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SUMMARY

Between the 4th May and 1ith June 2004, Oxford Archaeology {(OA)
undertook a field evaluation on land between Meath Green Lane and the
River Mole on the north-west outskirts of Horley, Swrrey. Further
trenching was undertaken along a proposed access route which ran west
of the River Mole to the A217 Reigaie Road.

The evaluation identified a significant late Iron Age to early Roman area
of setilement and associated field systems to the cast of the River Mole,
along with large number of post medieval pits.

No features of archaeological significance were identified along the
proposed access route, but the existence of a filled-in river meander
containing an alluvial sequence was confirmed immediately to the west of
the River Mole.

€ Oxford Archacological Unit Lid. July 2004, 1
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1  Location and Scope of Work

1.1.1  Oxford Archaeology {(OA) were commissioned by Landscape Design Associates on
behalf of Horley North West Consortium to undertake an archaeological evaluation
at Horley, Surrey. The investigations formed part of a pre-planning application
assessment of the proposed development site, and the resuits are to be incorporated
into an overall Environmental Impact Assessment report (EIA).

1.1.2  The Study Area comprised five fields to the west and south-west of Meath Green
Farm, Horley, bordered by the River Mole to the north and west. A proposed access
road running west of the River Mole to the A217 Reigate Road formed an additional
phase of evaluation (Fig. 1).

1.2 Geology and Topograply

1.2.1  The Study Area encompassed an area of ¢ 115 ha, sloped at a mild gradient towards
the east, and had a mean elevation of 55 m AOD. It is currently under the tenancy of
several farmers and was in part utilised as arable and grazing land. The majority of
the site is situated over Weald Clay with inlerspersed areas of river terrace gravel and
alluvial material {British Geological Survey, 1979, Sheet 283), with alluvial deposits
concentrated along the course of the River Mole and its associated tributary stream
system.

1.3 Archaeological and Historical Background

1.3.1  All work was carried out in accordance with a Written Scheme of Investigation
approved by Surrey County Council (OA 2004).

1.3.2  The majority of information regarding the development area has been collated
through the examination of information held by the Surrey Sites and Monuments
Record (SMR). There are limited references to the proposed development area within
the record although this does not dismiss the possibility of the existence of
previously unidentified archacology being present in the vicinity.

1.3.3 A single Neolithic polished axe fragment (SMR 872) was found in a field by a
strecam within the area to be covered by the EIA. The fragment was recovered in
1956 but was only reported by the person to whom the artefact had been left.
Therefore, although inferesting from the aspect of occupational continuity and
anthropogenic movement through the Surrey landscape, this singular piece is rather
unreliable as a single diagnostic artefact.

1.34  Although no archaecology pertaining to the prehistoric can be atiributed to the
immediate area of the development site, the possibility cannot be completely
dismissed. Bronze Age occupation has been recorded by Framework Archaeology at
Gatwick Airport (Framework, 2002) which is located ¢ 6 km to the south-west of
Horley along the course of the River Mole. Here ditch and pit aligniments were

€ Oxford Archacological Unit Ltd. July 2004. 3
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1.3.5

1.3.6

1.3.7

1.3.8

139

1.3.10

1.3.11

identified relating to Bronze Age ring ditches, settlement and ficld systems. This may
suggest a smaller but similar system in character to that exposed along the gravel
terraces of the Thames valley landscape to the north-west.

The main reference to the archacology at the Horley NW development is that of a
medieval moated enciosure (SMR 871). Excavations undertaken in 1963 produced
14" century pottery but little else. The enclosure was recorded as being orientated
NW-SE with approximate dimensions of 50 m x 45 m. The line of a former road or
track is visible along the southern side with the entrance potentially located on the
NW side of the enclosure. A remnant bank was previously recorded as visible along
the SE edge of the enclosure by the SMR record compiler. As this site appears to be
one that was well established it is likely that the area was well utilised prior to this
particular phase of the location.

A lime kiln has also been reported to exist within the western edge of the Horley NW
development area (SMR 405). It is described within the SMR as a kiln dating
between the 16" and 19" centuries, however the area if the kilns recorded location
was subject to a geophysical survey (GeoQuest Associates, 1999), however negative
results inferred the uncertainty of the SMR entry.

The examination of historic maps of the Horley area has enabled a securely identified
pattern of the development of the town since the 16" century. The carliest map
compiled by John Norden in 1594 records the existence of Horley as a small Hamlet.
The settlement was sustained by a ruraj economy based on agriculture, and remained
$0 up to the first half of the 19" century, (as shown by the Tithe Map of the Town of
Horley in 1846). This continued to be the case although the settlement had grown
slightly in the 250 years since Norden’s original map.

It has been communicated by one of the tenants of the area that the land has been
kept free draining through the mixed alluvial deposits via a sequence of herringbone
plan land drains regularly laid in 22 m intervals. These were rumoured to have been
laid by Napoleonic prisoners of war approximately 1.2 m below the ground surface
and are constructed from clay drains of diameters between 7 to 10 em.

By 1872, the 1% Edition Ordnance Survey Map showed a significant expansion
towards the south east of the town. It is possible that this provisional and significant
expansion of the Horley settlement was directly attributed to the increasing
commercial popularity of the London to Brighton Railway constructed in 1841.

During the 20" century the settlement area continued to expand within the
concentrated area of the south and east. This influx of the local population and of the
town plan can be associated with the desirability of the area with respect to the
London commuters’ catchment area. The increased development through the latter
half of the 20" century can be directly linked to the initial construction and
subsequent expansion of Gatwick Airport, located to the south-west of Horley town.

A Geophysical survey (Geoquest 1999) undertaken along the route of the proposed
access road west of the River Mole highlighted a possible infilled river meander at
the extreme east of the route with a possible ditch and bank feature approximately 50
m west of the river.

© Oxford Archacological Unit Lid. July 2004 4
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2 EVALUATION AIMS

2.1.1  The aims of the evaluation were to determine the location, extent, date, character,
and state of preservation of any archaeoclogical remains surviving on the site.

2.1.2  Attention was to be given to remains of ail periods. This was to include evidence for
past environments. Provision was made for environmental sampling.

2.1.3  The evaluation sought to clarify the nature and extent of any modern disturbance and
intrusion on the site.

2.1.4  An aim was to make available the results of the evaluation.

€ Oxford Archacological Unit Lad. July 2004, 5
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3 EVALUATION METHODOLOGY

3.1  Scope of Fieldwork

3.1.1 A 4% sample of the 125 ha site area was required. This entailed the excavation of
105 trenches 25 m in length and 2 m wide (Fig. 2). Two extra trenches were
excavated to clarify the nature of the archaeology at the extreme west of the site and
a third was excavated between trenches 41 and 51. These additional trenches were
excavated in agreement with Tony Howe, Archaeologist, Surrey County Council.

3.1.2 ‘The investigation work along the course of the proposed access route west of the
River Mole comprised the excavation of a further 13 trenches.

3.2 Fieldwork Methods and Recording

32.1 The trenches were surveyed in by Mouchels Lid using a total station theodolite
(TST). Levels were taken relative to Ordnance Datum.

3.2.2 The trenches were excavated using a 360° mechanical excavator fitted with a
toothless ditching bucket and directed by an archacological supervisor. Excavation
proceeded to the first archaeological horizon, or to the underlying natural geology,
whichever was reached first.

323 A representative sampie of the features revealed were excavated by hand to
determine their depth, extent and nature, and to retrieve finds and envirommental
samples. Where finds were visible in the surface of unexcavated features these were
retained, All features and deposits encountered were issued a unique context number.
The spoil tips were inspected visually for the presence of artefacts.

324 A plan was drawn of cach empty trench at a scale of 1:100 and of each trench with
archaeology at 1:50. Each excavated feature was recorded in section at 1:20 and one
metre wide sample sections of each trench were drawn at 1:20. Trenches and sections
were photographed using colour slide and black and white print film. Recording
followed procedures laid down in the 04 Fieldwork Manual (ed. D Wilkinson, 1992}

3.3  Finds

3.3.1 Finds were recovered by hand during the course of the excavation and bagged by
context in accordance with the O4 Fieldwork Manual (OA 1992).

3.4  Palaco-Environmental Evidence

3.4.1 Samples were faken from selected features to assess the likely preservation and
quality of environmental data pertaining to the environmental history of the local
area.

€ Oxford Archacological Unit Lid. July 2004, 6
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3.5 Presentation of Results

3.5.1 A general description of the soils and ground conditions is given. This is followed by
descriptions of the individual trenches and finds, with a brief discussion of the
results.

3.5.2 Details of individual contexts are given in Appendix 1.
4 RESULTS: GENERAL

4.1  Soils and Ground Conditions

41.1 The evaluation was carried out in generally fine and dry conditions. The
archaeological horizons encountered quickly dried out to a hard consistency and
weathering of the excavated surfaces made definition of more ephemeral features
difficult. Intermittent periods of rain quickly caused standing water to form
suggesting poor drainage.

4.1.2  The tenant farmers indicated that the site is prone to seasonal flooding.

4.2 The Stratigraphic Sequence

42.1  The site demonstrated a fairly uniform geology comprising alluvial ¢lay silt subsoils
of approximately 0.40 m thickness overlying drift deposits of heavily iron panned silt
clay and sandy silts with gravel.

422 Trenches closer to the River Mole to the west of the site were generally sandier than
elsewhere on the site. '

4.2.3  Wealden Clay was encountered in deep excavations of pits in Trenches 51, 58, 91
and 92 at approximately 1.40 m below the present ground surface.

424 No evidence was encountered during the evaluation to indicate any significant
plough damage of archaeological deposits. Preserved sequences of subsoil deposits
were recorded in trenches 51, 67 and 74 and the pottery recovered was generally only
marginally abraded.

5 RESULTS: DESCRIPTIONS

5.1 Distribution of Archaeological Deposits

5.1.1  The evaluation demonstrated there to be {five distinct concentrations of
archaeological features of Late Prehistoric and Roman date across the site.

5.1.2  These comprised as follows:

e Trenches 3, 5, 6 and 10 - 12, (Figs. 3-5) An area of heavily weathered and
leached features comprising ditches, pits and possible post holes to the north of
the site. The highly weathered nature of features in this area and the flints
recovered suggest a prehistoric daie.

€ Oxford Archacological Unit Lid. July 2004, 7
XAHODEVHorley NW Development\Reporis\Horley Eval Rep Final.doc



Oxford Archacology Horley North-West Development, Surrey

Archaeological Evaluation Report

52

52.1

52.2

523

524

525

o Trenches 21, 29 and 36. (Figs. 6-7) An arca to the east of the site with postholes
and ditches suggesting the location of prehistoric settlement Features in these
trenches were less ephemeral.

s Trenches 15-17, 23, 25,27, 40 - 44, 51 and 105. (Figs. 8-12) An area across the
centre of site with numerous ditch like features with some pits and postholes
suggesting a prehistoric agricultural landscape on the periphery of settlement.

e Trenches 81 - 82, 86 - 87, 93 - 96 and 100 - 101, (Figs. 13-17) An area to the
south of the site with a very dense concentration of ditch, pit and posthole
features of probable Late Iron Age date suggesting probable settlement.

o Trenches 46, 48 - 49, 56 - 60, 67 and 69, (Figs. 18-22) An area with ditches and
postholes from which Late Iron Age and Roman pottery was recovered.

No evidence was encountered for any significant post Roman use of the site until the
post medieval period. A total of 193 post medieval pits were identified within the
trial trenches across the southern half of the site, south of an approximate line from
Trench 50 through 51 to 74. Two post medieval ditches were investigated in Trench
74.

No significant archaeological features were identified on the road strip on the west
side of the River Mole. The presence of a probable ancient meander with an alluvial
sequence was identified in Trench 120.

Each of the separate areas of prehistoric and Roman activity will be discussed in turn
in the following trench descriptions followed by a description of the post medieval
features.

Trench Descriptions

Trenches 3, 5 - 6, and 10 - 12 (Figs. 4 and 5)

Trench 3 (Fig. 4)

A single feature, (304) was identified towards the centre of the trench. This
comprised a ditch terminal or pit running from under the southern edge of the trench
and sealed by the subsoil (302). The feature contained a single blue/grey silty clay
fill (305) containing two flints.

Trench 5 (Fig.4)

This trench contained four features (504, 506, 508 and 510.) All these features were
sealed by the subsoil (502.)

A shallow ditch (504) on a north - west, south - east alignment crossed the eastern
end of the trench, The single fill (505) of this feature was a very pale weathered silty
clay with mineral iron Jeaching from which flints were recovered.

An irregular pit like feature (506) was investigated. This was an irregular oval in
shape with well defined edges but an uneven base. The single fill (507) was a pale,

© Oxford Archacological Unit Ltd. fuly 2004, 8
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weathered silty clay from which a flint was recovered. The irregular shape and base
of this feature suggests that it may be a tree throw.

5.2.6 A narrow gully (508) entered the centre of the trench from under the northern edge
before terminating. This feature had a well defined V profile and contained a single
pale silty clay fill (509)

5.27 A small segment of a possible pit or ditch terminus (510) was identified at the
extreme eastern end of the trench. This feature had well defined edges and a flat
base. The single fill (511) was a pale greyish silty clay from which a fragment of
medieval pottery was recovered.

Trench 6 (Fig. 4)

5.2.8 This trench contained four features (603, 611, 613 and 613). All these features were
sealed by the subsoil (602).

329 A ditch like feature {605) crossed the trench on a west-north-west, east-south-east
axis. The edges of this feature were difficult to define on the surface of the trench but
became more even into the flat base. The main fill (604) was a pale blueish grey silty
clay into which probable rooting (607) and (609) had penetrated. A flint was
recovered from 604,

5.2.10 A pit or ditch terminus (611) was investigated where it entered the trench from under
the eastern edge. This feature was poorly defined on the surface of the trench but
became more even on excavation with steep sloping sides and a flat base. This
feature contained a single pale greyish silt clay fill (610).

5.2.11 A possible ditch like feature (613) was identified running approximately parallel to
ditch 605. This feature was poorly defined m plan and appeared to narrow to the
west. A land drain passed through 613 on a north west - south east alighment. The
single fill (612) of 613 comprised a pale bluish grey silty clay.

5.2.12 A posthole (615) truncated the southern edge of ditch 613 against the western side of
the trench.

Trench 10 (Fig. 5)

5.2.13 Eight features were identified in this trench (1004, 1006, 1008, 1010, 1012, 1014,
1016 and 1018), these were all sealed by the subsoil (1002). A land drain was
identified crossing the trench on a north-west, south-east alignment and a further
possible feature was investigated but identified as probable root action.

5.2.14 A shallow ditch (1004) crossed the trench on a west - east axis at the southern end.
This feature was very ephemeral in plan and contained a single very pale grey silty
clay (1005).

5.2.15 A second linear gully like feature (1016) crossed the trench on a roughly east - west
alignment. This was again very ephemeral in plan and had a single pale silty clay fill
(1017).

© Oxford Archaeological Unit Lid. July 2004, 9
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5.2.16 Four possible postholes were identified (1006, 1010 1012 and 1018). These were all
ephemeral in plan and very shallow when excavated but did have regular profiles.
1018 truncated gully 1016 on its northern edge and 1014 lay directly against the
southern edge of 1016. Otherwise there was no apparent alignment of these features
within the trench.

5.2.17 A shailow pit or ditch terminus (1008) was identified entering the trench {rom under
the eastern edge. This feature was again very ephemeral and contained a single pale
silty clay filt (1009)

Trench 11 (Fig. 5)

5.2.18 Two features (1104 and 1105) were identified within this trench. Both these features
were sealed by the subsoil (1102). A land drain crossed the trench on a north - west,
south - east axis.

5.2.19 A possible posthole (1104) was investigated. This feature was very ephemeral but
burnt flint and burnt bone was recovered during its excavation.

5220 A shatlow ditch (1103) crossed the trench on a north - south alignment. This feature
contained two fills. An initial slump of blueish grey silty clay (1106) lay against the
western edge suggesting the possibility of a bank to this side. A {lint was recovered
from this material. The ditch then gradually infilled with a very pale silty clay
material (1107) from which a further flint was recovered.

Trench 12 (Fig. 5)

5.2.21 A single pit or ditch terminus (1204) was identified against the eastern edge of the
trench scaled by the subsoil (1202). This feature contained a single fill (1205}, a pale
blueish grey silty clay.

5.2.22 Trenches 21, 29 and 36 (Figs 6 and 7).

Trench 21 (Fig. 7)

5.2.23 Five postholes (2104, 2106, 2108, 2110 and 2112) were identified at fairly regular
intervals on a rough west - cast axis along the trench. These postholes were fairly
uniform in shape and size and could all be part of the same structure. All these
features were sealed by the subsoil (2102) and contained pale greyish fills (2105,
2107,2109,2111 and 2113). '

5.2.24 A hedgeline was identified at the west end of the trench. This could be seen to align
with the present spaced placement of trees in this field.

52.25 A fragment of medieval pottery was recovered from the subsoil 2102,

Trench 29 (Fig. 7)
5226 This trench was moved 2.0 m south of its proposed location due to the suspected
presence of an electrical service.
5227 Two features (2905) and (2906) were identified in this trench. These were both
sealed by the subsoil {2902).

€ Oxford Archaeological Unit Ltd. July 2004. 10
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5.2.28 A ditch (2905) was identified crossing the trench on a west - cast alignment. This
feature was well defined with steep edges and a flattened V profile. A single blue
grey silty clay fill (2904) lay within this featere. A small patch of burnt material was
identified in the top of 2904.

5.2.29 A posthole (2906) was identified at the southern end of the trench. This feature was
similar 1 size and profile and contained a similar blueish grey fill {(2907) to the
postholes identified in Trench 21.

Trench 36 (Fig. 7)

5.2.30 This trench contained a single ditch (3604) crossing the trench on a north - south
alignment. This ditch was well defined with a steep flattened V profile similar to
2905 in Trench 29. This feature contained a single blueish grey silty clay (36035).

5231 Trenches 15 - 17,23, 25, 27, 40 - 44, 51 and 105 (Figs. 8 - 12)

Trench 15 (Fig. 9)

5.2.32 Four features {1504, 1507, 1509 and 1511) were identified in this trench. All were
sealed by the subsoil (1502)

5.2.33 A ditch (1504) crossed the western end of the french on a north - west, south - cast
alignment. This ditch was well defined with a steep flattened V profile and contained
a series of two fills (1505 and 1506). The primary fill (1506) was a brownish grey
silty clay and was overlain by the secondary fill (1506) a greyish brown silty clay.

5.2.34 The terminus of a slightly curving gully type feature (1511) entered the trench from
under its southern edge om a slight north - west, south - east alignment. This feature
contained a single pale greyish brown sandy clay (1512).

5.2.35 A sub-oval pit (1507) was identified. This had a steep profile and contajned a single
il {1508) of pale greyish brown sandy silt.

5.2.36 An ephemeral feature (1509} was investigated and tentatively identified as a post
hole.

Trench 16 (Fig. 9)

5.2.37 Three features {1604, 1606 and 1608) were identified in this trench. All were sealed
by the subsail (1602)

5.2.38 A possible pit or ditch terminus (1604) was investigated against the eastern edge of
the trench. This feature had steep sides and a {lat base and contained a single fiil
(1605) comprising a very pale grevish silty clay.

5.2.39 A short slot (1608) was identified in the centre of the trench. This feature had a steep
U profile and contained a single fill (1609) of very pale greyish silty clay.

5.2.40 A pit {1606) was investigated. This feature was sub circular with a U profile and
contained a single fill (1607) of pale orange/grey silty clay.
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Trench 17 (Fig. 9)

5.2.41 Three features (1704, 1706 and 1708) were identified in this trench. All were sealed
by the subsoil (1702).

5.2.42 Two of these features (1704 and 1708) were ditches. Ditch 1704 crossed the trench
on a north-east, south-west alignment and ditch 1708 crossed the trench on a north-
west, south-east alignment. The orientation of these ditches, proximity and similar
size suggest they are one ditch that turns at a right angle just to the south of the
trench. Both ditches contained a single fill (1705 and 1709) of pale silty clay.

5.2.43 A gully (1706) crossed the trench on a north - south alignment. This contained a
single fill (1707) of pale orange brown silty clay.

Trench 23 (Fig. 10)

5.2.44 Two features (2304 and 2306) were identified in this trench. Both were sealed by the
subsoil (2302).

5.2.45 A single possible posthole (2304) was investigated. This was ephemeral in plan but
proved to have an even profile on excavation. This feature had a single fill (2305) of
pale greyish sandy clay.

5.2.46 A possible terminus of a slightly curving gully (2306) entered the trench from under
the southern edge. This feature appeared ephemeral in plan but proved to have an
even profile on excavation. this feature had a single pale greyish sandy clay fitl
(2307). '

Trench 25 (Fig. 10)

52,47 Two possible postholes (2505 and 2507) were identified in this trench. both were
sealed by the subsoil (2502).

5.2.48 Posthole 2505 had a central deeper socket on excavation and contained a single fill
{25006) of pale blueish grey silty clay.

5.2.49 Posthole 2507 was slightly elongated along its cast west axis with a steep flattened V
profile and containing a single fill (2506} of pale blueish grey silty clay.

Trench 27 (Fig. 10)

5.2.50 This trench contained a single ditch (2706) on a north - south alignment. This feature
contained two fills (2704 and 2705). The primary fill {2705) comprised a mottled
blueish grey silty clay suggesting a partially waterlogged deposition. A flint was
recovered from this material. The final deposition (2704) in the ditch consisted of a
pale greyish silty clay which appeared to have formed in a holiow on the western
edge of the ditch. '

Trench 40 (Fig. 11)

5.2.51 Four features (4004, 4006 4008 and 4010) were identified in this trench. All were
sealed by the subsoil {4002).
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5.2.52 A ditch (4010) turned at a right angle from a north - east, south - west orientation to a
north - west, south - east alignment within the trench. This ditch contained a single
fill (4011) of very weathered pale grevish sandy silt.

5.2.53 The terminus of a slightly curving gully (4004) entered the trench from the south at
its extreme eastern end. This feature contained a single fill (4005) of pale greyish
silty clay.

5.2.54 A second narrow gully (4008) crossed the trench on a north - east, south - west
alignment. This feature was truncated by a land drain on an opposite alignment.
Gully 4008 may join at a right angle with ditch 4010 to the south of the trench. Gully
4008 contained a single fill (4009) of very pale greyish sandy silt.

5.2.55 A pit (4006) was investigated at the eastern end of the trench. This feature was very
ephemeral and contained a single fil} (4007) of greyish silty clay.

Trench 42 (Fig. 11)

5.2.56 Three features (4204, 4206 and 4208) were identified in this trench. All were sealed
by the subsoil (4202).

5.2.57 The terminus of a probable curving gully (4204) entered the trench from under the
southern edge. This feature was very ephemeral in plan but on excavation proved to
have a steep flattened U profile. A single fill (4205) of very pale greyish silty clay
was contained within this feature,

5.2.58 A ditch (4206) crossed the trench on a north - east, south - west alignment filled with
a pale grey clayey siit (4207) from which a sherd of Late Iron Age pottery was
recovered.. A posthole (4208) truncated the western edge of ditch 4206 and a land
drain truncated on a north west to south east alignment. Posthole 4208 must be later
than ditch 4206 but an early date is still posited on the basis of the weathered nature
of the fill (4209).

Trench 43 (Fig. 11)

5.2.59 Only half the trench was excavated to the natural horizon due to an initial CAT scan
indicating the possible presence of an electrical service.

5.2.60 Two features (4304) and (4306) were identified in this trench. These features were
both sealed by the subsoil (4302)

5.2.61 A posthole (4304) was investigated and found to be very ephemeral in nature but
with a clear profile on excavation. This feature contained a single fill (4305) of pale
grevish clayey sill.

5.2.62 A narrow ditch (4306) crossed the trench on a roughly east - west alignment. This
feature contained a single fill (4307) of grey clayey silt.

Trench 44 (Fig, 11)

5.2.63 This trench contained four features (4404, 4406, 4408 and 4410). these features were
all seaied by the subsoil (4402).
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5.2.64 Three features (4404, 4406 and 4408) were identified as postholes . Posthole 4404
differed from 4406 and 4408 in the paler colouring of its fill (4405), possibly
suggesting an earlier date.

5.2.65 A gully (4410) crossed the trench on a rough north - west, south - east alignment. this
feature had a very pale greyish clayey silt fill (4411).

Trench 41 (Fig. 12)

52.66 Trench 41 contained three ditches (4103, 4105 and 4108). These were all sealed by
the subsoil (4102).

5.2.67 Ditches 4103 and 4105 run adjacent to each other on a north - west, south - east
alignment. An identical pair (10505) and (10508) continue this alignment into
Trench 105. These parallel ditches were not contemporaneous as ditch 4105 could be
seen to cut into the fill (4104) of ditch 4103,

5.2.68 The third ditch (4108) crossed the trench on a north - west, south - east alignment.
The single fill (4109} of this feature was slightly darker than the fills of ditches 4103
and 4105 suggesting that it may be of a later date.

Trench 105 (Fig. 12}

5.2.69 Four features (10505, 10508, 10511 and 10513) were identified in this trench. All
these features were sealed by the subsoil 10503, A land drain crossed the trench on a
north - south alignment.

5270 Ditches 10505 and 10508 were immediately adjacent to each other and continued the
line of ditches 4103 and 4105 in Trench 41. These ditches probably make a 90 degree
turn onto a westerly course just beyond the southern edge of the trench as ditch
10513 was identified as corresponding to 10508. The outer ditch beside 10513 could
only be identified in the trench section at this point. Sherds of Late Iron Age to st
century AD pottery were recovered from fill (10506} in ditch 10505.

5271 A possible gully terminus or small pit (10511) entered the trench from under the
northern edge. This feature contained a single fill (10512), comprising a pale greyish
silty clay.

5272 A lower subsoil horizon (10502) was identified underlying subsoil 10503. Ditch
10513 could be seen to be cut from under 10503 and through 10502,

Trench 51 (Iig. 12)

52.73  Six features (5101, 5108, 5113, 5116, 5119 and 5122) were identified in this trench.
A land drain crossed the west end of the trench on a south east to north west
alignment.

5.2.74 Clay pit 5101 will be discussed later in the section describing post medicval features
on the site.

5275 A series of subsoil horizons (5106, 5110, 5111, 5112 and 5118) were identified
within the trench with features impacting from differing levels.
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5.2.76 A linear feature (5108) crossed the trench on a south - west, north - east alignment.
The very irregular base of this feature suggests it may have been a hedgeline. This
feature was overlain by a series of subsoils (5110, 3111, 3112 and 5106.). The
horizons 5110, 5111 and 5112 appear to make a slight bank sealing 5108 and may
represent the formation of a hedge bank.

5.2.77 A linear gully (5113) paralleled hedgeline 5108 on its southern edge but could be
seen to impact through the possible overlying bank, being sealed by the upper bank
material (5112). This feature contained a single fill (5114) of pale greyish silty clay.

5.2.78 A second linear gully (5116} crossed the trench on a south - west, north - east
alignment. This gully could be contemporaneous with gully 5113 and is sealed by a
lower subsoil (5118) that could be the same as 5112. This feature contained a single
fill (5117) of pale grey brown silty clay.

5.2.79 A small pit or gully terminus (5119) was investigated against the southern trench
edge adjacent to gully 5116. This feature impacted through the lower subsoif 5118
and was sealed by the upper subsoil 5106. A single fili (5121), comprising a pale
grey orange mottled sandy sill clay was contained within 5119,

5.2.80 A suboval pit (5122) was investigated at the eastern end of the trench. This feature
contained a single fili (5123} of pale grey silty clay and was sealed by the lower
subsoil 5118,

5.2.81 Trenches 81 - 82, 86 - 87, 93 - 96 100 and 101 (Figs. 13 - 17)

Trench 81 (Fig. 14)

5.2.82 A single feature (8104) was investigated in this trench, The trench also contained
five post medieval clay pits (8106, 8110, 8114, 8118 and 8120} and two land drains
crossing the trench on a north west to south east alignment.

5.2.83 A ditch (8104) crossed the trench on a west-east alignment. This feature was sealed
by the subsoil (8102) and had been truncated against the eastern edge of the trench
by the excavation of clay pit (8§106). Ditch 8104 contained a single fill (8105) of pale
grey brown sandy silt. This ditch may correspond to in Trench §2.

Trench 82 (Fig. 14)

5.2.84 Ten features (8206, 8208, 8210, 8212, §214, 8216, 8218, 8220, 8223 and 8225) were
investigated within this trench. The trench also contained seven post medieval clay
pits (8227, 8226, 8231, 8233, 8235, 8237 and 8239).

5.2.85 A parallel pair of gully termini (8206 and 8208) entered the trench on an east - west
alignment. These were sealed by the subsoil (8202) and truncated by the excavation
of clay pit (8235). The gullics contained identical fills (8207 and 8209) of pale
yellow brown silty clay.

5.2.86 Tweo ditches (8210 and 8212) intersected at a right angle within the trench. Ditch
8212 crossed the trench on an east-west alignment and was truncated by ditch 8210
on a north-south alignment. Ditch 8210 terminated at its junction with 8212, These
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ditches contained near identical fills (8211 and 8213) of pale yellowish grey silty
clay. Both ditches were sealed by the subsoil (8202).

A small posthole (8214) was investigated at the northern end of the trench. This
feature was sealed by the subsoil (8202) and contained a single fiil (8215) of pale
yellowish grey clay silt.

A pit (8216) and a ditch (8218) were investigated at the northern end of the trench.
Pit 8216 truncated the southern edge of ditch 8218. Ditch 8218 crossed the trench on
a west south west to east north east alignment. The fills (8217 and 8219) were nearly
identical pale grey silty clay.

A shallow ditch (8220) crossed the trench on a west-east alignment. This feature was
sealed by the subsoil (8202) and truncated by two post medieval clay pits (8229 and
8231). Ditch 8220 contained two fills (8221 and 8222). The primary fill (8221) was
a dark grey silty gley suggesting deposition in fairly damp conditions. Above this lay
a pale grey brown silty clay (8222},

A ditch (8223) crossed the trench to the south and parallel to the two gullies (8206
and 8208). This ditch contained a single fill (8224) of pale grey silty clay into which
a stakehole (8225) had been inserted. Ditch 8223 and stakehole 8225 were sealed by
the subsoil (8202).

Trench 86 (Fig. I5)

Three postholes (8604, 8612 and 8618) were identified in this trench. In addition the
trench contained five post medieval clay pits (8606, 8608, 8614, 8620 and 8622).

Postholes 8612 and 8618 lay adjacent to each other on a north south alignment.
Posthole 8612 was very ephemeral but appeared in plan to be identical in radius to
8618 which contained a fill (8619) comprising pale grey silty clay with some
charcoal inclusions and containing a sherd of Prehistoric pottery..

Posthole 8604 lay at the eastern edge of the trench and had an even excavated profile
containing a single fill (8605) of pale grey silty clay.

All three postholes were sealed by the subsoil (8602).

Trench 87 (Fig. 15)

Nineteen features (8704, 8706, 8708, 8710, 8712, 8714, 8716, 8718, 8720/28, 8722,
8724, 8726, 8730, 8732 8734, 8736, 8738 8740 and 8742) were investigated in ¢his
trench. The trench also contained two Iand drains crossing on a north west south east
alignment and five post medieval clay pits (8744, 8746, 8748, 8750 and 8§752). All
the features except the clay pits were sealed by the subsoil (8702).

Three features (8706, 8714 and 8716) were irregular in plan and had uneven profiles
suggesting they may be the result of tree disturbance. All had identical fills (8707,
8715 and 8717) of pale grey siity clay.

Four ditches (8710, 8718, 8740 and 8742) crossed the french on a west-cast
alignment. Ditch 8742 truncated the southern edge of ditch 8740. The fill (8743) of
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ditch 8742 was browner than the pale greyish clay sift (8742) within ditch 8740. The
fills (8711, 8719, and 8741) of ditches 8710, 8718 and 8740 were an identical pale
grey silty clay.

5.2.98 A gully (8720/28) on a north-west, south-east alignment terminated within the
trench. The relation ship of this feature with ditch 8718 to the north was unclear due
to the truncation of both features by clay pit (8§748). Gully 8§720/28 contained a single
fill (8721/29) of orange brown sandy silt. '

5.2.99 A gully (8730) entered the trench from the west before terminating. This feature
contained a single fill (8731} of pale greyish brown sandy silt.

5.2.100 Two postholes (8708 and 8712) lay adjacent to the northern edge of ditch 8710 and
may represent an associated fenceline. These postholes comtained identical fills
(8709 and 8713) of pale grey sandy silt.

5.2.101 Posthole (8724) lay between ditch 8718 and gully terminal 8720/28. A possible
stakehole (8726} lay immediately to the south of posthole 8724. The single fill
(8725) in posthole 8724 comprised a pale orange brown sandy silt. Fill (8727) was
noticeably darker than §725,

5.2.102 Posthole 8704 was investigated towards the north end of the trench. This feature
contained a single fill (8705) of pale grey sandy silt.

5.2.103 Two possible postholes (8732 and 8734) were investigated in the centre of the
trench. Posthole 8732 was truncated by a clay pit (8750) and posthole 8734 by a land
drain. Both these postholes had identical fills (8733 and 8735) of pale grey sandy silt.

5.2.104 Two features (8736 and 8738) were investigated either side of the two ditches
8740/42. These features are truncated by the excavation of ditches 8740/42 and may
represent the terminal ends of a single short slot. The fills (8737 and 8739) were an
identical pale yellowish grey sandy silt.

Trench 93 (Fig. 16)

5.2.105 A single ditch (9308) was identified in this trench. The trench also contained four
post medieval clay pits {9304, 9306, 9314 and 9316) and a field drain that crossed
the trench on a north-west to south-east alignment.

5.2.106 Dxitch (9308) crossed the trench on an east-west alignment. The ditch was sealed by
the subsoil {9302) and was truncated by clay pit (9306). The ditch contained two fills
(9309 and 9310). The primary fill (9310), a dark grey silty clay slumped into the
ditch from the north suggesting the presence of a bank on this side and deposition in
damp conditions. The upper fill (9309) was a pale grey silty clay.

Trench 94 (Fig. 16)

5.2.107 Four features (9404, 9406, 9408 and 9412) were investigated in this trench. The clay
pit {9408} will be discussed later with the post medieval features on the site. Two
land drains crossed the trench on a north-west to south-east alignment.
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5.2.108 A pit or shaliow ditch terminus (9404) entered the castern end of the trench from the
south. This feature was sealed by the subsoil (9402) and contained a single fill {9405)
of pale brownish grey sandy silt.

5.2.109 A shallow ditch (9406) crossed the trench on a north-north-east, south-south-west
alignment. This feature contained a single fill (9407) of pale grey brown sandy silt
and was sealed by the subsoil (9402). Sherds of Prehistoric pottery were recovered
from 9407.

52.110 A ditch (9412) crossed the trench on a north-south alignment. This feature was
sealed by the subsoil (9402) and contained a single fill (9413), consisting of a pale
brownish grey sandy silt.

Trench 95 (Fig. 16)

5.2.111 Bight features (9504, 9506, 9508, 9510, 9512, 9514, 9516 and 9518) were
investigated in this trench. The trench also contained three post medieval clay pits
(9520, 9522 and 9524) and a land drain that crossed the trench on 2 north west to
south east alignment. The land drain truncated clay pit (9524). Two ephemeral pale
silt patches were also investigated but classified as natural in origin.

5.2.112 A ditch (9504) crossed the trench on a west-east alignment. This feature was sealed
by the subsoil (9502) and contained a single fill (9505)comprising a pale greyish
brown clayey silt from which sherds of late Iron Age pottery were recovered.

5.2.113 Six possible postholes (9506, 9508, 9510, 9512, 9514 and 9516) were identified
within the trench. Postholes 9508, 9512 and 9514 appeared to form a line on a north
south alignment and may represent a structure. All the postholes had identical fills
(9507, 9509, 9511, 9513, 9515 and 9517) of light brownish grey clayey silt and were
scaled by the subsoil (9502).

5.2.114 An oval pit (9518} aligned north-south was investigated at the southern end of the
trench. This feature was sealed by the subsoil (9502) and truncated by a land drain.
The single fill (9519) of this feature was a paje brownish grey clayey gilt.

Trench 96 (Fig. 16)

5.2.115 Six features (9604, 9606, 9610, 9616, 9620 and 9622) were investigated in this
trench. The trench also contained five post medieval clay pits (9608, 9612, 9614,
9618 and 9626) and two land drains crossing on a north-west, south-east alignment.
Clay pits 9608 and 9626 were both truncated by land drains.

52.116 A ditch (9604) crossed the trench on a north-south alignment. This feature was
truncated by clay pit (9608), a land drain and a posthole (9606). Ditch 9604 was
sealed by the subsoil (9602) and contained a single fill (9605) into which posthole
(9606) had been inserted.

5.2.117 The terminus of a ditch (9610) was investigated against the southern edge of the
trench. This ditch appeared to be curving into the trench from the south but was
truncated by clay pit (9614) and disturbed by an animal burrow making its exact
orientation unclear. Ditch 9610 was sealed by the subsoil (9602) and contained a
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single fill (9611} of greyish brown clay silt from which sherds of Late Iron Age to
first century pottery were recovered.

5.2.118 Four postholes {9606, 9616, 9620 and 9622) were identified in the trench, all sealed
by the subsoil (9602). No discernable pattern was apparent to the postholes though
posthole 9616 would have lain against the outside of ditch 9610 if it curves to the
south, The relationship of posthole 9616 with ditch 9610 was obscured by the
truncation by clay pit 9614. Posthole 9606 lay within the {ill (9605) of ditch 9604.

Trench 100 (Fig. 17)

5.2.119 Six features (10004, 10006, 10008, 10010, 10012 and 10014) were investigated in
this trench. In addition the trench contained three post medieval clay pits (10016,
10020 and 10022) and two land drains crossing on a north-west, south-east
alignment.

5.2.120 All the investigated features were identified as post holes and were sealed by the
subsoil (10003). No discernable pattern was apparent io the postholes within the
trench though 10004 and 10006 lay adjacent to each other.

Trench 101 (Fig. 17)

5.2.121 Seven features (10105, 10112, 10114, 10116, 16122, 10124 and 10127) were
investigated in this trench. In addition the trench contained five Post medieval clay
pits (10108, 10118, 10129, 10135 and 10137) and a field drain that crossed on a
north west to south east alignment.

5.2.122 Three postholes (10105, 1014 and 10122) formed a north-south alignment along the
trench though their relationship is by no means certain as posthole 10114 had a
square profile in plan compared to the circular postholes 10105 and 10122. All three
postholes were sealed by the subsoil (10102). The fills (10106, 10115, and 1@123) of
these features were an identical pale grey sandy silt. Posthole 10105 may have had a
remnant post pipe represented by a second fill (10107) that was darker grey and
contained flecks of charcoal and fragments of daub/burnt clay.

5.2.123 Three ditches (10112, 10124 and 10127) crossed the trench on a west-east alignment.
All were sealed by the subsoil (10102),

5.2.124 Ditch 10112 contained a single fill (10113) consisting of a pale grey clayey silt.

5.2.125 Ditch 10124 contained two fitls (10125 and 10126). The primary fill (10126) was
below the local water table and comprised a dark grevish gley, commensurate with
deposition in damp conditions. The secondary fill (10125) was a brownish grey silty
clay.

5.2.126 Ditch 10127 contained a single fill (10128)of reddish brown sandy clay silt from
which a sherd of medieval pottery was recovered. This ditch was truncated by a land
drain.

5.2.127 A probable gully terminus (10116) entered the trench from the east. This feature
contained a single fill (10117) of yellowish brown silty clay.
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5.2.128 Trenches 46, 48 - 49, 56 - 60, 69 and 67 (Figs. 18 - 22)

Trench 46 (Fig. 19)

5.2.129 Three features (4605, 4507 and 4609) were investigated in this trench. All were
sealed by the subsoil (4602). The trench also contained a land drain on a north east
south west alignment.

5.2.130 A pit {(4605) was partially within the eastern side of the trench. This feature had two
fills (4604 and 4610). The section of this feature suggests the existence of two
features. The fill (4604) representing a later pit. Fill 4604 was an orange brown
sandy silt and fill 4610 an orange grey sandy silt.

5.2.131 A shallow gully (4607) crossed the trench on a north-west, south-east alignment.
This feature contained a single fill (4606) comprising pale grey brown silty clay.

5.2.132 A small posthole (4609} was investigated. This feature contained a single i1l (4608}
of orange grey sandy siit.

Trench 48 (Fig. 19)

5.2.133 Eleven features (4805, 4807, 4809, 4811, 4812, 4814, 4818, 4820, 4822, 4824 and
4826) were investigated in this trench. All were scaled by the thin subsoil (4802).
The trench also contained a land drain crossing on a north-south alignment that
truncated features at the east end of the trench. A sherd of Lst to 4th century AD
pottery was recovered from the topsoil (4801).

5.2.134 Three substantial postholes (4807, 4809, and 4811) were identified. All had even
near vertical edges and a flat base and contained similar fills (4806, 4810 and 4812)
of dark brown silty clay. These postholes may have formed part of a curving
structure.

5.2.135 A ditch (4805) crossed the trench on a north-north-east, south-south-west alignment.
This feature contained a single fill (4804) of dark brown sandy silt clay from which
quantities of pot sherds of late 1st century AD date were recovered.

5.2.136 Adjacent to the east of ditch 4805 was an elongated posthole (4826). This had
vertical sides and a flat base and contained a single fill (4827) comprising a pale
blueish grey silty clay.

5.2.137 Two conjoining postholes (4812 and 4822) were investigated at the eastern end of
the trench. Both postholes had a regular profile with vertical sides and a flat base.
Posthole 4822 truncated posthole 4812 and both had been truncated by the
excavation of a possible shallow ditch terminus (4814) that curved into the trench
from the north. The fills (4813 and 4823) of the two postholes were a greyish blue
silty clay.

5.2.138 The possible ditch terminus (4814) truncated the western edge of a ditch (4818). A
possible gully terminus (4824) could be scen to cut into the fill (4815) of 4814. A
land drain truncated both 4814 and 4824, The fill (4815) of 4814 was a pale blue
grey silty clay.
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5.2.139 A pair of ditches (4818 and 4820) crossed the trench on a north-north-west, south-
south-cast alignment. Ditch 4821 was a later feature and could be seen to truncate the
eastern side of ditch 4818. The fill (4821) of ditch 4820 was a grey silty clay
containing charcoal flecks and a quantity of late 1st to early 2nd century AD pottery.
Ditch 4818 was also truncated to the west by the possible ditch terminus 4814. The
fill (4819) of ditch 4818 was a very pale grey silty clay.

Trench 49 (Fig. 19)

5.2.140 Four possible postholes (4905, 4907, 4909 and 4911) were investigated in this
trench. All were sealed by the subsoil (4902). There was no apparent pattern to the
postholes within the trench. The filis (4904, 4906, 4909 and 4910} were an identical
pale grey silty clay.

Trench 56 (Fig. 20)

5.2.141 Three features (5604, 5606 and 5608) were investigated in this trench. All were
sealed by the subsoil (5602).

5.2.142 A ditch (5604) crossed the trench on a north-west to south-east alignment. This ditch
had a stepped profile and a flat base in which a ceramic land drain resied. The fill
(5605) of this ditch was a fairly moist and organic loam. It is likely that this ditch is a
fairly modern feature,

5.2.143 An urregular linear feature with uneven edges and base was investigated at the
castern end of the trench. The irregular nature of this feature suggests that it is an old
hedgeline. The single fill (5607) was a pale brownish yellow clayey sand silt from
wiiich sherds of late Iron Age pottery were recovered.

5.2.144 A singie posthole (5608) was identified within the trench. This contained a single fill
{3609) of brown clayey sand silt.

Trench 57 (Fig. 20)

5.2.145 Three features (5704, 5708 and 5710) were investigated in this trench. All were
sealed by the subsoil (5702) from which a sherd of Late Iron age to first century
pottery was recovered.. The trench also contained a land drain crossing on a south
west to north east alignment.

5.2.146 Two possible postholes were investigated (5708 and 5710). Posthole (5708) had a
flattened profile and contained a single fill (5709) of brown clayey sand siit. The
second possible posthole (5710) had an irregular profile and was identified as a
probable reot hollow.

5.2.147 A narrow ditch (5704) crossed the trench on a west - east alignment. This feature
contained a single fill (5705) comprising a pale blue grey silty clay from which a
quantity of pot sherd of Late Tron age to 1st century AD were recovered.

Trench 58 (Fig. 20)

5.2.148 Six features (5804, 5809, 5811, 5813, 5815 and 5821) were investigated in this
trenich. The Post medieval clay pit {5821) will be discussed later with the post
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" medieval features on the site. The trench also contained a further three post medieval
clay pits (5807, 5817, and 5819}.

5.2.149 Three ditches (5804, 5809 and 5811) were seen to run parallel with each other on a
north-west, south-cast alignment. Ditches 5809 and 5811 terminated within the
trench and lay immediately adjacent to each other. Ditch 5811 couid be seen to
truncate the southern edge of ditch 5809. Ditch 5809 was further truncated at its
terminus by the placement of a posthole (5813). The fills (5810 and 5812) of ditches
5809 and 5811 respectively were a similar grey clayey silt containing sherds of late
Tron Age to 1st century AD pottery. The fill (5814) of posthole (5813) was a blue-
grey silty clay.

5.2.150 Ditch 5804 was truncated by two post medieval clay pits (5807 and 5819}, Two fills
(5805 and 5806) were apparent within ditch 5804. The primary fili (5806) was a pale
grey clayey silt and appeared to slump from the north east suggesting a bank may
have existed to this side. The secondary fill (5805) was an even silting of dark grey
clayey silt containing quantities of 1st century AD pottery.

5.2.151 A narrow ditch (5815) crossed the trench on a north-south alignment. This feature
contained a single fill (5816) of grey silty clay from which late Iron Age pottery was
recovered.

Trench 59 (Fig. 21)

5.2.152 Four features (5908, 5911, 5915 and 5919) were investigated in this trench. Pit
(5911) is probably associated with a post medieval clay pit (5913) and will be
discussed separately with the post medieval features on the site. A further three post
medieval clay pits (5905, 5917 and 5921) were identified in the trench as well as a
land drain crossing on a north east to south west alignment. All the features except
the clay pits were scaled by the subsoil (5902).

5.2.153 A ditch (5908) crossed the trench on an east - west alignment. This feature contained
two fills (5906 and 5907). The primary fill (5907), an orange mottled blue grey silt
clay, occupied the north side of the ditch suggesting the ditch had been recut or
cleaned out. Late Iron age to lst century AD pottery was recovered from this
material. The secondary fill (5906) was a pale blue-grey silty clay.

5.2.154 The terminal of a possibly curving ditch (5915) entered the trench from under the
western edge. This feature contained a single fill (5914) of orange mottled pale grey
clayey silt. A clay pit (5921) truncated the southern edge of this feature.

5.2.155 A possible posthole (5919) was identified. This feature had been trancated to the
north by a clay pit (5917). Posthole 5919 was fairly ephemeral in plan but proved to
be regular on excavation and contained a single fill (5918} of pale grey sandy clay.

Trench 60 (Fig. 21)

5.2.156 Two features (6011 and 6013) were investigated in this trench, both were sealed by
the subsoil (6002). In addition the trench contained three post medieval clay pits
(6005, 6007 and 6009) and a land drain crossing on a north west to south east axis.
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Chalk had been dumped at the eastern end of the trench to stabilise the ground for a
gateway between fields.

52157 A .ditch {6011} crossed the trench on a north-south alignment. This feature contained
a single fill {6010) of dark grey brown silty clay. Modern tile was recovered from
this material.

5.2.158 A posthole (6013) was identified containing a single fill (6012) of pale blueish grey
clayey sand silt.

Trench 69 (Fig. 21)

5.2.159 Two features (6909 and 6911) were investigated in this trench. The trench also
contained two Post medieval clay pits (6905 and 6907).

5.2.160 A possible posthole {6909) was investigated at the northern end of the trench. This
feature was very ephemeral and contained a single fili (6908) of pale orange grey
clayey silt.

5.2.161 A pit or possible ditch terminus (6911} entered the trench from the east. This feature
may have been curving but its orientation was obscured by a truncation by a post
medieval clay pit (6905). The pit or ditch terminus (6911) contained a single fill
(6910) of pale orange grey clayey silt.

Trench 67 (Fig. 22)

5.2.162 Three features (6705, 6730 and 6732) were investigated in this trench. In addition the
trench contained a sequence of ancient subseil horizons (6711, 6712 and 6734) and
six Post medieval clay pits (6702, 6708, 6710, 6724, 6728 and 6743) with associated
working surfaces and dumps. The post medieval features and deposits will be
discussed later with the post medieval features on the site.

5.2.163 The earliest feature identified in Trench 67 was a ditch (6732) that crossed the trench
on an east-west alignment. This feature had been sealed by a mottled orange brown
deposit (6712) containing sherds of late Iron Age to first century pottery. The
material of 6712 may represent a bank associated with a second ditch (6730) or a
build up of alluvium.

5.2.164 Ditch 6732 contained a sequence of fills (6713 - 6720). Fills 6718 - 20 slumped from
the south and 6713 from the north suggesting the ditch had been regularly cleaned or
re cut. The final deposition (6714) into the ditch was an even silting of orange
mottled grey brown sandy silt clay from which sherds of late Iron Age to 1st century
AD pottery were recovered.

5.2.165 A second diich (6730) crossing the trench on an cast-west alignment was a later
feature as it cut from the same level as the southern edge of the possible bank
material (6712). Ditch 6730 contained a single fill (6731} of orange mottled brown
sandy silt clay. A thin deposit (6707) of greyish silty clay, containing late Iron Age
pottery, lay directly over the southern edge of ditch 6730. This material may
represent a build up of alluvium.
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5.2.166 A single posthole (6705) was identified within the trench containing a single fili
(6906) of orange mottled pale grey sandy silt clay. This feature was sealed by the
possible bank material (6712).

5.2.167 Overlying the possible bank material (6712) and ditch (6730) was a buried subsoil
(6711/6734) sealed by a surface (6723) associated with the activity within the post
medieval clay pits.

5.2.168 Trenches 108 - 120 (Fig. 23)

5.2.169 Thirteen trenches were cxcavated along the proposed access road corridor on the
west side of the River mole.

5.2.170 Trench 113 was placed to bisect a linear feature identified from aerial photography.
This feature proved to be a narrow modern ditch containing brick, tile and a
ploughshare.

5.2.171 Trenches 116, 118 and 119 had archaeological features in them. These comprised a
gully (11604) in Trench 116, a gully (11804) in Trench 118 and a gully (11904) and
posthole (11906) in Trench 119. Trench 120 had a preserved sequence of alluvial
deposits 2.40 m in depth.

5.2.172 Gully 11604 in Trench 116 ran on a north-south alignment and contained a single fill
(11605) of very pale clayey silt.

5.2.173 Gully 11804 in Trench 118 ran on a west-east alignment and contained a single fill
(11805) of pale grey silty clay.

5.2.174 A short gully (11904), aligned north-south, was investigated in Trench 119. This
feature contained a single fill (11905) of pale grey clay silt from which a fragment of
fired clay was recovered. This feature had a posthole (11906) inserted into its
southern terminus.

5.2.175 Trench 120 contained a sequence of alluvial deposits overlying the drift geology
(12007) of mixed clay and sands. A sondage was excavated through the alluvial
deposits at the west end of the trench. Overlying the natural was a layer of brown
alluvial silt (12006) which was sealed by a black peat layer (12005). This in turn was
overlain by another alluvial silt (12004) which was scaled by a mixed material of silt
with large clay inciusions (12003) which may represent material dredged from the
River Mole immediately to the east of the itrench. This re-deposited material was
overlain by the modern subsoil (12002).

Trench 74 (Fig. 24)

5.2.176 Four features ( 7404, 7408, 7417 and 7420) were identified in this trench. In addition
dumped deposits associated with Post medieval ditch cutting and activity in clay pits
was identified overlying preserved ancient subsoil horizons. The trench also
contained three post medieval clay pits (7430, 7458 and 7460) and a land drain on a
north south alignment.
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5.2.177 A possible ancient bank (7445/7446) was identified crossing the trench on a north-
south axis. The material of this bank was heavily leached being a pale yellowish
white clayey sand silt (7446) at its base and becoming darker (7445) towards its top.
A flint was recovered from 7445, A series of preserved subsoil deposits (7442, 7443,
7444) sealed this bank and the centre of the bank had been impacted by workings
associated with activity in post medieval clay pits. (7423, 7424, 7426, 7428)

5.2.178 A single posthole (7420} was identified in the trench. This contained a single fiil
{7421) of orangey sandy clay sill.

5.2.179 Two parallel ditches (7404 and 7408) crossed the trench on a north-south alignment.
The materials excavated from these ditches were probably represented in a sequence
of dumped deposits (7431-7436 and 7438-7441) overlying preserved subsoils (7437,
7442 and 7447) on the rising ground to the west of the ditches.

5.2.180 Ditch 7404 contained a sequence of waterlogged deposits (7407, 7422 and 7452-
7455). The ditch was not fully excavated as large worked structural {imbers and
degraded wood were identified in 7422 and below. The limit of excavation was
marked prior to backfilling. The upper limit of continuous water-logging was marked
by a thin layer of iron pan (7455). Above this the ditch had gradually filled in (7405
and 7406).

5.2.181 Ditch 7408 was also waterlogged in its base with an organic deposit present {7413).
Above this the ditch was apparently only periodically waterlogged with gleyey
deposits (7412 and 7415). There is evidence that the ditch may have been cleared out
with a remnant fill (7416) not fully removed against the east edge. The ditch finally
gradually silted up (7410 and 7411) before a shaliow re cut was excavated (7417)
which itself silted (7409 and 7414). Finally a field drain (7418) was inserted into the
castern edge of the re cut (7417).

5.2.182 The latest activity in the trench appears to be associated with the excavation and
subsequent use of the clay pits (7430, 7458 and 7460). Dumped materials (7423-
7428), probably associated with the clay pits overlie the dumps probably associated
with the cutting of ditches 7404 and 7408. 1t is possible that the dumps from clay pits
and ditches are infermingled.

Post medieval Clay Pits (Fig. 25)

5.2.183 Trenching in the area to the south of an approximate iine running from Trenches 57
through 50, 51 and 53 through to 74 revealed 193 pits of varying size containing
clay. From the number of pits in the trenches it can be posited that there are
approximately 4800 of these pits across the southern half of the site.

5.2.184 All of the pits observed penetrated into the topsoil and generally appeared to have
clay forming a hump over the rim of the containing pit.

5.2.185 A number of Trenches (51, 67 and 74) demonstrated there to be working surfaces
and dumps within the upper subsoil associated with the pits. Further activity was
recognised within the edges and in some cases centre of pits suggesting extraction of
clay leaving voids that then infilled.
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5.2.186 Three of the smaller examples of these pits were hand excavated (5101 in Trench 51,
5821 in Trench 58 and 9408 in Trench 94). Two of the larger examples (9114 in
Trench 94 and 9208 in Trench 92) were machined to their full depth.

5.2.187 Excavation of pits 5101 and 5821 were abandoned at the limit of safe working depth.
Both these pits had vertical upper edges with a pronounced bell shape becoming
apparent as they penetrated into the underlying Wealden Clay. Both these pits had
been backfilled by Wealden Clay, with silt lenses (5103-5104) in pit 5101 suggesting
periodical extraction and refilling.

5.2.188 Pit 9408 was excavated to its full depth which did not impact the underlying
Wealden Clay. This pit had vertical sides and a flat base and had been backfilled
with Wealden Clay (9409). Layers of Wealden Clay contaminated by subsoil (9410
and 9411) in the top of the pit again indicated some working and replacement of clay
within the pit.

5.2.189 The machined pits (9114 and 9208) both penetrated the underlying Wealden Clay
and had vertical upper edges and rounded bases. Both were backfilled with Wealden
Clay (9115 and 9209). Pit 9114 had a vertical sided slot (9112) around its northern
edge backfilled with subsoil (9113) indicative of the clay having been extracted.

5.2.190 Where the Wealden Clay was visible it was observed to contain quantities of a shaley
clay mineral. In Trenches 67 and 74 this mineral bad been removed from the clay
and dumped (6723 and 74206).
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5.3  Finds
Prehistoric and Roman Pottery
By Dan Stansbie

Introduction

5.3.1 The assemblage was recorded using the standard OA recording system for Roman
and late Iron Age pottery (Booth 2004). A table listing all dated pottery sherds is
given in Appendix 2.

5.3.2  An assemblage of 649 sherds of pottery weighing 5240 g was recovered from the
evaluation. The assembliage was dominated by pottery dating from the late Iron Age
and Roman periods, with some Prehistoric (P), medieval (Z20) and post-medieval
{Z30) sherds also present.

533  Grog tempered wares {E80), organic and grog tempered wares (E13), flint tempered
wares (E60) and shell tempered wares (E40) made a significant contribution to the
group. Forms in these fabrics included: necked jars, carinated jars, bead rimmed
jars, narrow mouthed jars and globular jars. These forms typically date to the late
Iron age and Roman periods.

5.3.4 Sandy grey wares (R20), medium/fine grey wares (R30) and black surfaced wares
(R50) made up the rest of the Roman coarse wares. In these fabrics necked jars with
everted rims and high shoulders predominated and bead-rimmed and globular jars
were not present. There was also a straight sided platter.

5.3.5 Regional or imported wares were scarce but included a single sherd of Verulamium
white ware (W21); a sherd of North Gaulish fine sandy white ware (W32) and
several sherds of miscellaneous colour coated ware (F).

5.3.6 No forms were present in the fine wares, however the fabrics date to the first and
second centuries AD.

5.3.7 Although the surfaces of some sherds were abraded (probably due to poor soil
conditions) the assemblage contained reasonably large sherds, suggesting a low level
of disturbance and indicating that the focus of occupation was close by.
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Flint

By Rebecca Devaney (OA)

538 A total of 78 pieces of worked flint were recovered from the evaluation at Horiey
(Table ). The material was spread between 46 contexts, excluding the unstratified,
with most contexts containing three or less pieces of flint; however, contexts 602,
4804 and 6712 produced eight, six and ten pieces respectively. A further four
fragments (4 g) of burnt unworked flint were retrieved from four contexts {Table 2).
The flint can be breadly dated to the later Prehistoric period on technological
grounds. Exceptions are the bladelet core which is likely to be Mesolithic in date and
possibly some of the carefully worked blades.

Tahle 1. Summary of Worked Flint

Context Total
Category 602 | 480 | 671 Other
4 2 coniexts

Flake 2 6 29 43
Blade i 7 8
Blade-like flake 1 1 2
Chip 1 1
Rejuvenation flake i 1
Irregular waste 2 1 13 16
Multiplatform flake core 1 1 2
Single platform flake core 1 1
Bladelet core 1 1
Unclassifiable core 1 1 2
Retouched blade 1 1
Total 8 6 10 54 78

Table 2. Summeary of Burnt Unworked Flint by Context

Context| Count | Weight
(2
602 1 1
3202 1 1
6712 i 0
6711 i 2
Total 4 4

53.9 The flint was catalogued according to a broad debitage, core or tool type.
Information about burning and breaks was recorded and where identifiable raw
material and technological characteristics were also noted. In addition, cores were
weighed and burnt unworked flint was quantified by count and weight, The data was
entered into an MS Access database.

573.10 Where identifiable, most of the raw material is gravel flint. The cortex is generally
thin and abraded. It is likely that the material is locally derived, perhaps coming from
river gravel deposits. There are also six pieces of chalk flint. These can be identified
by their thick, white, chalky cortex. The nearest source of this material is just over 10
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km away. The flint appears to be of a reasonable knapping quality as few thermal
flaws were noted.

5.3.11 The condition of the worked flint is varied. A total of 22 pieces are in a fresh
condition, whereas 36, 12 and four pieces show slight, moderate and heavy post-
depositional damage respectively. The damage is most frequently seen on vulnerable
unretouched edges and implies the occurrence of post-depositional disturbance
across the site. Surface alteration is limited with just 17 pieces showing cortication,
A total of 20 pieces are broken and nine are bumt,

5.3.12 Unretouched debitage dominates the assemblage with 71 pieces (Table ). In general,
the material is technologically poor. There are few clearly defined striking platforms
and platform edge abrasion was not seen on any of the material. The flint is therefore
consistent with a later Prehistoric date. Possible exceptions to this are a couple of

" blades. They have well defined platforms and negative blade scars, which suggests
they are products of a more careful knapping industry and may be residual from an
earlier period.

5.3.13 In general the cores are small and irregularly worked. The multi-platform flake cores
have a range of removals, both in size and shape. Hinged terminations are seen on
both pieces. The single platform flake core has flake, blade-like flake and blade
removals. During its use the core broke along a thermal flaw and truncated a
previous negative scar. However, the core was not discarded and continued to be
worked. The bladelet core has parallel removals taken from one side. The final two
removals have hinge terminations which led to the core being discarded.
Chronologically the bladelet core is likely to be Mesolithic in date. The two
unclassifiable cores are very irregular and minimally worked. Excluding the bladelet
core, the cores are chronologically undiagnostic, but are consistent with a later
Prehistoric date. The small size of the cores, and consequently the negative removals,
is not consistent with the larger debitage seen in the assemblage. It is possibie that
knapping took place elsewhere.

5.3.14 The only teol in the assemblage is a retouched blade. It has direct retouch along its
left edge and both proximal and distal breaks. It is characteristically similar to the
unretouched biades,

5.3.15 The flint from Horley can be broadly dated to the later Prehistoric period. This date
15 based on the poor technological characteristics of the assemblage. A couple of
picces appear to be residual from an earlier phase, including a bladelet core dated to
the Mesolithic and a couple of nicely worked blades. The material is thinly spread
between the contexts with just three clusters and suggests low-density background
activity,
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Metalwork

By Leigh Allen (04) Coins by Paul Booth (O4)

5.3.16 A total of 5 metal objects were recovered from the archaeological investigation at
Horley NW development. The most notable is a silver coin of Cunobelinus. An
irregular shaped fragment of copper alloy sheet may be a fragment from a second
coin but no distinguishing marks are visible. The 3 iron objects are all nails of
different forms. With the exception of the silver coin the condition of the assemblage
is poor, the copper alloy sheet is very worn and the iron is corroded and concreted.

5.3.17 The most notable object is the silver coin of Cunobelinus (Silver unit of Cunobelinus
{as Hobbs 1996.1898) ¢bv: Cross of plain lines and pellet rings in corners ‘C°, V7,
“N’, ‘O.rev: Capricorn facing right below ‘CVNQ’, pellet border.)

5.3.18 Although the coin came from an unstratified context it has the potential to give
information on dating, trade and status of the settlement.

5.3.19 The copper alloy sheet fragment if it proves to be a coin will help to date the context
(5602) as no other finds appear to come from that feature.

5.3.20 The nails were recovered from an Iron Age posthole (10107), the cut of an Early
Roman ditch (4804) and the fill of a post medieval ditch (6010).

Miscellaneo us Finds

By Leigh Allen (OA)

5.3.21 A total of 3 clay pipe fragments were recovered from post medieval contexts. Two of
these fragments from contexts 7452 and 7908 are short sections of stem only, the
third fragment from context 701 has a fragment of the spur at the base of the bowl
attached to the stem.

5322 Two fragments of vessel glass were recovered from a post medieval context. A
fragment from the base of a green glass bottle and the rim and neck from a light
green, thin walled vessel. was recovered from the fill of post medieval ditch (6010},

53.23 A total of 31 fragments (673g) of ceramic building material were recovered from
post medieval contexts. The majority of the material comprises plain fragments of
roofing tile with the exception of a larges/thicker fragment from context 7606 which
is a fragment of floor tile.

53.24 A total 132g of slag were recovered from context 4804 an Early Roman ditch. The

slag will need to be scen by a specialist to identify the process.

5.3.25 Fragments of burnl stone were recovered from prehistoric contexts 8619 (fill of
posthole 8618), 4106 (fill of ditch 4105) and 6714 (fill of double-ditch 6732}.
Unworked fragments were recovered from contexts 6711 (post Roman buried soif)

© Oxford Archacological Unit Ltd. July 2004, 30
XAHODEVHorley NW Development\Reports\Horley Eval Rep Final.doc



Oxford Archacology Horley North-West Development, Surrey
Archaeological Evaluation Report

and 4804 (an early Roman ditch cut). The lithology of these fragments will need
identifying by a specialist.

5.3.26 A single piece of worked wood was recovered from context 7422 the fill of post
medieval ditch 7404. The object will need to be seen by a wood specialist.

5.4  Palaeco-Environmental Remains

Palaeo-Environmental Assessment

By Dana Challinor and Laila Sikking (O4)

5.4.1 Samples were taken during the evaluation from several locations for the recovery of
charred plant remains. Eight samples were processed; the bulk samples by flotation
using a modified Siraf-type machine, with the flot collected on a 250um mesh. The
smalier samples for waterlogged remains and snails were floated by hand. After air-
drying the flots were scanned for material under a binocular microscope at x10 and
x20 magnification.

5.4.2 The flots of the samples processed for charred remains (Table 3) varied in size but
were similar in character. The preservation of the material was quite poor and the
flots were contaminated with modern roots and seeds. Wood charcoal was abundant
with a mix of taxa present, including Quercus sp. (oak) in all samples. In general, the
charcoal was heavily infused with sediment. Sample 6 (context 10107) and sample
29 (context 6711) contained species from the Maloideae family (apple, pear,
hawthorn) and sample 32 (context 6712) contained Salix-type (willow type) charcoal.
In the largest flot (sample 17, context 6714) Fraxinus excelsior (ash) was present in
large amounts. Two samples produced single grains of cereals (cf. Triticum, wheat)
but no chaff was evident. Some weed seeds were present in sampie 6 and sample 7
(context 10115).

5.43  The single sample processed for waterlogged remains (sample 11, context 7422) was
medium in size, with an abundance of wood fragments and herbaceous material.
Seeds were not common, although a couple of species, including cf. Echium sp.
(Viper’s-bugloss) were noted. Stem fragments and insect remains were aiso present.
The snail sample (sample 14, context 7445) produced no snails and there were none
nated in any of the samples processed.

544 The assessed samples offer limited potential to provide useful economic or
environmental information about this site. The most abundant material, wood
charcoal, could provide some information about fuel use in the Iron Age, butl the
poor preservation would make identification difficult. It is clear from the range of
taxa in sample 6 that the assemblage does not relate directly to the structure. It is
recommended that no further analytical work on these samples is required.

5.4.5 These samples indicate that charred and waterlogged plant remains are preserved,
albeit poorly, on this site. Future excavations should include a targeted sampling
strategy focussing on deposits most likely to produce good assemblages (e.g. hearths,

€ Oxford Archacological Unit Lid. July 2004, 31
KAHODEVHorley NN Development\Reports\Hortey Eval Rep Final.doc



Oxford Archaeology

Horiey North-West Development, Surrey
Archaealegical Evaluation Repore

pits, waterholes). Deposits should also be well sealed to minimise the potential for
modern contamination. The lack of snails from any of the samples suggests that the
soil conditions may be quite acidic. Consequently, some provision should be made

for taking pollen samples, which may be better preserved in these conditions,
particularly since there are waterlogged deposits on the site.

Sample | Context | Type of | Period | Amount | Charcoal Grain
no. context of identification
charcoal
1 8619 posthole | Iron ++++ mostly oak cf.
Age Triticum
6 10107 posthole | Iron e mixed taxa, mostly
Age oak and some
Maloideae
7 10115 posthole | Iron ++ mostly oak
Age
17 6714 boundary | Iron oot mixed taxa, | cf.
ditch Age Fraxinus excelsior | Triticum
and oak
29 6711 buried Iron et mixed taxa, mostly
soil Age/ oak and some
Roman Maloideae
32 6712 buried Tron ++ mixed taxa, mostly
soil Age/ oak and some
Roman Salix-type

+ = present (up to 5 items), ++ = frequent (5-25), +++ = common (25-100), ++++= abundant

(>100)

Table 3: The results of the assessment of samples with charred remains.
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6 IISCUSSION AND INTERPRETATION

6.1  Reliability of Field Investigation

6.1.1  The field evaluation encountered a fairly uniform natural overlain by a relatively thin
subsoil that had not been disturbed by deep ploughing. The horizon between subsoil
and natural drift deposits was fairly diffuse with features difficult to discern within
the subsoil. The trenches were machined to the natural for clarity and some
truncation of archaecological deposits will have occurred. Many of the features
identified were ephemeral in nature and required excavation to prove them to be
archaeological or natural features,

6.1.2  Overall the spatial distribution of trenches aided m qualifying this site as having a
relatively high density of archaecology with a concentration to the south and west of
the area to the east of the River Mole. The results of the evaluation are considered to
be reliable and provide a good representation of the archaeological potential of this
site.

6.2 Overall Interpretation

6.2.1 The natural drift deposits encountered within the trial trenches was uniformly
intensely iron panned suggesting an acidic environment is prevalent on the site. No
bone was recovered from any of the trenches which confirmed that preservation of
bone and other organic material will be poor except possibly in anaerobic
waterlogged deposits.

6.2.2  The pottery and flint assemblage recovered generally demonstrated a mimimum of
post-depositional wear suggesting that the site has not been extensively deep
ploughed and that archaeological features and deposits will be well preserved. This
was confirmed by the identification of stratified subsoil horizons in Trenches 67 and
74.

6.2.3  The five areas of archaeclogical potential identified and the area to the west of the
River Mole will be discussed in turn. This will be followed by a summary of the
prehistoric and Roman evidence of the site.

6.2.4  Finally the evidence for post medieval utilisation of the site will be discussed.
6.2.5 Trenches 3,5- 6 and 10 - 11 (Figs. 3 - 5)

6.2.6 Features in this area were generally difficult to discern with pale leached fills.
Ditches and gullies were identified in ali five trenches with a cluster of possible
postholes in Trench 10.

6.2.7 None of the ditches identified appeared to be present in multipie trenches but were
generally orientated either east-west or north-south.
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6.2.8 The cultural material recovered from this area was scarce and dominated by flints.
The flints were generally characterised as being technologically later Prehistoric in
date. The few incidences of possible earlier prehistoric flint can be ascribed to

6.2.9 No finds or deposits were present {o indicate any significant domestic utilisation of
this area.

6.2.10 Generally this area can be envisaged as being part of a field system on the periphery
of a later prehistoric settlement.

6.2.11 Trenches 21, 29 and 36 (Figs. 6-7)

6.2.12 This area has been highlighted due to the presence of five postholes in alignment
within Trench 21. A further posthole of similar character was identified in Trench 29.
The two difches identified again conformed to either a north-south or cast-west
orientation. |

6.2.13 TFeatures in this area were easier to discern with darker fills than those noted above.

6.2.14 Artefactual evidence from these trenches was scarce and again there was no indicator
of significant domestic activity. The presence of a posthole alignment within a trench
is however significant and suggests a structural element is to be found in this area,

6.2.15 Trenches 15-17, 23, 25,27, 40 - 44, 51 and 105 (Figs. 8 - 12}

6.2.16 This area was characterised by a series of ditches and gullies. Ditches forming the
corners of possible enclosures were identified in Trenches 17 and 40 and in the area
of Trenches 41, 51 and 105. The terminals of possibly curving gullies were identified
in Trenches 15, 23, 40 and 42.

6.2.17 Ditches in this area did not uniformly conform fo a north-south and ecast-west
orientation suggesting a sequence of land use is present in the area.

6.2.18 The presence of possible curving gullies may suggest the presence of ring gullies
indicative of domestic settlement activity or stock enclosures within the area..

6.2.19 Artefactual evidence was again sparse in this area and was again mostly
characterised by flints that could be broadly ascribed a late prehistoric date on
technological grounds. Pottery of late Iron Age to 1st century AD was recovered
from two trenches (42 and 105) to the south of the area.

6.2.20 Generally this area can be characterised as being a superimposed sequence of field
systems with a possible encroachment of domestic settlement of late Iron Age or
early Roman date from the south.

6221 Trenches 81 - 82, 86 - 87, 93 - 96, 100 and 101 (Figs. 13 - 17)

6.2.22 Features in this area were generally ephemeral as a result of the leached silty drift
geology.
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6.2.23 The area is characterised by an intense concentration of ditches, gullies, shallow pits
and possible postholes indicative of seftiement activity. Features were clearly seen to
be stratified within Trenches 82 and 86 suggesting a prolonged utilisation of the area.

6.2.24 The ditches identified generally confirmed to a north - south or east - west
orientation. A ditch could be identified as passing west - east between trenches 81
and 82. A number of possibly curving gullies were identified in Trenches 82, 87 and
94. Postholes were identified in Trenches 82, 86, 87, 94, 100 and 101.

6.2.25 Artefactual evidence was sparse and was characterised by Late Iron Age to 1st
century Roman potiery. This is indicative of some form of domestic activity being
present within the area.

6.2.26 Generally this area could be characterised as being a part of a Late Iron age to early
Roman settlement with structures encompassed by ditches and gullies.

6.2.27 Trenches 46, 48 - 49, 56 - 60, 69 and 67. (Figs. 18 - 22)

6.2.28 Features in this area were generally fairly well defined with dark brownish fills.
Stratification of subsoil deposits and features was identified in Trench 67.

6.2.29 This arca was characterised by ditches orientated north-west , south-east and north-
east, south-west with postholes in Trench 48,

6.2.30 A significant assemblage of pottery of Late Iron Age to 1st century Roman date was
recovered from trenches 48, 58 and 67. The assemblage included a small selection of
regional and imported wares including a sherd of Verulamium white ware (W21), a
sherd of North Gaulish fine sandy white ware (W32) and several sherds of
miscellaneous colour coated ware (F).

6.2.31 A silver unit of Cunobelinus was recovered by metal detector from the topsoil north
of Trench 65. Several iron nails and fragments of slag were recovered from Trench
48. The silver unit is possibly indicative of a moderate status being ascribed to the
settlement. The presence of slag suggests the possibility of some form of industrial
process being present in the vicinity.

6.2.32 The presence of relatively unabraded pottery and postholes is indicative of domestic
activity being present in the vicinity. The presence of a silver unit and a small
selection of regional or imported wares is suggestive of a settiement of moderate
importance.

6.2.33 The area can generally be characterised as being a domestic occupation of Late pre
Roman Iron Age to first century Roman date.

6.2.34 Trench 74 (Fig. 24)

6.2.35 A single feature tentatively identified as a later prehistoric bank was identified in this
trench suggesting a partition of landscape.

6.2.36  Prehistoric and Roman Summary
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6.2.37 Overall the main focus of activity can be located to the south of the arca east of the
River Mole. This comprises settlement evidence of late Iron Age to first century
Roman date possibly with an intensification in the first century. Significant
settlement appears to have been abandoned by the early second century until the
excavation of the clay pits in the Post medieval period. :

6.2.38 The presence of a silver unit of Cunobelinus, imported or regional pottery, slag and
iron nails this area suggests a settlement of moderate wealth and status may be

present.

6.2.39 To the north of this focus is a superimposed system of field enclosures. Pottery
recovered from north-west, south-east and north-east, south-west ditches suggests
that the system laid out on this orientation has been imposed over an earlier system
orientated north-south, west-east from which the sparse flint evidence suggests a late
prehistoric date.

6.2.40 A number of flint blade fragments that can tentatively be ascribed an carlier
prehistoric date were recovered from Trenches 6 and 11 to the north of the area.

6.2.41 On morphological grounds it can be surmised that ephemeral features with heavily
leached fills are generally earlier in date. The majority of features of probable Roman
date were easier to define prior to excavation with darker material within them
similar to the local subsoil.

6.2.42 Simple stratification of later prehistoric to Jate Iron Age features can be expected in
the area of Trenches 15 - 17, 23, 25, 27, 40 - 44, 51 and 105.

6.2.43 Complex stratification of features of mainly Late Iron Age and early Roman date can
be expected in the area of Trenches 81 - 82, 86 - 87,93 - 96, 100 and 101.

6.2.44 Stratification of later Prehistoric to late pre Roman and first century Roman subsoil
deposits and features can be expected in the area of Trenches 46, 48 - 49, 56 - 60, 69
and 67.

6.2.45 Features and deposits in the southern half of the area will be heavily impacted upon
by Post medieval clay pits and associated working surfaces and hollows.

6.2.46 Medieval and Post medieval Features (Figs. 26 - 27)

6.2.47 Virtually no evidence was encountered in the trenches to suggest significant activity
on the site from the second century through to the post medieval period.

6.2.48 A total of 193 pits backfilled with Wealden Clay were identified in trenches across
the southern half of the area east of the River Mole. It is feasible that approximately
4800 of these pits could exist in this area.

6.2.49 Surfaces and deposits associated with these clay pits were recognised in Trenches 67
and 74 sealing preserved archaic subsoils. The clay pits generally had fills that
humped up into the topsoil.
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6.2.50 The clay pits were of varying size and form suggesting a difference in general utility
was present. Two larger pits were machined to their full depth into the underlying
Wealden Clay. It is posited that the larger examples were quarry pits to extract
Wealden Clay and that examples of all sizes were utilised to store clay.

6.2.51 Hollows were identified in the edges and centres of numerous of the pits indicating a
continued extraction and re filling process was occurring. Evidence for purification
of the clay was noted in Trenches 67 and 74 where the shaley clay mineral appeared
to have been removed and discarded.

6.2.52 Virtually no dating evidence was recovered from the pits but fragments of ciay pipe
point to a post medieval date. A number of the pits were cut by land drains. Local
sources suggest the land drains were excavated by prisoners of war during the
Napoieonic Wars. If this is the case, the significant industry represented by these pits
may have concluded by the early 19th century.

6.2.53 A pair of post medieval ditches were identified in Trench 74 running paralle! to
Meath Green Lane. Both contained waterlogged depesits and 7404 contained
significant quantities of worked wood that may have come from a structure or
machinery.

6.2.54 No road surface was identified to suggest Meath Green Lane has migrated eastwards
and the ditches lie just to the east of a discernable terrace in the land surface that runs
paraliel to Meath Green Lane. A square pond is present on the same alignment in the
grounds of Meath Green Farm to the north and it is possible the ditches once
connected with this.

6.2.55 The ditches could not be closely dated beyond the post medieval period but may have
gone out of use prior to the construction of the present buildings of Meath Green
Farm that lie across their projected course immediately to the north. It is possible
these ditches may be connected to the industry represented by the clay pits.
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APPENDICES
APPENDIX1  ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONTEXT INVENTORY
Context Type Width (m) | Depth (m) Comments Finds Date
Trench 1
101 Laver - 0-0.26 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
102 Layer 0.26 - 0.60 Clayey Silt
Subsoil
Light
Yellow/Browsn
103 T.ayer - 0.60 Sandy Clay
Natural
Trench 2
204 Layer - 0-0.22 Topseil
Yellow/Brown
202 Layer - 0.22 - 0.36 Silty Clay
Subsoil
Brownish
Orange Silty
203 Layer - 0.36 Clay with Fe
pan and gravel
Natural
French 3
301 Layer - 0-0.30 Topseil
Brown/Yellow
302 | Layer i 0.30-060 | 1Y
Subsoil
Yellow/Brown
303 Layer 0.60 Silt:}?iay e
Fe pan
Natural
304 Cut 130 | 060-090 | DUk
erminus
305 Fill 1.30 0.60 - 0.90 Fill of 304
Trench 4
401 Layer 0-0.20 Topsoil
Brown/Yellow
402 | lLayer 020-034 | oo
Subsoil
Brown/Yellow
403 e 0.34 SiltyFChy with
¢ pan
Natural
Trench 5
501 Laver - 0-0.30 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
502 Layer 0.30-0.50 Silty Clay
Subsoil
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Orange/Grey
503 Layer 0.50 Si}tyFCIay with
e pan
Natural
504 Cut 1,04 0.50 - 0.68 Ditch
505 Fill 1.04 0.50 - 0.68 Fill of 504
506 Cut 108 | 050-068 | .11
507 Fill 1.08 0.50 - 0,68 Fill of 506
508 Cut (.24 0.50 - 0.64 Gully
509 Fil} 0.24 0.50 - 0.64 Fill of 508
510 Cut 067 | 050-0.64 | Dueh Medieval
teminus? or pit
511 Fill (.67 0.50 - 0.64 Fill of 510 Pottery Medieval
Trench 6
601 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
602 Layer 0.30 - 0.40 Silty Clay
Subsoil
Yellow/Brown
603 0.40 Clay with Fe
pan
Natural
604 Fill 2.80 0.40 - 0.70 Fill of 605
605 Cut 2.80 0.40 - 0,70 Ditch
606 Cut (.20 dia 0.40 - 0.76 Root?
607 Filt 0.20 dia 040 -0.76 Fill of 606
608 Fill 0.20 dia 0.40 - 0.80 Fill of 609
609 Cut 0.20 dia 0.40 - 0.80 Root?
610 Fill 1.10 0.40 - 0.70 Fill of 611
611 Cut 1.10 0.40 - 0.70 Pit?
612 Fill 1.75 0.40 - 0.60 Fill of 613
613 Cut 1.75 0.40 -0.60 Ditch
614 Fill 0.30x0.20 | 0.40-0.80 Fill of 615
615 Cut 0.30x0.20 | 0.40-0.80 Root?
Trench 7
701 Layer 0-0.24 Topsoil
Brown/Yellow
) Clayey
702 Layer 0.24-0.58 Sand/Silt
Subsoil
Yellow/Brown | Late Iron
Clay with Fe | Age Potter
E Layer st y1c)an ((%n interfa);e
Natural with 702)
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Context | Type | Width (m) | Depth (m) | Comments | Finds | Date
Trench §
801 Layer 0-0.20 Topsoil
Brown/Yellow
802 | Layer 020-040 | Y
Subsoil
Orange/Brown
. Silty Clay with
803 Layer 0.40 gravel lensing
and Fe pan
. Natural
Trench 9
901 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Orange/Brown
902 | Layer 0.30-0.50 | Iy Sand
ilt
Subsoil
- Yellow/Brown
903 Layer 0.50 Sandy Clay
Natural
Trench 10
1001 Lavyer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
1002 Layer 0.30 - 0.50 Silty Clay
Subsoil
Orange/Grey
1003 Layer 0.50 Clay
Natural
1004 Cut 0.75 0.50 - 0.61 Ditch
1005 Fill 0.75 0.50 - 0.61 Fill of 1004
1006 Cut (.24 dia 0.50 - 0.56 Post hole
1007 Fill 0.24 dia 0,50 - 0.56 Fill of 1006
1008 Cut 0.86 0.50 -0.76 Pit?
1009 Fill (.86 0.50 - 0.76 Fill of 1608
1010 Cut 0.40 dia 0.50-0.57 | Pit/Post hole
1011 Fili 0.40 dia 0.50 - 0.57 Fillof 1010
1012 Cut 0.32 dia 0.50 - 0.58 Post hole
1013 Fill 0.32 dia 0.50 - 0.58 Fill of 1012-
1014 Cut 0.40 dia 0.50 -0.64 . Pit/Post hole
1015 Fill 0.40 dia 0.50 - 0.64 Fill of 1014
1016 Cut 0.46 0.50 - 0.69 Ditch
1017 Fill 0.46 0.50 - 0.69 Fill of 1016
1018 Cut 0.20 dia 0.50 - 0.58 Post hole
Trench 11
1101 Layer ' 0-024 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
1102 Layer 0.24 - 0.46 Silty Clay
Subsoil
Orange Silty
1103 Layer 0.46 Clay
Natural
104 | cu | ododia | 046054 | Postholeiee) LA
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1105 Cut 2.20 0.46 - 0.81 Ditch
1106 . Fill 1.20 0.46 - 0.81 Fill of 1105 Flint
1107 Fill 1.20 (0.46 - 0.81 Fill of 1105
Trench 12
1201 Laver 0-0.28 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
Clayey Sand
1202 Layer 0.28 -0.52 Silt with
reddish mottle
Subsoil
Brown/Orange
1203 | Layer 052 | Silty Clay with
Fe pan
Natural
1204 | Cut 140 | 052100 | DHeh
erminus
1205 Fiil 1.40 0.52-1.00 Fill of 1204
‘Trench 13
1301 Lavyer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
1302 Layer 0.30 - 0.66 Silty Clay
Subsoil
Orange/Brown
Silty clay with
1303 Layer 0.66 Sand lensing
and Fe pan
Natural
Trench 14
1401 Layer 0-0.20 Topsoil
Orange/Brown
1402 Layer 0.20 - 0.50 Clayg’hsa“d
Subsoil
Yeliow/Brown
Sandy Clay
with Sand
1403 R e lensing and Fe
pan
Natural
Trench 15 :
1501 Layer (- 0.24 Topsoil
Orange/Brown
1502 Layer 0.24 - 0.56 Loam
Subsoil
Yellow/Brown
1563 Layer 0.56 Sandy Clay
Natural
1504 Cut 0.90 0.56 - 0.94 Ditch
1505 Fill 0.90 0.56 - 0.78 Fill of 1504.
1506 Fill 0.66 0.78 - 0.94 Fill of 1504
1507 Cut 1.05 x 0.59 | 0.56-0.86 Pit
1508 Fill 1.05x0.59 | 0.56-0.86 Fill of 1507
1509 Cut 0.31 dia .56 - .64 Post hole?
1510 Fill 0.31 dia (.56 - 0.64 Fill of 1509
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1511 | Cut 040 | 056-0.64 | O
erminus
1512 Fill 0.40 0.56 - 0.64 Fill of 1511
Trench 16
1601 Layer 0-0.26 Topsoil
Grey/Brown
1602 | Layer 0.26 - 0.38 Sa‘gﬁy&“
Subsoil
Yellow/White
Clay with
1603 Layer 0.38 reddish mottle
and Fe pan
Natural
1604 Cut 0.80 0.35 - 0.80 Pit
1605 Fill 0.80 0.35 - 0.80 Fill of 1604
1606 Cut 0.90 x 0.60 | 0.35-0.80 Pit
1607 Fill 0.90x0.60 | 0.35-0.80 Fill of 1606
1608 Cut 1.10x0.26 | 0.35-0.72 Slot
1609 Fill 1.10x0.26 | 0.35-0.72 Fill of 1608
Trench 17
1701 Layer 0-040 Topsoil
Brown Clayey
1702 Layer 0.40 - 0.60 Sand Silt
Subsoil
Orange/Grey
1703 Layer 0.60 CETE R
pan
Natural
1704 Cut 1.12 0.40-0.95 Ditch
1705 Fill 1.12 0.40 - 0.95 Fill of 1704
1706 Cut 0.39 0.50 - 0.62 Ditch
1707 Fill 0.39 0.50 - 0.62 Fill of 1706
1708 Cut’ 1.18 0.60 - 0.84 Ditch
1709 Fili 1.18 0.60 - 0.88 Fill of 1708
Trench 18 '
1801 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
1802 | Layer 030-040 | ST
Subsoil
White/Brown
1803 Layer 0.40 LA AR
Fe pan
Natural
Trench 19
1500 Layer 0-0.36 Topsoeil
Orange/Brown
1902 | Layer 036 - 0.70 S“‘“éif; f‘lt
Subsoil
White/Brown
1903 Layer 0.70 Silt ?lay s
Fe pan
Natural
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Trench 20
2001 Laver 0-0.20 Topsoil
Brown/Yellow
2002 Layer 0.20 - 0.40 Silty Ciay
Subsoil
Crange/Brown
2003 Layer 0.40 Clay with Fe
pan
Trench 21
2100 Layer 0-0.26 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
Silt Clay with Medieval
2102 BN vzl reddish ilottle potiery
Subsoil
Orange/Brown
2103 | Layer OO e
Fe pan
Natural
2104 Cut (.38 dia 0.38 - 0.55 Posthole
2105 Fill 0.38 dia 0.38 - 0.55 Fill of 2104
2106 Cut 0.37 dia (0.38 - 0.49 Posthole
2107 Fill 0.37 dia 0.38-0.49 Fill of 2106
2108 Cut 0.38 dia 0.38 -0.56 Posthole
2109 Fill 0.38 dia 0.38 - 0.50 Fill of 2108
2110 Cut .38 dia 0.38 -0.55 Posthole
2111 Fil] 038 dia | 0.38-0.55 Fill of 2110
2112 Cut 0.34 dia 0.38 -0.51 Posthole
2113 Fill (.34 dia 0.38 - 0.51] Fill of 2112
2114 Cut 1.00 0.26 Hedpeline
Trench 22
2201 Laver 0-0.20 Topsail
Brown/Yellow
2202 | Layer 0.20 - 0.30 Uaygﬁtsa“d
Subsoil
Orange/brown
2203 | Layer el R AT
Fe pan
Natural
2204 Cut 0.60 0.30-0.92 Ditch Receni?
2205 | Tl 060 | 030-092 | Yillof2204 Recent?
Gleyey
Trench 23
2301 Laver 0-0.20 Topsoil
Brown/Orange
2302 Layer 0.20 - 0.48 Clayey Silt
Subsoil
Grey/Yellow
2303 | Layer 04 | Silty Clay with
Fe pan
Natural
2304 Cut (.39 dia 0.48 - 0.52 Posthole?
2305 Il 0.39 dia 0.48 - 0.52 Fill of 2304
2306 Cut 093x044 | 0.48-0.50 Pit?
2307 Fill 0.93x044 | 0.48-0.50 Fill of 2306
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Trench 24

2401 Laver 0-0.20 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
2402 Layer 0.20-0.36 Silty Clay
Subsoil
White/Brown
2403 e 036 Silty Clay with
Fe pan
Natural
Trench 25 '
2501 Layer 0-0.34 Topsoil
Orange/Grey
2502 Layer 0.34 - 0.50 Silty Clay
Subsoil
Orange/Brown
2503 | Layor 0.50 | siltyClay with
¢ pan
Natural
2504 Cut 0.36 dia 0.50 - 0.67 Posthole
2505 Fill 0.36 dia 0.50 - 0.67 Fill of 2504
2506 Cut 0.30x0.20 | 0.50-0.62 Root?
2507 Fill | 030%020 | 050-0.62 | TLOTZVO
eyey
Trench 26
2601 Layer 0-0.20 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
2602 Layer 0.20-0.34 Clayey Silt
Subsoil
Yellow/Brown
sandy silt Clay
with Sand
2603 Layer Y lensing and Fe
pan
Natural
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Trench 27
2701 Layver 0-0.30 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
2702 Layer 0.30 - 0.60 silty Clay
Subsoil
Orange/Brown
2703 | Layer DED A
Fe pan
Natural
2704 Fill 0.90 0.60 - 0.74 Fill of 2706
2705 | Fil 180 | 0.60-1.00 | Fillof2706
Gleyey
2706 Cut 2.00 0.60 - 1.00 Ditch
Trench 28
2801 Layer 0-0.32 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
2802 Layer 0.32-0.50 Silty Clay
Subsoil
Orange/Brown
2803 | Layer 050 | Silty Clay with
: Fe pan
Natura]
2804 Fill 0.28 0.32 - 1.00 Fill of 2805 Early C.19th
2805 Cut .28 0.32-1.00 | Field Drain? Early C. 19th
2806 Fili (.35 0.50-0.70 Fill of 2807
2807 Cut 0.35 0.50 - 0.70 Ditch?
Trench 29
2901 Laver 0-0.22 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
2902 Layer 0.22-0.42 Silty Clay
Subsoi]
Orange/Brown
2003 e 0.42 SiltyﬁClay with
Fe pan
Natural
2004 | Fill 095 | 042-0g7 | Fillof 2903
Glevey
2905 Cut 0.95 0.42 - 0.87 Ditch
2906 Cut 0.33 dia 0.42 -0.63 Posthgle
2907 Fill 0.33 dia 0.42 - 0.63 Fill of 2906
Trench 30
3001 Layer 0-0.28 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
3002 Layer 0.28 - 0.50 Silty Clay
Subsoil
Yellow/Brown
3303 Layer 0.50 Silty Clay
Natural
Trench 31
3103 Laver 0-0.60 Topsoil
Brown Sandy
3102 Layer 0.60 - 0.70 Silt
Subsoil
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White/Orange
3103 | Layer 070 | BrowgSandy
ilt
Natural
3104 Cut 0.81x0.40 | 0.70-1.05 Pit
3105 Fill 0.50 0.70 - 1.05 Fill of 3104
3106 Fill 0.81 x0.40 | 0.70 -0.90 Fill of 3104
3107 Cut 0.19x 0,16 | 0.70-0.97 Stakehole?
3108 Fill 0.10 0.82 -0.97 Fill of 3107
3109 Fill 0.19x0.16 | 0.70 - 0.82 Fill of 3107
Trench 32
3201 Layer 0-0.28 Topsoil
Orange/Brown
3202 | Layer 028-064 | S S
Subsoil
White/Orange
Brown Silty
3203 Layer 0.64 Clay with Fe
pan
Natural
Trench 33
3301 Layer 0-0.50 Topsoil
Brown Sandy
3302 Layer 0.50 - 0.60 Silt
Subsoil
Orange/Brown
Silty Sand
3303 Layer 0.60 WithYFe oan
Natural
3304 Cut 0.50 0.60 - 0.80 Ditch
3305 Fill 0.50 0.60 - 0.80 Fill of 3304
3306 Cut 0.36 x0.15 | 0.60-0.90 Stakehole?
3307 Fill 0.10 0.74 - 0.90 Fill of 3306
3308 Fill 0.36 x0.15 | 0.60-074 Fill of 3306
3309 Cut 1.20 0.60 - 0.80 Ditch
3310 Fill 1.20 0.60 - 0.80 Fill of 3309
Trench 34
3401 . Layer 0-0.40 Topsoil
Orange/Brown
3402 Layer (1.40 - 0.80 Silty Clay
Subsoil
White/Orange
Brown Siity
3403 Layer 0.80 Clay with Fe
pan
Natural
Trench 35
3501 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil
QOrange/Brown
3502 Layer 1 0.30-0.70 Silty Clay
Subsoil

€ Oxford Archacological Unit Ltd. July 2004.

46

NAHODEVHorley NW Development\Reports\Horley Eval Rep Final doc




Oxford Archacology

Herley

North-West Develepment, Surrey
Archaeological Evaluation Report

White/Brown
silty Clay with
3503 Layer 0.70 reddish mottle
and Fe pan
Natural
Trench 36
3601 Layer 0-0.16 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
Silty Clay with
3602 Layer 0.16-0.38 reddish mottle
Subsoil
Orange/Brown
T e CCI A
Fe pan
Natural
3604 Cut 0.90 (.38 - 0.98 Ditch
3605 Fill 0.90 0.38 - 0.98 Fill of 3604
Trench 37
3701 Layer 0-0.36 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
3702 Layer .36 - 0.50 Silty Clay
Subsoil
Orange/Brown
3703 Layer 0.50 Sil%y Clay
3704 Cut 0.44 dia 0.50 - 0.56 | Tree Bowl?
3705 Fill 0.44 dia 0.50 - 0.56 Fill of 3704
Trench 38
3801 Laver g-0.40 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
Silty clay with
3802 Layer 0.40-0.54 reddish moitle
Subsoil
Orange/Grey
3803 | Layer W (BB A A
Fe pan
Natural
Trench 39
3901 Layer 0-0.28 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
3902 | Layer 0.28-0.40 | Sandy Clay
Subsoil
Brown/Orange
) Sandy Clay
3903 Layer 0.40 with Fe pan
Natural
Trench 40
4001 Layer 0-040 Topsoil
Brown Silty
4002 Layer 0.40 - 0.50 Clay
Subsoil
White/Orange
Brown Sandy
4003 Layer 0.50 Silt with Fe
pan
Natural
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4004 Cut 0.46 0.50 - 0.71 Ditch
4005 Fill 0.46 0.50 - 0.71 Fill of 4005
4006 Cut 1.04x 046 | 0.50-0.60 Pit
4007 Fill 1.04 %046 | 0.50-0.60 Fill of 4006
4008 Cut 0.21 0.50 - 0.62 Ditch
4009 Fill 0.21 0.50 - 0.62 Fill of 4008
4010 Cut 0.77 0.50 - 0.71 Ditch
4011 Fill 0.77 0.50 - 0.71 Fill of 4010
Trench 41
4101 Layer 0-0.34 Topsoil
Yelow/Brown
4102 Layer 0.34 - 0.60 Silty Clay
Subsoil
4103 Cut 0.64 0.60 - 0.77 Ditch
4104 Fill 0.64 0.60 - 0.77 Fill of 4103
4105 Cut 0.88 0.60 - 0.87 Ditch
4106 Fill 0.88 0.60 - 0.87 Fill of 4105
Grey/Yellow
Silty Clay with
4107 Layer 0.60 reddish mottle
and Fe pan
Natural
4108 Cut (.60 0.60 - 0.74 Ditch
4109 Fiil (.60 0.60 - 0.74 Fill of 4108
Trench 42
4201 Layer 0-0.24 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
4202 Layer 0.24 -0.44 Silty Clay
Subsoil
Grey/Orange
. Clayey Silt
4203 Layer 0.44 i tg Fo pam
Natural
4204 Cut 1.70x 0.60 | 0.44-0098 Pit
4205 Fill 1.70 x 0,60 | 0.44-0.98 Fill of 4204
4206 | Cut 080 | 0.44-0.388 Ditch e
4207 | Fill 080 | 044-088 | FKillof4206 | Pottery | € IORAEe
4208 Cut 0.55 x0.50 | 0.44-0.90 Posthole
4209 Fill 0.55x0.50 | 0.44-0.90 Fill of 4208
Trench 43
4301 Layer 0-024 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
4302 Layer 0.24 - 0.48 Siity Clay
Subsoil
Grey/Orange
Clayey Silt
with reddish
el b b mottle and Fe
pan
Natural
4304 Cut 0.66 x 0.55 | 048 - 0.68 Pit
4305 Fill 0,66 x0.55 | 048 -0.68 Fill of 4304
4306 Cut 0.50 0.48 - 0.68 Ditch
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4307 | Fil | 050 | 048-0.68 | Fillof4306 |
Trench 44
4401 Layer 0-0.24 Topsoil
Brown Clayey
silt with
4402 Laver 0.24 - 0.40 reddish motile
Subsoil
Grey/Yellow
4403 | Layer 0.40 Sﬂtchmy i
e pan
Natural
4404 Cut 0.50x0.45 | 0.40-0.58 Pit?
4405 Fill 0.50x0.45 | 0.40-0.58 Fill of 4404
4406 Cut 1.0x0.95 | 0.40-0.60 Pit?
4407 Fill 1.0x0.95 | 0.40-0.60 Fill of 4406
4408 Cut 0.50x045 | 040-0.62 Pit?
4409 Fill 0.50x0.45 | 0.40-0.62 Fili of 4408
4410 Cut 0.55 0.40 - 0.62 Ditch
4411 Fill 0.55 0.40 - 0.62 Fill of 4410
Trench 45
4501 Layer ¢ -0.20 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
4502 Layer 0.20 - 0.40 Silty Clay
Subsoil
Orange/Brown
Sandy Clay
4503 Layer 0.40 silt with Fe
pan
Natural
Trench 46
4601 Layer 0-0.50 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
4602 Layer 0.50 - 0.66 Silty Clay
-Subsoil
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Orange/Brown
4603 | Layer 0.66 SﬂtyFCIay Uit
€ pan
Natural
4604 Fill 1.50 x 0.70 | 0.66-1.01 Fill of 4605
4605 Cut 330x1.35 1 0.66-1.16 Pit?
4606 Fill .35 0.66 - 0.74 Fill of 4607
4607 Cut (.35 0.66 -0.74 Gully
4608 Fill 0.35x0.25 | 0.66-0.70 | Fill of 4609
4609 Cut 0.35x0.25 | 0.66-0.70 Posthole?
4610 Fill 220x1.20 | 0.66-1.16 Fill of 4605
Trench 47
4701 Layer 0-0.34 Topsoil
_ Yellow Brown
4702 Layer 0.34 - 0.60 Clayg’hsand
Subsoil
Orange/Brown
4703 | Layer 060 | Sttty Clay with
Fe pan
Natural
4704 Fill 0.90 % 0,70 | 0.60-0.85 Fill of 4705
4705 Cut 0.90x 0.70 | 0.60 - 0.85 Pit?
Trench 48
4801 | Layer 0-0.34 Topsoil | o0
Brown/Grey
4802 | Layer 0.34-040 | Clyey Sand
Subsoil
Orange/Brown
4803 | Layer 0.40 S‘“”Fmay w2
¢ pan
Natural
4804 | Cut 120 | 0.40-0.62 Ditch Iiﬁzgai;‘
4805 Fill 120 | 040-062 | Fill of 4804 poticry Lﬁiﬁmﬁt
4806 Fill (.75 dia 0.40 - 0.58 Fill of 4807
4807 Cut 0.75 dia 0.40 - (.58 Posthole
4808 Fill 0.70 dia 0.40 - 0.58 Fill of 4809
4809 Cut 0.70 dia 0,40 - 0.58 Posthole
4810 Fill 0.65 dia 0.40 - 0.50 Fill of 4811
4811 Cut 0.65 dia 0.40 - 0,50 Posthole
4812 Cut 0.47 dia 0.60 -0.77 Posthole
4813 Fill 0.47 dia .60 -0.77 Fill of 4812
4814 Cut 1.00x 040 | 4.40-0.60 Pit?
4815 Till 1.00x 040 | 0.40 - 0.60 Fill of 4814
4816 Cut 0.20 0.34-1,19 Field Drain Early C. 19th
4817 Fill 0.20 0.34-1.19 Fill of 4816 Early C. 16th
Late C. 1st -
4818 Cut 0.90 0.40 - 0.60 Ditch Early C. 2Znd
(Roman)
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Late C. 1st -
4819 Fil} 0.90 (.40 - 0.60 Fill of 4818 pottery Early C. 2nd
{Roman)
Late C. 1st -
4820 Cut 0.50 (.40 - 0.60 Ditch Early C. 2nd
' {Roman)
Late C. 1st -
4821 Fill 0.50 0.40 -0.60 | Fill of 4820 pottery Early C. 2nd
(Roman)
4822 Cut 0.40 dia 0.60 - 0.88 Posthole
4823 Fill 0.40 dia 0.60 - 0.88 Fill of 4822
4824 Cut 0.20 dia 0.40 - 0.60 Posthole
4825 Fill 0.20 dia 0.40 - 0.60 Fill of 4824
4826 Cut 0.75x0.35 | 0.40-1.00 Posthole?
4827 Fill 0.75x0.35 1 040-1.00 | Fill of 4826
Trench 49
4901 Laver 0-0.40 Topsoil
Red/Brown
4902 | Layer 0.40 - 0.60 Sll‘yrmay s
e pan
Subsoil
Orange/Brown
4903 | Layer 060 | Silty Clay with
Fe pan
Natural
4904 Fill 0.50x 0.30 | 0.60-0.70 | Till of 4905
4905 Cut 0.50 x 0.30 | 0.60 -0.70 Posthole?
4906 Fill 0.50 dia 0.60 - 0.70 | Fill of 4907
4907 Cut 0.50 dia 0.60 - 0.70 Posthole
4908 Fill 0.30 dia 0.60 -0.72 Fill of 4909
4509 Cut 0.30 dia 0.60 -0.72 Posthole
4910 Fili 0.45x0.20 | 0.60-0.72 Fill of 4911
4911 Cut 0.45x0.20 | 0.60-0.72 Posthole?
Trench 50
5001 Laver 0-0.40 Topsoil
Orange/Brown
5002 Layer 0.40 - 0.80 silty Clay
 Subsoil
White/Orange
Brown Silty
5003 Layer 0.80 Clay with Fe
pan
Natural
5004 | Fill 1.50 0.40 ill of 5005 C.17 - 18th?
: Unexcavated
5005 Cut 1.50 0.40 Clay it C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
5006 | Fill 1.50 0.40 Hill of 5007 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
5007 Cut 1.50 0.40 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
5008 | Fll | 3.00%x2.00 040 mill of 5009 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
5009 Cut | 3.00x2.00 0.40 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
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5010 | Fill 1.50 0.40 Fill of 5011 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
5011 | Cut 1.50 0.40 (Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 51
Clay Pit
5101 Cut 2.50 0.30 - 1.60 | Partially Hand C. 17th - 18th?
Excavated
Fill of 5101
5102 Fill 2.50 0.30-1.60 | Partially hand C. 17th - 18th?
excavated
5103 Fill 0.30 0.80-1.40 | Fillof5101 C. 17th - 18th?
abraded
5104 Fill 0.60 0.80-1.30 | Fill of 5101 medieval C. 17th - 18th?
pottery
5105 Fill 0.40 1.30 - 1.45 Fill of 5101 C.17th-18th ?
Orange/Brown
5106 Layer 0.22 - 0.60 | sandy clay silt
Subsoil
5107 Laver 0-0.22 Topsoil
5108 Cut 1.00 0.80 - 1.20 Hedgeline?
5109 Fiil 1.00 0.90-1.20 | Fillof 5108
5110 Layer 0.70 - 0.90 | Buried Soil?
5111 Layer 0.60 - 0.70 Buried Soil?
5112 Laver 0.50 - 0.60 | Buried soil?
5113 Cut (.50 0.60 - 0.75 Ditch
5114 Fill 0.50 0.60 -0.75 Fill of 5113
Orange/Brown
5115 | Layer 0.60 | Sty Clay with
Fe pan
Natural
5116 Cut 0.50 0.60 - 0.74 Ditch
5117 Fill 0.50 0.60-0.74 | Fillof 5116
Buried
5118 Layer 0.50 - 0.80 Subsoil?
5119 Cut 0.70 x 0.30 | 0.40-0.80 Pit
5120 Fill 0.70 x 0.30 | 0.40-0.60 Fill of 5119
5121 Fill 0.70 x 0.30 | 0.60-0.80 Fill of 5119
5122 Cut 1.10 x 0.50 | 0.60-0.67 Pit?
5123 Fill 1.10x 0.50 | 0.60-0.67 Fill of 5122
Trench 52
5201 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Orange/Brown
5202 Layer 0.30 - 0.60 | sandy sili Clay
Subsoil
Yellow/Brown
) Sandy Clay
5203 Layer 0.60 S e oan
Natural
5204 | Cut 1.50 0.30 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
5205 | Tl 1.50 0.30 Fill of 5204 C. 17th - 18(h?
Unexcavated
5206 Cut 175 0.30 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
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5207 | Fil 1.75 0.30 Fill of 5206 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Working
5208 Cut 2.50 0.40 Hollow for C. 17th - 18th?
: ' 5206 ' '
Unexcavated
5200 | Tl 2.50 040 | Nl of5208 C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
5210 Cut 0.45 0.60 - 0.71 Ditch
5211 Fill 0.45 0.60 - 0.71 Fill of 5210
5212 Cut | 0.95%x0.40 |  0.60 Eph;;gffral
Trench 53
5301 Layer 0-0.20 Topsoil
Brown Silty
5302 Layer 0.20 - 0.40 Sandy Clay
Subsoil
Yellow/Grey
sandy clay
5303 Layer 0.40 with Fe pan
Natural
5304 Cut 175 0.20 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
5305 Fill 1.75 0.20 Fill of 5304 C. 17th - 18th?
5306 Cut 1.00 0.20 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
5307 | Fill 1.00 020 | Fillof3306 C. 17th - 18¢h?
- Unexcavated
5308 Cut 2.00 0.20 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
5309 | Fil 2.00 020 | Fillof5308 C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
5310 Cut 1.00 0.20 Clay Pit C. 17¢h - 18th?
Unexcavated
5311 Fill 1.00 0.20 Fill of 5310 C. 17¢h - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 54
5401 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Brown Clay
5402 | Layer 030-0.40 | StwithFe
pan
Subsoil
Grey/Orange
) Clayey Silt
5403 Layer 0.40 A e
Natural
Trench 55 (Unexcavated)
Trench 56
5601 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Orange Brown
5602 | Layer 030-0.40 | 1Yy Sand
' Subsoil
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Orange Brown
5603 | Layer 0.40 S”tyFCIay DAL
¢ pan
Natural
5604 Cut 2.45 (.40 -1.05 Ditch
5605 Fill 2.45 0.40 - 1.05 Fill of 5604
5606 Cut 1.80 0.40 - 0.60 Hedpeline? Late Iron Age
5607 Fill 1.80 0.40 - 0.60 Fill of 5606 pottery Late Iron Age
5608 Cut 0.60 dia 0.40 - 0.55 Posthole?
5609 Fill 0.60 dia 0.40 - 0.55 Fill of 5608
Trench 57 ,
5701 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Brown/Yellow
cl Sand Late Iron
5702 Layer 0.30 - 0.40 e Age - C. lst
Subsoil pottery
Grey/Orange
5703 | Layer 0.40 S‘“yrcmy G
e pan
Natural
5704 Cut 0.90 | 0.40-0.62 Ditch e
5705 Fill 000 | 0.40-0.62 | Fill of 5704 o L g R
5706 Cut Field Drain Early C. 19th?
5707 Fill Field Drain Early C. 19th?
5708 Cut 0.50 dia 0.40 - 0.58 Posthole
5709 Fill (.50 dia 0.40 - 0.58 Fill of 5708
Trench 58
5801 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Brown Clayey
Silt with Fe
5802 Layer 0.30-0.52 pan
Subsoil
Grey/Yellow
. Clayey Silt
5803 Layer 0.52 with Fe pan
Natural
C. 1st
_ . {Late Iron
5804 Cut 0.95 0.52-0.92 Ditch Age/Early
Roman)
C. 1st
" - (Late Iron
5805 Fill 0.80 0.52-0.75 Fill of 5804 pottery Age/Barly
Roman)
. o Late IA/Early
5806 Fill 0.80 0.52-0.92 Fill of 5804 Roman?
—
5807 | Cut | 3.50x1.50 0.30 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
5808 | Fill | 350x150 | 030 Fill of 5807 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
5809 | Cut 030 | 052-080 |  Ditch B
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5810 Fill 030 | 0.52-0.80 | Fill of 5809 pottery | LAt (Ij’ O?Sf‘ge )
5811 Cut 0.75 | 0.52-0.87 Ditch Late g s
. y o o Late Iron Age -
5812 Hill 0.75 0.52 - 0.87 Fill of 5811 pottery C. 1st
5813 | Cut | 0.80x065 | 030 Clay Pit C. 17¢h - 18th?
Unexcavated
5814 Fill | 0.80x0.65 | 030 il of 5813 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
5815 Cut 0.50 0.52-0.74 Ditch Late Iron Age
5816 Fill 0.50 0.52-0.74 Fill of 5815 pottery Late Iron Age
817 | Cw | 150x0.50 | 0.30 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
5818 | Fill | 150x050 | o030 | Iilofs8l7 C. 17t - 18th?
Unexcavated
5819 Cut | 3.00x150 | 030 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
5§20 | Fll | 300x150 030 | Liofs8LY C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Clay Pit
5821 Cut 2.60x 1.60 | 0.30-1.30 | Partially Hand C. 17th - 18th?
Excavated
5822 Fill 2.60x1.60 | 0.30-0.80 | Fill of 5821 C. 17th - 18th?
5823 Fill 260x1.60 | 0.80-1.10 Fill of 5821 C. 17th - 18th?
Fill of 5821
5824 Fill 2.60x1.60 | 1.10-1.30 | Partially Hand C. 17th - 18th?
Excavated
Trench 59
5001 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Red/Brown
5902 Layer 0.30-0.54 | Silty Clay
Subsoil
Orange/Brown
5003 Layer 0.54 Silty Clay with
Fe pan
Natural
5904 | Tl 1.75 030 Fll of 5905 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
5905 | Cut 1.75 0.30 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
: Unexcavated
5006 Fill 0.70 0.60 - 0.78 Fill of 5908 Late Iron Age -
Gleyey C. lst
- Fill of 5908 Late Iron Age -
5907 Fill 0.50 0.60 - 0.90 Gleyey pottery C. 1st
5908 | Cut 110 | 0.60-0.90 Ditch B
Working
5909 Layer 2.00 0.40 - 0.60 surface for C. 17th - 18th?
Clay Pit 5913
5910 | Fill | 2.00x1.80 | 0.60-120 | [illof39ll C. 17th - 181h?
Working Cut
5911 Cut 2.00x1.80 | 0.60-1.20 for Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
5913
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Fill of 5913
5912 Filt 2.00x2.00 | 0.30-0.90 | Partially Hand C. 17th - 18th?
Fxcavated
: Clay Pit
5013 Cut 2.00%2.00 | 0.30-0.90 | Partially Hand C. 17th - 18th?
Excavated
5014 Fill 0.90 0.54 - 0.84 Till of 5915
? Ditch
5015 Cut (.90 0.54 - 0.84 Terminus or
Pit
5916 | Fill | 250x1.50 | 030 Eill of 5917 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
017 | cu |2s0xis0| o030 | SR C. 17th - 18h?
nexcavated
5918 Fill 0.70 x 0.50 | 0.54 - 0.60 Fill of 53919
5019 Cut 0.70 x 0.50 | 0.54-0.60 ~ Pit?
s20 | Fill | 150x100 | o030 | [SHers92l C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
5921 Cut | 1.50x1.00 0.30 el C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 60
6001 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
6002 Layer 0.30 - 0.60 Sandy Silt
Subsoil
Orange/Brown
6003 | Layer 0.0 | Silty Clay with
e pan
Natural
6004 | Fill | 250x1.50 | 030 Fill of 6005 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6005 Cat | 250x1.50 |  0.30 S C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6006 | Fll |200x150 | o030 | E o607 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6007 Cut | 200x150 | 030 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6008 Fill | 0.75%x050 | 030 oAb C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6009 | Cut | 075%x050 | 030 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6010 Fill 0.90 0.60 - 1.00 Fitl of 6011 Post medieval
6011 Cut (.90 0.60 - 1.00 Iitch Post medieval
6012 Fill 0.25 dia 0.60 - 0.68 Fill of 6013
6013 Cut 0.25 dia 0.60 - 0.68 Posthole
Trench 61
6101 Layer 0-0.22 Topsoil
Brown Clayey
6102 Layer 0.22 - 0.40 Silt
Subsoil
Yeilow/Grey
6103 Layer (.40 SE?I_ldy Sk
with Fe pan
Natural
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6104 Cut 2.00 0.22 GEp s C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6105 | Fil 2.00 022 | [fillof6lo4 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6106 Cut 1.25 0.22 Sl C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6107 Fill 1.25 0.22 Fill of 6107 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Extraction cut
6108 Cut | 2.00%0.50 0.22 e g’i‘g sl C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6109 Fill 2.00 x 0.50 0.22 Fill of 6108 C. 17th - 18&th?
6110 Cut | 2.00x 1.50 0.22 SELAE C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6111 | Fll | 200x150 | 022 | [LHLof6llO C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 62
6201 Layver 0-0.30 Topsoil
Brown Clayey
6202 Layer 0.30-0.54 Sand/Silt
Subsoil
Orange/Brown
6203 Layer 0.54 S11terIay with
Fe pan
Natural
6204 Cut | 200%1.00 | 030 e C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
6205 Fill | 200x1.00 | 030 IGiE C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
6206 Cut 1.00 x 0.75 | Ephemeral ? Pit
Clay Pit
6207 Cut 1.50x 1.50 0.30 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6208 Fill | 150x1.50 | 030 st C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6209 Cut | 3.00x220 030 Clay Pit C.17th - 18th ?
Unexcavated
6210 | Fll | 300%x200 030 Fill of 6209 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Extraction cut
- for Clay Pit ‘ 15
6211 Cut 0.75 0.30 6209 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6212 Fill 0.75 0.30 Bl OaF C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
Trench 63
6301 Layer 0-0.36 Topsoil
Brown Clayey Late Tron
6302 Layer 0.36 - 0.60 Sand Silt Age - C. st
Subsoil potiery
Orange/Brown
6303 3 0.60 SlltyFCan with
e pan
Natural
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6304 Cut 4,50 0.36 Gt C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6305 Fill 2.00 036 | Fillof 6306 C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
Extraction Cut
6306 | Cut 2.00 0.36 N - C. 17¢h - 18th?
Unexcavated
6307 | Fill 450 036 | [lof6304 C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6308 Cut 1.50 0.36 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Fill of 6308
6309 Fill 1.50 0.36 Unexcavated C. 17th - 18th?
Extraction cut
6310 Cut 1.00 0.36 for gg@’ Pat C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6311 | il 1.00 0.36 Fill of 6310 C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
Trench 64
6441 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Brown clayey
6402 | Layer 030-056 | Sand/Silt
Subsoil
Orange/Brown
6403 | Layer 0.56 | Silty Clay with
Fe pan
Natural
6404 Cut 2.50 0.30 Clay Pt C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6405 | Tl 250 030 | [Fillof640d C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6406 Cat | 3.00x1.00 | 030 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6407 | Fill |300x100| o030 | FiMof6i06 C. 17th - 18h?
Unexcavated
6408 Cut 2.00 0.30 Clay Pit C. 17¢h - 18th?
Unexcavated
6400 | Fil 2.00 030 | [illof6408 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6410 Cut 3.50 0.30 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6411 Fill 3.50 0.30 Fill of 6410 C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
6412 | Cut | 200x150 | 030 Clay Pit C. 17¢h - 18th?
Unexcavated
6413 | Fill | 200x150 | 030 Fill of 6412 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 65
i . Late Iron
6501 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil Age potiery
Brown Clayey
6502 Layer 0.30 - 0.65 Sand Silt
Subsoil
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Orange/Brown
Sandy Silt
6503 Layer (.65 Clay with Fe
pan
Natural
6504 Cut 1.60 0.65-1.15 Ditch Medieval
6505 Fill 1.60 0.65 - 0.95 Fill of 6504 pottery Medieval
6506 Fill 0.70 0.95-1.05 Fill of 6504 Medieval
6507 Fill 0.60 1.05-1.15 Fill of 6504 Medieval
6508 Cut 4.00 0.30 SV C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6500 | Fill 4.00 0.30 Fill of 6508 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6510 Cut 1.50 0.30 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18(h?
Unexcavated
6511 Fill 150 0.30 Fill of 6510 C.17th - 18th? .
Unexcavated
Trench 66
Orange/Brown
Sandy Silt
6601 Layer 0.70 Clay with Fe
pan
Natural
6602 Layer 0-0.22 Topsoil
Orange/Brown
Sandy Silt
6603 | Layer 0.40 - 0.70 ey
Lower
Subsoil/Buried
Soil?
Orange Brown
6604 | Layer 0.22-0.40 | VY Sand
Upper Subsoil
6605 Cut .50 (.70 - 0.80 Pit?
6606 Fill 0.50 0.70 - 0.80 | Fill of 6605
6607 | il 2.50 0.22 Fill of 6608 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6608 Cut 2.50 0.22 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6609 | il 1.75 022 | Fillofe610 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6610 Cut 175 0.22 Clay Pit C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6611 Fill 1.75 0.22 Ml of 6612 C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
Trench 67
Orange/Brown
Sandy Silt
o Clay with
6701 Ly e Sand lensing
and Fe pan
Natural
6702 | Cut 1.00 0.30 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
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6703 | Layer 020-030 | & orking C. 17th - 18th?
urface
Post
6704 Layer (-0.22 Topsoil medieval
pottery
6705 Cut 050040 | 0.70-0.73 Post hole?
6706 Fill 0.50x 040 | 0.70-0.73 Fill of 6705
6707 Fill 1.60 0.60 - 0.70 Fill of 6730 pottery Late Iron Age
6708 | Cut 275 0.30 Clay Pit C.17th - 18th
Unexcavated
6709 Lens 0.20 0.30-0.50 Dump C, 17th - 18th?
Clay Pit
6710 Cut 2.50 0.30 Unoravated C. 17th - 18th?
6711 Layer 0.30 - 0.60 | Buried Soil?
T Late Iron Age -
6712 Layer 0.60 - 0.80 Soil/Bank pottery - '
. C. Ist
Deposit?
6713 Fill 0.40 0,80 - 1.00 Fill of 6732 Late lron Age
6714 Fill 150 | 0.80-1.00 | Fill of 6732 pottery | € g"&fge ;
6715 Fill 0.70 1.00 - 1.20 Fill of 6732 Late Iron Age
0716 Fill 0.70 1.00-1.10 Fill of 6732 Late Iron Age
6717 Fili 0.70 1.10-1.20 Fill of 6732 Late Iron Age
6718 Fill 0.20 0.80 - 0.95 Fill of 6732 Late Iron Ape
6719 Fill 0.30 0.95-1.08 Fill of 6732 Late Iron Age
6720 Fill 0.40 1.08 -1.20 Fill of 6732 Late Iron Age
Clay
6721 Layer 0.22 -0.30 Extraction C. 17th - 18th?
Waste
6722 | Deposit | 0.50 . | 0.45-0.60 Cla)\;/M’“eml C. 17th - 18th?
aste
Ground
6723 Cut 0.30 - 0.50 Le"%llznyg i C. 17¢h - 18th?
Extraction
Clay Pit
6724 Cut 3.00 0.30 Partially Hand C. 17th - 18th?
Excavated
Fill of 6724
6725 “Fill 3.00 0.30 Partially Hand C.17th - 18th
Excavated
6726 | Cut | 280x0.70 | 0.30-0.90 | Extraction Cut C. 17th - 18th?
for 6724
6727 Fill 2.80x0.70 | 0.30-0.90 Fill of 6726 C. 17th - 18th?
Clay Pit
6728 Cut 2.00 0.30 Partially Hand C. [7th - 18th?
Excavated
Fill of 6728 '
6729 Fill 2.00 0.30 Partially C. 17th ~ 18th?
Excavated
6730 | Cut 310 | 050-1.12 | Ditch B e
6731 Fill 310 | 0.60-1.12 | Fill of 6730 Late IA/Barly
Roman?
6732 Cut 2.15 0.70 - 1.20 | Double Ditch
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6733 | Layer 140 | 050-056 | ‘vorking C. 17th - 18th?
Surface
6734 Layer 0.30 - 0.60 Buried Soil
6735 Layer 0.25-0.30 Surface C. 17th - 18th?
6736 Fill 1.00 0.15 -0.38 Fill of 6739 Modern
6737 Fill 1.00 0.15-0.30 Fill of 6739 Modern
6738 Layer 0.20 -0.25 | Gravel Dump C. 17th - 18th?
6730 Cut 0.15-0.38 Pit? Modemn
6740 | il 1,00 030 | Fillof6702 C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6741 Fill 3.00 0.30 ST C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6742 | Fil 275 03 | JFulof6710 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6743 Cut 1.25 0.30 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6744 | Fil 1.25 030 | Fillof6743 C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
Trench 68
6801 Laver 0 -0.40 Topsoil
Brown Clayey
6802 Layer 0.40 - 0.60 Sand Silt
Subsoil
White/Brown
6303 Layer 0.60 Silty Clay with
Fe pan
Natural
6804 | Cut 3,50 0.40 Clay Pit C. 17¢h - 18th?
Unexcavated
6805 | Fil 3.50 0.40 Eill of 6804 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6306 Cat 1.00 0.40 . C. 17th - 18th?
nexcavated
6807 Fill 1.00 0.40 Fill of 6806 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6308 Cut 2.75 0.40 Slapii: C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6809 Fill 2.75 0.40 bill of 6808 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 69
6901 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
6902 Layer 0.30 - 0.55 Silty Clay
Subsoil
Orange Brown
6903 e 0.55 Silty Clay with
Fe pan
Natural
. Fill of 6905 . !
6504 Fill 1.25 .30 Not Excavated C. 17th - 18th?
6905 Cut 1.5 0.30 Sl C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6906 | il 1.50 030 | [LHIof6907 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
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6907 | Cu 1.50 030 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
6908 Fil} 0.60x 0.30 | 0.55-0.69 Fill of 6909
6909 Cut 0.60x 0.30 | 0.55-0.69 Posthole?
6910 Fill 1.30x0.60 | 0.55-0.85 Fill of 6911
6911 Cut 1.30x0.60 | 0.55-0.85 Pit?
Trench 70
7001 Layer 0-0.15 Topsoil
Orange/Brown
7002 | Layer 0.15 - 0.24 Claygﬂtsand
Subsoil
Grey/Orange
Sandy Silt
7003 Layer 0.24 Clay with Fe
pan
Natural
7004 | Cut 1.75 015 Clay Pt C. 17th - 18th?
‘ Unexcavated
7005 | Fil 1.75 015 | [Filof7004 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7006 Cut 3.50 0.15 Sty C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7007 | Fill 3.50 0.15 s C. 17th - 18th
Unexcavated
7008 Cut 0.39 0.15-0.30 Channel? C, 17th - 18th?
7009 Fil 0.39 0.15-0.30 Fill of 7008 C. 17th - 18th?
7010 | Cut 0.60 0.15 Clay Pit C. 17th -18th?
Unexcavated
7011 Fill 0.60 0.15 Fill of 7010 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 71
7100 Layer 0-0.22 Topsoil
Brown/Yellow
Clayey Sand
7102 Layver 0.22-0.45 Silt with
Gravel
Subsoil
Grey/Orange
Sandy Silt
7103 Layer 0.45 Clay with Fe
pan
Natural
7104 | Cut 1.75 0.22 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7105 Fil] 1.75 0.22 Fill of 7104 C, 17th - 18th?
Extraction Cut
7106 Cut 1.00 0.22 for 7140 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7107 | Fil 1.00 0.22 Fill of 7106 C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7108 Cut 2.00 022 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7100 | Fil 2.00 0.22 Eill of 7108 C. 17¢h - 18th?
Unexcavated
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Extraction Cut
7110 Cut 0.25 0.22 for 7108 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
711 | Fil 0.25 02 | Fillof 7110 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7112 Cut 1.50 0.22 —h C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7113 | Fil 1.50 022 | Fillof7ll2 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7114 Cut Field Drain Early C. 19th
7115 Fill Fillof 7114 Early C. 19th
7116 Cut 3.00 0.22 S Epple; C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7117 Fill 3.00 0.22 Hill of 7116 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Extract_ion Cut
7118 Cut 2.25 0.22 for 7116 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7119 | Fil 225 022 | [Fillof7118 C. 17¢h - 18th?
Unexcavated
7120 Cut 4.00 0.22 Sgles C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7121 | Fil 4.00 022 | [FiMof7120 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Extraction Cuf
7122 Cut 0.30 0.22 for 7120 C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7123 | Fil 030 022 | Fillof7i22 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 72
7201 Layer 0-025 Topsoil
Orange/Brown
7202 Layer 0.25 - 0.40 Claygfltsand
Subsoil
Yellow/Grey
) Sandy clay
7203 Layer 0.40 with Fe pan
Natural
7204 Cut 0.75 0.25 S C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7205 | il 0.75 025 Bill 0 7204 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7206 Cut 0.75 0.25 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7207 Fill 0.75 0.25 JHlmegAls C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7208 Cut 0.70 0.25 CErE)] C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7200 | Fil 0.70 0.25 till of 7208 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7210 Cut 2.75 0.25 e C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
211 | Fil 275 025 | Lillof72i0 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
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“Extraction
7212 Cut 0.50 0.25 Cut for 7210 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7213 | Fill 0.50 025 Fill of 7212 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Extraction Cut
7214 Cut 1.00 0.25 for 7210 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7215 | Fil 1.00 025 | [fulof7214 C. 17th - 18h?
Unexcavated
Trench 73
7301 Layer 0-0.20 Topsoil
Orange/Yello
7302 | Layer 020-044 |V Clagfﬁ” St
Subsoil
Orange Brown
7303 Layer 0.44 SUGACIA
Fe pan
Natural
7304 Cut 175 0.20 Sepisn C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7305 | Fill 175 020 | Filtof7304 C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
7306 Cut 3.00 0.20 Sty C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7307 | il 3.00 020 | Lilof7306 C. 17th - 181h?
Unexcavated
7308 Cut 225 0.20 SN C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7309 | Fil 225 020 | [Wof7308 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7310 Cut (.30 dia 0.44 - 0.58 Posthole?
7311 Fill 0.30 dia 0.44 - 0.58 Fill of 7310
Trench 74
7401 Layer 0-0.25 Topsoil
Orange/Brown
7402 | Layer 0.25-0.60 | Clvey Sand
Subsoil
Orange/White
Sandy Silt
7403 Layer 0.60 Clay with Fe
pan
Natural
0.25-1.93 Ditch . .
7404 Cut 3.00 Not Bottomed Post medieval
7405 Fill 3.00 0.25-1.10 Fill of 7404 Post medieval
7406 Fill 1.80 1.10-1.20 Fill of 7404 Post medieval
7407 | Fil 070 | 125-145 | Lol 7404 Post medieval
Waterlogged :
7408 Cut 3.50 0.25-1.75 Ditch Post medieval
. iy Late C. 18th -
7409 Fill 1.40 0.25 - 0.84 Fill of 7417 mid 19(h?
7410 Filt 1.40 0.25-1.00 Fill of 7408 Post medieval
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7411 Fill 2.00 1.00 - 1.20 Fill of 7408 Post medieval
7412 Fill 1.00 1.20 - 1.60 Fill of 7408 Post medieval
7413 Fill 100 | 1.60-175 | [ilof7408 Post medieval
Waterlogged
R - Late C. 18th -
7414 Fill 1.40 .84 -1.05 Fill of 7417 mid 19th?
7415 Fill 1.50 1,10 - 1.60 Fill of 7408 Post medieval
7416 Fill 0.15 1.20 - 1.60 Fill of 7408 Post medieval
7417 Cut 1.80 | 0.25-1.05 | Ditch Re-Cut Late C. 181h -
mid 19th?
7418 Cut 0.40 0.25 -1.10 Field Drain Mid C. [9th ?
7419 Fill 0.40 0.25-1.10 Fill of 7418 Mid C. 19th ?
7420 Cut 0.20 dia 0.60 -0.71 Posthole
7421 Fill 0.20 dia 0.60-0.71 Fill of 7420
7422 | Fill 030 | 120-145 | FloT7408 1 wonq 1 post medieval
‘ Waterlogged
7423 Deposit 1.80 0.25 - 0.50 Clay Dump C. 17th - 18th?
7424 | Deposit | 140 | 0.25-0.40 | DUmp/Track C. 17th - 18¢h?
7425 Deposit 0.30 0.25-0.40 | Same as 7424 C. 17th - 18th?
Clay Mineral S cc 10
7426 | Deposit | 400 | 0.05Thick | Dump/Track St ISR
Metalling
7427 Deposit 0.80 0.25 - 0.40 | Gravel Dump C. 17th - 18th?
7428 Deposit 2.20 0.25-0.40 Clay Dump’ C. 17th - 18th?
7420 Deposit | 2.00 025 | Fillof7430 C. 17th - 18tk
Unexcavated
7430 Cut 2.00 0.25 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7431 Deposit 1.60 0.20 - 0.30 | Subsoi]l Dump C. 17th - 18th?
7432 | Deposit | 180 | 0.06 Thick | Sand/dravel C. 17th - 18h?
Dump
7433 Deposit 1.60 0.25-0.40 Clay Dump C. 17th - 18th?
7434 Deposit 1.00 0.25 - 0.50 | Subsoil Dump C. 17th - 18th?
7435 Deposit 1.40 0.25 - 0.50 Clay Dump C. 17th - 18th?
7436 Deposit 0.10 0.25-0.45 | Subsoil Dump C. 17th - 18th?
7437 Layer 0.25 - 0.40 | Upper Subsoil
7438 Deposit 0.60 0.25 - 0.40 Spoil Dump Post medieval
7439 Deposit 0.90 0.25-0.40 | Gravel Dump Post medieval
7440 Deposit 0.90 0.30 - 0.45 | Gravel Dump Post medieval
7441 Deposit 0.80 0.40 - 0.55 Spoil Dump Post medieval
7442 Laver 0.40 - 0.60 Subsaoil
7443 Layer 0.25 - 0.45 | Upper Subsoil
7444 Laver 0.40 - 0.65 | Lower Subsoil
7445 | Deposit | 6.00 | 0.40-0.60 | UpperBank Prehistoric
Deposit
7446 | Deposit 5.20 050070 | LowerBank Flint Prehistoric
Deposit
7447 Layer 0.40 - 0,60 | Lower Subsoil
) Subsoil/Weath
7448 Layer 0.40 -0.60 ered Natural
Weathered
7449 Layer (.60 - 0.65 Natural
) Weathered
7450 Layes 0.40 - 0.60 Natural
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7451 | Deposit | 080 | 0.10Thick | SRVl Post medieval
ump
7452 | Fil 020 | 160-180 | Fillof 7404 Post medieval
Waterlogged
7453 | il 050 | 1.80-195 | DIOIT494 4 gro0q | Post medieval
Waterlogged
Fill of 7404
7454 Filt 1.95 Wat.erlp gaed Wood Post medieval
Limit of
Excavation
Iron Pan
7455 Fil] 1.40 1.20 BT Post medieval
Waterlogging
in 7404
7456 Fill 050 1 040-1.60 | Fill of 7404 Post medioval
7457 | Fill 2.00 025 | Fillof7458 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7458 Cut 2.00 0.25 el C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7459 | Fil 1.50 025 | [illof7460 C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
7460 | Cut 1.50 0.25 (Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 75
7301 Layer 0-0.26 Topsoil
Orange/Brown
7502 Layer 0.26 - .40 Sandy Clay
Subsoil
Brown/Yellow
. sandy clay
7503 | Layer 0.40 et
Natural
7504 Cut 075 | 0.40-0.90 Ditch
7503 Fill 075 17040-0.70 | Fill of 7504
7506 | Cut 1.00 0.26 Clay Pit C. 17¢h - 18th?
Unexcavated
7507 | Fil 1.00 0.26 Till of 7506 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7508 | Cut 3.00 0.26 Clay it C. 17th - 18th?
: Unexcavated
7509 | Fill 3.00 026 | JLoHof7308 C. 17th - 18h?
Unexcavated
7510 Cut 1.50 0.26 Sz C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7511 | Fill 1.50 0.26 Fill of 7510 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7512 Cut 2.00 0.26 SRS C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7513 | Fil 2.00 0.26 Fill of 7512 C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
7514 Cut Field drain Early C. 19th
7515 Fill Fill of 7514 Early C. 190
‘ . Clay Pit -
7516 Cut 275 0.26 e C. 17th - 181k
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Fill of 7516

7517 Fill 2.75 0.26 ] C. 17th - 1&th?
Unexcavated ,
Extraction Cut
7518 Cut 0.50 0.26 for 7516 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7519 Fill 0.50 0.26 ORI C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7520 | Cut 175 0.26 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7521 Fill 375 0.26 Fill of 7520 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
752 | Cut 2.50 0.26 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7523 | Fill 2.50 026 | fillof7522 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 76
7601 Layer {-0.30 Topsoil
Brown Clayey
7602 Laver 0.30-0.56 Sand Silt
Subsoil
Orange/Brown
7603 | Layer WIE T SIEAS
Fe pan
Natural
7604 Cut 2.00 0.30 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7605 | Fil 2.00 030 | Iillof7604 C. 17th - 18th?
unhexcavated
7606 Cut 4.00 0.30 Szl C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7607 | Fil 400 030 | Fillof7606 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7608 | Cut 3.00 030 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 77
7701 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Brown Clayey
7702 Layer 0.30-0.46 Sand Silt
Subsoil
Orange Brown
7703 | Layer O AR
Fe pan
Natural
. Ciay Piy x 1A _
7704 Cut 3.50 0.30 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7705 | Fil 3.00 0.30 Fill of 7704 C. 17¢h - 18th?
Unexcavated
7706 | Fil 0.50 030 Fill of 7704 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavaied
7707 Cut 2.75 0.30 Sapist: C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7708 Fill 2.75 0.30 Ll a0ty C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7709 | Cut 3.25 0.30 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
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7710 | Fil 325 030 | Filof7709 C. 17th - 18h?
Unexcavated
Trench 78
7801 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Brown Clayey
7802 Layer (.30 - 0.50 Sand Silt
Subsoil
Grey Silty
7803 | Layer 0.50 Clay with Fe
pan
Natural
7804 Cut 2.30 0.50 - 0.95 Ditch
7805 Fill 2.30 0.80-0.95 Fill of 7804
7806 Fill 2.30 0.65-0.80 Fill of 7804
7807 Fill 2.30 0.50 - 0.65 Fill of 7804
7808 Cut 0.30 x 0.20 | 0.50-0.55 Posthole
7809 Fill 0.30x0.20 | 0.50-0,55 Fill of 7808
7810 Cut 4.50 0.30 Syl C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7811 | Fill 450 030 | Fillof7810 C. 17th - 181h?
Unexcavated
7812 Cut 0.30x0.20 | 0.50-0.55 Posthole
7813 Tl 0.30x0.20 | 0.50-0.55 Fill of 7812
7814 Cut 2.75 0.30 Sl C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7815 Fill 2.75 0.30 SLIOFIG C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 79
7901 Layer 0-0.26 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
7902 Layer 0.26-0.58 Clayey Silt
Subsoil
Orange Brown
7903 | Layer 058 | SiltyClay with
Fe pan
Natural
7904 | il 3.00 026 | [Lilof7905 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7905 Cut 3.00 0.26 St C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7906 Fill 175 0.26 Fill of 7907 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7907 Cut 1.75 0.26 Sz C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
— Post
7908 Fill 2.50 0.26 Fillof 7909 | cdieval | C.17th- 18th?
Unexcavated p
otiery
7909 Cut 2,50 0.26 bl C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
7910 Fitl 0.50x0.45 | 0.58-0.66 Fill of 7911
7911 Cut 0.50x0.45 | 0.58-0.66 Posthole?
7912 Fill 1.10 x 0.50 | 0.58-0.70 Fill of 7913
7913 Cut 1.10x0.50 | 0.58-0.70 Tree throw?
Trench 80
8001 | Layer | L 0-0.18 | Topseoil i
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Brown Clayey
8002 Layer 0.18 - 0.36 Sand Silt
Subsoil
Orange Brown
8003 | Layer 036 | Sty Clay with
Fe pan
Natural
8004 Cut 1.25 0.18 St C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8005 | Fil 1.25 0.0 | L[illof8004 C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
8006 Cut 0.28 dia 0.36 - 0.60 Posthole
8007 Fill 0.28 dia 0.36 - 0.60 Fill of 8006
8008 Cut 0.09 dia 0.36 - 0.50 Post Pipe
8009 Cut 2.00 0.18 Rl C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8010 | il 2.00 0.18 Fill of 8009 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8011 Cut 1.75 0.18 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8012 | Fill 1.75 0.18 Fill of 8011 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8013 Cut 2,25 0.18 el C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8014 | Fil 225 0.18 Eill of 8013 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8015 | Cut 275 0.18 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8016 | Fill 275 005 | [illof8015 C. 17t - 18th?
Unexcavated
8017 Cut 2.20 0.18 Sl C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8018 Fill 2.20 0.18 Fill of 8017 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8019 Fill 0.09 0.36 -0.50 Tl of 8008
Trench 81
8101 Layer 0-0.20 Topsoil
Brown Clayey
8102 Layer (.20 - 0.44 Sand Silt
Subsoil
Yellow
Brown/Grey
8103 Layer 0.44 Sandy Clay
with Fe pan
Natural
8104 Cut 0.70 0.44 - 0.58 Ditch
8105 Fili 0.70 0.44 . .58 Fill of 8104
8106 Cut 2.25 0.20 Sz C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8107 Fill 2.25 0.20 Fill of 8106 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Extraction Cut
8108 Cut 0.50 (.20 for 8106 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
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8100 | Fil 0.50 020 | [Fillof8l08 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8110 | Cut 1.50 0.20 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8111 Fill 1.50 0.20 BEst C.17th - 18th ?
Unexcavated
Extraction Cut
8112 Cut 1.00 0.20 for 8110 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8113 Fill 1.00 0.20 P C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8114 Cut 2.50 0.20 Sl C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8115 | Fill 2.50 020 | [Fillof&1l4 C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
: Extraction Cut
8116 Cut 1.00 ©0.20 for 8114 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8117 Fill 1.00 0.20 e C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8118 Cut 2.50 0.20 Clay Pit C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
s119 | Fil 250 020 | [Fillof8lls C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8120 | Caut 1.50 0.20 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8121 Fill 1.50 0.20 e C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 82
8201 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Brown Clayey
8202 Layer 0.30-0.60 Sand Silt
Subsoil
Orange/Yello
w Grey Silty
8203 Layer 0.60 Clay with Fe
pan
Natural
8204 Cut 0.35 0.60 - 0.71 Ditch
8205 Fill 0.35 0.60 - 0,71 Fill of 8204
8206 Cut 0.29 0.60 - 0.68 Slot
8207 Fill 0.29 0.60 - 0.68 Fill of 3206
8208 Cut (.34 0.60 - 0.68 Slot
8209 Fill 0.34 0.60 - 0.68 Fill of 8208
Ditch
8210 Cut 0.24 0.60 - 0.79 Heavily
Truncated
8211 Fill 0.24 0.60-0.79 Fill of 8210
8212 Cut 1.00 (.60 - 0.69 Ditch
8213 Fill 1.00 0.60 - 0.69 Fill of 8212
8214 Cut 0.26 dia 0.60 - 0.71 Posthole
8215 Fill 0.26 dia 0.60 - 0.71 Fill of 8214
8216 Cuat (.81 0.60 - 0.82 Pt Prehistoric
8217 Fill 0.81 0.60 - 0.82 Fill of 8216 Flint Prehistoric
8218 Cut 0.50 0.60 - 0.86 Ditch
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8219 Fill 0.50 0.60-0.86 | Fill of 8218
8220 Cut 254 0.60 - 0.80 Ditch
8221 Fill 2.04 0.60-0.75 | Fill of 8220
8222 Fill 0.80 0.75-0.80 | Fill of 8220
8223 Cut 1.96 0.60 - 0.92 Ditch
8224 Fill 1.96 0.60-092 | Fill of 8223
8225 Cut 0.11 0.60 - 0.88 Stakehole
8226 Fill 0.11 0.60- 0.88 | Fill of 8225
8227 Cut 2.50 0.30 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
8208 Fill 2.50 0.30 VL C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8229 Cut 150 0.30 Clay Pit C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8230 Fill 1.50 0.30 Fill of 8229 C. 17th - 18th?
Dnexcavated
8231 Cut 1.10 0.30 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8232 Fill 1.10 0.30 Fill of 8231 C. 17th -18th?
Unexcavated
$233 Cut 2.00 0.30 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8234 Fill 2.00 0.30 Fil] of 8233 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8235 Cut 2.00 0.30 Clay Pit C. 17th -18th?
Unexcavated
8236 Fill 2.00 0.30 Fill of 8235 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8237 Cut 1.00 0.30 Clay Pit C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8238 Fill 1.00 (.30 Fill of 8237 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8239 Cut 0.30 SEr C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
8240 Fill 0.30 Fill of 8239 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 83
8301 Layer 0-0.24 Topsoil
Brown/Yellow
8302 Layer 0.24 - 0.46 c1ay§3ﬁ tsa“d
Natural
Orange/Brown
8303 Laver 0.46 U
Fe pan
Natural
8304 Cut 3.00 0.24 AL C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8305 Fill 3.00 0.24 Fill of 8304 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8306 Cut 2.00 0.24 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8307 Fil] 2.00 0.24 Fill of 8306 C. 17th - 1819
Unexcavated
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8308 Cut 225 0.24 e C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8309 | Fil 225 024 Eill of 8308 C. 17¢h - 18th?
Unexcavated
8310 Cut 1.00 0.24 CEb C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8311 | Fill 1.00 024 | FMlof8310 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 84
8401 Laver 0-0.24 Topsoil
Brown/Yellow
8402 | Layer 0.24-0.52 c1ay§>izltsand
Subsoil
Qrange Brown
8403 Layer 0.52 Silty“CIay o
Fe pan
Natural
8404 Cat 3.25 0.24 St C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8405 | Fill 325 024 | Fill of 8404 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8406 Cut 150 0.24 Clay Pit C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8407 | Fil 1.50 024 | [Fllof8a06 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8408 | Cut 450 0.24 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
8409 | Fil 450 024 | [Fillofsd0s C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 85
8501 Layer 0-0.26 Topsoil
Brown/Yellow
8502 | Layer 026046 | I Sand
Subsoil
Yellow/Grey
i Sandy Clay
8503 Layer .46 with Fe pan
Natural
8504 Cut 2.75 0.26 S C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8505 | Fill 275 026 | [Fillof8S0d C. 17¢h - 18th?
Unexcavated
Extraction Cut
8506 Cut 3.00 0.26 for 8510 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8507 Fill 3.00 0.26 Fill of 8506 C. 17th - 18th?
unexcavated
8508 | Cut 375 026 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18(h?
Unexcavated
8509 | il 375 0.26 Eill of 8508 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavaled
Extraction Cut
8510 Cut 0.50 0.26 for 8508 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
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8511 Fill 0.50 0.26 Fill of 8510 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8512 Cut 2.00 0.26 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8513 | Fill 2.00 0.26 Eill of 8512 C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
8514 Cut 0.58 0.46-0.55 Ditch
8515 Fill 0.58 0.46 - (.55 Fill of 8514
8516 | Cut 130 | 046-060 | TiDitch
Terminus?
8517 Fill 1.30 (.46 - 0.60 Fill of 8516
8518 Cut 0.38 dia? 0.46 - 0.60 Posthole?
8519 Fill 0.38 dia? 0.46 - 0.60 Fill of 8518
8520 | Cut 325 0.26 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8521 | Fill 325 026 | Filiof8520 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 86
8601 Layer 0-0.34 Topsoil
Brown/Orange
8602 Layer 0.34 -0.58 Silty Clay
Subsoil
White/Orange
8603 Layer 0.58 LTS
Fe pan
: Natural
8604 Cut 0.54 dia 0.58 -0.72 Posthole
8605 Fill (.54 dia 0,58 -0,72 Fill of 8604
8606 Cut 175 0.34 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8607 | Fill 1.75 0.34 Fill of 8606 C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Clay Pit
8608 Cut 1.50 0.34 Partially Hand C. 17th - 18th?
Excavated
Fili of 8608
8609 Fill 1.50 0.34 Partially Hand C. 17th - 18th?
Excavated
Extraction Cut
8610 Cut 0.25 0.34 me{";;i?%iﬂ ; C. 17th - 18th?
Excavated
Fill of 8610
8611 Fill 0.25 0.34 Partially Hand C. 17th - 18th?
Excavated
8612 Cud (.35 dia 0,58 - 0.62 Posthole
8613 Fill (.35 dia 0.58 -0.62 Fill of 8612
Clay Pit
8614 Cut 3.25 0.34 Partially Hand C. 17th - 18th?
Excavated
Fill of 8614
8615 Fill 325 (.34 Partially Hand C. 17th - 18th?
Excavated
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Extraction Cut

3616 Cut 0.75 0.34 Paici);ifyﬁ;fan . C. 17th - 18¢h?
Excavated
Fill of 8616
8617 Fill 0.75 0.34 Partially Hand C. 17th - 18th?
Excavated
8618 Cut 0.34 dia (.58 - 0.70 Posthole Prehistoric
8619 Fill 0.34 dia 0.58 - 0.70 Fill of 8618 pottery Prehistoric
8620 | Cut 1.50 034 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
§621 | Fil 1,50 034 | Fillof8620 C. 17¢h - 18th?
Unexcavated
8622 Cut 2.00 0.34 Sl C. 17th - 186h?
Unexcavated
§623 | Fill 2.00 034 Fill of 8622 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 87
8701 Layer 0-0.40 Topsoil
Brown Sandy
8702 Layer 0.40 - 0.58 Silt
Subsoil
Yellow/Brown
) Sandy Clay
8703 Layer 0.58 Silt
Natural
8704 Cut 0.62x042 | 0.58-0.84 Pit
8705 Fill 0.62x042 | 0.58 -0.84 Fill of 8704
87006 Cut 1.05x0.46 | 0.58-0.74 Tree throw?
8707 Fill 1.05x046 | 0.58-0.74 Fill of 8706
8708 Cut 027x0.11 | 0.58-0.63 Posthole?
§709 Fill 027x0.11 | 0.58-0.63 Fill of 8708
8710 Cut 0.60 0.58 - 0.69 Ditch
8711 Fill 0.60 0.58 - 0.69 Fill of 8710
8712 Cut 045x028 | 0.58-0.67 Posthole?
8713 Fill 0.45x0.28 | 0.58-0,67 Fill of 8712
8714 Cut 0.69x 037 1 0.58 -0.64 Tree throw?
§715 Fill 0.69x037 | 0.58-0.64 Fill of 8714
8716 Cut 0.64x058 | 0.58-0.72 Tree throw?
8717 Fill 0.64x 058 | 0.58-0.72 Fill of 8716
8718 Cut 0.90 0.58 - 0,81 Ditch
8719 Fill 0.90 0.58 - 0.81 Fill of 8718
Ditch
8720 Cut 0.43 0.58 - 0.74 Same as 8728
8721 Fill 0.43 0.58 -0.74 Fill of §720
8722 Cut 0.60 0.58 -1.36 Ditch
8723 Fill 0.60 0.58 - 1.36 Fill of 8722
8724 Cut 0.79x0.50 | 0.58-0.76 Pit
8725 Fill 0.79 % 0.50 | 0.58-0.76 Fill of 8726
8726 Cut 0.14x0.07 | 0.58 -0,63 Stakehole?
8727 Fill 0.14x 0.07 | 0.58 - (0.63 Fill of 8726
Ditch
8728 Cut 0.51 0.58-0.76 Terminus
same as 8720
8729 Till 0.51 0.58-0.76 Fill of 8728
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8730 Cut 0.75 058-075 | .. Ditch
crminus
8731 Fill 0.75 0.58 - 0.75 Fill of 8730
8732 Cut 0.20x 020 | 0.58-0.63 Posthole?
8733 Fill 0.29x0.20 | 0.58 -0.63 Fill of 8732
8734 Cut 0.68x 029 | 0.58-0.67 Pit
8735 Fill 0.68x0.29 | 0,58 -0.67 Fill of 8734
8736 Cut 020x0.16 | 0.58 -0.73 Posthole?
8737 Fill 0.20x0.16 | 0.58-0.73 Fill of 8736
8738 Cut 0.50 (.58 - 0.63 Posthole?
8739 Fill (.50 0.58 - 0.63 Fill of 8738
8740 Cut 1.90 (.58 - (.89 Ditch
8741 Fill 1.90 0.58 -0.89 Fill of 8740
8742 Cut 1.40 0.58 - 0.84 Ditch Re-cut
8743 Fill 1.40 0.58 - 0.84 Fill of 8742
8744 |- Cut 1.75 0.40 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8745 | Fill 1.75 040 | [Fillof8744 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8746 | Cut 1.50 0.40 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
$747 | Tl 1.50 0.40 Till of 8746 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8748 Cut 1,50 0.40 L C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
8749 Fill 1.50 0.40 IO C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8750 | Cut 1.75 0.40 Cly Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8751 Fill 1.75 0.40 Fill of 8750 C. 17th - 18th?
§752 | Cut 1.50 0.40 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8753 | Fil 1,50 049 | Fillof8752 C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 88
8801 Lavyer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Orange/Brown
8802 Layer 0.30-0.60 Silty Clay
Subsoil
Brown/Grey
8803 | Layer O ORI RS
Fe pan
Natural
8804 Cut 1.00x 0,75 | 0.60-0.77 Tree throw?
8805 Fill L.O0x Q.75 | 0.60-0.77 Fill of 8804
Clay Pit
8806 Cut 3.50 0.30 Partially Hand C. 17th - 18th?
' Excavated
Fill of 8806
8807 Fill 3.50 0.30 Partially Hand C. 17th - 18th?
Excavated
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Extraction Cut
“for 8806
8808 Cut 0.75 0.30 Partially hand C. 17th - 18th?
Excavated
Fill of 8808
8809 Fill 0.75 0.30 Partially Hand C. 17th - 18th?
Excavated
Clay Pit o
8810 Cut 1.00 0.30 Unexcavated C. 17th - 18th?
8811 Fill 1.00 0.30 Fill of 8810 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8812 | Cut 3.00 030 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8813 | Fil 3.00 030 Eill of 8812 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
‘ Extraction Cui
8814 Cut 0.75 0.30 for 8812 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8815 | il 0.75 0.30 Fill of 8814 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8816 Cut 1.00 0.30 Sz C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8817 | Fil 1.00 030 | [illofssi6 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 89
8901 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Yellow/Brown
8002 | Layer 0.30 - 0.56 Claygji,; tsand
Subsoil
Brown/Yellow
8903 | Layer 0.56 S‘“yrday etz
e pan
Natural
Clay Pit
8904 Cut 2.00 0.30 Partially Hand C. 17th - 18th?
Excavated
Fill of 8904
8905 Fill 2.00 0.30 - 0.50 | Partially Hand C. 17th - 18th?
Excavated
Fill of 8904
89006 Fill 0.50 Partially Hand C. 17th - 18th?
Excavated
8907 Cut 2.50 0.30 Sl C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8008 | Fill 250 0.30 Fill of 8907 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Clay Pit
C - h - 18th?
8909 Cut 2.00 0.30 Unexcavated C. 17th - 18th?
8910 Rill 2.00 0.30 TR C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8911 Cut 2.20 0.30 St C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
8912 Fill 2.20 0.30 ek C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
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Trench 90
9001 Laver 0-0.24 Topsoil
Brown clayey
9002 Layer 0.24-0.34 Sand Silt
Subsoil
Brown/Yellow
9003 | Layer 0.34 S11tyFCIay wzlls
¢ pan
Natural
9004 Cut 2.00x0.75 | 0.34-0.38 Tree throw?
9005 Fill 2.00x0.75 | 0.34-0.38 Fill of 9004
9006 Cut 1.50 0.24 el C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9007 Fill 1.50 0.24 Fill of 9006 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9008 Cut 1.00x0.75 | 0.34-0.44 Tree throw?
9009 Fili 1.00x0.75 | 0.34-0.44 Fill of 9008
9010 Cat 3.50 0.24 Sl C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9011 Fill 3.50 0.24 @ C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Y
9012 Cut 325 0.24 el C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9013 Fill 325 0.24 P Ge C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
0014 Cut 205 0.24 7l C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9015 Fill 225 0.24 Alotls C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 91
9101 Layer 0-0.30 Topsoil
Brown/Yeliow
9102 Layer 0.30 - 0.50 Sand Silt
Subsoil
Brown/Yellow
9103 | Layer 050 | Silty Clay with
Fe pan
Natural
9104 Cut 2.50 0.30 ML C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9105 Fill 2.50 0.30 gl i (b C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Extraction Cut
9106 Cut 1.00 0.30 for 9104 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9107 Fill 1.00 0.30 LGS C. 17th - 181h?
Unexcavated
0108 Cut 2.50 0.30 @z C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
ST o
9109 Fill 2.50 0.30 all ODIQS C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9110 Cut 2.50 0.30 CERLE: C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9111 Fill 2.50 0.30 G C. 17th - 18(h7
Unexcavaied
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9112

Cut

0.56

0.30-1.22

Extraction Cut
for 9114
Machine

excavated

C. 17th - 18th?

9113

Fill

0.56

0.30-1.22

Fill of 9112
Machine
Excavated

C. 17th - 18th?

0114

Cut

2.80

0.30 - 2.00

Clay Pit
Machine
Excavated

C. 17th - 18th?

0115

Fill

2.80

0.30-2.00

Fill of 9114
Machine
Excavated

C. 17th - 18th?

9116

Cut

2.20

0.30

Clay Pit
Unexcavated

C. 17th - 18th?

9117

Fill

2.20

0.30

Fill of 9116
Unexcavated

C. 17th - 18th?

9118

Cut

1.00

0.30

Extraction Cut
for 9116
Unexcavated

C. 17th - 18th?

9119

Fili

1.00

(.30

Fill of 9118
Unexcavated

C. 17th - 18th?

9120

Layer

1.60

Grey Blue
Clay with
Shaley
Mineralisation
Natural

Wealden Clay

Trench 92

9201

Layer

0-0.18

Topsoil

9202

Layer

0.18 - 0.40

Brown Clayey
Sand Siit
Subsoil

9203

Layer

0.40

Brown/Yellow
Silty Clay with
Fe pan
Natural

9204

Cut

2.30

(.18

Clay Pit
Unexcavated

. 17th - 18th?

9205

Fill

2.30

0.18

Fill of 9205
Unexcavated

. 17th - 18th?

9206

Cut

4.00

0.18

Clay Pit
Unexcavated

. 17th - 18th?

9207

Fill

4.00

0.18

Fill of 9206
Unexcavated

O OO0

. 17th - 18th?

9208

Cut

3.25

0.18 - 1.80

Clay Pit
Machine
Excavated

C. 17th - 18th?

9209

Fill

3.25

0.18-1.80

Fill of 9208
Machine
Excavated

C. 17th - 18th?

9210

Cut

3.50

0.18

Clay Pit
Unexcavated

O

C17th - 18th?

9211

Fill

3.50

0.18

Fill of 9210
Unexcavated

C. 17th - 18th?
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Grey Blue
Clay with
9212 Layer 1.40 - 1.60 Shale Wealden Clay
Mineralisation
Natural
Brown Gravels
9213 Layer 1.50 - 1.60 Natural
Grey Blue
9214 Layer 1.60 Clay Wealden Clay
Natural
Trench 93
3301 Laver 0-0.26 Topsoil
Crange/Brown
9302 | Layer 0.26 - 0.44 Ciaygﬁ lsa“d
Subsoil
Brown/Yellow
9303 Layer 0.44 S1ltyFC1ay Wl
e pan
Natural?
9304 Cut 2.00 0.26 S C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9305 | Fil 2.00 026 Fitl of 9204 C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9306 Cut 3.00 0.26 Sz C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9307 Fill 3.00 0.26 Fill of 9306 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9308 Cut 1.10 0.44.0.74 Ditch
9309 Fill 1.10 0.44 - 0.54 Fill of 9308
9310 Fill 0.50 0.49 - 0.74 Fill of 9308
9311 Fill 0.25 0.44-0.47 | Lensin 9308
9312 Cut Field Drain Early C. 19th
0313 Fill Fill of 9312 Early C. 19th
9314 Cut 2.50 0.26 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?-
Unexcavated
9315 Fill 2.50 0.26 e C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9316 | Cut 3.00 0.26 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9317 Fil 3.00 (.26 Fill of 9316 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 94
5401 Layer 0-0.24 Topsoil
Brown Clayey
9402 Layer 0.24-046 Sand Silt
Subsoil
Yellow/Brown
Sandy Clay
9403 Layer 0.46 S iiEe pan
Natural
0404 | Cut 0.84 | 0.46-0.63 Ditch
Terminus
9405 Fill 0.84 0.46 - 0.63 Fill of 9404
9406 Cut 1.01 0.46 - 0.52 Ditch Prehistoric
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o407 Fill 1.01 (.46 - 0.52 Fill of 9406 pottery Prehistoric
9408 Cut 1.60 dia 0.24 - 1.21 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
9409 Fill 1.60 dia 0.24 -1.21 Fill of 9408 C. 17th - 18th?
9410 Fill 0.50 0.24 - 0.66 Fill of 9408 C. 17th - 18th?
9411 Fill 1.20 0.24-1.11 Fill of 9408 C. 17th - 18th?
9412 Cut 0.70 0.46 - 0.66 Ditch
9413 Fill 0.70 (.46 - 0.66 Fill of 9412
Trench 95
9501 Layer 0-028 Topsoil
Orange/Brown
9502 Layer (.28 - 0.44 Clay Silt
Subsoil
Grey/Yellow
9503 Layer 0.44 Sandy Clay
with Fe pan
9504 Cut 0.69 0.44 -0.76 Ditch Late Iron Age
9505 Fill 0.69 0.44 -0.76 Fill of 9504 poitery Late Iron Age
9506 Cut 0.43 dia 0,44 - 0.46 Posthole?
9507 Fill 0.43 dia 0.44 - 0.46 Fill of 9506
9508 Cut 0.43 dia 0.44 - 0.62 Posthole
9509 Fill (.43 dia 0.44 -0.62 | Fill of 9508
9510 Cut 0.32 dia 0.44 - 0.47 Posthole?
9511 Fill 0.32 dia 0.44 - 0.47 Fill of 9510
9512 Cut 0.44 dia? | 0.44-0.51 Posthole?
9513 Fill 0.44 dia 0.44 - 0.51 Fill of 9512
9514 Cut 0.45 dia? 0.44 - 0.48 Posthole?
9515 Fill 0.45dia? | 0.44-048 Fill 0£9514
9516 Cat 0.38x0.32 | 0.44-0.58 Posthole
9517 Fill 0.38x0.32 | 0.44-0.58 Fill of 9516
9518 Cut 1.15x0.53 | 0.44-0.50 Pit
9519 Fili 1.15x0.53 | 0.44-0.50 Filt of 9518
950 | Cut 3.00 0.28 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
0521 | Fil 3.00 02 | [ill of9520 C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9522 | Cut 1.50 0.28 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9523 | Fill 1.50 0.28 Fill of 9522 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
0524 | Cut 1.50 0.28 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
9525 | il 1.50 0.28 Eill of 9524 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 96
9601 Layer 0-018 Topsoil
Grey/Brown
9602 | Layer 0.18-036 | ClAvey Sand
Subsoil
Yellow/Grey
Sandy Cla
9603 Layer 0.36 . pai
Natural
9604 Cut 1.56 0.36 -0.52 Ditch
9605 Fill 1.56 0.36 - 0.52 Fill of 9604
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9606 Cut 0.25 dia 0.36-0.74 Posthole

9607 Fill 0.25 dia 0.36 -0.74 Fill of 9606

9608 Cut 2.00 0.18 erpzlel C. 17th - 18th?

: Unexcavated

9600 | Fil 2.00 0.18 Fill of 9608 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated

9610 Cut 064 | 0.36-051 Ditch Late g .

9611 Fill 0.64 0.36-0.51 | Fill of 9610 pottery I goilsf‘ge -

9612 Cut’ 150 0.18 e C. 17th - 18h?
Unexcavated

9613 | Fill 1,50 01y | [Fill of9612 C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated

9614 Cut 220 0.18 Gy sl C. 17th - 18th?

N Unexcavated ]

9615 | Fill 220 0.18 Hll of 9614 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated

2616 Cut 0.35x022 | 0.36-0.47 Posthole

9617 Fill 035x022 1 036-047 Fill of 9616

9618 Cut 1.75 0.18 Sl C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated

9619 Fill 1.75 0.18 LR C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated

9620 Cut 0.60 dia 0.36 - (.41 Posthole?

9621 Fill 0.60 dia 0.36 -0.41 Fill of 9620

9622 Cut 0.32x0.20 | 0.36-0.40 Posthole?

0623 Fill 0.32x020 | 0.36-0.40 Fill of 9622
Extraction Cut

9624 Cut 0.40 0.18 for 9626 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated

9625 | il 0.40 0.18 Fill of 9624 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated

9626 | Cut 375 0.18 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated

211 of ¢

9627 Fill 375 0.18 Fill of 9626 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Extraction Cut

0628 Cut 0.60 0.18 for 9626 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated

9620 | Fil 0.60 0.18 il of 9629 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Ixtraction Cut

9630 Cut (.75 0.18 for 9626 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated

9631 | Fil 0.75 0.18 Fill of 9630 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated

Trench 97

9701 Layer 0-030 Topsoil
Brown Clayey

9702 Layer 0.30-0.40 Sand Silt

Subsoil
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Yellow/Grey
9703 Layer 0.40 SlltyFSl}';l;lwnh
Natural
9704 Cut 2.50 0.30 Un(;i;);s;ie . C. 17th - 18th?
0705 Fill 2.50 0.30 Sﬁléfiﬂ?fd C. 17th - 18th?
9706 Cut 120 0.30 Ulgi{ag;f;e . C.17th - 18th?
9707 Fill 120 0.30 g;léfciiz?eﬁd C. 17th - 18th?
9708 Cut 3.00 0.30 Un(éli:z\%;ie y C. 17th - 18th?
9709 Eill 3.00 0.30 Sgléfcfaiszd C. 17th - 18th?
9710 Cut 1.00 0.30 U}gf‘cﬂ}:;e . C. 17th - 18th?
9711 Fill 1.00 0.30 glg}é;cﬁszd C. 17th - 18th?
9712 Cut 1.50 0.30 Ulgf‘éfie ) C. 17th - 18th?
9713 Fill 150 0.30 [fllllifctﬁzjd C. 17th - 18th?
9714 Cut 1.30 0.30 Un(ciac};lf;e . C. 17¢h - 18th?
9715 Fill 130 0.30 é;léjiﬁzgjd C. 17th - 18th?
9716 Cut 3.50 0.30 Un(éfcﬁ;:e ; C. 17th - 18th?
9717 Fill 3.50 0.30 UFIH SIS C.17th - 18th?
nexcavavted
9718 Fill 0.25 0.30 s:féfcgizzfd C. 17th - 18th?
9719 Cut 3,75 0.30 Ul;fg;f;e . C. 17th - 18th?
9720 Fill 3.75 0.30 Siléfciiztlegd C. 17th - 18th?
9721 Fill 0.30 0.30 [};I‘llé;cﬁzgd C. 17th - 18th?
Trench 98
9801 Layer 0-0.32 Topsoil
Brown Clayey
: Late Iron
9802 Layer 0.32 - 0.40 Sand Silt .
Subsoil Age pottery
Brown/Yellow
9803 Layer 0.40 \i?gld%f;z
Natural
9804 Cut 1.50 0.32 Unif;\lj;e ; C. 17th - 18th?
9805 Fill 1.50 0.32 ggé;iﬁ?; C.17th - 18th?
9806 Cut 0.58 0.32 Ulgféf;e ; C. 17th - 18th?

© Oxford Archacological Unit Ltd. July 2004,

82

XAHODEVHorley NW Development\Reports\Hortey Eval Rep Final.doc




Oxferd Archaeology

Horley North-West Development, Surrey

Archaeological Evaluation Repore

0807 | Fill 0.58 032 | Fllof9s0s C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9808 | Cut 1.15 0.32 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
0809 | Fill 115 0.32 Fill of 9808 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Extraction Cut
9810 Cut 2.25 dia 0.35 for 9812 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9811 Fill | 2.25 dia 0.35 Fill of 9810 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9812 | Cut | 4.00dia 035 Clay Pt C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
0814 | Fill | 4.00dia 035 | Fillof9812 C. 17¢h - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 99
9901 Layer 0-0.20 Topsoil
Brown Clayey
9902 Layer 0.20-0.42 Sand Silt
Subsoil
Yellow/Grey
) Sandy Clay
9903 Layer 0.42 T
Natural
9904 Cut 1.50 0.20 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9905 | Fill 1.50 0.20 Fill of 9904 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9906 | Cut | 2.50dia 0.20 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
99077 Fill 2.50 dia (.20 Sy 99(_)6 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Extraction Cuat
3908 Cut 0.75 0.20 for 9906 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9909 | Fill 0.75 0.20 Fill of 9908 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9910 Cut | 3.00 dia 0.20 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9911 Fill 3.00 dia 0.20 Fill of 9910 C. 17th - 18h?
Unexcavated
Extraction Cut
9912 Cut 0.75 0.20 for 9912 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
9913 | Fil 0.75 020 | [Fillef9ol2 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 100
, Yellow/Brown
10001 | Layer 045 | Stly Clay with
Fe pan
Natural
10002 Layer 0-0.25 Topsoil
Orange Brown
10003 | Layer 0.25-0.45 | CHvey Sand
Subsoil
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10004 Cut 0.87 dia 0.45-0.65 Pit
10005 Fill 0.87 dia 0.45-0.65 | Fill of 10004
10006 Cut 0.50 dia 0,45 - 0.50 Pit
10007 Fill 0.50 dia 0.45-0.50 | Fill of 10006
10008 Cut 0.40 dia 0,45 - 0.51 Posthole?
10009 Fill 0.40 dia .45 - 0.51 Fill of 10008
10010 Cut 0.80 dia 0.45 - 0,59 Pit
10011 Fill 0.80 dia 0.45-0.59 | Fill of 10010
10012 Cut 0.40 dia 0.45 - 0.71 Posthole
10013 Fill 0.40 dia 0.45-0.71 Fill of 10012
10014 Cut (.35 dia 0.45 - 0.51 Posthole?
10015 Fill 0.35 dia 0.45-0.51 | Fill of 10014
10016 | Cut 175 0.25 Clay Pt C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10017 | Fill 1.75 025 | Fillof100le C. 17th - 15th?
Unexcavated
Extraction Cut
10018 Cut 1.00 0.25 for 10016 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10019 | Fil 1.00 025 | Fillof]o0l8 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10020 | Cut 225 0.25 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18h?
Unexcavated
10021 | Fil 225 025 | Dillof10020 C.17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10022 | Cut 1.50 0.25 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10023 | Fill 1.50 025 | Fillof 10022 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 101
10101 Layer 0-022 Topsoil
Brown/Orange
10102 Layer 0.22-0.34 Clayey Silt
Upper Subsoil
Orange/Brown
10103 | Layer 0.34-042 | Silty Clay
Lower Subsoil
Orange/Grey
Clayey silt
10104 | Layer 0.42 witlfFZ pan
Natural
10105 Cut 0.75 % 0,50 | 0.42-0.58 Posthole
10106 Fill 0.75x0.50 | 0.50-0.58 | Fill of 10105
10107 Fill 0.75x0.50 | 0.52-0.50 | Fill of 10105
10108 C 7L :
ut 1.75 0.22 ] C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10109 | il 1.75 022 | [illof10108 C. 17th - 18h?
Unexcavated
Extraction Cut
0110 Cut 0.25 0.22 for 10108 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10111 | Fill 025 022 | Hillof10170 C. 17th - 18h?
Unexcavated
10112 Cut 0.60 (.42 - 0.58 Ditch
10113 Fill 0.60 0.42-058 | Fillof 10112
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10114 Cut 0,50 x0.50 | 0.42-0.55 Posthole
10115 Fill 0.50x0.50 | 0.42-0.55 Fill of 10114
10116 | Cut 040 | 042-058 |  Ditch
Terminus
10117 Fill .40 0.42 - 0.58 Fill of 10116
10118 Cut 1.50 0.22 it C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10119 | Fill 1.50 0.22 Fll of 10118 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Extraction Cut
10120 Cut 0.50 0.22 for 10118 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10121 | il 0.50 022 | [ilor10120 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10122 Cut 0.75x0.64 | 0.42-0.60 Posthole
10123 Fill 075 %0.64 | 042-0.60 | Filiof 10122
10124 Cut 1.00 0.42-1.02 Ditch
10125 Fill 1.00 0.42 -0.87 Fill of 10124
10126 | Fill 050 | 087-10z | Fillof10124
Gleyey
10127 Cut 0.65 (.42 - 0.67 Ditch Medieval
10128 Filt (.65 0.42-067 | Fillof 10127 pottery Medieval
10120 | Cut 2.50 0.22 s C. 17th - 18th?
{Unexcavated
10130 | Fill 250 022 | [illof10129 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Extraction Cut
10131 Cut 0.80 0.22 for 10129 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10132 | Fill 0.50 022 | Fillof10131 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10133 Cut 2.00 0.22 e C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10134 | il 2.00 022 | Fillof10133 C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
Extraction Cut
10135 Cut 1.50 0.22 for 10133 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10136 | Fill 1.50 022 | Fillof10133 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10137 | Cut 1,50 0.22 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10138 Fill 1.50 0.22 Fill of 10137 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 102
10201 Layer 0-0.34 Topsoil
Orange/Brown
10202 Layer .34 -0.64 Sandy Silt
Subsoil
Yellow/Grey
i : sandy Clay
10203 Layer 0.64 Vi Repan
Natural
10204 Cut 150 0.34 Sl C. 17th - 181h?
Unexcavated
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10205 | Fill | 150 034 | Fillofl0204 C. 17th - 18¢h?
Unexcavated
10206 | Cut 1.75 034 Clay Pit C.17th - 18(h?
Unexcavated
. Fill of 10206
10207 Fill 1.75 0.34 Unexcavated C. 17th - 18¢h?
Extraction Cut
10208 Cut 0.25 0.34 for 10206 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10209 | Fill 0.25 034 | Fillof10208 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10210 | Cut 125 0.34 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18h?
Unexcavated
10211 | Fill 1.25 034 | Fillof10210 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Trench 103
10301 Layer 0-0.26 Topsoil
Orange Brown
10302 Layer 0.26 - 0.40 Clay Silt
Subsoil
Orange and
Yellow Brown
Clay Silt with
10303 Layer 0.40 Clgy et
and Fe pan
Natural
10304 Cut 2.25x0.98 | 0.40-0.57 Pit
10305 Fill 225%x 098 | 0.40-0.57 | Fill of 10304
Trench 104
10401 Laver 0-0.30 Topsoil
Brown Clayey
10402 Layer 0.30 - 0.40 Silt
Subsoil
Yellow Brown
Sandy Silt
with Cla
10403 | Layer 0.40 lensing e
' pan
' Natural
10404 Cut 0.92 0.40 - 0.56 Hedgeline? ?
10405 Fill 0.92 0.40-0.56 | Fill of 10404 ?
Trench 105
Brown White
10501 Layer 0.54 SRz
Fe pan
Natural
Lower
10502 Layer 0.44 - 0.54 | Subsoil/Buried
Soil?
Yellow Brown
10503 Layer 0.34-044 Clayey Silt
' Subsoil
10504 Layer 0-0.34 Topsoil
Diteh
10505 Cul 0.80 0.44 -0.79 Same as Late Iron Age
105137
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10506 Fiil 0.80 0.44 - 0.69 | Fill of 10505 pottery Late lron Age
10507 Fill (.60 0.69-0.79 | Fill of 10506 Late Iron Age
10508 Cut 0.70 0.44 - 0.68 Ditch Late Iron Age
10509 Fill 0.60 0.60-0.68 | Fill of 10508 Late Iron Age
10510 Fill 0.70 0.44-0.60 | Fill of 10508 Late Iron Age
10511 Cut 0.80x0.20 | 044-0.53 Pit?
10512 Fill 0.80x0.20 | 0.44-0.53 | Fill of 10511
Ditch
10513 Cut 2.00 0.44 - 0.90 Same as Late Iron Age
105057
10514 Fili 0.70 0.80-090 | Fillof10513 Late Iron Age
10515 Fill 1.40 0.60 - 0.80 | Fill of 10513 Late Iron Age
10516 Fill 2.00 0.44 - 0.60 | Fill of 10513 Late Iron Age
Trench 106
103601 Layer 0-0.24 Topsoil
. Brown Clayey
10602 Layer 0.24 -0.56 Sand Silt
Subsoil
Yellow/Grey
Sandy Cla
10603 Layet 0.56 s %ﬁe paf;
Natural
10604 | Cut 3.00 0.24 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10605 | il 3.00 024 | Fill of 10604 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10606 Cut? 0.30x0.25 | 0.56-0.57 Ephemeral
10607 Cul? 1.30x 0.80 | 0.56 - 0.57 Ephemeral
Trench 107
10701 Layer 0-0.34 Topsoil
Brown Clayey
10702 Layer 0.38 - 0.60 Sand Silt
Subsoil
Yellow/Grey
Sandy Clay
with Cla
10703 Layer 0.60 lensing an dyFe
pan
Natural
10704 | Cut 3.00 0.34 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10705 | Fil 3.00 034 | Fillof 10704 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
Extraction Cut
10706 Cut 0.50 0.34 for 10704 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10707 | Tl 0.50 034 | Fillof 10706 C. 17th - 18¢h?
nexcavated
10708 | Cut 3.00 0.34 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18h?
Unexcavated
10709 | Fil 3.00 034 | Fillof10708 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavaied
10710 | Cut 2.50 0.34 Clay Pit C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
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10711 | Fill 2.50 034 | Fillof10710 C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10712 Cut 3.00 0.34 Sl C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10713 |  Fill 3.00 0.34 S C. 17th - 18th?
Unexcavated
10714 | Layer 0.34-038 | Frgavaton C. 17th - 18th?
aste
APPENDIX 2 TABLE OF PREHISTORIC AND ROMAN POTTERY
Context Sherd Count Weight (g) Spot Date Comments
511 1 3 Medieval Fabric 220
703 11 119 LIA- 1st C Fabric E6O;
Forms CH
1104 4 4 Fired Clay
2102 1 5 Medieval Fabric Z20
42077 1 4 LIA-1st C FabricE80
4801 13 11 1stC-4th C Fabric R20
4804 227 2595 Late 1st C Fabrics F40,
E80, R20, R40,
R50, W21,W32,
Forms CF, CE,
CH, C rim126,
JA,
4819 45 454 Late 1st C early | Fabrics E80,
2nd C R20,W20,P
TForms CE; rim
700; cordon E,
CG,D
4821 33 189 Late 1st - early | Fabrics R20,
2nd C E80; Forms CE
5104 1 7 Medieval Fabric Z20
5607 2 14 LIA Fabric E6Q;
Forms CG
5702 i 7 LIA-1st C Fabric E80
5705 20 81 LIA-1st C Fabric E80;
Forms CC/E
5805 89 645 Ist C Fabric E8O,
Forms CE, CG
5810 3 10 LIA-1IstC Fabric E80;
Forms CC/CH
5812 3 18 LIA-1st C Fabric ES0
5816 2 21 LIA Fabric E&0
5907 39 279 Fabric E80,
Forms CE
6302 1 3 LIA -1stC Fabric ESO
6501 1 9 LIA Fabric E13;
Decoration
Cordon A
6505 i 8 Medieval Fabric Z20
6704 1 14 Post-Medieval Fabric Z30;
Form Jar
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6707 10 50 LIA Fabrics E8O,
E60, E40
6712 8 40 LIA-1st C Fabrics E80,
E60; Forms C
6714 62 454 LIA- 1st C Fabrics, B8O, F,
W, R20, P;
Forms, C, B
7908 1 6 Post-Medieval Fabric Z30
8619 1 10 Prehistoric Fabric P
G407 2 8 Prehistoric Fabric P
9505 5 10 LIA Fabric E13
9611 7 13 LIA-1st C Fabric E8Q
9802 2 11 LIA Fabric EBQ
10128 3 8 Medigval Fabric Z20
10506 60 130 LIA-1st C Fabric 113;
Form CH

APPENDIX 3 BIBLIOGRAPHY AND REFERENCES

Booth, P, 2004 Oxford Archaeology Roman potiery recording system: an
introduction. Unpublished

Geoquest, 1999 Geophysical Survey of Proposed Housing development and
Relief Road, Horley, Surrey (Unpublished Client Report)

Hobbs R 1996 British Iron Age coins in the British Museum (British Museum

Press)

OAU, 1992 Fieldwork Manual (D. Wilkinson 1992, ed.)

OA, 2004 Horley NW Development, Surrey. A Written Scheme of
Investigation for an Archaeological Evaluation.
(Unpublished)

APPENDIX 4  SUMMARY OF SITE DETAILS

Site Name: Horley Western Development, Phase 1, Horley, Surrey

Site Code: HODEV 04

Grid Reference: TQ 265 447

Type of Evaluation: Trial trenching

Date and Duration of Project: May-June 2004 five weeks, July 2004 one week.

Area of Site: 125 heclares.

Summary of Results: Late Iron Age-Roman settlement features and associated field system.
A significant number of post medieval pits.

Location of Archive: The archive is currenily held at OA, Janus House, Osney Mead,
Oxford, OX2 OES.
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Figure 3: Detailed location plan of Trenches 3, 5, 6 and 10-12
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Figure 6: Detailed location plan of Trenches 21, 29 and 36
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Figure 23: Trenches 116 and 118-120, plans and sections
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