SITESUMMARY SHEET
97 /50 Aston Eyre Hall Farm

GSB SURVEY No. 97/50 NGR SO 65339416
SMR / NAR No. N/A COUNTY Shropshire
SITE TYPE Medieval Hall / Manor House

DESCRIPTION  Aston Eyre Hall farmhouse encompasses a building that was once a gatehouse. This gate led to a
medieval hall, which itself survives as a barn.

PERIOD ?14th century AD onwards

GEOLOGY 571b Bromyard Association. Well drained reddish fine silty soils over shale and siltstone. Some

& SOILS well drained coarse loamy soils over sandstone. Soils of England and Wales, Sheet 3, South East
England.

LAND-USE Farmyard/ garden lawn

SURVEY TYPE Resistance Fluxgate Gradiometer

INSTRUMENT Geoscan RM15 Geoscan FM36

SAMPLEINT 1.0m

TRAVERSEINT 1.0m

METHOD Zig-zag Scanning only

SURVEY AREA 0.2ha 400m*

SUMMARY OF RESULTS

Two small areas were surveyed in detail during the course of Time Team investigations at Aston Eyre. The first covered
a farmyard to the south and east of the main barn / medieval hall; the second survey area comprised a lawn lying east
of the farmhouse / gatehouse. It was hoped that the former might help in deciding whether a moat surrounded the
complex. Survey over the latter area was intended to identify an original road leading to the gatehouse. Unfortunately
the geophysical results were not very clear, though this was due to the nature of the site rather than any shortcoming of
the technique. Although a band of low resistance readings was identified south of the barn, trial excavation merely
revealed a thick deposit of waterlogged clay, with no signs of an infilled moat ditch. To the east of the gatehouse there
were hints of a possible road surface in the data but the results were not totally convincing and they were never tested
by excavation.

SURVEY START 27th June 1997 REPORT DATE 16th September 1998
SURVEY END 29th June 1997 AUTHOR J Gater
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Geophysical Survey: Aston Eyre Hall Farm

SURVEY RESULTS -97/50

Survey Areas (Figure 1)

Two detailed survey blocks, Areas 1 and 2, were investigated by resistivity and by limited scanning with a
fluxgate gradiometer.

The survey was tied in by RCHME who retained the location information.

Display

Figures 2 and 3: Grey-scale images of the data from Areas 1 and 2 at a scale of 1:500.

Results
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Letters in parentheses refer to anomalies highlighted on the grey-scales (Figures 2 and 3)
Areal

The primary aim of the survey in this area was to see if there was any geophysical evidence for a putative moat
that is thought to have surrounded the medieval site. A secondary aim was to try to locate any buildings in the
farmyard that were possibly associated with the manor house.

There were two main complications for the geophysical work. First, the small areas available for survey, and
second, the fact that over the years numerous farm buildings are recorded as having been erected in the farmyard.
Both these factors made interpretation of the results difficult as it was hard to assess the background (geological)
levels. Two additional probe separations were, therefore, employed in an attempt to penetrate to greater depths
than is normally possible with the conventional 0.5m spacing.

A band of low readings (A) was recorded to the south of the track (Figure 2), though its interpretation was
uncertain. The results could have indicated the waterlogged fill of a moat ditch or an area of increased runoff
adjacent to the track and an earthen bank. A trial excavation revealed thick clay deposits which were not evident
in the trench to the north of the track, however, there were no suggestions of a ditch feature. The extent of
waterlogged clay accounted for the observed readings.

At the south east corner of the barn there was an area of high readings (B) most clearly visible in the 0.5m and
1.0m probe configurations. The results suggest a concentration of building rubble, or similar, perhaps associated
with a collapsed building, but not having any substantial foundations. The high readings have all but disappeared
in the 1.5m survey.

As a contrast to the above, high readings at (C) and (D) become more prominent in the deeper probe settings. In
the case of (C) the results could be associated with a dipping brick surface that was excavated in a trench dug
between the survey grid edge and the barn. It is not known why there should be high readings at (D) though
given the apparent lack of shape or form to the anomaly a geological explanation would seem likely.

Copyright: GSB Prospection For the use of: Time Team




Geophysical Survey: Beauport Park
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Area2

The main farmhouse incorporates elements of a building interpreted as being a gatehouse to the medieval manor.
However, there is no evidence for a road leading to the site; it was hoped that a resistance survey would identify
such a feature.

Once again the small area available for survey has hindered the survey, but some positive results were obtained.

The clearest anomaly is a high resistance linear (E) which runs directly to the front door of the farmhouse.
However, scanning with a gradiometer indicated that the line coincided with a service main leading to the
building and this fact was confirmed by the owners of the property who identified it as an electricity cable. The
relatively shallow nature of the feature is confirmed by the absence of any anomalies in the wider probe
configurations.

To the south of this anomaly is a peculiar curving band of high resistance readings (F) that appears road-like in
the shallow setting but more geological in the deeper probe configuration. It is possible that the results could
indicate a road surface sitting on a geological ridge but clearly such an interpretation is tentative. Unfortunately
the results were not tested by excavation.

Conclusions

4.1

42

Unfortunately the nature of the ground conditions at Aston Eyre resulted in the geophysics contributing little
to the archaeological interpretation of the medieval complex. The survey failed to find any clear evidence for a
moat ditch. However, it was decided during the course of the Time Team investigations that the site probably
never had a moat. Similarly, although the geophysical evidence for a road leading to the gatehouse was only
tentative, the results were never seriously tested.

Despite the archaeological limitations, the general results are interesting in that they have identified a few
anomalies that are only visible in the data sets from different probe separations. Some of the features are clearly
near surface, like the presumed building rubble and the electricity cable, while others are relatively deep such as
the dipping brick surface. The work demonstrates the benefits of taking multiple readings from small survey areas
where there is a potential complex of buried features.
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