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The purpose of t~e survey here was to attempt to locate any traces of 
archaeological acLvity that mir;ht relate to the occasional finds of Anglo-Saxon 
inhu~ations close to Park House Tower. The tower is placed on the crest of 
a sinuous gravel ridge (an esker) cover~d in woodland and undergrowth and bounded 
to north and south by pasture fields. 'j.'he original finds in 1860 and 1900 - 2 
were of Gome dozen inhumations occurring at a depth of about 3' 6/1 in heavily 
disturbed ground immediateJ~ to the NE of the tower. ~o adequate record of the 
excavations was ~ade, alttlough it appea~~ that an initial trench 'about 16 or 17 
feet in length and 4 feet in heicht' was opened 'about 7 feet N~~ of the tower', and 
then extended an undisc losed distance along the ridt~e (1'1cKenny Hughes, 1901). 
The excavators believed also that the cemetery must have extended beneath the 
tower and to have been considerably disturhed during its construction in about 
1620. j~ further burial was found in 1969 close to the position of the earlier 
finds. 

The conditions both above and below ground on the ridr;e were unsuitable for 
detailed geophysical survey although it '.laS possible to scan v,i th the magnetometer 
amongst and between the vegetation. No significant anomalies were detected near 
the former excavations, but an area of maf,netic disturbance was located some 30 m 
to the 5J of the tower (see plan 2) and this may well be of archaeological origin 
although there was no satisfactory indication of the nature of the features. 

The magneto~eter scan was extended out into the fields on either side of the 
and R more detailed recorded survey was made of the accessible open ground nearest 
to the tower (see plan 1): 50 m traverses with the magnetom~ter were made at 1.0 m 
intervals, and the resultant traces are shown on plan 2. These traces tend to 
confirm tile rather negative impression of the scanning: the area is ~agnetically 
undisturbed except for reactions to iron litter and a slip;ht natural Dackground 
noise. ~xceptions to this, '.... hich [:Jay be of arcnaeological origin, are shmm in 
red on plan 2, but these a'1orr:alies are weak and indeterminate - thG most promising 
are in squares 5 and 6 and suggest a pit and perhaps some ad~Ational features. 
Topsoil rr:agnetic susce})tibili.ty values of 31.3 and 36.8 x 1C .~ 51 Units/kg sUF,f3est 
that substantial features oUf:ht to have been detectable ha::i they existed, althour:h 
on gravel minor features rr:ight f~u undetected. 

In conclusion, Lhr~r'<;fore, i: :lust be 'i!:-::itt2ri lhat the ,;urv,~y can add scarcely ::my 
tive information to what !it~le is known of the site. ~he coverage 

hmj of neceS:,1 t;r been vcr~' ~:atchy ::l.n(l r.. t some iistance frot:] the original finds. 
itn area of r;lar:r~eti.c disturhaLce of indetf:rm'~ ':-latt: f:L~ fi.ear-lee was locatc-d on top 
of the ri~ge, hut there is linitud evidence for pussible associated 
Rrc ilaeological featuces c:ose to the ridge. It rr.u:::;t be i;,:(~d tilat burials arE 
only rarely 'iirectl~y detectable ~eoph~!'sical means, a~nci th8n ar.- ;-J()lls rnore 
favoura'ole t}-:a,n t~le E:;"":1.vel at nU~~[):,;-tnton. Lccu;)a:ion Y~E~~1-:ii;1~3 :;~re r:!ore like~ __ ~r tu 
be iet;::ct0,0:1e :')!1i r;i ~.. asc:)unt fnr :hf: :~~d'"'lr'cs seen in ;~-:-qU·~lr'~.5 5 and 6 ,~3-:th 
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