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THORNWELL FARM, CHEPSTOW: (ST 539 917) 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL FIELD EVALUATION 
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2.0 INTRODUCTION 

2.1 Pwpose of the Report/The Role oJ GGA T 

2.1.1 This report details the results of work 
undertaken, on behalf of Alfred McAlpine Homes 
and Westbury Homes by GGAT, in order to 
determine more precisely the extent of certain 
archaeological remains at Thomwell Farm, iden­
tified during the course of previous preliminary 
assessments by GGAT and CountrySide Planning 
and Management (CPM 1990). 

2.1.2 GGAT acts as an archaeolOgical adviser to 
Monmouth Borough Council. This fact was made 
clear to all interested parties from the outset, as 
was our role as a contractor to Alfred McAlpine 
Homes. 

2.2 Previous Archaeological1nvestigation 

2.2.1 Until recently there was no knowledge of 
any significant archaeological remains within the 
Thomwell Farm area. The Gwent Archaeological 
Sites and Monuments Record, held by GGAT, 
contained deta!ls of only Thomwell Farmhouse 
(PRN 1201 g) and the Thomwell (PRN 1200 g). 
Details of other archaeological features in the 
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area, were not discovered until November 1990, 
when Mrs Joyce Pull!nger informed Newport 
Museum that she had excavated part of a 
feature, which she believed to be a Bronze Age 
Round Barrow, in the field to the east of the 
farm. Following the vertfication of this informa­
tion GGAT informed the Local Planning Auth­
onty, the developers, Alfred McAlpine Homes and 
WestbUlY Homes of the potential archaeological 
importance of the site. The developers commis­
sioned CPM to carry out an initial archaeological 
assessment of the area, and after receiving their 
report contracted GGAT to carry out an archaeo­
logical field evaluation, the results of which are 
contained in this report. 

2.3 Methodology 

2.3.1 The programme of works to be carried out 
was designed to investigate the archaeological 
features highlighted in the GGAT and CPM 
assessments, and to determine whether further 
archaeological interest might be present within 
the proposed development area. The work was to 
follow five avenues of research:-

i) Fieldwalk!ng of the development area, to note 
previously unrecorded archaeological features, 
and acquire information on land use develop­
ment. This phase would also note the surface 
condition of features, and consider factors likely 
to govem the survival of archaeological deposits. 

ill Rapid sketch plotting of approximate extent, 
character and location of features identified by i) 
above, and the sites identified previously by 
GGAT and CPM. 

ill) Trial excavation of selected previously recor­
ded archaeological features. 

iv) Trial excavation on a semi-random basis to 
examine those parts of the application site where 
there are few, if any, surfaces traces of archaeolo­
gical activity. This exercise was particularly im­
portant in relation to the potential archaeological 
value of land which had been subject to recent 
cultivation, but would also be useful in relation 
to apparently blank areas in the vicinity of 
upstanding features. 

v) Further documentary and cartographic 



research to provide supplementa1)' data to 
establish the nature and topography of the 
historic landscape. 

2.3 .2 The excavation of the majority of the trial 
sections was conducted using a JCB 3CX, which 
enabled a large number of sections to be cut 
quickly over the whole of the development area. 
Each cut was excavated to bedrock. The re­
excavation of the trenches excavated by Mrs 
Pulllnger In the summer of 1990 was conducted 
by hand. 

2.3.3 Areas of the development that showed no 
visible features were excavated on a random 
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basis, whilst known features were excavated to 
obtain maximum information retrieval from mini­
mum Intervention. 

2 .3.4 The specifications for the evaluation are 
attached to this report as Appendix Four. 

2.3.5 A site archive Is being prepared. Copies 
will be lodged at the National Monuments Record 
Aberystwyth and with Monmouth Borough 
Museums Service. 

2.3.6 Throughout this report grid references refer 
to the tempora1)' site grid established by John R 
Vincent, not the Ordnance Survey. 

SEDBURV 

SEVERN 
ESTUARY 

O ___ -==== ____ 3 km 

Fig l.Thomwell Development Site: Location Plan. 

3.0 OUTLINE LOCATION. TOPOGRA­
PHY AND GEOLOGY 

3.1 The development Is centred around Thomwell 
Farm, Chepstow, Gwent, National GIid ST 537 
918. The proposed development area is bounded 
by the M4 to the south, by existing development 
to the north, by Chepstow Rugby Club to the 
west and the Chepstow to Newport railway line to 
the east. 
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3.2 Topograpbically the proposed development 
area consists of two ridges separated by a d1)' 
valley. The easterly Iidge Is a promonto1)' which 
overlooks the river Wye and slopes steeply down 
to it. 

3.3 The solid geology of the area conSists of 
D1)'brook Limestone and the Mercian Mudstones. 
The beds a re gently clipping to the south at an 
angle of about 10-12 degrees. 

• 



4.0 DOCUMENTARY HISTORY 

4.1 The earliest documentalY mention of Thorn­
well was In a will of W!Iliam Maddock proven In 
AD 1506 (Badminton Papers No 1039). The lands 
were Indentured to the Alday fumlly In AD 1516 
(LRMB vol 237 Fo 134) who held It until Janua!)' 
1693, when the farm and lands were bought by 
Hen!), Morgan of Penterl)' (Carter deeds and 
documents No 130-131). The land remained In 
the hands of the Morgan family until 1809, when 
the last surviving member of the family died 
(Waters 1975 p 212). 

4.2 It Is not yet known who bought the land In 
1809, but by 1846, the land was In the owner­
ship of the Duke of Beaufort (Tithe Plan 1846 
when the farm was Incorrectly named as 'Thorn­
hill"), who held the land until 1906 when the 
farm was bought by the present owner's family . 

4.3 The land has been farmed for most of its 
his to!), by tenant farmers with the landowners 
concentrating on other farms and commercial 
Interests In the county. The last resident owner, 
before the current farmer's family, was Paul 
Morgan H, who appears to have moved from the 
house at Thornwell to Beaufort Square, Chep­
stow In 1773, when the farm was leased to Aaron 
Jones (Carter Deeds and Papers No 139-140). 

5.0 RESULTS OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL 
INVESTIGATION 

5.1 Site numbers In this section refer to those 
used In the CPM report. 

THORN WELL CHAMBERED TOMB 

100 nl lll contoll'"s 

870,75-l 

~ 
I 

;;-3'?9)rj~ {~=~TEST SECTION 
. , " I I .: • ••• -- -

.. iC-.J Co! 
" 

- N-

I I --. .) 870. 732 

Fig 2. Contour survey of Severn - Cotswold 
chambered tomb showing location of test section. 
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5.2 CPM Site No 1 (Site Grid Reference (SGRJ 850 
750; Test Section OJ Plate Nos 1-4 Fig Nos 2, 3, 8, 
9 

5.2.1 This earthwork was originally investigated 
by Mrs Joyce Pulllnger. She carried out small 
scale excavations In Autumn 1990, and found 
human bone as well as potte!), and llInt artefacts 
within stone lined cists. She Interpreted this as 
evidence for the monument being a later Neo­
litblc-early Bronze Age round barrow. Tbls view 
was followed by GGAT and CPM. 

5.2.2 As part of tbls programme of evaluation the 
backf!ll of Mrs Pulllnger 's excavations was remo­
ved and limited further excavation was under­
taken. The artefacts and records of the previous 
excavation were also studled. 

5.2.3 Details of the results of this work are given 
In Appendix One and a summa!), only is given 
here. We believe that the monument is best 
Interpreted as a Severn - Cotswold type cham­
bered tomb, characteristic of the Neolitblc period 
In this part of the world. It is likely that the 
monument was finally sealed In the late 3rd / 
early 2ndmillenlum bc. The monument takes the . 
form of an oval mound c 16 m x 10 m, aligned 
NE-SW. The principal evidence for the chambered 
tomb Is as follows: 

- the oval shape of the mound. 

- the presence of one large and two smaller burial 
chambers, dlsplaylng architectural features 

Plate 1. 'Port Hole' between orthostats forming 
part of one of the chambers 

of the chambered tomb. 

• 



characteIistic of such monuments eg a "port 
hole" (plate I, fig 3) and dIystone revetment 
between orthostats (plate 2). 

Plate 2. Traces of revetment adjacent to orthostat 
(immediately left of scale) in the chambered tomb. 

- the presence of a dIystone revetment wall (plate 
3) angled to suggest a characteIistic wedge 
shaped form to the oIigInal structure. 

- the existence within the chambers of articulated 
and disarticulated human bone (some of which Plate 4 . Burial chamber within chambered tomb. 
was burnt) from at least four adults and two 
children together with fragments of bird bone, 
some possibly derived from birds of prey. 

- a possible early Neolithic potteIY vessel in 
addition to late 3rd I early 2nd mlllenium bc 
potteIY and flint artifacts. 
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Plate 3. DIYstone revetment wall 
probably defining exteIior of 
chambered tomb. 



5.2.4 In addition to the presumed chambered 
tomb there are a number of other features of 
interest in the Immediate vicinity: 

- a deposit of rubble 1.2 m to the south of the 
revetment wall. 

- seven stake/ post holes and a gully to the south 
of the ru bble deposit. 

- a buried soil beneath the monument. 

With the exception of the buried soil the charac­
ter and function of these features remains un­
clear, as does their relationship to the presumed 
chambered tomb. 

5.2.5 The condition of the monument appears to 
be extremely good. The trial excavation by Mrs 
Pullinger has removed a certain amount of 
archaeological evidence, but elsewhere the monu­
ment appears comparatively intact. There Is 
undoubtedly some root damage from a tree 
which Is growing near the crest of the monument 
but this Is unlikely to have caused major distur­
bance to the site. The fact that the burial 
chambers appear to be substantially undisturbed 

Is of particular Importance, and Is perhaps partly 
attributable to the lack of public knowledge of the 
site by contrast with the four other recorded 
chambered tombs in Gwent. The lack of cultlva-,. 
tlon of and around the monument Is another key 
factor. The presence of stakeholes beyond the 
confines of the presumed chambered tomb in­
dicates the quality of archaeological survival and 
a consequent high potential archaeological value 
for the environs of the monument. 

5.3 CPM Site No 2 (SGR 914 733: Test Sect iDn 1) 
Plate 5 Figs 4, 8, 9 

5.3.1 TriaI excavation exposed a stone kerb 
delimiting this mound (c 15 m diameter) on Its 
south side. It is likely that the kerb Is present 
round the remalnlng circuit of the earthwork, a 
characteristic which would not be inconsistent 
with the previously suggested interpretation of a 
Bronze Age round barrow. However the possibi­
lity that this site may be earlier in date and 
aSSOciated with the presumed Severn - Cotswold 
chambered tomb (5.2) cannot be ruled out. 
Further excavation details are given in Appendix 
One. 

THORN WELL ROUND B ARROW 
5 In 

N 

908735 930735 

- ------. /.--- ~ 
,/ ' " Edge of 

\ Bar row 

, i 

' \l)~ 
. ~est Sec:.tion 

9087 18 93 0 7 1 8 

Fig 4 . Contour survey of round barrows, shOWing test section and kerb. 
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Plate 5. Test section 1 cut Into edge of 
round barrow showing kerb. 

5.3.2 The condition of the monument appears to 
be extremely good for the same reasons cited In 
5.2.5 above In respect of the chambered tomb. 
TrIal excavation was limited to the identification 
of the kerb and it is not clear as yet tf further 
archaeological Interest exists beyond the limit of 
the barrow Itself. The immediate envtrons must, 
In the absence of evidence to the contrary be 
presumed to have considerable archaeological 
potential. 

5.4 CPM Site Nos 3 -5 (SGR 764 606; SGR 747 
580; SGR 766 556; Test sections 3, 4, 5 respec­
tively) Fig No 8 

5.4.1 Trial excavation of CPM site no 3 demon­
strated It was a mound of topsoil of recent date. 

5.4.2 Trial excavation of CPM site nos 4 and 5 
demonstrated that both features were the result 
of outcropplng of the bedrock spread by cultiva­
tion. 

5.4.3 No archaeological Interest attaches to these 
sites. 

5.5 CPM Site Nos 10 and 11 (SGR 112 940) Test 
Sections, 6, 7, 8. Figs 5, 8, 10 

20 11) 

T H O RNWELL ROMANO - BRIT ISH 

ENC L O SURE 

N 
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. ! " : . 
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BoU om o f 
Bank 

Excavated 
Area 

A 1 1 50 8 50 

Fig 5. Contour survey of Roman enclosures, showing location of test sections (heavy shading). 
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5.5. I Trial excavations have confirmed the sug­
gestion previously made by GGAT that the 
earthwork enclosures are of Roman date. The 
main enclosure Is sub-rectangular c 75 m x 45 
m, aligned east-west. The banks are c 5m wide by 
I m high. A northwest-southeast earthwork Is 
superimposed across the main enclosure and Is c 
20 m long by 6 m wide by 0.8m high. Also within 
the enclosure is an east-west bank c 30 m by 5m 
by 0.6 m high. Finds, mostly pottel)' date from 
the mid 1st centul)' AD to the 4th centul)' AD 
The enclosures appear to display a complex 
developmental sequence reflecting this long time 
span of activity. It Is likely that the earthworks 
defined a farming settlement composed of yards 
within which farm buildings were constructed. 
The general arrangement can be parallelled at a 
number of sites In south Wales and the south 
west, some of which, such as that at Caldicot 12 
km to the west have been excavated (Roblnson 
1988). Further details of the trial excavations can 
be found In AppendJx One. 

5.5.2 The condition of the site appears to be 
extremely good; the trial excavations demonstra­
ted that there was no damage from cultivation. 
This lack of plough damage is slgnlflcant, as the 
majority of excavated sites of this type In south 
east Wales had suffered significant agricultural 
attrition prior to excavation. Well preseIVed sites 
such as this one have much greater potential for 
Infonnation retrieval, a fact demonstrated by the 
scheduled status of the comparable earthworks 
on Dlnas Powys (South Glamorgan) common and 
the results of excavation at the Similarly well 
preseIVed site at Whitton (South Glamorgan) 
prior to modem cultivation (Jarrett and Wrath­
mellI98l). 

5.5.3 The CPM report Identlfles a number of 
possible Iron Age/ Roman fleld banks within the 
development area. Such banks are by their 
nature difficult to date precisely but the fleldwork 
undertaken by GGAT has done nothing to refute 
this suggestion. There Is no surface trace of a 
direct link between the field system and the 
Roman farmstead but It Is possible that such a 
link may sUIVlve below ground. The presence of 
the Roman farmstead described above Increases 
the likelihood of these features being contempor­
al)'. Test section 167 to the north east of the 
farmstead exposed an east west section of dI)'s-

tone wall of uncertain date, while test section 105 
revealed a ditch 0.8 m wide by 0.25 m deep 
containing post medieval artefacts. 

5.5.4 No further information on CPM site no 11, 
the ridge and furrow, was retrieved. 

5.6 CPM Site Nos 6 and 7 (SGR 825 800) Fig 6 

5.6.1 Thomwell Farmhouse Is a Grade 2 Listed 
Building which will be retained within the deve­
lopment scheme. The Wood Frampton Partner­
ship have already undertaken a detailed study of 
the building, which will be the subject of an 
application for listed building consent In due 
course. 

5.6.2 A number of other buildings which are 
currently In poor condition have sUIVlved the 
removal of the modem farm buildings. It Is likely 
that at least some of these structures date to the 
eighteenth centul)'. Further details are given In 
AppendJx One. 

5.6.3 Documental)' references (4.0 above) suggest 
the existence of an earlier farm at Thomwell, 
which may perhaps date from the medieval 
period. The location of any such establishment (s) 
Is unknown but It/they may focus on the 
immediate vicinity of the Thomwell Itself. The 
evaluation did not produce any further data on 
the well. 

5.6.4 Three ponds In the vicinity of the fann 
complex are shown on tithe and early OS plans 
(from 1846). These are shoWn on fig 6. 

5.7 Other Archaeological Features 

5.7.1 Trial excavation (Test Section 2) of the 
stockyard (SGR 880 640, flgs 7, 8) referred to by 
CPM (CPM Site 9) recovered post medieval and 
modem pottel)' and Identified only a thin (0.15 
m) soil cover overlying the bedrock. The stock­
yard Is shown on the 1846 tithe map and early 
OS editions. Howard Thomas of RCAHM(W) has 
suggested that the name of 'The Bartons" given 
to the feature on the tithe map may refer to the 
site of a manorial or monastic grange, as it Is 
perhaps derived from Old Engllsh Beretum mean­
Ing "corn farm" (Ekwall 1960, 29). Nevertheless 
the archaeological potentlal of this area must be 
regarded as low In view of the test section results. 
Further details are given In AppendJx One. 
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THORNWELL STOCK ENCLOSURE 

10 m T 
N 

,871650 

Fig 7. Contour SUlVey of the stock enclosure. 

5.7.2 CPM Site No 8 (SGR 750 500) 

No further infonnatlon Is added except to note 
that the Sununer House was used by Chepstow 
Golf Club as their club house following the First 
World War (contra CPM pp 10-11). 

5.7.3 Six roads and tracks have been located in 
the assessment area. Certain of these, such as 
the current Thomwell Road were certainly In 
existence by 1763 (Badminton maps, vol I map 
2) and may have earlier origins. These features 
have some limited archaeological potential. 
Further details are given in Appendix One. 

5.7.4 The two quanies referred to by CPM (p 11) 
have been backfilled and give little surface indica­
tion of their character. The mineral rights to the 
area were exploited by the Duke of Beaufort in 
the nineteenth century (Waters 1975, 212). The 
archaeological potential of these features Is low. 

5.7.5 Cultivation has obscured most traces of the 
railway branch line shown on the OS map of 
1921. Test sections failed to produce evidence of 
the passing loop, engine shed and water tower 
also shown on the map. The archaeological · 
potential of these features Is low. 

5.8 Other Documented Features 

5.8.1 Further documentary research has sugges­
ted that It Is unlikely that any medieval hunting 
park and associated boundaries are present in 
Park Reddings area. 

5.8.2 No further infonnatlon has been encoun­
tered in respect of the possible artifiCial rabbit 
warren in Warren Slade. It Is however possible 
that such a warren or pillow mound exists as 
part of the predominantly Roman earthwork 
complex described above (5.5). 

5.9 Other Test Section/Fieldwalking Results FIg 8 

5.9.1 A number of test sections were cut within 
the proposed development area as shown in fig 8. 
Full details are given in Appendix One. 

5.9.2 Other than the results described above (5.2 
- 5.8 inclusive) neither these sections nor field­
walking revealed any further features of archaeo­
logical interest, nor were any artefacts of note 
recovered. 

10 
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6.0 SUMMARY OF EXTENT AND 
CHARACTER OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL 
INTEREST 

6.1 The archaeological field evaluation has been 
successful In defining more precisely than was 
previously possible the extent and character of 
the archaeological Interest at Thornwell. 

6.2 Within OS field nos 0067 and 0002 the 
archaeological importance of three sites (CPM I, 
2 and 10) has been confirmed and their extent 
defined (but see 6.2.3 below). This importance 
and extent may be summartsed as follows: 

6.2.1 The Interpretation of CPM 1 as a Severn . 
Cotswold chambered tomb is a significant deve· 
lopment. The character and condition of this 
monument leaves us In little doubt that it 
satisfies the Secretary of State's criteIia for sites 
of national importance (attached as Appendix 
Three). 

6.2.2 CPM 2 is still Interpreted as a Bronze Age 
buIiaI mound or barrow, although other hypoth· 
eses cannot be ruled out. The character and 
condition of this monument Indicates it may be 
of national importance according to the Secretary 
ofState's criteIia. 

6.2.3 The relationship and relative date of the two 
monuments (6.2.1, 6.2.2) is unclear but their 
proximity, and the existence of archaeological 
features beyond their !mrnediate limits Indicates 
the potentially high archaeological value of the 
area between and immediately surrounding the 
monuments. 

6.2.4 The confirmation that CPM 10 is of Roman 
date and probably the site of a farmstead which 
developed from the pre·Roman Iron Age to the 
4th century AD is an important development. 
The character and condition of this site Indicates 
it may be of national importance according to the 
Secretary of State's criteIia. 

6.2.5 The possibility that parts of a field system 
contemporary with the Roman settlement may 
survive over a wide areas adds Interest to the 
settlement. The condition of the features assocla· 
ted with this possible field system is less good 
than that of the Roman enclosures, and elements 
of it may .have been completely removed. 

6.3 The buildings which form the complex 
around Thornwell farmhouse are of some Inter· 
est, but it is unlikely that much of archaeological 
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value will survive In view of the present condition 
of the structures. The possibility that a medieval 
farmstead may exist In the Immediate vicinity 
cannot be ruled out, while the Thorn Well Itself 
retains an archaeological value, 

6.4 The archaeological value of the other features 
identified In the CPM report Is regarded as low, 
although the possibility of the Identification of a 
grange cannot be entirely ruled out. 

6.5 The remainder of the proposed development 
area was subject to an Intensive programme of 
test sectioning, which did not produce any 
Significant archaeolOgical results. Although this 
does not preclude the presence of further 
archaeological Interest, the potential of this area 
can be regarded as low. 

7.0 THE POTENTIAL IMPACT OF 
DEVELOPMENT ON ARCHAEOLOGI­
CAL INTERESTS 

7.1 The majority of the area which is the subject 
of this evaluation will suffer ground disturbance 
in the event of planning consent being granted. 
The principal causes of disturbance will be road 
and roundabout construction and associated 
drainage works, building foundations, the pro· 
vision of services and landscaping works. 

7.2 Where archaeological interests have been 
identified (sections 5 and 6 above) they are 
InvaIiably close to the present land surface, and 
Indeed In some cases are displayed as earthworks 
rising above the surrounding ground. 

7.3 There Is no doubt that development which 
does not respect the Identified archaeological 
Interests would cause extensive damage to and 
destruction of these Interests. 

7.4 We nevertheless believe that the implemen· 
tation of a programme of protective and mitiga· 
tory measures can secure the future of the 
cultural heritage ofThornwell within the develop· 
ment scheme. We recommend such a pro· 
gramme, and give details of our preferred scheme 
In section 8 below. 
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Fig 9. Chambered tomb and round barrow: proposed minimum areas to be protected from 
development (two rectangles) and proposed area within which further archaeological Investigation 
should take place. 

8.0 RECOMMENDED PRafECTIVE/ 
MITIGATORY MEASURES Figs 9, 10 

8. 1 In preparing these recommendations we have 
started from the underlying principle of profes­
sional archaeology that physical preservation of 
archaeolOgical features Is to be preferred to either 
"preservation by record", or uncontrolled des­
truction of the cultural heIitage. 

8.2 The recommendations have also been drawn 
up following consultation with both our clients, 
Alfred McAlplne Homes, and Monmouth Borough 
Council. 

8.3 Recommendation No 1. The presumed Severn 
- Cotswold chambered tomb (CPM 1) should be 
preserved within an area of public open space. 
The minimum protected area should be a rec­
tangular block of land with the four corners 
located at the following site grid references: 833 
730; 875 730; 875 760; 833 760. 

The area "described Is shown In fig 9. We also 
suggest that an approach Is made to Cadw, with 
a view to the scheduling of this monument under 
the terms of the Ancient Monuments and 
Archaeological Areas Act 1979. 
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8.4 Recommendation No 2. The presumed round 
barrow (CPM 2) should be preserved within an 
area of public open space. The minimum protec­
ted area should be a rectangular block of land 
with the four corners located at the following site 
grid references: 908 718; 930 718; 930 735; 908 
735. The area descIibed Is shown In fig 9. We also 
suggest that an approach Is made to Cadw, with 
a view to the scheduling of this monument under 
the terms of the Ancient Monuments and 
Archaeological Areas Act 1979. 

8.5 Recommendation No 3. The area between and 
surrounding the presumed chambered tomb and 
round barrow should be subject to a programme 
of "preservation by record". The area within 
which such a programme should take place Is 
defined by the following site grid references: 800 
780; 780 730; 950 675; 950 770; 922 770; 910 
760. The area descIibed Is shown In fig 9 
Speclllcatlons for the programme of investigation 
should be drawn up by the applicant and 
submitted to the LPA for approval. A two stage 
approach Is recommended, the first stage involv­
Ing the excavation of one 10 m x 10 m area 
between the two protected areas (8.3 and 8.4 
above) and four 5 m x 5 m excavations within the 



defined Investigation area. This will detennlne 
what, If any, further archaeological action Is 
needed. Notwithstanding the above proposals 
excavation should take place only where physical 
disturbance will be caused by development. 

8.6 Recommendation No 4. The Roman enclosure 
(CPM 10) should Ideally be preserved In situ. This 
would be extremely difficult to achieve in view of 
the proposed development scheme. Having regard 
to the advice given In PPG 16 (England) that 
there Is a need to weigh "the intrinsic importance 
of the remains " against the need for the 
proposed development" we are prepared to 
recommend the less satisfactOIY option of "pre­
servation by record". The area within which a 
programme of recording should take place Is 
defined by the following site grid references 992 
850; 1200 850; 1200 1043; 1060 980. The area 
described Is illustrated In fig 10. Specifications 
for the programme of Investigation should be 
drawn up by the applicant and submitted to the 
LPA for approval. A survey of the traces of the 
possible Roman field system should also be 
undertaken. 

o _= .. c:J_ =:::J-=::::JI-=:::J1100m 
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8.7 Recommendation No 5. The remaining areas 
of the application site should be subject to a 
watching brief during the early stages of develop­
ment. The watching brief should be Intense 
during the removal of the derelict fann buildings 
and during ground disturbance In the immediate 
vicinity of Thomwell Fann (on account of the 
possible medieval farmstead), In the area of the 
"stockyard" (possible grange) and during distur­
bance of the relict, possibly Roman,field system. 

8.8 Recommendation No 6. Although every effort 
was made during the course of evaluation to 
identiJY the full extent of archaeological Interest It 
Is not possible to guarantee that further un­
expected discoveries will not be made during the 
course of development. Provision should be made 
In the engineering contract documents to allow 
for a duly authorised temporary delay to develop­
ment to pennit salvage excavation and recording. 
A financial contingencY should also be agreed In 
advance and set aside by the developer to pennlt 
any such work. 

12001043 
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Fig 10. Roman enclosures; proposed area within which further archaeological Investigation should 
take place. 



9.0 IMPLEMENTATION OF RECOM­
MENDATIONS 

9.1 We believe it is to the advantage of all parties 
concerned to Implement the recommendations 
made above by means of clear agreements. 

9.2 The proposals for the physical preservation of 
the chambered tomb and round barrow are 
clearly defined. We believe their protection could 
be Included within the terms of the Section 106 
Irown and CountIy Planning Act 1990) agreement 
which is currently being negotiated. 

9.3 The implementation of a programme of 
preservation by record In two separate areas (the 
Roman farmstead. and the environs of CPM Sites 
1 and 2) is a more complex matter. We suggest 
that the best Interests of the parties concerned 
would be served by granting planning consent 
subject to the following condition; which follows 
the model gtven In PPG 16 (England): 

"No development shaU take place within the areas 
indicated as x and x on the accompanying plan 
W1ta the applicant has secured the implementatton 
oJ a progrwnme oJ archaeological work In accor­
dance with a written scheme oJ Investigation 
which has been submitted by the applicant and 
approved by the planning authority." 

The principal advantage of this approach is the 
ability to agree detailed specifications for 
archaeological work without delaying further the 
grant of planning consent. The additional time to 
agree specifications should permit the develop­
ment of a high quality research design. less 
constrained by the need to agree such a design In 
a veI)' short space of time. 

9.4 The remaining areas should be covered by the 
imposition of a standard watching brief condition 
on any planning consent which is granted. Model 
condition 38 In Welsh Office Circular 1/85 would 
be appropriate for this purpose. The developer 
should commission appropriately qualified 
archaeologists to carI)' out the watching brief. 

9.5 As recommended In 8.8 contingencY arrange­
ments are best governed by appropriate contrac­
tual clauses. 
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