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Abbreviations and terminology

Archaeology
Taken to mean the study of past human societies through their material remains

from prehistorictimes to the modern era. It is also used in this rg@s a means of

describing physical remains (e.g. there is likely to be preservation of archaeology).

DBA

Desk Based Assessment

aob

AboveOrdnance Datumused to express awgn height above mean sea level.

SEA LEVEL

Height are to thenearest metre above sea leva Newlyn.

The Site

The specific development area

The Study Area

A 1km radius from the centre of the development area, incorporating significant

archaeology
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Confidence ratings

Low
Archaeological activity is considereshlikely based on availabléenformation, but

cannot be entirely discounted.

Moderate
Likely survival foarchaeological remains based on proximity to archaeological sites,

associated finds and or literary and cartographic evidence.
High

Suggestegresence of archaeological features, preserved to a high level from which

vital and important evidence could be obtained.
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General @rronological table (for the purposes of this DBA)

Period Date Information
Prehistoric 800000 | Generalisegeriod from the earliest human activiig
¢ 43AD | Britain Happisburghto the conquest of Britain by
Claudius.
Palaeolithic 800000- | Mobile groups, ephemeral habitation evidence, stor
10000 | tool technology. Material evidence found
BC predominantly in caves. Earliest evidence for
hominins inBritainis atHappisburgland Pakefieldn
Norfolk dating tathe Early Pleistocene800,000BP.
Mesdithic 10000¢ | Period of major transformation in the European
4000BC | environment and landscape after the end of the las
Ice Age. Mobile huntegatherer communities,
sophisticated tool technology and some semi
permanent settlementparticularly along theast
coast of England and in Ireland.
Neolithic 4000¢ | Emergence of monumental architectursjch as long
2350BC | barrows and causewayed enclosurégovement
towards morecomplex societyand sedentary
lifestyles.
Bronze Age 2350¢ | Introduction of Bronze, construction of
800 BC | barrows/tumuli for the dead in the early stages
replaced by a lack of monuments and the
preponderance toward hoard deposition.
Iron Age 800BGC; | Introduction of Iron and the return ahonumental
43 AD architecture in the form ohillforts, tribal boundaries
and the introduction of coinage.
RomaneBritish | 43-410 | RomaneBritish periodincluding the emergence of
AD villas and Roman infrastructure.
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AngloSaxon 410¢ PostRoman period including Saxon invasions and {
1065 arrival of Christianity.
AD

Medieval 1066¢ | Medieval period in Britain including Tudor activity,
1650AD | with arbitrary cut off point of 165@\D.

PostMedieval 1650¢ | Period of rapidndustrial development and changes

1900 AD| the English landscape

Modern 1900¢ | IncludingWWI,WWiIland Cold War archaeology
1950 AD
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NONTECHNICAL SUMMARY

Site Name: St Michaels Barns

Location: 22 TheGreen, Stoke Gifford, South Gloucestershire, BS34 8PD
NGR: 362392, 179729

Type: Dek Based Assessme(iDBA)

In October 2010QAbsolute Archaeology was commissioned My D Kemp of CPL
Chartered Architects Ltd (the agent) on behalf of the TrusteethefOld School
Rooms (the clienf)to carry out an Archaeological Desk Based Assessment (DBA) on

St Michaels Barns, 22 The Green, Stoke Gifford, South Gloucestéfighitek 2).

The deskbased assessment hasvealed that the Project Site, part opéanned farm
formed during theBeaufort Estat® grogramme of modernisatiomn the mid 19’
century, was the site of a possible™6entury farmstead. The Project Site exists
within a medieval landscapend is adjacent to the fcentury church of St Michael,
which itself probably acted as the church for the three hamlets of Harry Stoke, Great
Stoke and Little Stoke. This church may well have had earlier origins, potentially
extending back into the Saxon period and it is posdtdé this included settlement

extending to the Project Site.
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1 INTRODUCTIOAND THE STUDY AREA

1.1 In response to planning condition, 3elating to applicationPT09/5735/F to erect a
basement and two storey building, with car parking and associated waitksplute
Archaeology was commissied byMr D Kemp of CPL Chartered Architects Ltd (the
agent) on behalf of the Trustees of the Old School Rooms (the d@wrgrry outan
Archaeological Desk Basédsessmentt St Michaels Barns, 22 The Green, Stoke
Gifford, South Gloucestershirbgreafter N5 ¥ S NINB RProjeét 3 1.5 QWi K S

1.2 The objective of the assessment was to identify the nature and extent of the recorded
archaeological resource withithe Project Site and within its immediate environs
(hereafter referred to as the Study Areajhe DBA details the impact that the
proposed development will have upon this resourde. addition this assessment
analyse the potential for unrecorded archaeology in the study argeorder to place
the site within its historical and archaeological context, Bieidy Area represents a

1km radius of the site.

1.3 The assessment was carried out®gm Driscoll (BHons, MAPIFA) andvas managed
by Paul Martin BSc Hons, IRA.

14 The proposed development will comprise faotprint of 2485 sq m(fig 2). The
developmentconsists othe construction of a church/community hall (with basement

accommodation) capable of seating 517 persons.
15 The Site Visit

1.5.1 A sitevisit was carried oubn 30" September 201@y Paul Martin and Sam Driscoll.

1.5.2 Thesite is located within a subrban environmentadjacent to a number of modern
developments, including the neighbouring nursing home. The site is a former

agriculturalsite, locatedneari 2 { i aA OKI Sf Q& / Kdnabdtkry o KA O

1.5.3 The site is defined by aentral tard-standing area, framed bythe 19" century

agricultural sheds to the north and west of the sifédne sheds to the west of the site

© Absolute Archaeology 2010 1
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are still in good conditiomand it is understood (at the time of writing this report) that

these sheds will be incorporated into the new building design.

1.5.4 The care home to east of the site has been construetehssthe eastern half of the
planned farm.No archaeological investigain is known to have takeplace at time of

the groundworks for this building.

1.6 Health and Safety

1.6.1 No health and safety concerns were noted during the site visit.

1.6.2 There is no reason to suspect ground contamination within the area.

1.7 Geology Topographyand Hydrology
The Project Site lies approximately 60m above sea level. Geologically the area is

defined by interbedded limestone and mudstone.

The Project Site is approximately 250m northeast of Stoke Brook. The site is within a

modernsuburban landsape, although historic features are still extant.

2 LEGISLATINEONTEXT

2.1 This DBA has been devised in response to national legisl&lanning Policy
Statement 5: Planning for the Histotmvironment andSouth Gloucestershire Local

Plan Policy L11

2.2 In March 2010 the Department for Communities and Local Government replaced
PPG16 with PPS5, which sets out the governments objectives on the conservation of
GKS KA&aG2NRO Sy JA Mdsyg padsyofitde histdrié endronmenStiat ( K I
have significace because of their historic, archaeological architectural or artistic
AYGSNBad | NB OF Ekfurhd? deknSs\aNeiithgd Bssetbaaa [Shildiagd ¢
monument, site, place, area or landscape positively identified as having a degree of
signifcance meriting consideration in planning decisions. Heritage assets are the
valued components of the historic environment. They include designated heritage

assets (as defined in this PPS) and assets identified by the local planning authority
© Absolute Archaeology 2010 2
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during the praess of decisiemaking or through the plamaking process (including

local listing)e

2.3 Policy HE6.1 states:
oLocal planning authorities should require an applicant to provide a description of
the significance of the heritage assets affected and tbentribution of their setting

to that significanceb €

a 2here an application site includes, or is considered to have the potential to include,
heritage assets with archaeological interest, local planning authorities should require
developers to submit an gpopriate deskbased assessment and, where déesked
NBaSINOK Aa AyadZFFAOASY(H G2 LINPLISNIe& | aa:

2.4 Policy HEG6.3 states:
dLocal planning authorities should not validate applications where the extent of the
impact of the poposal on the significance of any heritage assets affected cannot

adequately be understood from the application and supporting docungents.

2.5 Policy HE8.1 states:
aThe effect of an application on the significance of such a heritage asset or its setting is
aYF G SNALFE O2yaAARSNI OGA2Y AY RSUSNNXAYAYy3A (K

2.6 Local Plan Policy L11 states:

oDevelopment which would not physically preserve sites of national archaeological
important, whether scheduled or not, or would have a significant impact on thegetti

of visible remains, will not be permittéd.

oPlanning permission will not normally be granted for development on sites or
landscape of archaeological interest without an archaeological assessment and if

necessary a field evaluati@n.

oWhere the assessment indicates that the proposed development would harm a site,

structure or landscape of archaeological or historic importance or its setting,

© Absolute Archaeology 2010 3
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development will not be permitted unless applicants can demonstrate a satisfactory
scheme indidang how the impact of the proposal on the archaeological resource can
be mitigated. The council will negotiate agreements to preserve and manage

archaeological remains.

oWhere developmenwill affect a site of archaeological importance the Council will
seek to agree a programme of archaeological works to mitigate this effect before
permission is granted or may grant permission subject to conditions requiring an

approved programme of works to be undertaken before development comménces.

Gondition 3 assaiated with planning consent states that:

oPrior to commencement of development a programme of archaeological investigation
and recording for the site shall be submitted and approved by the Local Planning
Authority. Thereafter, the approved programme ke implemented in all respects,

unless the Local Planning Authority agrees in writing to any variation

Additional statutory protection for archaeological sites is acknowledged in the Ancient
Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act (1979) and Nationatalge Act (1983),
whilst protection is also afforded to Scheduled Ancient Monuments, which require

consent for any work from English Heritage.

METHODOLOGY

Standards and guidance
This assessment has been guided by 8tandards and Guidance f@eskBased

Assessmentssued by the Institute of €id Archaeologists (revised 2008

The Assessment

The assessmentiricluding the baseline surveyinvolved consultation of available
archaeological and historical information from documentary, cartogr@pand
excavation archive sources.A radius of 1km from the centre of the site was

established to examine the archaeology, herein referred th &5 0 8#R& | NBI Q@
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The primary repositories for information consulted comprised:

National Monuments Recor8windon

e Historic Aerial Photographs

South Gloucestershire Counklilstoric Environment Record

o HER trawl

GloucesteRecord Offic& Bristol Record Office

e Historic maps (including Tithahd 1725 Berkeley Stoke Gifford map

Other

e Books, articles andther documentary sources

4 CARTOGRAPHIC EVIDENCE

4.1 General

4.1.1 Historic and @nance Survey maps held Iyloucester Record Officand Bristol
Record Officavere examined The 1725 Stoke Gifford estate map was also consulted,
but due to copyright restrictions it is not possible to recreate that within this DBA.
addition the maps created by Mike Stanbrook have been particularly us&filst
undertaking a Masters DegreeMike Stanbrook compiled one of the most
comprehensivéistoricaccounts of the area, transcribing both historic documents and

mapsfor his dissertation.

4.2 Cartographic observations

4.2.1 Key observations regarding features on the maps are recorded in Takelew.

Map Observations Fig No

1*' edition OS 1881 Roads from the main hamlets of Great Stoke, Little | 3
Stoke and Harry Stoke converge just northwest of tk
Project Site

1725 Berkeley Structures present on the Project Site -
Estate Survey May

Tablel: Summary of Cartographic observations
© Absolute Archaeology 2010 5
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The modern OS and Mastermap (fig 1 & 2) show little of historic interest, but are
useful for demonstrating the impact of modern development on the Project Site and

Study Area.

The 3 revision (19241949), 29 revision (19061939) and T edition (1881) OS maps
show little of historic interest, although it is possible to trace the building of the
vicarage adjacent to the church and the building of the railway line to the south of the
Project Site. Court Farrmd the outbuildings are clearly extant on all three mapge
interesting feature common on all three mapss the fact that four roadsneetin the

area to the west of the Project Sitélhis may indicate thahe church sered several
communities,and the roads potentially preserve remnant$ older track waydlinking

the three hamlets of Great Stoke, Little Stoke and Harry Stoke to the church of St
Michael. There does appear to be historical evidence to suggest a building going back
to 1562 and althougtan earlier incarnation cannot be proved, it cannot be excluded

either.

What is intriguing is why there is an apparent detour (bend) around the Project Site
when travelling from Great Stoke, rather than heading straight through it to the
church? The road exiting Great Stoke does roughly align itself with the church, but
follows the contours of the buildings depicted on the Project Site so that is meets with
the other roads to the northwest. Thisasso seeron the 1725 map, suggestirigat

the roads when built respectedn established landscapePerhaps the road detours
arounda pre-existingboundary?The potential continuation of such a boundary can be
seen to the east of the site, where a curviedture appears to trace the same pattern

asthe adjacent roadFig.5).

The 1725Survey provide®ne of the most significant mapsot just for the Project
Site, but for the parish of Stoke Gifford, as it is an early and faieftailed
representation of land within the parish. Commissioned as phth® Berkeley Estate
Survey it now resides within the Beaufort Estate archive and cannot be photographed

or photocopied.

© Absolute Archaeology 2010 6
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It clearly depicts the presence of structures on the Project Site, forming what is
considered to be part of the early Court Farmppto the redevelopment of the site in
1862. The four roads noted on the f&entury OS maps are cleadgtablished by the
publication of the Berkley Estate Survey Map. From this, we can infer that there is a
high likelihood that these routes were &xistence in the 1 century, and perhaps
earlier. As discussed above, the establishment of these routes by the efreh8ury
raises the potential that the roads represent earlier routes and may trace the layout of

a 17" century or earlier (Medievilandscape.

The field names associated with the Project Site include Park Ground, perhaps
confirming the assertion that Maurice Berkelenclosed an area of land without
licence from theKing, to create a park (se6.7 below).No other field names of ietrest

were noted as a result of the survey.

5 AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHIC EVIDENCE

51 Introduction
Aerial photographic collections at the NMR were consultetlowever, the images
were taken in a developing landscape and as such their use for identifying previously
unrecognised archaeological features was limited. Moreover, much of the open
landscape visible in the earlier aerial photographs (1942 and 1955) had disappeared by
1990.

5.2 Modern
Modern aerial photographs reveal a developed site withimeveloped suburban
landscape. The Project Stemprises a hard standinghilst a nursing home, Osborne
Court, has been built directly adjacent to the qite the east) resulting in the removal
of the east wing of the outbuildings of Court Farm. The only areadéveloped land
is to the west of the Project Site, R21 OSy 4 G2 {0 aAOKI St Qa {
I NSl 0SisSSy GKS aadsS FyR {G aAOKFStQa /|

5.3 1990 (OS/90030)
The 1990 aerial photographic image shows that the Project Site was heavily developed,

with remains of the 19 century planned farm still visible amongst a number of

© Absolute Archaeology 2010 7
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standing structures. There are notably two large nestiuth orientated structures
extant on the site, which are different in appearance to those that appear in the earlier
aerial photographs. The east wing of the outbuildings of Court Farm is still extant and
a small eastvest structure is also visible. It is noticeable that there is, like the modern
aerial photographs, a lack of available open land. A number of cropmarkssdoie in

the green adjacent to the Project Site, ik nature of these isndistinguishabldrom

the aerial photograph alone.

5.4 1955 (RAF/540/1530)
The majority of buildings associated with the™@&ntury Court Farm appear to still be
evident on theproject site including one in the centre of the courtyard, the footsaj

which are not evident on the site today.

Linear crop marksre visible to the south of the Project Site, on open land that has
beensuggested to be thsite of the medieval manoof Stoke Gifford and which was

later developed for Parkway Station. Similar features are identifiable to the west of

the Project Site on the commoryaR (12 ¢ NRa {0 aAOKI Sf Qa [/ K
of the earthworks cannot be confidently assessed frdme photographic evidence

alone and the areas have since been developed.

5.5 1942 (RAF/HLA/557)
The quality of the 1942 aerial photograph is poorer than the later examples, but it is
notable for the absence of many of the structures occurring on later phopdgyraf
the Project Site. Whilst the north, west and east wings are clearly visible, the
structures that have been recognised from later photographs as existing within the
compound are absent, apart from one central negbuth aligned building. Instead

there appear to be a series of empty rectangular plots.

Faint cropmarks are visible to the southwest of the site, notably in the area between

the church and the Project Site.

6 HISTORICALVIDENCE
6.1 Stoke Gifford was part of the Henbuidundred by the time of Atkyns (1712: 690), but

had previously been part of the Letbury (Letburgeindred.
© Absolute Archaeology 2010 8
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6.2 The earliest recorded mention of Stoke Gifford is in the Domesday Book where it
appears asSstoche From the Domesday Book it is clear that it wast of an existing
Saxon manor as it refers @unne, a thane, holding it in the Letburg Hundred prior to
Osbern Giffard, who was granted the manor\blliam the Conqueror.lt is recorded
l & K I'5@ifleg gayirg geld... In demesne are 4 ploughs; and 8 villans and 3 bordars

and a priest with 8 ploughs. There are 4 slaves. It was worth 6l; dogv 8l

6.3 Stochels a &xon wordwhose exact meaning is difficult to decipher. It is occasionally
used to definea settlement by a church, but more commonly refers to a farmstead or
aaYltf asSdatSySyao | 26 SOSNE GKS LRGSyar
origins (see 7.7 belowj)s likely and therefore it is plausible that Stoke does, in this

instance relate to a settlement near a church.

6.4 The postDomesdayhistorical evidence relating to Stoke Gifford is mixed and the
hamlets within the parish irregularly occur within documentary sources. There is some
confusion as to the number of hamlets that compriseédk8 Gifford. Some authors
(e.g. Prosser in Young 1995) suggest that tivezee four hamlets: Stoke Gifford, Great
Stoke, Little Stoke and Harry Stoke. Yet Atkyns (1 Rder (1779)Broomhead
(year unknown) and Evans (1958) claim that theeze only three. Theconfusion may
02YS 06SOIdzasS (KS OdzNNBsolablynmdGy fioEkeat Stdke { (0 2
in the 20" century (HER entry SGSMR 1332).

6.5 Stoke Gifford remained in the Giffard family untie death of Margaret, the third wife
of JohnGiffard, who was executed at Gloucester in 1322 after he was captured at the
battle of Boroughbridge, for his role in the rebellion against King Edwatd 1329 it

passed to John Mautravers and in 13Bgdssed to Maurice de Berkeley.

6.6 It is likely that the events of the early f4century caused the disassociation of Harry
Stoke from manor of Stoke Gifford, for Elias de Filton was seized of the manor of Harry
Stoke in 1331. Prior to this it seems that all the hamlets of Stoke Gifford were under
the lordship of the Giffard family Stoke Gifford then, remained under the ownership

of the Berkeley family until the 8century.

© Absolute Archaeology 2010 9
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6.7 In 1398, a commission was ordered to look into an insurrection by Maurice Berkeley,
who had apparently enclosed common lanitheut a licence from the king (SGSMR
5204; Evans 1958)Place namesround the Project Site, from the T5entury seem

to indicate the existence of a park.

6.8 In 1770, Norbonne Berkeley died, leaving the estate of Stoke Gifford to his sister
Elizabeth,who in 1740 had married Charles Noetl‘, Buke of Beaufort. From here

until the 20" century Stoke Gifford belonged to the Beaufort family.

6.9 During the 18 century the Beaufort Estate embarked on a programme of
modernisation that resulted in a numberf changes within the Study Area and to the
Project Sitewhich included 4G a A OKI St Qa { OK22f andR@urtOSy i
Farm upon iin 1862

6.10 However, it ispossible that a structure existed either on or within the immediate
vicinity of the Project Site. Smith (1964: 140) mentions the occurrence of Court Farm
within Stoke Gifford and suggests a date of 1562 with the site bEyigs courtend a
later 1636 date forTillies Corte Provided that this is the same Court Farm then it
seems tlat an earlier structure is likely. Certainly the 1725 Berkeley map of Stoke

Gifford confirms the presence ddtructures on the Project Si{gee4.2.5above.

6.11 The Terrier of 1757 claims the existence d¥lassuage, a dwelling with outbuildings
and landassigned to its use. In this case it makes referenceliara, a stable yard
with orchardand a garden. By the 1842 tithe valuation the farm had expanded to
include a chaffhouse, cowshed slaughterhouse and shed. Notably the valuation makes
reference b an old farmhouse and other old buildings in need of repair. It is probably
due to the dilapidated condition of these structures that facilitated the creation of the

current Court Farm by the Beaufort Estate.
7 ARCHAEOLOGICBASELINE SURVEY
7.1 Introduction

There are 96 archaeological sites within the Study Area, of which ten hade

archaeological investigatiorearried out,including destbased assessments, watching
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briefs and evaluations.No previous archaeological activity has taken plaoettte

Project 8e.

The information presented herein has been gathered from the South Gloucestershire

Historic Environment Record, supplemented by the ADS, Pastscape and other sources.

PalaeolithicMesolithic (700000 4000 BC)

There is no convincing elence for any form of Palaeolithic or Mesolithic activity
within the Study Area. The HER does allude to a feature previously considered
Palaeolithic, until trial excavation proved it to be natural in origin. Although a
Mesolithic presence is attesteelsewhere in South Gloucestershire, it is unlikely that
any such evidence would be present on the Project Site. The HER does list a find of
Early Mesolithic origin, a prehistoric f8GSMR 1404éxcavated during an evaluation

at Hambrook Lane, ParkwagGSMR 13088), but there is no secure date for this and
therefore a Mesolithic date cannot be substantiatedin fact the report makes
reference to vitrified material compatible with an ovem kiln BaRAS999: 4) and
although a prehistoric date is preferred this is unlikely to represent a Mesolithic

activity.

Neolithic (4000- 2350 BC)

The HER remarks on Early Neolithic burials occurring 910m NW of the Projeat Site
Stoke Bridge. The entry refersto afielddédco SR Ay wmnpy & &l LI
G2 {02ySoNHzZZ3S¢ OFffSR o0dzNRALX 20 @ hy (K
Beaufort estate papers through marriage) this is referred to as burial plot, suggesting

the presence of a cemetery. The datehin the HER is likely to be in error, with a
medieval date more probable. Certainly there is no direct or even circumstantial

evidence to suggest an Early Neolithic presence within the Study Area.

A further Early Neolithic site is listed 990m southeast of the Project Site (SGSMR
10276). A cropmark was noted on an aerial photograph as part of the Winterbourne
Frampton Cotterell bypass, but there is no evidence to support such an earlyltéte.
likely from the HER description that this forms an early field boundary or the bounds of

a previous woodland dating to the Early Medieval or Medieval periods.
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7.4 Bronze Age (230- 800 BC)
Limited evidence for a Bronze Age presence in the Study Area wealedwvthrough
two separate evaluation exercises at Harry Stoke, less than 1km south of the Project
Site. Excavation iB005(SGSMR 18236¢vealed the presence dronze Age activity
(an Early Bronze Age flint thumb scraper and 26 sherds of Midutke Bronze Age

pottery). The report tentatively suggests localised settlement activity in the vicinity.

Prior to this, in 1996, an evaluatig@GSMR 11006) revealedtier preserved Bronze
Age activity. A small and fine collection of flint tools, wasters and decorated pottery
confirmed a Bronze Age presence but lacked clarity. A further discovery of cremated
bone, combined with the absence of animal remains, ledh site being tentatively

identified as a potential barrow or cemetery.

7.5 Iron Age (800 BE43 AD)
There is no evidence within the Study Area or on the Ptogte for an Iron Age
presence, although Iron Age occupation was recorded in Bradley Stgkelystutside

of the Study Area

7.6 RomanaBritish (43 -410 AD)
The focus of Roman activity within the Study Area is certainly different to that for the
prehistoric period, whichwas focussed to the east and soutbf the Project Site
Roman activity conversely is primarily found to the northwest, althotlgdre is a
& LJzNR 2dza NBO2NR Ay GKS 19w 2F | w2Yly &K
the prehistoric activity at Harry Stoke. It is unlikely though that this is Romaatén d

and will be discussed again under the medigu@dt medieval sections.

The clearest evidence for a Roman preseisaaff of Hatchett Lane. In 1880 a hoard of
over 3000 coins dating to thé“xentury AD were found (SGSMR 11009). The earliest
belonged to Licinius (3G824), and the latest to Constangwhose coins began to be
minted in 333 AD).

A RomaneBritish settlement (SGSMR 1331) was located adjacent to the field in which
the coin hoard was found. Excavated by the University of Bristb®189, the site

comprised a cowshed, floors of buildings, a workshop and a barn. Pottery covered
© Absolute Archaeology 2010 12
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three centuries from the %-4™ centuries AD, part of which is contemporary with the
coin hoard. Notably the account of the excavation also records tlesemce of
potential hut circles and field boundaries between Hatchett Lane and Mead Lane,

suggesting thaturther archaeology awaits discovery.

Early Medieval (4101065 AD)

There is no confirmed Early Medieval archaeological evidence from the Study Area.
However, as has been outlined above, there is historical and landscape evidence to
suggest a late Saxon presence. Certainly the manStamhewas in existence prior to

the Domesday Book and it is likely that the focus of this manor was on the area around

{40 aAOKI St Qa / KdzZNOK®

Medieval (1066- 1650 AD)

There is a considerable growth in evidence relating to the Medieval period, which is
unsurprisng considering the primarily medieval date for Stoke Gifford as a settlement
(see section 6). There a8 recorded Medieval sites within the Study Artat
contribute to knowledge ofMedieval Stoke Gifford and more importantly to the

archaeological pantial of the Project Site.

Roughly 700nsouthwest of the Project Site is the shrunken settlement of Harry Stoke
(SGSMR 1334nd SGSMR 11034), excavations at which produmédence for
medieval activityfrom the 12" to 16" centuries (although the l&r dates from
material recovered from unstratified contejtsEarlierexcavations revealed a complex
of high status medieval structuresncluding a possible manor house and two

dovecotes (SGSMR 11033).

Medieval evidencevasfound less than 500mmortheast of the Project Site, in what
was the likely area of thenedieval core of Stoke GiffordSGSMR 2778nd SGSMR
13102 note the presence of house platformsshilst excavation (SGSMR 13101) in
advance of development only 110m south of SGSMR 277%lexvea floor layer
containing 1314™ century pottery and importantly a glazed window (or Louver). It
appears that the house platforms and excavated medieval floor are part of the same
complex and formed part of the original settlement core, as definethbylater maps

(SGSMR 13009 and SGSMR 130I)is adds further weight to the documentary
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evidence which suggests that there were only three hamlets that were in the parish of

Stoke Gifford.

The most prominent (and still existing) structure of medialatke near the Project Site
is the 14" century church of St Michael, much altered in the"1&ntury (SGSMR
1335). However, it is highly likely that the $4century church replaced an earlier
structure. A Norman font exists within the current churahd part of an earlier

structure may bencorporated into the north wall (Broomhead

More significantly, the HER records a possible position of the manor of Stoke Gifford
(SGSMR 1332)irectly adjacent to the site Excavations at Great Stoke to therth

have revealed high class medieval buildings indicative of a manor house and although
it is likely that this is the location of the medieval manor, ther@aswometimes more

than one manor housand a medieval presence should not be excluded.

Although the Project Site is unlikely to be the medieval core of the parish of Stoke
Gifford, it is possiblethat a Saxon manor and villagxistedin the area around the
church. Whilst there is little in the documentary evidence to pinpoint the presence of
a sdtlement around the church (and therefore adjacent or even uponmheject 8e),

there was certainly a settlement callegtochein existence prior to Domesday as the
estate transferred to Giffardafter the conquestto become Stoke Giffard As
Domesday @cords the presence of a prigst is likely that a church existed as welht
aAOKI St Qa / KdZNDK GKSNBF2NB Y &-18 Sehtlry K &S
date currently attributed to it. The potential for a church to have existed in the area,
prior to the 14" century and potentially as far back as th& rillennium AD is given
further support by recognising that in the Saxon period churches often formed part of
estates of private owners, but were brought under ecclesiastical control fromi2fle
century onward (Aston 1985: 50). Churches would then be selected a parish church
for an area and as settlements expanded they rhaye been rebuilt on a larger scale

G2 I O02YY2RIGS GKAA ANRGgAY3A LIR2LIzZ | ed 2y
between two medievahamletsg Stoke Gifford and Harry Stoke and it is plausible that

it acted as a church for both communitiéand probably Little Stokegnd may even

have been rebuilt as both settlements grevihis is given further support by historical

accounts suggesting that the church of St Michael was appropriated by the Priory and
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Convent of Little Malvern in 1294, in compensation for the sufferings they had

NEOSAOPSR RdAZNAY3I (GKS4. . NRPyQad wSoStftA2y Ay

This is speculation of course, but the excavatiandarry Stoke and Stoke Gifford have
not revealed any signs of a church or ecclesiastical buildintg. therefore plausible
that there was a Saxon presence in Stoke Gifford that was focussed ard¢heof St

aAOKI St Qa OKdzNDK o

7.9 PostMedieval (1650 1900 AD)

The postmedieval period involved a number of alteratiowgthin the Study Area and
directly upon the Project Site. The Beaufort family undertook a programme of
modernisation that involved thereation of a school at St Michael (SGSMR 12272) and
the building of Court Farm. Court Farm (SGSMR 12270) was a farmhouse and cottage
(now a house) built in 1862 in picturesque tradition as part of the Beaufort Estate
development. It is a planned farm ahe 19" century and although the main structure

itself is listed the outbuildings, which occupy the Project Site are not, due to the

impact of subsequent alterations and the destruction of the historic fabric.

There are a series of other historic faats occurring within the Study Area including a
likely Almshouse and the Brickworkisut these have no direct bearing upon the

Project Site.

7.10 Modern (190GPresent)
5dz8§ (2 {0218 DATF2NRQ& LiekbEtherdrdadwasia® CA |
imperative during WWII. This is clearly reflected in the defensive installations that
were erected within the Study Areancluding the Barrage Balloon Mooring site about
780m southwesbf the Project Site and the Anti Aircraft battesi and air raid shelter
within 700m of the Project Site.

8 ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL

8.1 Prehistoric (800000 BE44AD)
The only convincing evidence for prehistaaittivity occurs at Harry Stoke, where two

separate evaluations revealed Bronze Agehaeologysome of which may be ritual in
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nature. Aside from thisa prehistoric pit was located during an evaluation at
Hambrook Lane. Despite this the evidence is not prolific and the potential for

prehistoric activity on the site should be consideted.

8.2 Ramano-British (44410 AD)
Evidence for Roman activity within the Study Area is confined to the area around 40
Acres fields, where a RomanoNA G A a K &aSadt SyYySyid o1 a 20!
evidence for Roman activity is meagre and therefore the potential for Roman activity

shoub be consideredow.

8.3 Medieval (4101650 AD)
There is a significant increase of activity relating to the medieval pdariatbmparison
G2 LINBOA2dza LKl asSao I {FE2y &aSiidftSYSyi
Church and could have extended as & the Project Site. Medieval hamlets have
been excavated to the northeast at Great Stoke and to the southwest at Harry Stoke,

both of which revealed high class medieval structures of tha@2centuries.

Documentary evidence suggests a building avnnear the Project Site in 1562. In
addition, cartographic evidence illustrates the orientationaopotentially early road
around the Project Site. Although tliestructive impact of post medieval activity on
the Project Site igs yet to be assessetiie potential for Medievalarchaeology on the

site should be considerethedium/high

8.4 Postmedieval (16501900 AD)
The postmedieval period is most clearly represented on tReoject Site,which
formed part of a planned 19 century farm(Court Farm)developed as part of the
Beaufort Estate programme of modernisation. This included the construction of the
YySIFNbe &OK?2 2 Dogumenfany evalénéd oing fto@ardd the existence of
a farm on the site in the 7century. Although the historic fabric of th&@9" century
standing structures has been significantly altered, the potential for -posdieval

archaeology to exist at the site must be considenggh.

9 IMPACT OPROPOSHDEVELOPMENT
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The proposed development will salt in the large scale alteration to the site. Plans to
build a Community Centre (incorporating a basement), with car park and associated
service trenches will result in significant ground disturbance within the footprint of the

development.

The resultsof this investigation conclude that there is a high potential for the
preservation of archaeological remaidating from the MedievaPost Medieval Period
beneath the current hard standing. However, the possibility that the ground beneath

the hard standindhas been disturbed in recent history should not be ruled out.

10 CONCLUSION/MITIGATION
The potential for the survival of archaeologjthin the Study Aredas been shown to
be potentiallymoderatehigh. Cartographic and documentary resources highlight the
potential for MedievalPost Medieval remains within the development area. However,
it is unclear to what extent later activity on the site could have impacted on extant
archaeology. The area has a mode hard standing and the potential for ground

disturbance beneath this surface should not be ruled out.

Although the potential for archaeology relating to other periods is considéoad
there is evidence of Prehistoric activity the south and the est of the sitg whilst

Roman activity iknown to the west of thesite.

The position of the siteadjacent to a road that appears to have been established by
the early 18 century, raises the potential for archaeology still furthdtris considered
GKFGZ AT GKS &aAidS KI ayQil sahatShg poreitial oftie & S R
site to add to the record of the history of Stoke Gifford should be considered

potentially significant.

Section 5.15 of the Development Control Document (Issudtdd2die 2010) highlights

the requirement for an archaeological evaluation to inform the potential
archaeological importance of the site. As this report has not identified any reason for
major ground disturbance in the development area, it is the conclusibrthiz
assessment that a Test Pit Evaluation might be a resourceful way of assessing the
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potential of the site, whilst satisfying the terms of Planning Condition 3 (South
Gloucestershire Council Decision Notice™23uly 2010), which sets out the

requirement for a programme of archaeological investigation and recording of the site.
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Figure2: The Project Site
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Figure3: 1881 OS map showimyoject Site and theonfluence of the roads from the three
medieval hamlets to the church of St Michael
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Figure4: 1990 Aerial photograph (OS/90030)
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Figure5: 1955 aerial photographfRAF/540/1530)
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