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Non-Technical Summary 
 
Context One Archaeological Services carried out an archaeological desk-based appraisal, field evaluation 
and archaeological monitoring and recording relating to land adjacent to Seaton Cemetery, Colyford Road, 
Seaton, Devon (centred on NGR SY 25181 91963) in January 2011. The works formed part of a staged 
programme of archaeological investigation that commenced with a geophysical survey. The project was 
commissioned and funded by East Devon District Council and managed by Mr Doug Rudge (Countryside 
Contracts Officer). 

The requirement for the archaeological works was made by the Local Planning Authority (East Devon District 
Council) on the advice of Ms Cressida Whitton (Archaeological Officer, Devon County Historic Environment 
Service) as a condition of granting planning permission for the change of use from agricultural land to 
cemetery and nature reserve. 
 
The Site is recorded in close proximity to a number of recorded archaeological events, most notably a 
purported deserted medieval village to the north and 18th century saltworks to the south. 
 
The field evaluation revealed two intercutting ditches, a post hole, a probable buried soil horizon and 
possible stake holes in two trenches at the northern end of the proposed cemetery extension. The ditches 
were the only features to be positively dated and these are ascribed to the Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age 
periods.  
 
Notwithstanding the discovery of isolated finds in the vicinity of the Site, the evaluation has demonstrated 
the first real evidence of prehistoric settlement activity in this particular area, and as such, represents a 
new discovery. No evidence of the purported deserted medieval village or the 18th century saltworks 
surrounding the Site was found. 
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1. Introduction 

1.1 Context One Archaeological Services Ltd (COAS) carried out an archaeological desk-based appraisal, 
field evaluation and archaeological monitoring and recording relating to land adjacent to Seaton 
Cemetery, Colyford Road, Seaton, Devon (centred on NGR SY 25181 91963) (hereafter referred to as 
the Site) in January 2011. The works formed part of a staged programme of archaeological 
investigation that commenced with a geophysical survey (ARCA 2010). The project was commissioned 
and funded by East Devon District Council and managed by Mr Doug Rudge (Countryside Contracts 
Officer). 
 

1.2 The requirement for the archaeological works was made by the Local Planning Authority (East Devon 
District Council) on the advice of Ms Cressida Whitton (Archaeological Officer, Devon County Historic 
Environment Service (HES)) as a condition of granting planning permission for the change of use from 
agricultural land to cemetery and nature reserve (Planning application ref. 10/0461/FUL). 
 

1.3 In a Brief for a ‘Staged Programme of Archaeological Investigation/Mitigation and Monitoring and 
Recording of Groundworks’, dated 17 December 2010, Ms Whitton stated: 

 
“The cemetery extension/nature reserve & car park (including access) development (Phase 2), lies in an 
area of high archaeological potential demonstrated by the presence of earthworks – identified through 
aerial photography – that may indicate a deserted settlement (medieval) in the area. In addition the two 
hides and excavation area of reed bed and pond to create hedgebanks on the floodplain of Colyford Common 
(Phase 1 – completed), also lie within an area of high palaeoenvironmental and archaeological potential, 
demonstrated by a recent coring project. Groundworks for the proposed developments may expose and 
destroy archaeological, palaeoenvironmental or artefactual evidence associated with archaeological activity 
in the Axe Estuary.” 

 
1.4 Prior to the commencement of the works, COAS submitted a Written Scheme of Investigation for a 

Staged Programme of Archaeological Works: Land adjacent to Seaton Cemetery, Colyford Road, 
Seaton, Devon (Milby 2011), which provided a strategy for the investigation. This was submitted to 
and approved by Ms Whitton prior to the commencement of the works. 
 

1.5 The request for the archaeological work follows advice given by Central Government as set out in 
Planning Policy Statement (PPS) 5: Planning for the Historic Environment (2010); and the Local 
Development Framework Policy on Archaeology. 
 

1.6 This report summarises the topographical, geological and archaeological/historical setting of the 
Site, and presents the results of this stage of the programme of works. 

 
2. Site Location, Topography and Geology 

2.1 The Site is situated just beyond the north-eastern edge of Seaton to the east of Colyford Road and to 
the north of Marsh Lane (Figure 1). The western boundary of the Site is defined by the eastern 
extent of Seaton Cemetery with open fields to the north and east. The Site falls from c.9m-3m above 
Ordnance Datum (aOD) from north to south and c.8m-6m aOD from west to east.  
 

2.2 According to the British Geological Survey (2011), there is no superficial (drift) geology. The 
underlying solid geology comprises the Branscombe Mudstone Formation. 
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3. Desk-based appraisal 

3.1 An archaeological desk-based appraisal was first carried out to place the Site into its historic and 
archaeological context and to assist the positioning of field evaluation trenches. The appraisal 
principally involved a trawl of the Devon Historic Environment Record (HER) for archaeological events 
within a 500m radius of the Site; a study of historic maps including the Tithe Map and Apportionment 
from the 1830s/40s and Ordnance Survey maps from the late 19th century; and aerial photographs 
held by the Devon County HES.  
 

3.2 In this instance, several grey literature reports relating to previous archaeological work in the 
immediate environs were also consulted including extracts from a recent report on a geophysical 
survey of the Site that formed the first stage of works (ARCA 2010).  
 

3.3 The HER comprises 8 entries for archaeological events within 500m of the Site and span the 
prehistoric to Modern periods. A summary of these records and the location of each event are 
represented in Figure 1. There is only one record for the Site itself and this relates to an isolated 
discovery of a prehistoric fishtail-shaped flint scraper (item 4, Figure 1). However, two sites just 
outside the development area are of particular note, and relate to a purported deserted medieval 
village to the north and post-medieval saltworks to the south. The earthwork remains relating to the 
disappeared medieval village in ‘Flete Meadow’ (item 3, Figure 1) show on RAF aerial photographs 
from the late 1940s in the adjacent field to the north but more prominently in the next field 
northwards. Certainly, evidence of tracks and field/plot boundaries are distinguishable. The 
saltworks to the south (item 5, Figure 1) are referred to as ‘upper’ or ‘Whitecross’ saltworks and 
were first documented in 1733 but went out of use in 1756. The works survive today as a series of 
embanked areas. 
 

3.4 Map regression of historic maps from the first half of the 19th century showed that the Site formed 
part of agricultural field system as it still does today. The Historic Landscape Characterisation for the 
area defines this system as probably deriving from fields first enclosed during the medieval period. 
Up until the development of the cemetery, the Site formed part of a single field extending to 
Colyford Road. Both the northern field boundary and the southern boundary alongside Marsh Lane 
have been in existence since at least the 1830s. A field boundary shown as defining the eastern side 
of the field until at least 1936 has since been removed to create a larger unit. 



 

 

Figure 1. Site setting and relevant archaeological landscape 
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4. Methodology 

4.1 The field evaluation was carried out in accordance with the Standards and Guidance for 
archaeological evaluation published by the Institute for Archaeologists (IfA) in 1995 (revised 1999). 
Archaeological monitoring and recording was carried out in accordance with the Standards and 
Guidance for an Archaeological Watching Brief published by the Institute of Field Archaeologists (IfA) 
in 1995 (revised 1999). COAS adhered to the Code of Conduct issued by the IfA in 1985 (revised 2000), 
and Code of Approved Practice for the Regulation of Contractual Arrangements in Field Archaeology 
(1990, revised September 2000), at all times during the course of the investigation. Current Health 
and Safety legislation and guidelines were followed on Site.  
 

4.2 Ms Whitton carried out a monitoring visit to the Site on 26 January 2011. 
 
Field Evaluation 

4.3 The field evaluation was carried out over two days between 26 and 27 January 2011 and consisted of 
four machine and hand excavated trenches in the positions suggested in the Written Scheme of 
Investigation. Given the lack of clear geophysical anomalies to target, the trenches were located to 
provide an even spread across the Site. Each trench measured 10m long x 1.5m wide and was laid out 
using a TopCon GRS-1 GPS unit pre-configured with co-ordinates to mark the corners of each trench 
(Figure 2). In order to fully characterise two intercutting ditches discovered during the evaluation 
itself, Trench 1 was extended at the eastern end encompassing an area measuring 4.40m x 1.50m. 
 

4.4 A tracked 3600 machine equipped with a 1.5m wide toothless (grading) bucket was used to remove 
topsoil and subsoil under the supervision of COAS archaeological staff. Machine excavation continued 
to the top of archaeological features, or natural geology in sterile trenches. All trenches were 
cleaned using hand tools in order to understand the site stratigraphy and aid the identification of 
archaeological features. 
 

4.5 All deposits were recorded using standard COAS pro-forma recording sheets and a “Harris-Winchester 
matrix” diagram. Soil colours were recorded using a Munsell soil colour chart. A representative 
profile of the general deposit sequence in each trench was recorded using standard COAS evaluation 
trench sheets. Archaeological features were recorded on COAS pro forma context sheets with plans 
drawn at a scale of 1:20 and sections at 1:10. A photographic record of the work was prepared and 
involved the sole use of digital images. This included photographs of each trench in plan, 
representative trench sections, archaeological features, and general working shots to illustrate the 
nature of the archaeological investigation. 
 

4.6 Following completion of the evaluation and prior to backfilling, the trenches were re-surveyed with a 
TopCon GRS-1 GPS unit to record the location and altitude of the trenches and archaeological 
features relative to the National Grid and Ordnance Datum.  

 
Archaeological monitoring and recording 

4.7 Machine excavation was carried out over the area of the proposed car park and access road (635m²) 
over two days between 24 and 25 January 2011. A tracked 3600 machine equipped with a 1.5m wide 
toothless (grading) bucket was used to remove topsoil and subsoil to a maximum depth of 0.20m 
under the supervision of COAS archaeological staff. 



 

 
Figure 2. Detailed site setting showing location of evaluation trenches, archaeological features and phase 1 geophysical survey results 
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5. Results 

5.1 In the text, context numbers for cuts appear in square brackets, e.g. [1004]; layer and fill numbers 
appear in standard brackets, e.g. (1002).  

 
5.2 Trench 1 (Figure 3) 

Excavation revealed a horizontal sequence of dark reddish brown (2.5YR 3/4) topsoil (100) and sub-
soil (101) of a similar hue (2.5YR 3/3) overlying natural, yellowish red (5YR 4/6) silty clay (102) that 
was reached at 0.38m below the ground surface. All these deposits had varying quantities (up to 30%) 
of small to medium flint nodules A 3.00m long section of ditch [103] running roughly north to south 
was exposed cutting the natural (102) at the eastern end of the trench. A 0.80m wide section 
excavated against the northern baulk showed this to be 1.57m wide and 0.31m deep (maximum) with 
sloping sides and an undulating base. The ditch was filled with a single dark reddish brown (2.5YR 
3/3) silty clay deposit with flint nodules (104) that included several worked flint pieces and pottery 
sherds. A further section of the ditch [107], this time measuring 1.28m wide and up to 0.60m deep 
was excavated against the southern baulk and included similar material in the fill (108). The ditch 
section here cut a separate ?curvilinear ditch [105] running north-east to south-west. A 0.68m wide 
section excavation showed this to have a sharply sloping profile on its eastern edge and an undulating 
base that was 0.25m deep (maximum). The western edge of the ditch had been removed by ditch 
[107]. The ditch was filled with a single deposit (106) similar to context (104) that also included 
several worked flint pieces and pottery sherds. A rectangular post hole [109] was cut into the base of 
ditch [103] on its eastern side. This measured 0.20m x 0.12m and 0.20m deep with a large stone set 
in the bottom and was filled with a single, dark reddish brown (2.5YR 3/4) silty clay (110) that 
included a piece of wood. Possible stake holes were also located immediately east of [109] and along 
the eastern edge of ditch section [107].   
 

5.3 Trench 2 
Excavation revealed a horizontal sequence of topsoil (200) and sub-soil (201) deposits, similar in 
character to those encountered in Trench 1, overlying a possible palaeosol (203), 0.20m thick. This 
deposit was composed of a dusky red (2.5YR 3/2) silty clay matrix with 20% small/medium flint 
nodules, incorporating patches of charcoal flecking and two flint blades. Natural geology (202) was 
reached at 0.47m below the ground surface. 

5.4 Trench 3 
Excavation revealed a horizontal sequence of topsoil (400) and sub-soil (401) deposits overlying 
natural geology (402) at 0.62m below the ground surface. The deposit sequence was similar in 
character to those in Trench 1. No archaeological features were exposed and no finds were 
recovered. 

5.5 Trench 4 
Excavation revealed a horizontal sequence of topsoil (300) and sub-soil (301) deposits overlying 
alluvial (302) and gravel (303) above natural geology (304) at 0.38m below the ground surface. The 
deposit sequence was similar in character to those in Trench 1.No archaeological features were 
exposed and no finds were recovered. 

5.6 Car park and access road monitoring 
Machine excavation revealed a horizontal sequence of topsoil, 0.10m thick, overlying sub-soil that 
was excavated to a depth of 0.10m deep before formation level was reached. The character of both 
deposits was similar to those encountered in the evaluation trenches. No archaeological features 
were exposed and no finds were recovered. 



 
 

 

Figure 3. Plan 1 and sections 1,2 and 3 
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6. The Finds 

6.1 The evaluation produced a modest assemblage of pottery fragments and worked flint pieces, the 
majority of which were confined to the ditch sections in Trench 1.  

Ceramics 
6.2 Six sherds (12g) of Early Bronze Age grog-tempered pottery were recovered from context (106), with 

an additional sherd (12g) possibly deriving from a Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age collared urn 
(Mepham, pers comm.). Two similar sherds (2g) of Early Bronze Age pottery were collected from 
context (104), along with a fragment of Brick (18g) which is considered intrusive. All the pottery 
sherds were small and heavily abraded. 

Flint by Kayt McConnell 
6.3 Twelve pieces of flint were collected, deriving from four contexts. The majority (eight fragments) 

are chronologically indistinct heavily abraded/damaged pieces, two from context (104) and four from 
context (106). However, one of the fragments from (106) can be identified as a recorticated scraper 
of unidentifiable date. Two further artefacts, a heavily abraded linear blade (203) with 
multidirectional ridges to the dorsal face and a single piece of flint (108) with a small amount of 
retouch to one lateral edge, cannot be ascribed to a particular period of manufacture or use. 

6.4 Of the four remaining artefacts, three can be ascribed to periods of manufacture/use. Context (106) 
contained three artefacts of Beer flint, all with cortex evident (30%, 40% and 5% respectively). Two 
of these are large primary flakes, the first having two scraping edges/wide notches, one to a lateral 
edge and one to the ventral end. There is also evidence that this may have been used as a hammer. 
The second has three notches and partial ridges to the dorsal surface. Both are combination tools of 
the Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age. The third artefact in this context is a straight edged secondary 
flake, with a small amount of cortex on the platform. With no retouch visible this can be identified 
as a small fragment of manufacturing debitage. Context (203) contained a portion of snapped blade 
with the proximal end intact. With multidirectional ridges to the dorsal face and partial retouch to 
one lateral edge, this is most likely to be of Mesolithic date. 

Wood 
6.5 A small piece of ‘fresh’ wood was found in the base of post hole [109] and is likely to be modern. 

 

7. Discussion and Conclusions 

7.1 The archaeological field evaluation revealed two intercutting ditches, a post hole, a probable buried 
soil horizon and possible stake holes in two trenches at the northern end of the proposed cemetery 
extension. The ditch fills, where they were sectioned, incorporated a small assemblage of Early 
Bronze Age pottery and worked flint with one sherd of pottery possibly from a Late Neolithic collared 
urn. The ditches clearly relate to successive phases of construction and probably served as 
boundaries but whether they formed settlement enclosures or field boundaries, it is not possible to 
say at this stage. However, the presence of artefactual material in the ditch sections, albeit in 
modest numbers, perhaps suggests that these features lay close to a focus of activity and therefore 
relate to settlement boundaries rather than defining field units. It is tempting to speculate that the 
post holes and possible stake holes further represent prehistoric activity although the discovery of a 
piece of ‘fresh’ wood in the post hole might suggest a more modern, and coincidental explanation. 
The exposure of a possible buried soil, despite lacking corroborative dating, could also be of 
prehistoric date given its stratigraphic position and suggest in certain areas at least, later agricultural 
activity has not removed a potentially rich ‘seam’ of archaeological interest. 
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7.2 Notwithstanding the discovery of isolated finds in the vicinity of the proposed cemetery extension, 

the evaluation has demonstrated the first real evidence of prehistoric settlement activity in this 
particular area, and as such, represents a new discovery. The chronology of finds compares well with 
the discovery of 34 pieces of worked flint found on alluvial deposits during an archaeological 
evaluation approximately 1km to the north of the Site (HER 74317) and appears to attest to wider 
zone of activity during this phase of the prehistoric period. No evidence of the purported deserted 
medieval village or the 18th century saltworks surrounding the Site was found. 
 

7.3 Clearly, there is a high potential to encounter further, and perhaps more intensive, prehistoric 
activity around trenches 1 and 2, and given the depths of excavation required for interments, such 
work will undoubtedly destroy the archaeological remains that have now been confirmed. A suitable 
mitigation strategy will therefore need to be formulated that will reflect a re-design of the extension 
in that area of the Site to allow preservation in situ or where this is not possible, preservation by 
record through controlled archaeological excavation. As the excavation of trenches 3 and 4 showed 
these to be archaeologically sterile, it is perhaps reasonable to suggest that this is representative of 
the southern half of the site at least, and as such, would be of no further interest. 

8. Archive 

8.1 The site archive is currently held at the offices of Context One Archaeological Services Ltd and 
consists of 49 digital images in .jpg format, 2 section drawings and 1 plan on stable drawing media, 
and the written paper record – including 4 evaluation trench sheets, 10 context sheets, graphics 
register, photographic register, levels register, 2 groundwork methodology sheets and a day record. 
The archive will be prepared to comply with guidelines set out in Standards in the Museums Care of 
Archaeological Collections (Museum and Galleries Commission 1992) / Management of Archaeological 
Projects 2 (English Heritage 1991). Arrangements will be made to deposit the archive with Somerset 
County Museums Service within 12 months following the submission of this report. 
 

8.2 Copies of this report will be deposited in paper and electronic format with:  
 
East Devon District Council 
Council Offices 
Knowle 
Sidmouth 
Devon 
EX10 8HL  

Historic Environment Service  
Devon County Council 
Environment, Economy and Culture 
Directorate 
Matford Offices 
County Hall 
Exeter 
 EX2 4QW 
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	3.1 An archaeological desk-based appraisal was first carried out to place the Site into its historic and archaeological context and to assist the positioning of field evaluation trenches. The appraisal principally involved a trawl of the Devon Historic Environment Record (HER) for archaeological events within a 500m radius of the Site; a study of historic maps including the Tithe Map and Apportionment from the 1830s/40s and Ordnance Survey maps from the late 19th century; and aerial photographs held by the Devon County HES. 
	3.2 In this instance, several grey literature reports relating to previous archaeological work in the immediate environs were also consulted including extracts from a recent report on a geophysical survey of the Site that formed the first stage of works (ARCA 2010). 
	3.3 The HER comprises 8 entries for archaeological events within 500m of the Site and span the prehistoric to Modern periods. A summary of these records and the location of each event are represented in Figure 1. There is only one record for the Site itself and this relates to an isolated discovery of a prehistoric fishtail-shaped flint scraper (item 4, Figure 1). However, two sites just outside the development area are of particular note, and relate to a purported deserted medieval village to the north and post-medieval saltworks to the south. The earthwork remains relating to the disappeared medieval village in ‘Flete Meadow’ (item 3, Figure 1) show on RAF aerial photographs from the late 1940s in the adjacent field to the north but more prominently in the next field northwards. Certainly, evidence of tracks and field/plot boundaries are distinguishable. The saltworks to the south (item 5, Figure 1) are referred to as ‘upper’ or ‘Whitecross’ saltworks and were first documented in 1733 but went out of use in 1756. The works survive today as a series of embanked areas.
	3.4 Map regression of historic maps from the first half of the 19th century showed that the Site formed part of agricultural field system as it still does today. The Historic Landscape Characterisation for the area defines this system as probably deriving from fields first enclosed during the medieval period. Up until the development of the cemetery, the Site formed part of a single field extending to Colyford Road. Both the northern field boundary and the southern boundary alongside Marsh Lane have been in existence since at least the 1830s. A field boundary shown as defining the eastern side of the field until at least 1936 has since been removed to create a larger unit.
	/

	4. Methodology
	4.1 The field evaluation was carried out in accordance with the Standards and Guidance for archaeological evaluation published by the Institute for Archaeologists (IfA) in 1995 (revised 1999). Archaeological monitoring and recording was carried out in accordance with the Standards and Guidance for an Archaeological Watching Brief published by the Institute of Field Archaeologists (IfA) in 1995 (revised 1999). COAS adhered to the Code of Conduct issued by the IfA in 1985 (revised 2000), and Code of Approved Practice for the Regulation of Contractual Arrangements in Field Archaeology (1990, revised September 2000), at all times during the course of the investigation. Current Health and Safety legislation and guidelines were followed on Site. 
	4.2 Ms Whitton carried out a monitoring visit to the Site on 26 January 2011.
	Field Evaluation
	4.3 The field evaluation was carried out over two days between 26 and 27 January 2011 and consisted of four machine and hand excavated trenches in the positions suggested in the Written Scheme of Investigation. Given the lack of clear geophysical anomalies to target, the trenches were located to provide an even spread across the Site. Each trench measured 10m long x 1.5m wide and was laid out using a TopCon GRS-1 GPS unit pre-configured with co-ordinates to mark the corners of each trench (Figure 2). In order to fully characterise two intercutting ditches discovered during the evaluation itself, Trench 1 was extended at the eastern end encompassing an area measuring 4.40m x 1.50m.
	4.4 A tracked 3600 machine equipped with a 1.5m wide toothless (grading) bucket was used to remove topsoil and subsoil under the supervision of COAS archaeological staff. Machine excavation continued to the top of archaeological features, or natural geology in sterile trenches. All trenches were cleaned using hand tools in order to understand the site stratigraphy and aid the identification of archaeological features.
	4.5 All deposits were recorded using standard COAS pro-forma recording sheets and a “Harris-Winchester matrix” diagram. Soil colours were recorded using a Munsell soil colour chart. A representative profile of the general deposit sequence in each trench was recorded using standard COAS evaluation trench sheets. Archaeological features were recorded on COAS pro forma context sheets with plans drawn at a scale of 1:20 and sections at 1:10. A photographic record of the work was prepared and involved the sole use of digital images. This included photographs of each trench in plan, representative trench sections, archaeological features, and general working shots to illustrate the nature of the archaeological investigation.
	4.6 Following completion of the evaluation and prior to backfilling, the trenches were re-surveyed with a TopCon GRS-1 GPS unit to record the location and altitude of the trenches and archaeological features relative to the National Grid and Ordnance Datum. 
	Archaeological monitoring and recording
	4.7 Machine excavation was carried out over the area of the proposed car park and access road (635m²) over two days between 24 and 25 January 2011. A tracked 3600 machine equipped with a 1.5m wide toothless (grading) bucket was used to remove topsoil and subsoil to a maximum depth of 0.20m under the supervision of COAS archaeological staff.

	5. Results
	5.1 In the text, context numbers for cuts appear in square brackets, e.g. [1004]; layer and fill numbers appear in standard brackets, e.g. (1002). 
	5.2 Trench 1 (Figure 3)
	Excavation revealed a horizontal sequence of dark reddish brown (2.5YR 3/4) topsoil (100) and sub-soil (101) of a similar hue (2.5YR 3/3) overlying natural, yellowish red (5YR 4/6) silty clay (102) that was reached at 0.38m below the ground surface. All these deposits had varying quantities (up to 30%) of small to medium flint nodules A 3.00m long section of ditch [103] running roughly north to south was exposed cutting the natural (102) at the eastern end of the trench. A 0.80m wide section excavated against the northern baulk showed this to be 1.57m wide and 0.31m deep (maximum) with sloping sides and an undulating base. The ditch was filled with a single dark reddish brown (2.5YR 3/3) silty clay deposit with flint nodules (104) that included several worked flint pieces and pottery sherds. A further section of the ditch [107], this time measuring 1.28m wide and up to 0.60m deep was excavated against the southern baulk and included similar material in the fill (108). The ditch section here cut a separate ?curvilinear ditch [105] running north-east to south-west. A 0.68m wide section excavation showed this to have a sharply sloping profile on its eastern edge and an undulating base that was 0.25m deep (maximum). The western edge of the ditch had been removed by ditch [107]. The ditch was filled with a single deposit (106) similar to context (104) that also included several worked flint pieces and pottery sherds. A rectangular post hole [109] was cut into the base of ditch [103] on its eastern side. This measured 0.20m x 0.12m and 0.20m deep with a large stone set in the bottom and was filled with a single, dark reddish brown (2.5YR 3/4) silty clay (110) that included a piece of wood. Possible stake holes were also located immediately east of [109] and along the eastern edge of ditch section [107].  
	5.3 Trench 2
	Excavation revealed a horizontal sequence of topsoil (200) and sub-soil (201) deposits, similar in character to those encountered in Trench 1, overlying a possible palaeosol (203), 0.20m thick. This deposit was composed of a dusky red (2.5YR 3/2) silty clay matrix with 20% small/medium flint nodules, incorporating patches of charcoal flecking and two flint blades. Natural geology (202) was reached at 0.47m below the ground surface.
	5.4 Trench 3
	Excavation revealed a horizontal sequence of topsoil (400) and sub-soil (401) deposits overlying natural geology (402) at 0.62m below the ground surface. The deposit sequence was similar in character to those in Trench 1. No archaeological features were exposed and no finds were recovered.
	5.5 Trench 4
	Excavation revealed a horizontal sequence of topsoil (300) and sub-soil (301) deposits overlying alluvial (302) and gravel (303) above natural geology (304) at 0.38m below the ground surface. The deposit sequence was similar in character to those in Trench 1.No archaeological features were exposed and no finds were recovered.
	5.6 Car park and access road monitoring
	Machine excavation revealed a horizontal sequence of topsoil, 0.10m thick, overlying sub-soil that was excavated to a depth of 0.10m deep before formation level was reached. The character of both deposits was similar to those encountered in the evaluation trenches. No archaeological features were exposed and no finds were recovered.
	/

	6. The Finds
	6.1 The evaluation produced a modest assemblage of pottery fragments and worked flint pieces, the majority of which were confined to the ditch sections in Trench 1. 
	6.2 Six sherds (12g) of Early Bronze Age grog-tempered pottery were recovered from context (106), with an additional sherd (12g) possibly deriving from a Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age collared urn (Mepham, pers comm.). Two similar sherds (2g) of Early Bronze Age pottery were collected from context (104), along with a fragment of Brick (18g) which is considered intrusive. All the pottery sherds were small and heavily abraded.
	6.3 Twelve pieces of flint were collected, deriving from four contexts. The majority (eight fragments) are chronologically indistinct heavily abraded/damaged pieces, two from context (104) and four from context (106). However, one of the fragments from (106) can be identified as a recorticated scraper of unidentifiable date. Two further artefacts, a heavily abraded linear blade (203) with multidirectional ridges to the dorsal face and a single piece of flint (108) with a small amount of retouch to one lateral edge, cannot be ascribed to a particular period of manufacture or use.
	6.4 Of the four remaining artefacts, three can be ascribed to periods of manufacture/use. Context (106) contained three artefacts of Beer flint, all with cortex evident (30%, 40% and 5% respectively). Two of these are large primary flakes, the first having two scraping edges/wide notches, one to a lateral edge and one to the ventral end. There is also evidence that this may have been used as a hammer. The second has three notches and partial ridges to the dorsal surface. Both are combination tools of the Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age. The third artefact in this context is a straight edged secondary flake, with a small amount of cortex on the platform. With no retouch visible this can be identified as a small fragment of manufacturing debitage. Context (203) contained a portion of snapped blade with the proximal end intact. With multidirectional ridges to the dorsal face and partial retouch to one lateral edge, this is most likely to be of Mesolithic date.
	6.5 A small piece of ‘fresh’ wood was found in the base of post hole [109] and is likely to be modern.

	7. Discussion and Conclusions
	7.1 The archaeological field evaluation revealed two intercutting ditches, a post hole, a probable buried soil horizon and possible stake holes in two trenches at the northern end of the proposed cemetery extension. The ditch fills, where they were sectioned, incorporated a small assemblage of Early Bronze Age pottery and worked flint with one sherd of pottery possibly from a Late Neolithic collared urn. The ditches clearly relate to successive phases of construction and probably served as boundaries but whether they formed settlement enclosures or field boundaries, it is not possible to say at this stage. However, the presence of artefactual material in the ditch sections, albeit in modest numbers, perhaps suggests that these features lay close to a focus of activity and therefore relate to settlement boundaries rather than defining field units. It is tempting to speculate that the post holes and possible stake holes further represent prehistoric activity although the discovery of a piece of ‘fresh’ wood in the post hole might suggest a more modern, and coincidental explanation. The exposure of a possible buried soil, despite lacking corroborative dating, could also be of prehistoric date given its stratigraphic position and suggest in certain areas at least, later agricultural activity has not removed a potentially rich ‘seam’ of archaeological interest.
	7.2 Notwithstanding the discovery of isolated finds in the vicinity of the proposed cemetery extension, the evaluation has demonstrated the first real evidence of prehistoric settlement activity in this particular area, and as such, represents a new discovery. The chronology of finds compares well with the discovery of 34 pieces of worked flint found on alluvial deposits during an archaeological evaluation approximately 1km to the north of the Site (HER 74317) and appears to attest to wider zone of activity during this phase of the prehistoric period. No evidence of the purported deserted medieval village or the 18th century saltworks surrounding the Site was found.
	7.3 Clearly, there is a high potential to encounter further, and perhaps more intensive, prehistoric activity around trenches 1 and 2, and given the depths of excavation required for interments, such work will undoubtedly destroy the archaeological remains that have now been confirmed. A suitable mitigation strategy will therefore need to be formulated that will reflect a re-design of the extension in that area of the Site to allow preservation in situ or where this is not possible, preservation by record through controlled archaeological excavation. As the excavation of trenches 3 and 4 showed these to be archaeologically sterile, it is perhaps reasonable to suggest that this is representative of the southern half of the site at least, and as such, would be of no further interest.

	8. Archive
	8.1 The site archive is currently held at the offices of Context One Archaeological Services Ltd and consists of 49 digital images in .jpg format, 2 section drawings and 1 plan on stable drawing media, and the written paper record – including 4 evaluation trench sheets, 10 context sheets, graphics register, photographic register, levels register, 2 groundwork methodology sheets and a day record. The archive will be prepared to comply with guidelines set out in Standards in the Museums Care of Archaeological Collections (Museum and Galleries Commission 1992) / Management of Archaeological Projects 2 (English Heritage 1991). Arrangements will be made to deposit the archive with Somerset County Museums Service within 12 months following the submission of this report.
	8.2 Copies of this report will be deposited in paper and electronic format with: 
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