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On Wside ot A551 midway between Moreton and Upton. 

Red l:euper marl .....................: POsition of site in relation to old field boundaries 

and round church yard suggests this ~ be the location 
ot a deserted medieval village. 

L 	 SURVEY .....: To test for evidenoe of occupation. 
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fence on S side of field and to upright stone (at h on 
1:2500 plan). Baseline a - h extended through trees to 
locate square 1. 

1. 	 Location of survey (site in he/lVY outline), 1;2500 

2. 	 t,:agnetometer traces reduced to 1: 500 
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The .ewn squares marked on the plan were surveyed with traverses at 1m 
spaciq usiJ2g the reoording sTstem and copies of the plots are enclosed. 
l'oo41&Dd aDd undergrowth havthow enoroaohed over muoh of the 8ite and 
the.e square. oover the greater part of the unobetruote4 ground except on 
the • side of the field. 'l'b.e survey _s extended b;r a tree-ranging SMn 
wi th the magnetometer and t.leldr".700 and 2777 to the S were inoluded for 
oGalJar1son. No resistivity measurerMnts were taken because this eurvey 
..thod i. QDBuitable for reconnaissance over a large area unless ver,y 
olear features are sought, and it is usually a less reliable indicator of 
oOCla.JI8.tion than the magnetometer. 

lagnetio surve1s of DMV sites have in suitable oonditions detected 
earthworks or enclosures and burnt struotures such as hearths. There may 
be & general increase in the level of magnetic disturbance in an occupied 
area but individual buildings a.re unlikely to be identified unless they 
were destroyed q,y fire. Conditions in thie survey were found not to be 
verr favourable for such results. 

Deteotion of features where there has not been magnetic enhancement through 
burning depends on oontrast between the magnetic susceptibility of topeoil 
and subsoil whioh is often laoking in ol~ although as here the overall 
susceptibility may be quite high. Add! tionally the plots are obsoured 
lV' the response of the magnetometer to the presence of marl3 scattered 
pieoes of metal. The site is open to publio aocess and each piece of litter 
gives a sharp spike on the chart whioh conceals the weaker response of al\Y 
near. arohaeology. There is also old iron in the fill of the marl pits I 

the dotted line around a ver,y disturbed area in square 7 may enclose one 
such pit which is also visible on the ground as a slight change in 
surface profile. 

Very few of the magnetic anomalies deteoted are of a size and strength to 
be expected from arohaeologioal featuree. Some which might in a suitable 
oontext be interpreted as pits are marked on the chart, but in the oonditions 
here they could well be spurious and their distribution does not suggest 
the presenoe of a settlement. Results as diturbed as these oannot be taken 
as detinite negative evidenoe but it should be noticed that on the ground 
a Blight ridge and furrow pattern is visible over most of the area 
surve,red suggesting it was under cultivation at least at some period of 
its history. 

Scanning with the magnetometer showed oonditions to be oim1larl1 
disturbed elsewhere within the site and around the churchyard and site 
of the former house to the S. 1I'1eld 4700 wae magneticallY noisy with 
apparent17 another marl pit close to the churchyard. No ridge and 
fUrrow was visible in this field but it ~ have been levelled. 

The eastern half ot field 2777 w~s again disturbed espeCially in the 
hollow near the centre of the field. The western half of this field was 
the onlY area oovered where extraneous magnetio activity was sufficiently 
lacking for arohaeology to be deteotable but no significant anomalies 
were observed. 



4. CONCLUlIONI 

Conditions here as on m&n1 urban sites were not very suitable for 
magnetio detecticn, but in those areas where the survey charts oan be 
interpreted or where scanning was possible no clear evidence of occupation 
was found. 

It would be unwise to regard this as conolusive negative eYidence and 
the presence or location of a village might best be decided from the 
r8sQ].te of oonventional archaeological fieldwork and excavation• 

.., 
with: A. fuvid 

Date of report: 2nd Dec, 1971 
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OVERCHURCH, UPTON, WIRRAL 
Location of: IMAGNETOMETER SURVEY 

Survey no. 32177 NG ref. 

8 grid squares 

1: 2500 

SJ 2(389) Plan no. 1 

a-b 82m 
c-d 29 L.m 
e - f 199 m 
g- h 18·4 m 
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Survey no. 32177 Plan no. 2 of 2OVERCHURCH, UPTON, WIRRAL 
+ grid pegs o magnetic anomaliesMAGNETOMETER SURVEY 
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