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SUMMARY

In September 2005 Foundations Archaeology undertook a programme
archaeological evaluation on land at College FieldshBian Oxfordshire (NGR: SP
4650 3940 (centred)). The project was commissioned by CP ke luaif of
J.J.Gallagher Ltd and Hallam Land Management Ltd.

The evaluation comprised the excavation and recordifaytyfeight 50m by 2m
trenches, two additional trenches were also excaws@art of the
contingency(Figure 2).

Archaeological features were restricted to a ditch saddullies located in Trench 23,
which have been provisionally dated to the Roman peNodstructural remains were
present within the evaluated area.

There was a general paucity of artefactual evidencesthe site. This was generally
restricted to a few sherds of modern china and glas® iploughsoil, which were not
retained. Several sherds of medieval pottery were egzedvrom Trench 19, 46 and
50, along with fragments of animal bone from Trench &Qpagh these are most
likely to have been imported to the site through manudAniiint arrowhead was also
recovered as a surface find 50m north of Trench 2.

The evaluation suggests that conditions for the presenvat archaeological deposits
across the site are generally moderate, with thepéirceof the field containing
Trenches 44 and 45 , where preservation conditions are Querall, the results
indicate that the area has low archaeological potewiih the exception of the area
around Trench 23.
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GLOSSARY OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL TERMS AND ABBREVIATIONS
Archaeology
For the purpose of this project, archaeology is takendan the study of past
human societies through their material remains frorhigt@ic times to the
modern era. No rigid upper date limit has been set, but 2@ is used as a
general cut-off point.
CBM
Ceramic Building Material.
Medieval
The period between the Norman Conquest (AD 1066)cand AD 1500.
Natural
In archaeological terms this refers to the undisturlagdral geology of a site.
NGR
National Grid Reference from the Ordnance Survey Grid.

OD

Ordnance datum; used to express a given height abovevekdA€©D Above
Ordnance Datum).

oS

Ordnance Survey.
Post-Medieval

Period fromcirca AD 1500 onwards.
Prehistoric

For the purpose of this report Prehistoric is defineloeigy the period prior to
the Roman invasion of AD43.

Roman

Period traditionally dated AD 43 wrca AD 410.
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1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

2.1

2.2

INTRODUCTION

This report presents the findings of an archaeologi@dliation undertaken by
Foundations Archaeology in September 2005 on land at Cdllelgks,
Banbury, Oxfordshire. The project was commissioned BWICon behalf of
J.J.Gallagher Ltd and Hallam Land Management Ltd.

Foundations Archaeology is certified to BS/EN/ISO 9001: 200Quality
assurance in the provision of archaeological servides.company is a
Registered Organisation with the Institute of Field Amblogists and
subscribes to that organisation’s Code of Conduct.efdvant IFA Codes of
Practice were adhered to throughout the course of thecproj

The Specification refers to two parcels of lande@*A and Area B) within the
wider site of College Fields, Bodicote, which is locabetween the A4620 and
the Oxford Canal on the south eastern outskirts of Bgnld he overall site is
centred on NGR: SP 4650 3940 and, within it; the two adjojpamgels of

land subject to evaluation are centred on NGR: SP 465 3@4 (8rand SP
466 382 (Area B).

This report confirms the results of the archaeologizaks.The project was
undertaken in accordance with t®andard and Guidance for Archaeological
Evaluations issued by the Institute of Field Archaeologists (1994 segVi
2001) and a Specification for Archaeological Trial TrengiICPM 2005). The
Specification itself was prepared in accordance withief Bsued by the
archaeological advisor to Oxfordshire County Council.

PROJECT BACKGROUND

An archaeological assessment of the site and theusding area was
undertaken by CPM (2001) and should be read in conjuntiortiigtineport.
The assessment demonstrated that there is evidenpes®ible prehistoric
monuments in the local area, dating from the Neoldhid Bronze Age
periods. Limited evidence of Roman and Anglo-Saxon setthe were
identified in the wider study area. Medieval and post-medlizansport routes
and associated structures were evident bordering th® $lte northeast and
southwest. There was little further evidence for @gtwithin the site area,
although a prehistoric stone tool was recovered duriitg aisit.

A geophysical (magnetometer) survey of the site wdsrtaken as a
preliminary phase of archaeological evaluation by Weskshire
Archaeological Services (WYAS) in January and Febra@fb. The survey
involved magnetic scanning over the whole site, fodldwy a selected detailed
survey. Scanning confirmed that changes in the magmatiground were
linked to changes in the underlying geology. Remains of @ahgefurrow were
identified in the east and southwest of the site aedlianomalies across the
site were interpreted as post-medieval field drains.higteest archaeological
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potential was identified in the central part of the wisige, outside of the area
of proposed development. This area is to be preservadasa of public
open space.

2.3  The study area therefore contained the potential @raaological features and
deposits, predominantly associated with the NeolithicBronze Age periods.
This did not prejudice the evaluation against the recovkdgata relating to
other periods.

3 AIMS

3.1  The aims of the archaeological evaluation were tioegdigh quality data from
the direct observation of archaeological depositsrdermoto provide sufficient
information to establish the nature, extent, presenvand potential of any
surviving archaeological remains; as well as to makemenendations for
management of the resource, including further archaealogarks if
necessary. In turn this would allow reasonable planéwisions to be taken
regarding the archaeological provision for the areast&t by the proposed
development.

3.2  These aims were achieved through pursuit of the folpgpecific objectives:

i) To define and identify the nature of archaeologicalod@s on site, and date
these where possible;

ii) To attempt to characterise the nature of theagological sequence and
recover as much information as possible about theagpatiterning of features
present on the site;

ii) To recover a well dated stratigraphic sequence acolvex coherent
artefact, ecofact and environmental samples.

4 METHODOLOGY

4.1  The project required the excavation of forty eight 5@mxrenches to
provide a sample of the proposed development area. Treditfieesd in their
precise location from those shown in the specificaiticorder to avoid
contraints on the ground, whilst in some cases thaseseme slight drift in the
locations of trenches predominantly due to the eadioval of hedgerows
and other boundary features. Trench 46 was relocatedid rmature trees
and Trench 47 was moved to avoid a main sewer. Tre@caed 24 were
located away from grazed areas. Final trench locadomshown on Figure 2.
A second phase of trenching comprising two 50m x 2m trenalas required,
these locations are also shown on Figure 2.
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4.2

4.3

5

Area B

5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

Topsoil and non-significant overburden was removetdddp of
archaeological deposits or natural, whichever was ememdhfirst. This was
achieved with the use of a mechanical excavator avithothless grading
bucket. Thereatfter, the trenches were cleaned anddilicanal excavation was
conducted by hand. Spoil tips were scanned by eye and witttal detector in
order to locate unstratified artefactual evidence.

All excavation and recording work was undertaken inraecee with the
Foundations Archaeology Written Scheme of Investigatiom Specification
issued by CPM and the Foundations Archaeology Techniaali 3:
Excavation Manual.

RESULTS

Trench 1 was aligned approximately northeast-southwest and veavabed
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a broamgerclay with
limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.46m (117.36m QD}Hemodern
ground surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (1@2kkeorange
brown silty clay subsoil, with occasional flint insions, up to 0.21m thick. The
subsoil was overlain by (101), a mid grey brown silty glloughsoil, up to
0.32m thick. No archaeological features were presentnititig trench.

Trench 2 was aligned approximately east-west and was excavatedien
natural substrates, which comprised a brown orangenayimestone brash,
at an average depth of 0.43m (117.60m OD) from the modern grotfades
The natural deposits were overlaid by (202), a dark oramyensilty clay
subsoil, with occasional flint inclusions, up to 0.22nckhiThe subsoil was
overlain by (201), a mid grey brown silty clay ploughsai,to 0.32m thick.

No archaeological features were present within teiscn. However a tanged
and barbed flint arrowhead provisionally given a Mekialitlate was recovered
as a surface find approximately 50m north of the eastaatrof this trench.

Trench 3 was aligned approximately north-south and was excavaitedtioe
natural substrates, which comprised a brown orangenlayimestone brash,
at an average depth of 0.45m (117.80m OD) from the modern grotfades
The natural deposits were overlaid by (302), a dark oramyensilty clay
subsaoil, with occasional flint inclusions, up to 0.22nekhiThe subsoil was
overlain by (301), a mid grey brown silty clay ploughsai,to 0.28m thick.
Ridge and furrow was present on a northeast-southwgstrant at intervals
of approximately nine metres. No other archaeolodgedlires were present
within this trench.

Trench 4 was aligned approximately northwest-southeast and vwavated
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a broamgeyyellow clay with
limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.51m (118.48m QD}Hemodern
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5.5

5.6

5.7

5.8

5.9

ground surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (40@ gellow

brown silty clay subsoil, with occasional flint insions, up to 0.28m thick. The
subsoil was overlain by (401), a mid brown silty clayuglosoil, up to 0.28m
thick. No archaeological features were present withigittench.

Trench 5 was aligned approximately east-west and was excavatedten
natural substrates, which comprised a brown orangedyellmy with limestone
brash, at an average depth of 0.49m (118.72m OD) from the mgaaimd
surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (502), geli@v brown silty
clay subsoil, with occasional flint inclusions, up t@%Im thick. The subsoll
was overlain by (501), a mid brown silty clay ploughagil,to 0.32m thick. No
archaeological features were present within this trenc

Trench 6 was aligned approximately north-south and was excavatedtioe
natural substrates, which comprised a brown orangedyelmy with limestone
brash, at an average depth of 0.48m (118.46m OD) from the mguamimnd
surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (602), geliav brown silty
clay subsoil, with occasional flint inclusions, up t@%Im thick. The subsoll
was overlain by (601), a mid brown silty clay ploughagi,to 0.27m thick. A
furrow aligned northeast-southwest was present at tithesm end of the
trench. No other archaeological features were pregénh this trench.

Trench 7 was aligned approximately northwest-southeast and vwavated
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a broamgeyyellow clay with
limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.39m (118.08m QD}Hemodern
ground surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (70@i gellow

brown silty clay subsoil, with occasional flint insions, up to 0.22m thick. The
subsoil was overlain by (701), a mid brown silty clayuglosoil, up to 0.22m
thick. No archaeological features were present withigittench.

Trench 8 was aligned approximately northeast-southwest and vavated
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a broamgeyyellow clay with
limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.48m (119.46m QD}Heomodern
ground surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (80@i gellow
brown silty clay subsoil, with rare flint inclusionsgp to 0.22m thick. The
subsoil was overlain by (801), a mid brown silty clayuglosoil, up to 0.35m
thick. No archaeological features were present withgittench.

Trench 9 was aligned approximately east-west and was excavatedten
natural substrates, which comprised a brown orangedyelmy with limestone
brash, at an average depth of 0.46m (119.26m OD) from the mgaaimd
surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (902), geli@v brown silty
clay subsoil, with occasional flint inclusions, up t@2m thick. The subsoill
was overlain by (901), a mid brown silty clay ploughagil,to 0.26m thick.
Two furrows on a northwest-southeast alignment wergsepteat an interval of
30 metres. No other archaeological features were pregtnt this trench.
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5.10 Trench 10was aligned approximately northeast-southwest and veavabed
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a broamgeyyellow clay with
limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.43m (118.59m QD}Hemodern
ground surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (1002} arange
brown silty clay subsoil, with occasional flint insions, up to 0.20m thick. The
subsoil was overlain by (1001), a mid brown silty clayuglasoil, up to 0.30m
thick. Ridge and furrow was present on a northwest-sosttlaignment at
intervals of approximately fifteen metres No otherthaeological features were
present within this trench.

5.11 Trench 11was aligned approximately east southeast-west nortlamdsivas
excavated onto the natural substrates, which compriegd gellow brown
clay with limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.4Q8112m OD) from
the modern ground surface. The natural deposits were ioMeyl§1102), a
mid yellow brown silty clay subsoil, with occasiofflalt inclusions, up to
0.21m thick. The subsoil was overlain by (1101), a mid brsitnclay
ploughsoil, up to 0.26m thick. Ridge and furrow was presentramta
northeast-south southwest alignment at intervals ofoeppately eight metres
No other archaeological features were present witlisritench.

5.12 Trench 12was aligned approximately northwest-southeast and veava&ted
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a midwdlt@wn clay with
limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.38m (117.85m QD}Hemodern
ground surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (1202} gellow
brown silty clay subsoil, with occasional flint insions, up to 0.19m thick. The
subsoil was overlain by (1201), a mid brown silty clayuglasoil, up to 0.28m
thick, which contained one sherd of 120" century china and a piece of
modern glass. No archaeological features were prestm wiis trench.

5.13 Trench 13was aligned approximately north northwest-south soutlaeas
was excavated onto the natural substrates, which ceadpai mid yellow
brown clay with limestone brash, at an average dejp@@m (118.49m OD)
from the modern ground surface. The natural deposits weréam by (1302),
a mid yellow brown silty clay subsoil, with occasibftiat inclusions, up to
0.19m thick. The subsoil was overlain by (1301), a mid brsitnclay
ploughsoil, up to 0.24m thick. No archaeological features wersent within
this trench.

5.14 Trench 14 was aligned approximately northeast-southwest and veava&ted
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a midwdlt@wn clay with
limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.42m (118.18m QD}Hemodern
ground surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (1402} gellow
brown silty clay subsoil, with occasional flint insions, up to 0.26m thick. The
subsoil was overlain by (1401), a mid brown silty clayuglasoil, up to 0.28m
thick. One furrow on a northeast-southwest alignmerst prasent. No other
archaeological features were present within this trenc
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5.15 Trench 15was aligned approximately northeast-southwest and veava&ted
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a midwdlt@wn clay with
limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.45m (117.77m QD}Heomodern
ground surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (1502} gellow
brown silty clay subsoil, with occasional flint insions, up to 0.22m thick. The
subsoil was overlain by (1501), a mid brown silty clayuglasoil, up to 0.28m
thick. One furrow on a northeast-southwest alignmerst prasent. No other
archaeological features were present within this trenc

5.16 Trench 16was aligned approximately northwest-southeast and veava&ted
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a midwdlt@wn clay with
limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.43m (118.25m QD}Hemodern
ground surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (1602} gellow
brown silty clay subsoil, with occasional flint insions, up to 0.22m thick. The
subsoil was overlain by (1601), a mid brown silty clayuglasoil, up to 0.25m
thick. Ridge and furrow was present on a northeast-sosthalignment at
intervals of approximately seven metres. No othelnagological features were
present within this trench.

5.17 Trench 17 was aligned approximately east-west and was excavatedien
natural substrates, which comprised a mid yellow broeywith limestone
brash, at an average depth of 0.39m (118.00m OD) from the mgua®rnd
surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (1702), getalv brown silty
clay subsoil, with occasional flint inclusions, up t@2m thick. The subsoill
was overlain by (1701), a mid brown silty clay ploughsgil,to 0.28m thick.
Ridge and furrow was present on a northeast-southwgstrant at intervals
of approximately eight metres. No other archaeolodgedlires were present
within this trench.

5.18 Trench 18was aligned approximately northwest-southeast and veava&ted
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a mid orfanoyen clay with
limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.40m (118.81m QD}Hemodern
ground surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (1808t ginkish
brown silty clay subsoil, with rare flint inclusionsgp to 0.12m thick. The
subsoil was overlain by (1801), a mid brown silt-clay plaeghup to 0.34m
thick, which contained two sherds of*2€entury china. No archaeological
features were present within this trench.

5.19 Trench 19was aligned approximately northwest-southeast and veava&ted
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a mid orfanoyen clay with
limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.40m (118.53m QD}Hemodern
ground surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (1908t ginkish
brown silty clay subsoil, with rare flint inclusionsgp to 0.10m thick. The
subsoil was overlain by (1901), a mid brown silt-clay plaeghup to 0.37m
thick, which contained one sherd of heavily abraded Matlgottery. No
archaeological features were present within this trenc
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5.20 Trench 20was aligned approximately east-west and was excavatedien
natural substrates, which comprised a mid yellow/orangerbclay with
limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.50m (119.58m QD}Hemodern
ground surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (2002} arange
brown silty clay subsoil, with rare flint inclusiongp to 0.26m thick. The
subsoil was overlain by (2001), a mid brown silt-clay plaeghup to 0.28m
thick. No archaeological features were present withigittench.

5.21 Trench 21was aligned approximately north northeast-south southtamets
was excavated onto the natural substrates, which ceadpai mid orange
brown clay with limestone brash, at an average dej@M@m (119.20m OD)
from the modern ground surface. The natural deposits weréaml by (2102),
a light pinkish brown silty clay subsoll, with rarenflinclusions, up to 0.15m
thick. The subsoil was overlain by (2101), a mid browtrctaly ploughsoil, up
to 0.29m thick. Ridge and furrow was present on a northsmsgheast
alignment at intervals of approximately nine metres.dther archaeological
features were present within this trench.

5.22 Trench 22 was aligned approximately east-west and was excavatedien
natural substrates, which comprised a mid yellow broeywith limestone
brash, at an average depth of 0.43m (118.80m OD) from the mguamimnd
surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (2202), araithe/yellow
brown silty clay subsoil, with rare flint inclusionsgp to 0.18m thick. The
subsoil was overlain by (2201), a mid to dark brown sif+@loughsoil, up to
0.25m thick. No archaeological features were presentnititig trench.

5.23 Trench 23 was aligned approximately east-west and was excavatedien
natural substrates, which comprised a mid orange/yelfowrbclay with
limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.35m (117.43m QD}Heomodern
ground surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (230&y arange
brown silty clay subsoil, with rare flint inclusionsgp to 0.26m thick. The
subsoil was overlain by (2301), a dark brown silt-clay plesaghup to 0.29m
thick. One furrow was present, on a northeast-southaligsiment, along with
three other archaeological features.

5.24 Feature [2303] was a north-south aligned shallow V-shajdd which cut
the natural deposits and was sealed by the subsoil. Idhevels visible for the
whole width of the trench, with a width of 1.4m and degth.26m. The ditch
contained a single fill (2304), which comprised a dark brplastic/compact
clay, with occasional limestone fragments and chasflsks. A quantity of -
2" century AD Roman pottery and four fragments of animnakbwere
recovered from the fill.

5.25 Feature [2305] was present east of ditch [2303] and consisaetbrtheast-
southwest aligned gully, which cut the natural substratésivas sealed by the
subsoil. The gully had a flat base, with steep sloping sidd was present for a
length of over 2.5m, with a width of 0.47m and depth of 0.20ma. f€ature
contained a single fill (2306), which comprised a dark ordémngen compact
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silty clay, with occasional limestone fragments ahdrcoal flecks. A small
sherd of possible Roman pottery was recovered frorfilthe

5.26 Feature [2307] was present east of ditch [2303] and gully [230%]oasisted
of a north-south aligned gully, which cut the natural sabss and was sealed
by the subsoil. The gully had a flat base, with stegpirg) sides and was
present for the width of the trench, with a width &2Zim and depth of 0.10m.
The feature contained a single fill (2308), which compra&eéark orange
brown compact silty clay, with occasional limestdragments and charcoal
flecks. A sherd of probable Late Iron Age-early Romattgog and a fragment
of CBM were recovered from the fill.

5.27 Trench 24 was aligned approximately north northwest-south soutlaeas
was excavated onto the natural substrates, which cesdpai mid
orange/yellow brown clay with limestone brash, at@eerage depth of 0.42m
(119.19m OD) from the modern ground surface. The natural depeesie
overlaid by (2402), a mid orange brown silty clay subsaih rare flint
inclusions, up to 0.22m thick. The subsoil was overlai(Pd{1), a dark
brown silt-clay ploughsoil, up to 0.29m thick. Ridge and furmeas present on
a northwest-southeast alignment at intervals of apmeately nine metres. No
other archaeological features were present withintéch.

5.28 Trench 25was aligned approximately north-south and was excavaitedtioe
natural substrates, which comprised a mid orange braynath limestone
brash, at an average depth of 0.47m (119.64m OD) from the mgamimnd
surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (2502), tadigkish brown
silty clay subsoil, with rare flint inclusions, up tdlBm thick. The subsoil was
overlaid at the southern end of the trench by (2503)ndayer of red brown
clay silt, which was present for a length of 3m, vaitthickness of 0.05m. This
layer most likely represents an earlier topsoil. Bimd the rest of (2502) was
then sealed by (2501), a mid brown silt-clay ploughsoil, up.38m thick. No
archaeological features were present within this trenc

5.29 Trench 26 was aligned approximately northwest-southeast and veava&ted
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a mid orfanoyen clay with
limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.49m (120.05m QD}Hemodern
ground surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (2608t ginkish
brown silty clay subsoil, with rare flint inclusionsgp to 0.17m thick. The
subsoil was overlaid at the southern end of the trep¢R603), a thin layer of
red brown clay silt, which was present for a lengtBrof with a thickness of
0.10m. This layer most likely represents an earlier tbpdais and the rest of
(2602) was then sealed by (2601), a mid brown silt-clay ploughpao
0.36m thick. No archaeological features were presentnititig trench.

5.30 Trench 27 was aligned approximately north-south and was excavaitedtioe
natural substrates, which comprised a mid orange braynath limestone
brash, at an average depth of 0.39m (120.48m OD) from the mgamimnd
surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (2702), tadigkish brown
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5.31

5.32

5.33

5.34

5.35

silty clay subsoll, with rare flint inclusions, up tdl@m thick. The subsoil was
overlain by (2701), a mid brown silt-clay ploughsoil, up 85t thick. Two
furrows on a northeast-southwest alignment were prese¢he northern end
of the trench at an interval of eleven metres. Neoarchaeological features
were present within this trench.

Trench 28 was aligned approximately east-west and was excavatedhen
natural substrates, which comprised an orange/yellowrbotay with

limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.38m (120.10m QD}Hemodern
ground surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (280 arange
brown silty clay subsoil, with occasional flint insions, up to 0.16m thick. The
subsoil was overlain by (2801), a mid brown silty clayuglasoil, up to 0.32m
thick. Ridge and furrow was present on a northwest-sosttlaignment, at
intervals of approximately eight metres No other aecl@gical features were
present within this trench.

Trench 29 was aligned approximately northeast-southwest and wasabed
onto the natural substrates, which comprised an oragiigeibrown clay with
limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.41m (120.55m QD}Hemodern
ground surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (290&y arange
brown silty clay subsoil, with occasional flint insions, up to 0.18m thick. The
subsoil was overlain by (2901), a mid brown silty clayuglasoil, up to 0.28m
thick. Ridge and furrow was present on a northwest-sosttlaignment, at
intervals of approximately nine metres No other agol@gical features were
present within this trench.

Trench 30was aligned approximately east-west and was excavatedhen
natural substrates, which comprised a mid yellow claly imhestone brash, at
an average depth of 0.44m (121.27m OD) from the modern groundesurfa
The natural deposits were overlaid by (3002), a mid yellmwhb silty clay
subsoil, with rare flint inclusions, up to 0.15m thick. Bubsoil was overlain
by (3001), a mid grey brown silty clay ploughsoil, up to 0.30icktiNo
archaeological features were present within this trenc

Trench 31 was aligned approximately northwest-southeast and wasabed
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a midwellay with limestone
brash, at an average depth of 0.43m (121.15m OD) from the mgamimd
surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (3102), getalv brown silty
clay subsoil, with rare flint inclusions, up to 0.15m khi€he subsoil was
overlain by (3101), a mid grey brown silty clay ploughagl,to 0.28m thick.
A furrow on a north-south alignment was present. Nemdnchaeological
features were present within this trench.

Trench 32was aligned approximately north-south and was excavaitecdtioe
natural substrates, which comprised a mid yellow claly imhestone brash, at
an average depth of 0.37m (121.12m OD) from the modern groundesurfa
The natural deposits were overlaid by (3202), a mid yellmwb silty clay
subsoil, with rare flint inclusions, up to 0.18m thick. Bubsoil was overlain
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by (3201), a mid grey brown silty clay ploughsoil, up to 0.28ktifwo
furrows on a northwest-southeast alignment were preatanh interval of
twenty three metres. No other archaeological featwsze present within this
trench.

5.36 Trench 33 was aligned approximately east-west and was excavatedhen
natural substrates, which comprised a mid yellow claly imhestone brash, at
an average depth of 0.45m (121.14m OD) from the modern groundesurfa
The natural deposits were overlaid by (3302), a mid yellmwb silty clay
subsoil, with rare flint inclusions, up to 0.13m thick. Bubsoil was overlain
by (3301), a mid grey brown silty clay ploughsoil, up to 0.28iok{lwhich
contained two sherds of #@0" century transfer printed china. Two furrows
on a northwest-southeast alignment were present,iateamal of eighteen
metres. No other archaeological features were prestmnn this trench.

5.37 Trench 34 was aligned approximately north-south and was excavaitedtioe
natural substrates, which comprised a mid yellow claly imhestone brash, at
an average depth of 0.39m (121.76m OD) from the modern groundesurfa
The natural deposits were overlaid by (3402), a mid yellmwb silty clay
subsoil, with rare flint inclusions, up to 0.19m thick. Bubsoil was overlain
by (3401), a mid grey brown silty clay ploughsoil, up to 0.26iek{which
contained three sherds of"26entury blue and white transfer chinaware and a
shard of modern glass. Ridge and furrow on a northwesheaasit alignment
were present, at intervals of approximately nine rsefi® other
archaeological features were present within this trenc

5.38 Trench 35was aligned approximately northeast-southwest and veavabed
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a midwellay with limestone
brash, at an average depth of 0.34m (121.72m OD) from the mgamimd
surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (3502), getalv brown silty
clay subsoil, with rare flint inclusions, up to 0.10m khi€he subsoil was
overlain by (3501), a mid grey brown silty clay ploughagl,to 0.26m thick.
Ridge and furrow on a west northwest-east northegstadint were present,
at an interval of approximately nine metres. No odrehaeological features
were present within this trench.

5.39 Trench 36 was aligned approximately east-west and was excavatedhen
natural substrates, which comprised a mid yellow claly imhestone brash, at
an average depth of 0.53m (122.01m OD) from the modern groundesurfa
The natural deposits were overlaid by (3602), a mid yellmwhb silty clay
subsoil, with rare flint inclusions, up to 0.13m thick. Bubsoil was overlaid
at the western end of the trench by (3603), a layezdbrown silty clay,
which was present for a length of 16m, with a thickieé€s25m. This layer
most likely represents an earlier topsoil. This and-¢isé of (3602) was then
sealed by (3601), a mid grey brown silty clay ploughsoil, up.28m thick,
which contained a two sherds of possible Bronze Ageepota few sherds of
modern pottery and CBM. Two furrows on a northwest-seaghalignment
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5.40

5.41

5.42

were present at the eastern end of the trench, withterval of fourteen
metres. No other archaeological features were prestmnn this trench.

Trench 37 was aligned approximately northwest-southeast and wasabed
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a midwellay with limestone
brash, at an average depth of 0.46m (122.49m OD) from the mgamimd
surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (3702), getalv brown silty
clay subsoil, with rare flint inclusions, up to 0.21m khi€he subsoil was
overlain by (3701), a mid grey brown silty clay ploughagl,to 0.27m thick,
which contained a few sherds of modern china. No aalbgical features
were present within this trench.

Trench 38 was aligned approximately east-west and was excavatedhen
natural substrates, which comprised a mid yellow claly imhestone brash, at
an average depth of 0.45m (122.54m OD) from the modern groundesurfa
The natural deposits were overlaid by (3802), a mid yellmwb silty clay
subsaoil, with rare flint inclusions, up to 0.14m thick. Bubsoil was overlain
by (3801), a mid grey brown silty clay ploughsoil, up to 0.26iocktA furrow
on a northwest-southeast alignment was present. Nw atbhaeological
features were present within this trench.

Trench 39 was aligned approximately east-west and was excavatedhen
natural substrates, which comprised a mid yellow claly imhestone brash, at
an average depth of 0.33m (123.10m OD) from the modern groundesurfa
The natural deposits were overlaid by (3902), a mid yellmwb silty clay
subsoil, with rare flint inclusions, up to 0.17m thick. Bubsoil was overlain
by (3901), a mid grey brown silty clay ploughsoil, up to 0.23oktiProbable
ridge and furrow on a northwest-southeast alignment pregent, at intervals
of approximately ten metres. No other archaeologestlires were present
within this trench.

Area A

5.43

5.44

Trench 40 was aligned approximately north-south and was excavatecdtioe
natural substrates, which comprised a light orange yalaywwith limestone
brash, at an average depth of 0.73m (96.38m OD) from the mgozund
surface. The natural deposits were overlaid by (4002), acdarie clay silt
subsoil, up to 0.40m thick. The subsoil was overlain by (4GDdurk grey
brown silty clay ploughsoil, up to 0.35m thick. No archagilal features were
present within this trench.

Trench 41 was aligned approximately north-south and was excavattecdtioe
natural substrates, which comprised a blue/grey orangenleiay, at an
average depth of 0.65m (96.31m OD) from the modern ground suffaee.
natural deposits were overlaid by (4103), a thin layer@ivh and orange sand
alluvium, which was only present for 10m at the nortlesrah of the trench,
with a thickness of 0.10m. This and the rest of the ahtl@posits were then
sealed by (4102), a mid brown orange clay silt subsoil, @p38m thick. The
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subsoil was then overlaid by (4101), a mid grey brown &lity ploughsoil, up
to 0.24m thick. No archaeological features were presehirvthis trench.

5.45 Trench 42was aligned approximately northeast-southwest and veava&ted
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a blueggesge clay, at a
depth of 0.65m (95.91m OD) from the modern ground surface at the
northeastern end and at a depth of 0.75m (97.93m OD)at thevsstern
end. The natural deposits were overlaid by (4202), a midrboyange clay silt
subsoil, up to 0.35m thick. The subsoil was overlain by (420f)id grey
brown silty clay ploughsoil, up to 0.38m thick. No archagilal features were
present within this trench.

5.46 Trench 43 was aligned approximately north-south and was excavaitedtioe
natural substrates, which comprised a blue/grey orangenleiay, at an
average depth of 0.65m (96.43m OD) from the modern ground suffaee.
natural deposits were overlaid by (4303), a thin layera@ivh and yellow sand
alluvium, up to 0.14m thick. This was then sealed by (4302)d drmwn
orange clay silt subsolil, up to 0.15m thick. The subsoiltivas overlaid by
(4301), a mid grey brown silty clay ploughsoil, up to 0.29m tHiok.
archaeological features were present within this trenc

5.47 Trench 44 was aligned approximately east-west and was excavatedépth
of up to 2m (96.80m OD at the eastern end and 99.98m at thermvestl)
from the modern ground surface. The trench contained ssicedayers of
modern dumping, this deposit was over 1.5m deep and was hoinedt This
was then sealed by (4402), a mixed yellow and orange s&ylyp to 0.94m
thick, which contained frequent inclusions of modern dedond appeared to be
imported material to seal the modern dumping. This wagimsealed by
(4401), a thin layer of dark brown clay silt topsoil, u®td4m thick. No
archaeological features were present within this trenc

5.48 Trench 45was aligned approximately northeast-southwest and veava&ted
to a depth of up to 1.9m (99.39m OD at the northeastern enticdn25m OD
at the western end) from the modern ground surface.réhett contained
successive layers of modern dumping, similar to TrenchhBideposit was
over 1.2m deep and was not bottomed. This was then $8a{¢802), a
mixed yellow and orange sandy clay, up to 1m thick, whiitained frequent
inclusions of modern debris and appeared to be importediah&beseal the
modern dumping. This was in turn sealed by (4501), a thin &fygark brown
clay silt topsoil, up to 0.14m thick. No archaeologicatdeas were present
within this trench.

5.49 Trench 46 was aligned approximately east northeast-west soutlamedsivas
excavated onto the natural substrates, which comprised grey orange clay,
at an average depth of 0.52m (97.17m OD at the eastern e88.84dh OD
at the western end) from the modern ground surface. dtueah deposits were
overlaid by (4602), a mid brown orange clay silt subsoitou@.23m thick,
which contained three abraded sherds of Roman potteeysibsoil was
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overlain by (4601), a mid grey brown silty clay ploughagl,to 0.30m thick.
No archaeological features were present within tkisch.

5.50 Trench 47 was aligned approximately east-west and was excavatedien
natural substrates, which comprised a blue/grey claydapth of 1.04m
(92.28m OD) from the modern ground surface at the eastdrarehat a depth
of 0.68m (94.49m OD)at the western end. The natural depbsits aastern
end were overlaid by (4704), an orange clay sand alluviuen,lap to 0.26m
thick, which continued for approximately 20m. This andrds of the natural
deposits were then sealed by (4703), a pale yellow grexsatay alluvium
layer, up to 0.31m thick. This was in turn sealed by (470&jiddrown
orange clay sand subsoil, up to 0.26m thick. The subsoilheasoverlain by
(4701), a dark brown sandy clay ploughsoil, up to 0.38m thick,hwhic
contained rare fragments of CBM. No archaeologicaufes were present
within this trench.

5.51 Trench 48was aligned approximately northeast-southwest and veava&ted
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a whitealmg, with sand
patches, at a depth of 0.47m (94.10m OD) from the modern grouades at
the northeastern end and at a depth of 0.70m (94.94m OD)sdutievestern
end. The natural deposits at the eastern end were idugylé4803), a pale
yellow grey clay sand alluvium layer, up to 0.17m thick. Tes in turn sealed
by (4802), a mid brown orange clay sand subsoil, up to 0.3@k fFine
subsoil was then overlain by (4801), a dark brown sanghptdaighsoil, up to
0.35m thick. No archaeological features were presentnatitig trench.

5.52 Two trenches were excavated as part of a contingeocgter to test the
extent of the Roman activity identified in Trench 23.

5.53 Trench 49was aligned approximately northeast-southwest and veavated
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a mid otgeligev brown clay
with limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.45m, 116.35fm@0he
modern ground surface at the northeastern end and 117.25mtld at
southwestern end. The natural deposits were overlaidd92], a mid orange
grey silty clay subsoll, with rare flint and occasidimaestone inclusions, up to
0.26m thick. The subsoil was overlain by (4901), a dark bignem silt clay
ploughsoil, up to 0.20m thick. Two furrows were present, narthwest-
southeast alignment. No other archaeological featuees present within this
trench.

5.54 Trench 50was aligned approximately northeast-southwest and veava&ted
onto the natural substrates, which comprised a mid otgeligev brown clay
with limestone brash, at an average depth of 0.33m, 115.51fro@0he
modern ground surface at the northeastern end and 117.02mtRd at
southwestern end. The natural deposits were overlaigd®2f, a mid
brown/grey clay silt subsoil, with rare flint and osicanal limestone inclusions,
up to 0.26m thick. The subsoil was overlain by (5001), a darnkribgrey clay
silt ploughsoil, up to 0.15m thick. One furrow was present aorthwest-
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6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5

7

southeast alignment, which contained five sherds ofdRopottery and a
fragment of animal bone. No other archaeologicalfest were present within
this trench.

CONCLUSION

The evaluation has identified that archaeologictlifea are present within the
site area, although they appear to be restricted toattkern edge of the
plateau in Trench 23, overlooking the valley. Small quastif archaeological
material were also recovered from Trenches 19, 46 and%@elbas an
unstratified prehistoric arrowhead north of Trench 2weleer, these remains
would not be unexpected over such a wide area and givenuitmeain
populations are known to have been settled in the wiger &ome material
may also have been imported to the site through manuring.

The features present in Trench 23 consisted of a shdéow ditch and two
small gullies. The gullies were of similar appearancefidsdall of which
appear to date to the earlier part of the Roman petiobuld seem likely that
the two gullies were contemporary and may intersectdm of the trench
boundary. These features could represent drainage chaitiesigh they did
not continue through to Trench 49. Ditch [2303] also did potioue through
to Trench 49 and so must either terminate or turn aégmmt to the north of
Trench 23. No structural evidence was present withiroatiye evaluated
areas.

The field which contained Trenches 44 and 45, appearedédokeen utilised
for landfill and may contain contaminated deposits.

Where evaluation trenches overlap with geophysisaltsethere is a direct
correlation for the orientation of the ridge and furrow

The results of the evaluation confirm low archagioéd potential for all areas
except within the vicinity of Trench 23. It should, hoise be noted that
unstratified flint implements have been recovered duhegea works and from
a site visit by CPM and, as elsewhere, the posgibilidiscrete, ephemeral
prehistoric deposits cannot be entirely discounted. Hewyelie topography
and geology of the site are unlikely to have been aiteato earlier
communities for settlement.
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APPENDIX 1: THE POTTERY by Dr Jane Timby

Introduction

The archaeological work resulted in a small assemblb8® sherds (276 g) of pottery
and one fragment of ceramic building material (CBM) friova trenches. Most of the
sherds, at least 31, date to the early Roman periodethender comprise one
medieval sherd, and three possible prehistoric sherdeneral the sherds were in
poor, well-fragmented condition with an overall aversigerd size of just 8 g. The
assemblage was scanned to assess its likely date andiepiant

Prehistoric

Two small joining grog-tempered basesherds were recofrenedT rench 36 which
may be from a Bronze Age vessel on the basis oftivakness, fabric and firing.
However, it should be noted that grog-tempered Roman sbanaks from the same
site and it is possible that these sherds are lateAge or early Roman. Similarly a
sherd of oolitic limestone tempered ware came fronrmdh&3 (2308), which may be
Iron Age or early Roman.

Roman

A group of 22 sherds was recovered from a single context (280%a further sherd
from (2306), three from (4602) and five unstratified sherd® ffoench 50. The
group from (2304) comprises a number of grog and grog and ginelkted ware
alongside wheelmade grey, sandy, necked jar which woulgplmal of the early
Roman period. The sherds from Trenches 46 and 50 are ektremall and not
closely datable other than Roman. It cannot be &s8oed whether these might be
contemporary with those from Trench 23. A small abrdsegiment of possible CBM
also came from (2308).

Medieval

A single sherd of green glazed jug of Brill-Boarstall tyyses recovered from Trench
19.

Further work

The present assemblage is too small and in too pomndition to merit any further
work.
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