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of the pit, and appeared to represent an old ploughsoil. No artefacts were recovered from any of the
test pits.

The trench for the new cable (Fig. 2) was mechanically excavated under archaeological supervision.
The trench, which was 0.3m wide and up to 0.6m deep, extended north from an existing pole within
the scheduled area, following alongside an existing underground cable trench laid in 1981 parallel to
the westemn boundary. Investigation of the trench sections revealed 0.35-0.4m of topsoil overlying the
yellow clay subsoil. The only feature identified was a ceramic land drain which crossed the base of
the trench, running north-west to south-east. At a distance of 17m from the pole the trench turned to
the west to follow the northern boundary for a distance of 36m. The stratigraphy along this section
reflected that which had been revealed in the test pits, consisting of 0.38-0.45m of topsoil overlying a
yellow brown silty clay. No features were identified along this section of the trench.

A single sherd of abraded pottery was recovered from the silty clay beneath the topsoil. The small
body sherd was in a red sandy micaceous fabric likely to be of local manufacture. The form could not
be identified due to the size of the sherd and from an examination of the fabric it is possible that the

pottery may be either medieval or Roman in date. Other finds consisted of a number of sherds of 18th
and 19th-century pottery, clay pipe and bottle glass from the topsoil, which were not retained.

CONCLUSIONS

The watching brief revealed no features of archaeological significance and the groundworks do not
appear to have had any impact on archaeological deposits within the scheduled area.

The old ploughsoil identified beneath the topsoil along the northern boundary would appear to

represent a build up of material against the boundary to form a lynchet, the ground level on the
northern side being up to 1.0m lower than that to the south.
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Fig. 1 Site location. Scale 1:2,500
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Fig. 2 Location of test pits and cable trench, scale 1:500



