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SUMMARY 
 
Land north of Goblin Lane, Cullompton, Devon 
NGR:  301600 / 107700 
Archaeological desk study  
January 2013  
 
Collation of historical, archaeological and geomorphological data demonstrates that Goblin 
Lane lies within an area of demonstrable archaeological potential immediately adjacent to a 
substantial Scheduled Monument. It is likely the site encompasses relics of a late prehistoric – 
Romano-British field system with associated temporary structures, but the possibility of more 
complex archaeological remains cannot be discounted. In order to comply with the 
requirements of Section 12 of the National Planning Policy Framework, the local planning 
authority is likely to require the archaeological potential and significance of the site to be 
evaluated, prior to determination of planning permission, though a programme of 
comprehensive archaeological site investigation.    
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Land north of  
GOBLIN LANE 

Cullompton, Devon  
 

Archaeological Desk Study  
 

January 2013 
 
 
1 INTRODUCTION 
 
1.1 The Project 
 
1.1.1 This document presents an assessment of the archaeological potential of land 

immediately north of Goblin Lane on the northern edge of Cullompton in Devon. It has 
been prepared on behalf of prospective developers PM Asset Management, to inform 
their development proposals and support such planning applications as might become 
necessary to realise those proposals. As such, the assessment identifies the 
archaeological potential of the site, the likely impact of development on that potential, the 
affective policy matrix and the likely response of the local planning authority to 
subsequent planning applications likely to affect that potential. The study is not based on, 
nor does it promote, any specific development proposals. 

 
1.1.2 The assessment is based on an appraisal of locally held primary and secondary sources, 

an external visual inspection of the site and its buildings; the author’s knowledge of the 
archaeology, landscape history and architectural history of this area of  Devon; and 
consultation with the archaeological officer of Devon County Council.  It conforms to the 
definition of ‘desk top study’ as defined by BS5930, BS7913 and the professional 
guidelines of the Institute for Archaeologists (2008), the Association of Local Government 
Archaeological Officers (1995, 1997) and B&NES (n.d.), but does not purport to be a 
definitive narrative analysis or detailed historical study of the site. 

 
1.1.3 The IfA and the ALGAO define Assessment, thus: 
 

“An assessment of the known or potential archaeological resource within a 
specified area or site..., consisting of a collation of existing written and graphic 
information in order to identify the likely character, extent, quality and worth of the 
known potential archaeological resource in a local, regional or national context as 
appropriate”  (IFA 2000). 

 
“..a thorough review of all existing information which also aims to identify any 
gaps. It can include:  reviewing all readily available written information and 
illustrations of the building (or its type) broadly characterising its identity and 
development; demonstrating a detailed understanding of the historical 
significance of the part(s) affected;  indicating the appropriateness of the 
proposals in the light of this information;  indicating the need for any further 
documentary, architectural or archaeological work.....” (ALGAO, 1997) 

  
1.1.4 Whilst the following pages present brief descriptions of the site and a chronological 

analysis, the assessment does not purport to be a detailed descriptive record, condition 
survey or narrative history of the site. Rather, it is presented as a reasoned assessment 
of the archaeological potential of the site with respect to the received social and 
economic history of the area, relative to criteria adopted by lead heritage bodies such as 
English Heritage, the amenity societies and the LPA. The assessment does not address 
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the aesthetic issues arising from development within the setting of scheduled 
monuments, historic towns or other forms of heritage asset.      

 
1.1.5 The following pages present a brief methodology; a brief definition of the site for the 

purposes of this study, and its locational and historical setting; an analysis of historical 
sources cross-referenced to a map regression; text descriptions of known archaeological 
remains within a c. 1km radius of the site; and concludes with an archaeological analysis 
and interpretation of observations made and an assessment of their historical 
significance.       

 
 
1.2 Method 
 
1.2.1 Data collection 
 
a. The following sources were consulted for published and archive information pertinent to 

the construction history of the site: 
  
  The National Monuments Record Centre 
  Devon Records Office  
  Devon County Historic Environment Record  

British Geological Survey (BGS) 
The author’s library 

    
b. Regression analysis of the cartographic sources had been undertaken prior to site 

inspection, using AutoCADLt98 and CorelDRAW12®.  Historical maps were generally 
measured and drawn to a flat projection, i.e. not allowing for the discrepancy between 
measured slope distances and plotted horizontal distances, so the disposition of the 
principal features on historic maps varies from current Ordnance Survey projections, but 
the detail of individual buildings are generally rendered accurately. There are relatively 
few historic maps of this area of Devon pre-dating the Ordnance Survey First Edition of 
1889 and none from the 18th century or earlier that are reliable for the purposes of this 
study.  The Tithes Commutation survey of 1841 and the Ordnance Survey First Edition of 
1889 are the only 19th century surveys and extracts from these are presented on Figure 2 
overlain with the site outline.        

 
c.  The site was surveyed visually on the  25th January 2013 under a light covering of snow.  
 
 
1.2.2 Report preparation 
 
a BGS borehole logs have not been consulted. The geology of the site is based on current 

BGS 50K mapping, presented on Figure 1.      
 
b. The Devon County Historic Environment Record contains c.181 records for a study area 

of c. 1km centred on the site. These are not a definitive record of the nature or extent of 
archaeological survival within the area, but a reflection of the spatial distribution of 
investigations and research carried out chiefly for non-archaeological reasons. As such, 
they are a token indication of the nature and extent of archaeological survival. That total 
includes features such as historic buildings and milestones that, though undoubtedly of 
historic interest, have no predictive quality (i.e. the presence of, for instance, a medieval 
church at a site does not mean that there is likely to be another one nearby, whereas 
archaeological remains are largely geomorphologically determined, so that, for instance, 
the presence of Roman building remains or graves at a site does suggest there are likely 
to be similar remains within the immediate vicinity or within geo-morphologically 
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comparable sites); duplicate records for the same site; and secondary works of analysis, 
such as this desk study, that also have no predictive value in themselves. The majority 
are historic buildings situated within the town centre.  Filtering out such data leaves a 
rump of 28 ‘sites’ that either fall within the site, or are sufficiently close or 
geomorphologically comparable to it, for them to have predictive value.  These are listed 
in Appendix 2 and are summarised by type in Section 3 below.         

 
c. Historic maps are presented as a standard map regression on Figure 2, reproduced at a 

common scale with the current site outline overlain.  
   
d. Aerial photographic evidence has not been examined separately, because the Devon 

HER includes transcriptions of aerial photographs.     
 
e. The report concludes with an interpretation of the data and an assessment of its 

significance based, in part, on received archaeology and history of Bath.  Assessment of 
significance follows the guidances of the South West Archaeological Research 
Framework (Webster 2008), English Heritage (Clarke 2001; English Heritage 2006) and 
B&NES (n.d.) and is predicated on the assumption that landscapes and buildings can 
contain interpretable archaeological data, the potential and historical significance of 
which is dependent on the quantity, quality and completeness of that data within the site; 
the relative scarcity of any one data type within the locality and its relationship to 
established archaeological and historical themes.  Significance is assessed with 
reference to the archaeology and history of this part of the south west of England 
(Webster op cit) and is defined using a hierarchical terminology based on that established 
by Kerr (1996), viz: Exceptional, Considerable, Moderate, Neutral, Negative.   

 
f. The terms ‘archaeology’ and ‘archaeological’ in this report refer to the material evidence 

of past cultural activity and its environmental consequences, irrespective of whether that 
evidence is contained within subsoils or built-structures.  For the purposes of this report, 
therefore, evidence of modification of a building or relic features within it are potentially 
archaeological evidence (cf. Heaton 2009).  

 
 
1.2.3 Archive  
 
a. The study has created no new primary data. Accordingly, the archive will not be 

deposited and the report will not be submitted to the OASIS grey literature portal. 
 

 
1.3 Caveats 
 
1.3.1 This report has been prepared with reasonable skill and care, following the guidances of 

the professional bodies cited above and based on information publicly available at the 
time of writing. Archaeological or historical discoveries made in the area after the date of 
writing, or changes in research strategies affecting the perceived significance of such 
discoveries, may affect the currency of the report.  

 
1.3.2 No person other than the Client named in paragraph 1.1.1 to whom this report is 

addressed shall rely on it in any respect and no duty of care will be owed by the author to 
any such third party.  

 
1.3.3 The executive summary and conclusions contain overviews of the key findings and 

conclusions. However, no reliance should be placed on any part of the executive 
summary until the whole of the report has been read: other sections of the report, 
particularly the methodological statements contain information that may affect 
interpretation of the executive summary. 
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1.3.4 The figures are included for illustrative purposes only. Whilst every care has been taken 

to ensure metric accuracy, they should not be used for the specification or control of 
repair works without checking all dimensions and positions on-site.   
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2 THE SITE 
 
2.1 Situation and site                                         Figure 1                 
 
2.1.1 The civil parish of Cullompton straddles the valley of the River Culm approximately 10 

miles upstream of its junction with the River Exe at Exeter in southeastern Devon. It 
occupies an intensely dissected landscape of steep-sided hills and meandering river 
valleys created by the Culm and its many tributaries cutting through the soft Permian 
breccia and sandstones of the Exeter Group and localised survivals of post-glacial river 
terrace sands and gravels. That geological base supports shallow argillaceous soils, 
typically less than 300mm thick, brightly coloured by the underlying ferruginous 
sandstone.      

 
2.1.2 The eponymous town is situated towards the eastern end of the parish. It occupies a 

broad terrace on the west bank of the Culm where it is joined by four or five minor 
tributaries. It is a nucleated settlement with one large residential extension running along 
the Spratford Stream from the north end of the town.  

 
2.1.3 Goblin Lane is an unadopted footpath that run across the northern edge of the town at 

the base of a ridge between two tributary streams known as St Andrew's Hill, by which it 
is separated from the rest of the town. The proposed development area comprises three 
fields and an enclosed paddock on the north side of Goblin Lane, bounded along their 
north edge by a tributary stream of the Culm. The total site area comprises approximately 
10 hectares centred on NGR: 301500 / 107750.       

 
 
2.2 Archaeological and historical context 
 
2.2.1 Cullompton is of at least mid-Saxon origin, when it was known as Columtune – a name of 

uncertain etymology  - and thrived during the later Medieval and Post-medieval periods 
as a market and wool producing centre, an economic base assisted in the 19th century by  
rail connection to Exeter and Exmouth.  

 
2.2.2 It remained archaeologically anonymous until the mid 1980s, when aerial photographic 

survey commissioned by Devon County Council identified multiple Roman forts on St 
Andrew's Hill and a large number of probably prehistoric settlement enclosures on the 
surrounding hills that, together, suggested the later prehistoric and Romano-British 
population of the Culm valley had been larger and denser than had previously been 
assumed. Subsequent archaeological investigations in the northern area of the town 
have identified extensive, varied and high quality archaeological remains indicative of 
long-term settlement, agriculture and industry.  

 
 
2.3 Policy matrix  
 
2.3.1 Archaeological remains are the subject of Policies ENV5 – ENV7 of the Mid Devon 

District Plan First Alteration (MDDC 2006), which provide for preservation in situ of 
nationally important sites; preservation 'by record' of regionally or locally important sites; 
and allow the LPA to request archaeological assessment and evaluation (i.e. site 
investigation) of the impact of development proposals potentially affecting archaeological 
remains.  

 
2.3.2 Those policies are reflected in Section 12 of the National Planning Policy Framework  

(DCLG 2012), which requires all development proposals affecting 'heritage assets' such 
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as archaeological remains to be supported by assessments and/or evaluations 
'describing' the significance of the potentially affected assets.   

 
 
3 PRIMARY DATA 
 
3.1 Visual survey         
 
3.1.1 The southern boundary of the site is formed by a banked 'west country' hedge c. 1.5m 

high that defines Goblin Lane. The other boundaries are formed by un-maintained 
hedgerows or un-maintained wire fences.  

 
3.1.2 The three fields appear to be laid to permanent pasture or ley grass, with the exception of 

the central enclosure, and all share a common gently sloping north-facing aspect with a 
slight break of slope or terrace c. two-thirds the way down. The central enclosure 
contains heavily overgrown brambles and elder bushes, as well as 'tin' shed and 
abandoned vehicles. The ground within the enclosure is very uneven, probably the result 
of long-term animal burrowing.     

 
3.1.3 No archaeologically significant earthworks, structural remains or other features were 

observed.   
 
3.2 Cartographic data        Figure 2 
 
3.2.1 The current site layout is essentially the same as recorded by the Ordnance Survey in 

1889, the only significant changes since then being plot amalgamation and the building of 
a house in the southwest corner of the site. Plots 564, 565 and 567 of the 1889 survey 
have been amalgamated, as have Plots 568 and 571, and the central enclosure has been 
established in the southeast corner of Plot 565, probably utilising part of its eastern 
boundary hedge for its boundary. In all respects, the site remains unchanged.  

 
3.2.2 There had also been very little change between the Tithes survey of 1841 and the 

Ordnance Survey of 1889. Plots 293, 294, 419 and 420 of the Tithes survey had been 
amalgamated to create Plot 563 of the 1889 survey, and the boundary between Plots 393 
and 392 of the Tithes survey had been moved slightly to the west, but in all other 
respects the site remained unchanged and is essentially the same today. The details of 
the individual land holdings are transcribed in Appendix 1. Plots 419 and 392 were each 
known as 'Linhay Field', suggesting they might formerly have contained agricultural 
buildings of some sort (normally an open shed); and Plots 295, 296 and 297 were each 
known as 'Goblin Lane Close', suggesting they had recently been subdivided from a 
single larger field, but none had function-related names.  Their regular linear boundaries 
oriented normal to Goblin Lane suggests they were the result of formal enclosure rather 
than ad hoc assarting, a process that had been ongoing in this area of the South West 
since the 16th century at least.     

 
3.2.3 None were owned by large or aristocratic estates, suggesting they had been 'Enclosed' 

(i.e. privatised) for several generations. The majority (Plots 293 - 296, 419 and 420) were 
owned by an Elizabeth Walker, with the rest owned by a Robert baker Esq., or a Sarah 
Templer.      

 
3.3 Archaeological data       Figure 3 
 
3.3.1 The filtered archaeological data within the study area is of four types, reflecting the 

manner of its collection and, thereby, its significance: (1) that derived from 
comprehensive archaeological investigations; (2) that derived from preliminary 
archaeological investigations, in this case aerial photographic survey; (3) artefacts 
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recovered during, generally, non-archaeological activities; and (4) relics of former 
landscapes recorded on early editions of the Ordnance Survey.  The first type is by far 
the most numerous.  

 
3.3.2 Comprehensive investigation of the rural landscape around Cullompton commenced, to 

all intents and purposes, in 1984 with an aerial photographic survey of the whole county 
by an experienced archaeologist, Frances Griffiths.  She identified hitherto unknown 
archaeological sites at Nos 1, 11, 14 and 16. The majority of these are small settlement 
or stock enclosures of probably later prehistoric date that have not been further 
investigated. No 1, however, appeared as a series of overlapping cropmarks and 
earthworks characteristic of Roman military camps straddling the summit of St Andrew's 
Hill. Subsequent archaeological investigation (geophysics, earthwork survey and trial 
excavation) has confirmed the survival of varied and high quality archaeological remains 
of early Roman date across an area of c. 3 hectares.  As a consequence, the County 
Council has requested comprehensive pre-determination archaeological site investigation 
of 19 proposed development sites (Nos 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 18, 19, 20, 23 -28) within the 
study area, and post-determination 'watching briefs' at two others (Nos 17 and 22).  Eight 
of the site investigations (Nos 2, 6-8, 19-20, 22-23, 27-28) revealed no significant 
archaeological remains or undated remains of probably Post-medieval-19th C formation 
such as field boundary ditches or quarrying; the remainder (Nos 3,4,5, 9 and 18) all 
revealed extensive and varied remains of moderate - high quality, whilst one – No 26 – 
recovered a significant assemblage of unstratified Romano-British and early Medieval 
pottery.  The archaeological remains comprised Romano-British settlements (Nos 1, 4, 9, 
18), later prehistoric and Romano-British field systems (No 3), Romano-British 'industrial' 
complexes (Nos 3, 4 and 9) and/or Post-medieval brickfields (Nos 4 and 5).  The latter  - 
at Nos 4 and 5 – are localised over alluvium deposits c. 400m southwest of the present 
site (cf. Figure 1), but the Romano-British settlements and industrial complexes (Nos 4, 9 
and 18) are situated over alluvial and bedrock deposits in the southwest and northeast of 
the study area at distances of c. 400m from the present site, generally on east-facing 
slopes. Post-determination 'watching briefs' at Nos 17, 22 and 27 recorded no significant 
archaeological remains, other than unstratified artefacts in the topsoil.  

 
3.3.3 Chance finds of artefacts under non-archaeological circumstances have been made at 

Nos 10, 12, 13 and 15. No 12 is a spindle whorl recovered from the topsoil adjacent to an 
extant farm complex of Post-medieval foundation and is undoubtedly derived from that 
farm; No 15 is a single piece of worked flint recovered from the surface of a ploughed 
field; the remainder are metal-detecting finds of a Roman coin (No. 10) and a Saxon 
stirrup mount (No 13) that, by their nature, are likely to have been dropped in transit.  

 
3.3.4 Finally, No 21 is a pair of marker stones shown on the Ordnance Survey First Edition 

map of 1889 that are probably relics of the medieval strip field system.            
 
3.4 Geomorphological data    
 
3.4.1 Borehole data has not been consulted for this study.  
 
3.5 Documentary data 
 
3.5.1 No primary documentary sources relating to the site’s historical development  have been 

identified.  
 
3.6 Graphic data 
 
3.6.1 No usable primary graphic sources relating to the site’s historical development have been 
I dentified. 
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4 CONCLUSIONS 
 
4.1 Landscape history and development   
 
4.1.1 The available data suggests the later prehistoric and especially the Romano-British 

population density of the Lower Culm valley  - at least around Cullompton – was greater 
than the rural nature of the landscape would now suggest.  The results of investigations 
at sites such as Nos 11 and 18, suggest later prehistoric settlement was dispersed along 
the valley side on east or south-facing slopes above the floodplain of the river and 
generally at least 500m from it, with associated field systems extending out form them. 
That settlement pattern was augmented in the Romano-British period with settlements 
and industrial complexes at roughly 1km spacing along the valley side, again at distances 
of c. 500m from the river, but with significant unstratified finds of Roman pottery (No. 26) 
within the town centre hinting at encroachments eastwards.  The focus and origin of the 
Roman settlement pattern was undoubtedly the forts on St Andrew's Hill, which overlook 
the development site from a distance of only 100m, but peripheral activities such as 
farming and industry would have spread outwards from it.  

 
4.1.2 Medieval settlement, in common with the rest of the Southwest, developed into the two-

tier pattern of towns and villages on the one hand and isolated farmsteads on the other. 
In this case, the medieval settlement of Cullompton is c. 500m from the present site and 
there are farmsteads of medieval and Post-medieval foundation at similar distances to 
the south, west and north of the site. By that time, the land to the north of Goblin Lane 
would have lain within the outfields of the medieval settlement and would have remained 
wholly agricultural in land use until the present, possibly with individual barns.  Other 
areas on the margins of the town were exploited for brick production and quarrying, but in 
all cases these are on narrow bands of alluvium where the deeper argillaceous subsoils 
would have been more suitable for brick production.   

 
4.1.3 The site had already been 'enclosed' by 1841, leaving a regular pattern of fields defined 

by high banked hedges, the basics of which remains extant. Subsequent changes have 
been minimal, restricted to the amalgamation of fields and the creation of one small 
rectangular fenced enclosure after 1889.                 

 
4.2 Archaeological potential and significance   
 
4.2.1 The proposed development site is a north-facing site, less well-suited to settlement than 

the south- and east-facing sites demonstrably preferred during the later prehistoric and 
Romano-British periods in this area of the Culm valley. Nonetheless, it encroaches within 
100m of a major Romano-British military and settlement complex (No 1) and adjoins the 
remains of a late prehistoric or Romano-British field system (No 3), elements of which are 
likely to extend into it. Whilst those features are likely to prove of limited archaeological 
potential themselves, their overall pattern as landscape features would be an essential 
complement of the more complex remains on St Andrew's Hill. In that respect, the 
presence of 'pits' and postholes at No 3 is significant, for it suggests the presence of 
structures and more settled activity within those fields.          

 
4.2.2 It would be reasonable to assume, in the absence of information to the contrary, that the 

site contains the remains of later prehistoric and Romano-British field systems, possibly 
associated with the ephemeral remains of short-lived structures.      

 
4.2.3 Food production – the raison d'etre of a field system – in the Romano-British period is 

"well-understood" (Webster et al 2008), so it is possible that such remains here would be 
of limited archaeological potential. Nonetheless, the South West Archaeological 
Research Agenda (ibid) identifies the chronological overlap between indigenous Iron Age 
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production and the practices and species introduced during the Romano-British period as 
a specific Research Aim (Research Aim No. 41).  Archaeological remains addressing that 
aim would necessarily be of considerable significance.    

 
4.3 LPA response to development proposals 
 
4.3.1 The LPA is likely to request that the site be subject to a comprehensive archaeological 

site investigation before planning permission is determined. The programme of works is 
likely to include geophysical survey followed by trial trench evaluation. 

 
4.3.2 If the results of that work prove significant, the LPA will require the development impact to 

be mitigated by design (i.e. damage of archaeological remains avoided) or record (full 
archaeological excavation and publication of the remains), at the applicants expense.    
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Appendix 1. Gazetteer of Tithe map plot names 
 
Plot 
No. 

Owner Occupant Plot name  Land use 

293 Elizabeth Walker William Ward Bottom Close Pasture  
294 ditto ditto The Little Meadow ditto 
295 ditto Eliza Gore Goblin Lane Close ditto 
296 ditto ditto ditto ditto 
297 Robert Baker Esq William Pike  ditto ditto 
390 Earl of Ilchester and Orrs John Frost Linhay Perry Wood Field ditto 
391 Sarah Templer  Robert Coombs Perry Wood Arable 
392 ditto Robert Skinner  Linhay Field Pasture  
     
 



Appendix 2. Gazetteer of Devon HER data  
 

Ref. Description NGR(c) Source Ref. 
1 Scheduled Monument and Archaeological Investigations 1984 - 2009.  Two Roman camps and two Roman 

forts have been identified straddling the summit of the knoll immediately south of the application site. Initially 
identified on aerial photographs in 1984, subsequent  comprehensive site investigations (topographic 
survey, surface artefact collection, geophysical survey and trial trenching) has confirmed that extensive, 
varied high quality archaeological remains extend across an area of c. 3 ha.        

ST 0180 / 0764 MDV 29189 

2 Archaeological investigation 2009. Extensive archaeological site investigation of the land west of the present 
cemetery revealed modern quarrying across the southern half of the site – adjacent to Tiverton Road – and  
a 19th C field boundary running northwest-southeast across the site.   

ST 0157 / 0748 EDV 4672 

3 Archaeological Investigation 2008 – 2010. Comprehensive site investigation entailing desk study, 
geophysical survey and trial trenching revealed complex of intercutting linear features and shallow pits or 
postholes interpreted as relics of a prehistoric or Roman field system. Artefacts recovered from topsoil only, 
but included worked flint, Iron Age, Roman, medieval and Post-medieval pottery and smithing slag. 

ST 0140 / 0758 EDV 4862 
EDV 5635 

4 Archaeological Investigation 2012.  Comprehensive site investigation entailing desk study, geophysical 
survey and trial trenching revealed a probable Romano-British settlement in the southwest part of the site 
and a Post-medieval brick field and possible iron-working site in the northeast part.    

ST 0128 / 0730 EDV 5873 

5 Archaeological Investigation 2007 - 2011.  Comprehensive site investigation entailing desk study, 
geophysical survey and trial trenching revealed evidence of an extensive Post-medieval brick field 
occupying most of the study area.  

ST 0122 / 0728 EDV 4834 
EDV 4835 
EDV 5873 
MDV 78243 

6 Archaeological Investigation 2007- 12.  Preliminary site investigation entailing desk study and geophysical 
survey identified linear features of probably Post-medieval date 

ST 0130 / 0716 EDV 4834 
EDV 4835 
MDV 78248 

7 Archaeological Investigation 2012.  Comprehensive site investigation entailing desk study, geophysical 
survey and trial trenching revealed no archaeological features and only 19th C artefacts. 

ST 0124 / 0722 EDV 5916 
MDV 102947 

8 Archaeological Investigation 2007- 12.  Preliminary site investigation entailing desk study and geophysical 
survey identified linear features of probably Post-medieval date. This is part of same investigations as No. 6. 
Reasom for demarcation on HER map is not clear.  

ST 0130 / 0716 EDV 4834 
EDV 4835 
MDV 78248 

9 Archaeological Investigation 2007- 11.  Comprehensive site investigation entailing desk study, geophysical 
survey and trial trenching identified Romano-British settlement and/or industrial complex in southwest part of 
site   

ST 0120 / 0714 EDV 4835 
EDV 5873 
MDV 78245 

10 Unstratified find c. 1997-9.  Fragment of a Roman coin found during metal detecting.    ST 009 / 077 MDV 62791 
11 Archaeological investigation 1985.  Part of a 'D'-shaped enclosure identified during aerial photographic ST 0082 / 0837 MDV 40079 



survey. No subsequent investigation, but is interpreted as being of Bronze Age (c. 2200BC – 701BC) date  
12 Unstratified find 1995.  Spindle whorl or probably medieval date found on surface of field close to site of 

medieval farmhouse of Little Rull and probably derived from it.  
ST 0200 / 0850 MDV 58849 

13 Unstratified find, 1997-9. Late Saxon stirrup mound found during metal detecting. Exact locality not known. 
HER associates this with archaeological investigation EDV 4361 (No. 18) some 250m to the south, but 
reason is not clear.  

ST 0190 / 0830 MDV 62792 

14 Archaeological investigation 1984 – 2009.  Possible 'ring ditch' of Bronze Age type identified at summit of hill 
on aerial photographs. No subsequent investigation and surface earthworks visible but  worked flint 
recovered from ground surface.  HER associates this with archaeological investigation EDV 4361 and 4862 
(No. 18 )  c. 250m to the southeast, but reason not given.   

ST 0179 / 0829 MDV 42623 

15 Unstratified find 1995. Single worked flint found on surface of field.  HER associates this with archaeological 
investigation EDV 4361 and 4862 (No. 18 )  c. 250m to the southeast, but reason not given. 

ST 017 / 082 MDV 59813 

16 Archaeological investigation 1987 – 2007. Ovate enclosure identified on aerial photographs. HER 
associates this with archaeological investigation EDV 4361 and 4862 (No. 18 )  c. 250m to the east, but 
reason not given. 

ST 0175 / 0806 MDV 57896 

17 Archaeological Investigation 2006. Unstratified sherds of late medieval – 19th C pottery recovered during 
small scale watching brief.   

 EDV 4221 
MDV 73679 

18 Archaeological investigation 2007.  HER lists this as 'evaluation of land at Willand Road…' and as a 'Post-
excavation assessment' of a 'strip, map and record' investigation.  The associated 'monument' MDV 74213 
is described as " evidence of early Roman agricultural settlement….including field boundaries, sub-
rectangualr enclosures, a circular enclosure and possible post holes.. (as well as)…three possible 
prehistoric features including a curvilinear gully and two pits."   

ST 0208 / 0813 EDV 4361 
MDV 74213 

19 Archaeological investigation 2007.  Trial trenches revealed no significant archaeological remains.  ST 0234 / 0786 EDV 5448 
20 Archaeological investigation 2009. Comprehensive site investigation entailing desk study and trial trenches 

revealed no significant archaeological remains  
ST 0209 / 0784 EDV 4715 

21 Marker stones. The First Edition Ordnance Survey map records two marker stones at this point. Though no 
longer present and not subsequently recorded, they are likely to have been plot markers  left over from the 
medieval 'strip' cultivation system.    

ST 0162 / 0752 MDV 78246 

22 Archaeological investigation 2009. Watching brief during construction of water main between Hillersden 
Reservoir and Cullompton RUFC recorded no significant archaeological remains. The trench cut a shallow 
west-east transect  c. 400m long across the southwest periphery of the study area 

ST 0038 / 0769 EDV 4867 

23 Archaeological investigation 2012. Trial trench evaluation of town centre site revealed no significant 
archaeological remains.    

ST 0165 / 0736 EDV 5871 

24 Archaeological investigation 2012. Complete strip-and-record evaluation of town centre site revealed a pit 
and a linear feature of 18th – 20th century date.  

ST 0163 / 0726 EDV 5933 



25 Archaeological investigation 2012. Trial trench evaluation revealed possible evidence of 18th century iron-
working and associated linear boundaries.  

ST 0193 / 0738 MDV 102141 

26 Archaeological investigation 2012. Test-pit evaluation of town centre site (The Walronds) revealed no 
archaeological remains per se but sherds of Romano-British and early Medieval pottery were recovered, 
together with Post-medieval artefacts.  

ST 0194 / 0729 EDV 5874 

27 Archaeological investigation 2012. Two stages of 'watching brief' observations during redevelopment of 
former magistrates court in town centre revealed that construction of the courts had truncated natural soils 
levels to the extent that archaeological remains could not have survived. No archaeological remains 
observed.  

ST 0201 / 0712 EDV 5449 
and 5872 

28 Archaeological investigation 2006. Trial trench evaluation of town centre site revealed no significant 
archaeological remains.    

ST 0212 / 0723 EDV 4149 
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