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Introduction

This report documents the results of an archaeological field evaluation carried out at 260-266 Bath Road, Slough, Berkshire (SU 9518 8090) (Fig. 1). The work was commissioned by Mr Richard Meager, of CgMs Consulting, Morley House, 26 Holborn Viaduct, London, EC1A 2AT on behalf of O2, 260-266 Bath Road, Slough, Berkshire. 
Planning permission (P/00336/024) has been granted by Slough Borough Council, for the construction of a link building between 260-264/6 Bath Road, providing a new reception area and ancillary space in addition to a single-storey car park deck. This permission was subject to a condition (15) relating to archaeology requiring a programme of work, taking the form of an archaeological evaluation in the first instance. 
This is in accordance with the Department of the Environment’s Planning Policy Guidance, Archaeology and Planning (PPG16 1990), and the Borough Council’s policies on archaeology. The field investigation was carried out to a specification approved by Ms Mary O’Donoghue, Archaeological Officer with Berkshire Archaeology, advisers to the Borough on matters relating to archaeology. The fieldwork was undertaken by Simon Cass, Aiden Colyer and Danielle Milbank on the 13th–14th October 2008 and the site code is BRS 08/108. The archive is presently held at Thames Valley Archaeological Services, Reading and will be deposited at Reading Museum in due course.
Location, topography and geology

The site is located just to the north-east of Cippenham, within Slough Trading Estate and immediately to the north of the A4 (Fig. 1). The site is bounded by the A4 (Bath Road) to the south, Ipswich Road to the east and north, and retail premises to the west (Fig. 2). The geology of the site is mapped (BGS 2005) as being within an area of sandy clay above gravel beds (Langley Silts above Lambeth Group formations), and the gravels were observed in both of the trenches excavated. Only Trench 1 showed any surviving clay deposits. The site is flat, at a height of approximately 30.5m above Ordnance Datum and, at the time of the evaluation, was in use as car-parking and shrubbery.
Archaeological background

The archaeological background of the site stems from its location in an area which is relatively rich in archaeological deposits, although little explored until recently (Ford 1987). Extensive excavations to the south-west of the site in the Cippenham area in 1995–7 examined a range of deposits of prehistoric, Roman and medieval dates (Ford et al. 2003). These included deposits relating to Neolithic and Bronze Age occupation, a Bronze Age ring ditch (levelled burial mound), Iron Age and Roman field systems and a part of the medieval village of Cippenham. More recently, an evaluation and subsequent excavation to the south of the development area located archaeological deposits ranging from the Bronze Age to the Roman period (Taylor 2007). Closer to the site, work at 225 Bath Road (immediately south of the current development, across the A4) revealed early Roman occupation deposits and a trackway which extended to the north-east towards the development site (Howell and Durden 2003). Struck flints have been located both to the north-west, in the environs of Burnham Station, and to the west, at the site of Hill Rise Nursery.  
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, and to clarify the nature and extent of disturbance. Specific objectives of the evaluation were:

to establish the presence or otherwise of any archaeological remains, including the date range, extent, condition, state of preservation and complexity of such remains; 
to establish the environmental context of any archaeological remains, together with any earlier and/or later activity;
to evaluate the likely impact of past land use and development; and 
to provide sufficient information to construct an archaeological mitigation strategy. 

Two trenches (Fig. 2) were to be excavated, located along the proposed footprint of the new building, using a JCB-type mechanical excavator under constant archaeological supervision in an area primarily utilized as car parking. The presence of live services was highlighted, and both trenches were checked with a CAT scanner and metal detector before and during excavation to locate and avoid the services. Spoilheaps were also surveyed with a metal detector after excavation, to enhance recovery of metal finds. The trenches were both intended to be 12m long and 1.8m wide. In the event, due to space restrictions, it was necessary to shorten one trench, and lengthen the other to compensate. Any archaeological deposits were to be hand-cleaned and investigated. This work was to be carried out in such a manner as not to damage or destroy deposits which might warrant preservation in situ. A full written, drawn and photographic record was made of each trench. 
Results

Both trenches were dug in the intended locations (Fig. 3), and measured respectively 8.1m and 14.3m in length, and were 0.65m and 0.83m deep (respectively) at their deepest points. The metal detector survey only located modern detritus (remains of drinks cans) from the upper fill of Trench 1. 
A complete list of trenches giving lengths, breadths, depths and a description of sections and geology is given in Appendix 1. 

Trench 1 (Plate 1)
This trench was 8.1m long, 1.8m wide and up to 0.65m deep, orientated approximately north-south. No archaeological finds or deposits were located in this trench, although the northern end contained an area of modern disturbance containing live power cables. The stratigraphy encountered consisted of 0.3m of topsoil (dark brown sandy silt) overlying 0.1m of possible redeposited natural (mid orangey brown sandy gravelly silt). This in turn sealed a thin layer of concrete 0.05m thick which overlay natural mid orangey brown sandy clay with gravels (borehole data from the vicinity indicate that this deposit continued down to at least 3.5m below ground level).
Trench 2 (Plate 2)
This trench was 14.3m long, 1.8m wide and up to 0.83m deep, orientated approximately northeast-southwest. No archaeological finds or deposits were located in this trench. The stratigraphy encountered consisted of 0.08m of brick paving, overlying 0.1m of sand base, which sealed 0.15m of dark grey hoggin. This covered a further layer, 0.25m thick, of pale red/pink hoggin with a geotextile mesh between the two, and a further mesh layer below the pink hoggin. Directly under this last mesh was 0.25m of mid/dark orangey brown silty sandy clay (possibly natural geology) which sealed a mid/dark orangey brown sandy gravel, interpreted as the natural geology.
Finds

No archaeologically relevant finds were encountered during this evaluation.
Conclusion

The nature of the stratigraphy encountered in both trenches, and in particular the lack of any surviving subsoil layers, suggests that the area has been truncated/landscaped in the modern period, with the possible loss of any archaeological remains which may have been previously present. However, the relative flatness of the area, coupled with the height similarity with areas outside the site suggests that the truncation may have been fairly shallow so it is possible that any larger/deeper features would have survived this truncation: although none were observed. Above the natural geology, only modern imported material remains. The results of the evaluation suggest the proposed development would have little or no archaeological impact.
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APPENDIX 1: Trench details

0m at South or West end
	Trench 
	Length (m)
	Breadth (m)
	Depth (m)
	Comment

	1
	8.1
	1.8
	0.65m
	0–0.3m Topsoil (dark brown sandy silt); 0.3–0.4m Redeposited natural (mid orangey brown sandy gravelly silt); 0.4–0.45m concrete; 0.45–0.55m natural geology (mid orangey brown sandy clay with gravels) Plate 1

	2
	14.3
	1.8
	0.83m
	0–0.08m brick paving; 0.08–0.18m sharp sand; 0.18–0.31m hoggin (dark grey stone); 0.31–0.56m hoggin (red/pink stone); 0.56–0.81m subsoil (mid orangey brown silty sandy clay); 0.81m+ Natural geology (mid/dark orange-brown sandy gravel) Plate 2
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Figure 2. Detailed location of site.
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