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A geophysical survey was undertaken at Cringleford TG 18006l~ in order to locate 

the exac~ nosition of the en pottery-rnakinfj site and :ny fe3.tures associated 

with it. 

A. r~rid uf jOm. squares was l':lid out as shown on the enclosed plan and surve,yed 

wi th the fluxgate gradiometer and automati c plot ting s,y-stem. Sllua.res 1 -- 10 

seemed to account for the industrial si te, and squares 12 - 21 were then :::overed 

with the hope of locating any other features snreading eastwards. 

Due to the high remanent magnetism of kilns and industrial debris the conditions 


were ideal for finding the kiln area, but buildinrs foundations rarely show as 


recognizable magnet i c anomalies and th;lS were less likely to show elsewhere. 


A resistivity survey would probably have shown the latter, if present, but the 


area con~erned was too large to be deal t with in the time :wailable. 


'Phe magnetometer traces are not included in the report, but the archaeological 


anom'ilies have been transposed on to the enclosed plan at 1 : 500. 


ArchaeoL)cical activity seems to be cow~entrated in squares 2, 4, and 7 where 


the intensity of some of the anomalies undoubtedly indicates industrial activity. 


'Phe lar€:,>'8 anomaly in square 2 is a kiln surrounded by an area of related 


magnetic disturbance. Augering with a 1" coring auger revealed burnt material, 


brick and pottery, and a cavity at approximately 100 cms. Au",:ering of the 


centr,l anomaly in square l~ produced similar kiln eviden,e, as did the anomaly 


in the ST!J corner of square 7. The remaining strong anomalies (10 - ,,;dmma) 


indica te burnt or baked m1. terial, althou,c;h not necessarily kilns. A scatter of 


weaker anomalies (less than 10 g71mma.) may be 8h:1l10w pit or ditch features. 


There is no evidence for building patterns. 


Squares 12 - 21 revealed nothing of archaeological significance, the only 


magnetic disturbance being natural, or reactions to stray iron. 


Al though no evide nce for buildinb"S was found it seems certain that the potter,Y­

making site with at least one kiln has been found. The activity is concentrated 

:in the N'N corner of the fiell where there is a marked depression in the ground. 

cannin:s with the m2.,~netometer in the adjacent field (OJ02) revealed little to 



--

~lU ; 'est t'lat t:'18 site exter~ds in that dir8ction. 

---~-.•.-.~•. -._------------------­

This site (TG 17809?) was visited briefly li/ith the intention of investL n9: 

the directLm anr.. <lAsocia tions of a eli tch re(:ently reve:·11e.i in a pe-trench. 

Unfortunatei.y the 'lrea was oc';up ed by several gipsy caravam1, severely lintiting 

the Dos:'ibility of an extenBive magnetir: survey. 

Preliminary scn.nnin{?; with tile m'l~n8torr;et8:r waco. noL rJarticulClr1.'[ Drorni.f~inG. 

General broad anomalies (~ollH be riete-:tA,l but could not t:e tnc:?J to .\ distjl1'~tive 

or cant i nuoU8 p'.t t te rn. 

Oi90:9 of open ground between sDoil heap~l and Cari;i.VanS, an ::I\(ere there seemt:!l a 

strong likelihood of the projected di teh :;howing- UD. Several broat and ("i ther 

weak anomalies were loc:ited (see encloseJ r:) b'~t do not ";iV8 the irnDreslion 

of distin:::ti VB archaeol 1 features. '1.'h8Y are trends of rela.tive m~ic;netic 

enhancement, possibly natural rather than artificial. l':a;,netic suscepti oili ty 

tests on topsoil samples SUODort the possibilitJ of a natural cause, as 10es the 

nature of the subsoil, a.pparently sa.nd and clay. 

There is very little g;eophysi~al evidence for the ii teh. Its Clpp.::;.rently rich-

looking fill must have 2:l deceptively low magnetic enhancement, al tilOugh this is 

likely to vary along its length. An insubstantial di tch-lil:<.e fec\ ture may be 

present in one of t:le s'luares, and. has bean markeJ oetNeen i:'whed lines on the 

plan. 

A. DAVID. 

P. GH IFFIl'TfS. 


Arnie nt ~,! onume nts Laboratory. 

24.1. 77 
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(O.S. Plan TG1709) 
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MAGNETIC ANOMALIES 
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