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BINFIELD PARK FARM

ARCHAEDLOGICAL ASSESGMENT

An archaeclogical assessment of the site was underteken 1
Jure/July 1787 by the Oxford Archasclogical YUnit on behalf of
Bryant Homes and Beazer Homes to provide information for an
application site for residential develupment, hotel, golf course
and distribution road.

The application site occuples approximately 89 ha and comprises
deposits of London clay and Plateauw Gravel. TDpGgraphicall? the
site is gently undulating with land-use including aress of
arable, pasture and woodland.

Arehacological Hackground N

The majority of the non~wooded parts of the application site have
been fieldwalked as part of the East Berkshire fArchagological
Durvey . Three concentrations of artefacts indicated that at
least three prehistoric sctivity centres A-C (Fig 1) exnisted in
the north-westerm part of the application area. Sherds of Roman
pottery from D and E hinted st the possibility of & small Roman
site existing in the area. -

Ferial photégraphS indicated the possibility of an enclasure (F)
in the south-western corner of the application area.
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The assessment was carried ocul by & combination of shovel-test
_sampling and machine cut trenches.

The shovel-~tesit sampling involved 30cm square holes excavated Gy
hand in rows 10m apart and spesced every 10m. The rows were
staggered. The modern ploughsoll was excavated and then sleved
using & lom mesh.

The tremches were ercavated by 360° excavator using a 6 foot
diteching bucket., Hand ercavation of features was carried ocut o
gstablisk thelir ityme, condition and date range.

Soils

The topsoil and modern ploughsoils were & clay loam containing
¢.3% flint pebbles. They were «.20-25cms thick, and overlay
London olay. Weathering of the upper part of the clay had
occurred on the slightly higher ground. The aresa around C (Fig -
1) had extensive patches of flint pebbles in the top of the clay.



The rorth end of Trench 101 contained deposits of hillwash up
to 23cm. This was the only colluvial deposit found within the
assessment areq.
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£ield Boundaries — Trenches 12-14, 47, 429, §3%, 56, 67 (Fig.1)

Evidence of an sarlier field system was inditated by the presence
of several boundary/drainage ditches mainly in the eastern part
af the assessment area. The dark (in comparison with the Homan
and prehistoric ) fills and the presence of brick and tile
indicate a medieval or post-medieval date for this garlier
system.

Relic stream course — Trenches 37-39

An old course of the river was found in the north end af Tremnch
38 Overlying this in Trench 38 and seen in other trenches
extending to the lime of the "drain” (marked on 05 map runhing
NW~SE across the field) was a layer of gravel and clay loam
containing pust-medigval brick and tile. This is interpreted as
a dump of material tv raise the level of the lower—-lying area
bhordering the river.

Prehistoric activity — Trenches 1,2 23-25 (Fig 2).

Afpproximately mid-wsy along Trench 1, the bottom of two sl l
pits were located. Pit 1/3 was <.20cm in giameter and Socm deep.
Pit 1/4 was oval in shape, 16-20cm across with again only the
bottom Scm having survived recent ploughing. The western end of
Trench 2 contained another small pit c.28%cm in dismeter and lécm
deep. The 111 of the two pits in Treme-h 1 was made up of H0-
70 % burmt flimt fragments while the pit in Trench 2 cantained
occasiornal pieces of burnt flint and mogerate amournts of charcosl
flecks. The burnt flint is indicative of use in the prehistoric
period.

Additiocral tremches 23-25 were excavated to establish the extent
of this archaesoclogical sctivity. Mo features were located In
these trenches.

Recent Activity — Area F ~ Trenches 3-8

The enclosure—-like feature seen on the aerial photographs was
located in Trernches % and 7. A ditch-like disturbance 12m Trom
the east end of Trench % had beern machine dug and backfilled
mechanically. A layer of heavily disturbed clay and clay loam

Cewternded westwards for c.30m into Trench 7. The disturbed layer

contained post-medieval tilew end the activity in this ares mus L
be modern.
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The shovel-test sampling produced 37 fragments of medieval or
post-medieval tile and brick and &6 small sherds of post-medieval
pottery. These are consistent with manuring of fields in these
pericds. In addition 2 flint flakes and 24 pieces of burnt flint
were found. See Fig.II for a plot of the results of sampling.

Roman Cccupation. Area E. Trenches 34-37, 33-56 (Fig 3).

Two parallel Roman ditches were discovered inm Trench 33, These
ditches were c.i13m apart and orientated NE-SW. The rmorthern
gitch was further located in Trench 34. These ditches were

c.1.30m wide at the top and 60-70cm deep. Both ditches contained
guantities of ist-2rnd century AD pottery. :

Additional features were encountered in this area. South of the
Roman ditch in Trench 34 was a shallow post hole while two pits
were found in Trench 36. These pits' {(one cutting the other)
contained scorched materisl arnd a small guantity of lst-Zno
cerrtury AD pottery. One pit was 70cm in diasmeter and SUrviveso
to a depth of 25cm while the other (later) was smaller at 40cm
irn diameter and l10cm deep. A pussible pit was excavated in
Tremnch 33. Two pileces of triangular loomweight were recovered
from features in this area. '

1

This area of Roman activity , in the form of features, did not
appear to externd into Trenches 37, S4-356.

Eviderce of land clearance in the form of scorched flint arid
gravel in the top of the subsoil was apparent in Trerch 34, It
may or may not have been associated with the Roman acltivity.

The shovel-test sampling produced 20 fragments of medieval or
post-medieval tile and brick ard 1 medieval sherd. These are
comsistent with manuring @f fields in these periods. The two
pieces of burnt flint recovered may Have been associated with the
Cland clearance. (Gee fig 10 for plot)

Undated &Archascloglical Features -~ Trenches 44, 52, 68 {(Fig 4.

' t

A possible post hole was excavated in Tremnch 44. It was oval in
shape {(45x33cm) and 1Scm deep. ar area of root disturbance was
found at the east end of the tremch and the excavated feature
may have been the result of root penetration.

Trench 52 contaired twe features which again may have been the
result of root penetration and land cleEsrasnce. An oval feature
(52/%) 70cm long and ldcm deep lay partly under the side of the
trench. 1t had sides of S0-60° amd an irregular bottom. The
£i1]1 eopntained scorched earth and large amounts of charcoal.
B0cm to the south was & small circular patch of charcoal staining
17cms in diameter extending écm into the top of the clay subsoil.



In the extreme west end of Trench 68 was a pit. It was only
discermible from Llhe surrounding clay subsocil by the large
quartity of burnt flimt fragments (25% of the fill). The ecges
wiEre near vertical amd it had a flimt bottom. It lay partly
under the side of the trench, and was c.b60cm lomg and 8Bom deep.

Prehisteric Aresa A Trenches 90, Y5, 100.

Mo archagological festures were identified inm the machime-cut
trenches.

Jhe shovel test sampling produced 2 flint flakes and 7 Tragments
of burnt Flint from the 60 sample holes, In addition there were
14 pieces of tile and brick, 3 sherds of Post Medieval pottery,
i sherd of medieval date, 1 fragment of glass and L piece of bone
{(recent from the condition). For a plot of these Tinds see Fig
%. The topsuil depth varied from 8~20cm.

Prehistoric Area B
fgain no archaeclogical Teatures were fournd in the trenches
- ercavated in this area.

The shovel-test sampling produced 5 flicmtes amd 20 fragments of
Burmt Tlint from the 62 test pits. I addition there were 11
fragments of tile and brick, 1 post-medieval sherd and 1 glass
fragment. See Fig &6 for a plot of the results. The topsoil.
thickness varied from l12-24cm.

Area 1

This sample area was designed to test recovery rates in an ares
away from the concentrations of flintwork found by fieldwalking
in Areas Ay, B and C. The shovel—test sampling produced 4 flimts

cand 3 pieces of burnt flint for the prehistoric periocd while 19
fragments of tile and brick result from field marmuring in the
medieval and post-medieval periods. The top soil thickness
varied between 17 to Z24cm.(Fig 7).

Prehistoric fArea C ~Trenches &4-66 {(Fig 4)

One archaeclogical feature was found inm this area. Within trerch
&4 was the beottom {(Jom deep) of & small pit or post hole. Oval
i shape (13 X 3bom) it had been disturbed by & plough Turrow.

The shovel-test sampling from &2 test pits produced 2 flint
Flakes and 8 pieces of burst flint. The proximity to Park Farm
may account for the high amount of tile anmd brick recovered - 76
pimces. In addition 2 post-medieval sherds angd 3 fragments of
clay pigeEon were recovered. The topsoil degth varied from 17-
25 cm.



Area D (Fig. 4}

Part of a small pit was found in Trench 76. The ercavated part
was 98cm long and Z4cm deep. ThHe i1l was of sandy clay loam
with freguent charcoal flecks.

The shovel-test sampling designed to investigate the presence
of 2 Reman sherds in the material recovered from fieldwalking
failed to recover any additional material from this pericd. The
results of the sampling are: tile and brick 37, post—medieval
pottery 11, medieval pottery 3, flint 3, burnt flint 1C, glass
%, stopper for glass bottle 1. See Fig.9 for plot of’ the
results. The topscoil depth varied from 17-2Gcm.

Area H

The one hectare area of shovel-test pitting produced 80 tile and
brick fragments. There was also 1 sherd of medieval date and 2
of post-medieval date along with 2 pieces of post-medieval glass,
a nail of uncertain date and 3 fragments of ‘clay pigeon.
Prehistoric activity was indicated by the presence of a flint
flake, 2 flint chips and 11 pieces of burnt Tlinmt, The bBurnt
flint however may have beern associated with a period of land
“learance. See Fig 12 for plot.

Other topsoil finds

T =

One Roman sherd was recovered from the topscil of Trench 59 im
Area E while one post-medieval sherd was found in Trench 52,
Prehistoric flintwork was recovered from Trench 60 {large flake),
6% (retouched flake and & core), 69 (flake), 87 {large Tlake),

88 {(scraper) and Trench 95 {(retouched blade). The topsoil of

Trench 88 conteired lumps of chalk and the flint may have been
Cassociated with the socurce of the chalk (& post-prehistoric
import).

Woodland

THe woods were examined for traces of possible earthworks. There
were none present.

Summaty

1) A& small area of Roman activity of the lst 2nd century AD
exists in Area E.

2) The remains of a seemingly small scale prehistoric activity
barely survive in the area of Trenches 1 and 2.

%) The feature seen on the aerial photographs at F is modern.
i) Archasological features were not found to accompany  the
results of the field walkimg in Areas A and B.

i



3) The remainsg of one small pit was found 1in Area C, where
fieldwalking indicated a site of prehistoric activity.

=8 One undated pit was loceted in Area D where figldwalking
recovered two sherds of Roman pottery.

73 Elements of a medieval and post-medieval field system were
located in the eastern part of the assessment area.

8) L.ow density archasclogical activity across the large are
of the assessment site are indicated by isclated pits and ii
of prehistoric flintwork.

P} The shovel-test sampling does not conclusively confirm
fieldwalking results. If the findings of the sampling in Areas
A, B and € are taken to confirm prehistoric activity then other
prehistoric activity can be sald to have oucurred in Areas F, I
ard D.

3 Moore
nfath
fugust 19389.



Appendis 1. Features

T

Trench Type shape Frofile E Dia Replh Date
1/3 pit oval shallow C.23 0.05 prer.
174 pxt oval shallow .11 0.05 7preh.
2/3 pit round steEEs 0.29 0,16 Ppreh.
w/4 ditch lirnear 5.50 * Modern
7 disturbance 25m 0.14 Modern
1273 ditch | limear Y 5,00 0.45 Med /PM
15373 ditch limear shallow 2.80 .27 Med/PM
14/3 ditch linear flat btm.| 5.00 0.55 Med /P
34/3 ph round shallow 0.3 0.06 Roman
34/4 ditch linear 5 1.24 0.56 Roman
35/3‘ 7pit round flat btm.; 2.10 .18 Romar
3674 pit round V 0.72 0.25 Roman
J67G pit round v 0.38 0,10 Roman
3 dirain limear Modern
38 stream linear Med/PM
44/3 7ph/pit oval steep 0.43 .15 -

47 ditch linear flat btm.| 1.00 0.18 Med/PM
48 silage clamp | ' Modern
49 ditch linear flat btm:| 2.00 0.43 Med/PM
52/ 7pit oval shallow 0.70 0.14 -

32/4 ?pit round shallow Q.17 0.06 -

S3/3 gitch linear - .85 Romear
23374 diteh lingar v 1.30 0.60 Roman
533/6 ditch linear - 1.20 - Med /FPM
SH/3 ditch linear flat btm,}; 2.00 0.26 Med/PM
6473 ph/pit oval shallow 0.3 0.03 Zpreh.
68/ 3 pit round 5hail$w ¢.80 0.08 ?prely.,
&9/ 3 diteh linear - 3.00 - Med /PN
7673 pit round steep ¢.98 0.24 -




blade

Appendin Topseil Finds
Trench Material Type Date
34 ceramic pottery Roman
432 Fiint burnt -
o2 ceramic potlery Post-Med
L0 flint Tlake TNep/EBA
63 flimt core -
&3 flinmnt retouched -

Tlake
‘é? flinmt flake PNeo/EBA
87 flint flake 7Neo/EBA
84 Tlint scyrapper Neo/EBAR
99 flint retouehed PNeo/EBA
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