief. The site lies at a height of approximately 77m above Ordnance Datum.
Archaeological background

The site lies within the historic (medieval) core of Lechlade to the rear of one of the burgage plots fronting Burford Street. Such areas are often used for activities such as rubbish disposal or industrial / craft activities, whereas the occupied areas may lie on the street frontage itself. An evaluation carried out on the site revealed relatively little of interest, and recorded only a modern pit and an undated ditch (Oram 2005).
Objectives and methodology

The purpose of the watching brief was to excavate and record any archaeological deposits affected by the development. This would involve the examination of all areas of intrusive groundworks, particularly the digging of foundation trenches and service runs, and areas of significant ground reduction. Sufficient time was to be allowed, within the groundworkers’ schedule, to excavate and record any archaeological deposits which are threatened by groundworks.
Results
The main area of ground disturbance observed during the watching brief was the digging of foundation trenches for the proposed new house. A small number of archaeological features were recorded, as shown in figure 3. The footings were generally about 0.7m wide and were machined down into the natural sand and gravel, usually to a depth of approximately 1.2m. Some of the foundation trenches for internal walls were slightly narrower, being about 0.4m wide. The stratigraphy encountered varied slightly across the site but generally consisted of up to 0.6m of topsoil and subsoil deposits overlying the light brownish yellow sand and gravel natural.
A small section of gully 100 was observed running approximately NW-SE, although it was quite difficult to determine where exactly it went either side of the footings, due to modern disturbance (Pl. 1). It was approximately 0.84m wide and 0.4m deep, but no finds were recovered from its fill of mid brownish yellow silty clay (150). This was approximately parallel to the gully (1) seen in evaluation trench 1, but had a very different fill. 

A pit (101), measuring about 1.6m in diameter and 0.5m deep, was clipped by the mechanical excavator during the excavation of the northern foundation trench. This feature was recorded in section, and was seen to be filled with mid yellow red silty sand (151), which contained no finds. 
Another gully (102) was observed along the western length of the northern foundation trench. As a result, it was largely machined out, although it was recorded in section. The gully was about 0.8m wide and 0.5m deep, containing a single fill of mid orange brown sandy silt (152)(Pl. 2). It was wider than the trench excavated through it, and visible for 1.10m along the length of the trench, before being truncated. No finds were noted during machine excavation of the feature, despite the fact that the spoilheaps were monitored closely. It was not clear how far the gully continued eastwards, it was not seen in the next cross-trench, but it is tempting to equate it with the gully (1) seen in evaluation trench 1.

Finally, a well (154) was recorded near the southwest corner of the proposed building. This was lined with roughly shaped sandstone blocks, averaging about 240mm x 200mm x 70mm in size, bonded together with lime mortar. As no construction cut was visible, it was not possible to date the well. However, it was clear that it had been recently backfilled, as the material removed during machine excavation (155) contained pieces of carpet and frequent brick and tile fragments. Approximately one half of the well was removed during the digging of the foundation trench. It is reasonably certain that this well was recorded as pit 2 in evaluation trench 1 (and unexcavated, as clearly modern).
Other groundworks usually of archaeological interest such as service trenches were superficial and did not penetrate below the subsoil. These were not monitored. 
Finds

No finds of archaeological interest were recovered during the watching brief. Clearly modern finds from the well were not retained.
Conclusion
Taken with the information gleaned from the evaluation on the site, the results of the watching brief suggest that the area has been a focus of activity at some time in the past. Unfortunately, as the non-modern features encountered cannot be dated, not much can be said about the nature or intensity of such activity. It should be noted, however, that none of the archaeological features observed during fieldwork have been completely destroyed by the new development. 
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Figure 1. Location of site within Lechlade and
Gloucestershire.
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Figure 2. Location of site within Lechlade.
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Figure 3. Location of Features PCLO05/37
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Figure 4. Section





[image: image5.jpg]Plate 2. Gully 102 looking south-wsat, horizontal scale 2m, vertical scale 1m.
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