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responled because it was fillel with m~terial, and the iron 
detecte::l in the fill would tend to supl;ort :;lJia. 

ii) Resistivit~ survey 

" series of 60 m. traverses was recorded at 10 m. interva13 acrOGS t\e 
JepressiOl: aGc;u,~;ed to mark the liClc of the .iJi tch. Plan j (1) shm;s that a 
'"u,d of 1m; readings runs the traverses on the corr9C L aliClwent. 
(The were plo~tei wit a lo~arit!~ic vertical scale to e~phasize variation 
in t ~le len,; rea ling:3) . 

width of t:le ditch is not ,_ of luvl rea 
as indicatcli 1s some ',di th of tho 
ditc:l. rrhe 0.5 L. bfi~Acin6 l!ro~»~ ... y r:ives a Guffi it:ntly 8h':j,~lo· .. v 
rcupons to i~clud2 ~ wi~ Jeat~oring ramp as well as t~e ditch itself (but 
c~J!.ii tions seer., to '')e clifi'c,rert in P!.e fiel(1 Yl2ar the C;lllY'c:l1 - see oe:low). 
Furt,her Vlor:: at :i~t,;1nativc: ITobe i31>ac r-:ight test thei3iJ possibilities and 
gIve sane indication of the profile of t le ditch. 

~ooe other features were ohservel : th~re Vlerc fill 
of :il8 , 0LnJ [;.150 ;;l,c: anot:;alies on t!,C line ~i teh 
(cf the r;iClCLetic survey). T:181'e is albo a ',igl. re~3ista;'lce ft:ature of 
uncertain si[,Lificance In nle area uf ic noise .':!.t the sout:lern end of 
the field. 

Field west of the church (test area Jj) 

l~o r:1ar;netic waG at In this field because it has been 
conside:-ably disturbed .:mi contains re::mins of 
which would interfere. 

en buildinr,s and ,~reenhou5es 

Instead the site was covered by a resistivity survey with taken 
on a 2 rna grid. should be satisfactory for features on the scale of 
the Mill ilitch, but would not resolve fine 1atail or tructures, for which more 
i::1tensivu survey 'would be required. T\e probe sl-'ac 0.5 :To., 
\'lhic:1 with the 'l\vin }~lectrode configuration shuuld to features to ahout 
1.0 r:1. depth, and so give a good assessment of the site even if deeper 
features are obscure. 

Various alternative treatr:1ents of the data arc shewn on plan 4. 
smoothing (II) reinforces featureu on thtc scale of those S,-,Ug11t. 1'. wide, 

high-pass filter was applied to remove any background ehimges frow the data 
and when the anomalies are then displayed as dot-density and contour 

several ficant features are visitle. 

The most cuous of these enters mid-way across the sout'1ern side of 
the field. It is a well-derined'anomaly some 8 - 10 m. across and in both 
size and orientation forms a continuation of the line of the Ditch as known 
in the field to the south, where it has heen traced both in the resistivity 
survey of ProfesGor Atkinson and e;~cavEd~lon. 

Half way up the field the line beco[Ces I'here are anomalies 
which cO'11d a eontinu3. tioH either to tte north C"J, or towards the 
north-ltJest (.::1). survey response t1igl:t 1;:ell he confused the drivevlay 
to the Pri:)r~f sl'wwn on t!1e '::'i tree map, >'!hieh could lie clost. to t~le line D, 
or ':)y former suhdivisiocls of th.:.' field shown on a 1 25 11 L.Rf very near to 
line A (see 1). Doth these, however, would be expected to positive 

ive on~s being considerel hc~e. 

conti 



There is a further area of 10 ...' in the south- ...,estern corner of the field, 
but do not appear to f0rm part of a linear feature. 

Line 13, if extended, could accommodate the exposed ditch section noticed 
by Dr. Clark to the north-west of the field in 1975, and with a sh~rp turn to 
the vlest would aDo\-! the ditch to include the pond visil'le north of the road 
in 1912 ( and 2). The nezative on line A is however rather 

, and of sir:lilar magnitude td that at the slJuthern sij.e of he 
could of course be !l1dre thlln one chi.U1nel, and further work 

in fields 	nGrth of the road is pro~ably neeied to test this possibility. 
h cropmark inclLld: nt; an ni:'Fnrent lin"ar feature 'Jj[::J.f" Euted to the north-ea.. t on 
a plnn drawn in 1975 (plan 1). 

The 1" refm1.ts (irlset) have sarr.e scale afld confirm 
that ~oth surveys detecteJ the ~inor the ~a~t of the site. 
The earlier surVt~~y ;laG done 3.t 1.C !J. reaJ i on and. so re~; .fJ(Jnded 
['1ore clearly to the rela tively narrOl'1 feature. 11. traverse taken 'tJeshJards 
from the 1975 survey also produced low re.:Jl fru~ the position now confirmed 
to be the line of the Great Ditch. 

Other results 

In ad c lition tu Pte re,ois[;ivity mentionc ~ above, rti1.:J.:'.'netic scan ',Jas 
ca:C;'iei out soutf. of the Priory in 1975 in ar: areu v,herc it W1.:J.S prop0sed to 
build stables. scan procl.uced hlO areas of niar:;netic di5turbance in the 
position;::; shown on 1, hut I do not know whether were later 
investigated. stables were built on a concrete r1.:J.ft to p:cotect any 
archaeolo~ical features. The area of the 1956 resisti survey was also 
scanned without result. scan would have included some of Test Area C as 
m,~rkerl on plaYl 2, hUl; th:,re \"a~ no resI,onse frO~Cl t'1t? i3BSUr"e' line of the 
ditch ,;!~>ich is tv be Z;l,rty rlOre rca!:nc:t detect,ible her!; than at 
-'hnor Farm. 

Resistivit~., worv. remc,ins tu he done in t.li5 "rea. C'cce it hacc; been 
carried .out i~ will be useful to correlate the results with those from 
Professor Atki:1son I s survey \..rl,iC1l lies bebleen Area C ,ilid the field surve;yecl. 
last year. The plan in Fyddoke (bi., :'he ';';cientist and 
.H.rchaeolop:ist, 1963, p. shol.-IS apparently an occupation area wi thin the 
site and not the line of the ditch itself. 

The loce-ttion of the 1956 NOw' Tes t i3ranch survey i::; raarl::ed on 1, ani ;, 
plot made froc it in 1 is also included (IJlan 5). dot-rJ.:ms rl:Jt 
shows only 0ar1,en , "::1.ic:, CAPITars to an ~ffe;;t C:,L,G8::1 by 
tho filters "Jhen use'i on u !,:rid, C'tn,"i some linear features which lie 
parallel tc the traverses and also be artefacts of the survey. Further 
processing of this data 30 that it· can be precented uni with the recent 
results might show whether this area is genuinely lacking in features, and if 
so will give an indication of the of natural 0ackground variation to 
he expected on this site. 

Reported by A. Bartlett, 11th. 1983. 

Surveyed; 	 1975, by A. J. Clark, D. Haddon-rteece, r .. David, P. Crawshaw. 
1982, by A. Bartlett, d. David. 
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OLD WINDSOR, Resistivity survey, 1956 (by MOW Test Branch) 


Dot density plot by CI Data Ltd., 1975 


(Filter radius 2, Range 14 - 20 ohms) 
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dimensions of survey 260 x 216 feet 

Equilateral grid: configuration not recorded 

reading interval and probe spacing: 4 feet 

A. M. LAB.. 1982 




