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SUMMARY
Archaeological fieldwork was carried out at St Clair’s Farm, Corhampton, as
part of the community-based Meon Valley Archaeology and Heritage Group
programme of geophysical surveys. The site lies 3.5km west of Corhampton
village. An aerial photograph of the area has revealed a complex concentration
of cropmarks with evidence for activity in the Bronze Age, Iron Age and
probably the Romano-British period. The geophysical surveys targeted an Iron
Age banjo enclosure and probable Romano-British rectangular enclosure,
identifying enclosure ditches, trackways and associated evidence. Metal
detecting was employed to investigate the same area and recovered a limited
range of finds, several of which were copper alloy Roman coins.
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INTRODUCTION
Archaeological fieldwork took place at St Clair’s Farm (centred on SU 575 208,
Fig. 1, site code SCF18), Corhampton (the Site). The work was part of the Meon
Valley Archaeology and Heritage Group’s Iron Age to Roman landscape project.
The Site occupies a large arable field demarcated to the north by Stakes Lane
and to the east by Sailor’s Lane. It was identified on an aerial photograph taken
in the summer of 1976, which revealed a cropmark site spread over several
fields (Fig. 2). It is a large multi-period site with unambiguous evidence for
activity in the Bronze and Iron Ages, and probably also the Romano-British
period, yet despite this no known archaeological interventions have taken
place.
The Site is positioned on a spur of relatively flat land, at approximately 100m
OD, with views to the north east across a dry valley and is overlooked by
Preshaw Down, which lies to the north-north-east. The local underlying
geology consists of Cretaceous Lower Chalk series Zig Zag Chalk formations
overlain by well drained, calcareous clayey and fine silty soils of the Blewbury
(511d) association (Soil Survey of England and Wales 1983; British Geological
Survey 1998). The surveys were conducted during late March 2018 and the
weather conditions were cool and fine.
Within the vicinity of St Clair’s are several other archaeological sites. About
725m to the south of the Site is the so called ‘Corhampton British Village’ a
Scheduled Ancient Monument (Franklin Farm) (Copley 1958). It is possibly a
village-type settlement, similar to the site on Chalton Down (Cunliffe 1977).
Partial excavation took place revealing that its origins lie in the Iron Age,
perhaps as early as the Bronze Age. It is made up of a rectangular and subrectangular enclosure and is associated with an extensive field system. Just to
the east of Corhampton Down, two rectilinear enclosures have been identified
in Bottom Copse and Corhampton Forest (exact locations unknown). A
geophysical survey at Corhampton Lane Farm, close to Winters Down and
known locally as Littleton, produced a plan of a rectangular settlement with
internal features and a trackway, probably a Romano-British farmstead (Page &
Raven 2013).
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METHOD
Magnetometer survey
Data was recorded over a series of eleven 30m grid squares laid out with
ranging poles and tapes. The magnetometer survey was conducted using a
Geoscan FM256 fluxgate gradiometer. Readings were recorded on the 0.1
nanotesla (nT) resolution setting at 0.25m intervals along successive parallel
traverses spaced 1.0m apart. The magnetometer data is presented in Figure 3
as a linear greyscale image in relation to base mapping. Minimal processing
was applied that included the suppression of any effects due to directional
sensitivity and instrumental drift (by the setting of each traverse to a zero
mean) and truncation of extreme values outside the range of ±100nT/m. Figure
5 is an annotated greyscale image and a traceplot.
Resistivity survey
Resistivity data was recorded over nine grids using a Geoscan RM15 resistance
meter and a PA5 electrode frame in the 0.5m twin electrode configuration with
readings collected at 1m intervals along traverses spaced 1m apart. The
resistance data is presented as a linear greyscale image superimposed over
base mapping in Figure 4. Minimal processing was applied that included the
application of despike (X and Y radius set to a 1m radius threshold) to remove
extreme readings caused by poor probe contact (Scollar et al. 1990, 492) and a
high pass filter. Figure 6 is an annotated greyscale image and a traceplot.

RESULTS
Magnetometer survey (Figs 3 & 5)
The magnetic response over the survey area is weak, but similar to other sites
previously surveyed on Lower Chalk geology (Corney et al. 1994; Martin 2008).
Numerous near-surface ferrous responses are randomly distributed throughout
the survey area and are of probable recent origin.
M1. Broad E-W linear anomaly (see R1).
M2. Large sub-circular anomaly (see R2).
M3. NNE-SSW parallel linear anomalies (feature with M4/M7) (see R3).
M4. NNE-SSW linear anomaly (see R4).
M5. E-W partially curved anomaly (see R5).
6

M6. NW-SE two parallel linear anomalies.
M7. E-W linear anomaly.
M8. Small groups of magnetic anomalies.
M9. Small groups of magnetic anomalies.
M10. Small groups of magnetic anomalies (see R8).
M11. Small groups of magnetic anomalies (see R9).
M12. E-W linear anomaly.
M13. Partially-defined E-W linear anomaly.
Resistivity survey (Figs 4 & 6)
The resistivity survey detected a range of mainly low-resistance features.
R1. E-W linear feature: central low-resistance feature flanked on either side by
a band of higher resistance response.
R2. Large sub-circular anomaly.
R3. NNE-SSW parallel linear anomalies (feature with R4).
R4. NNW-SSE linear anomaly.
R5. E-W partially curved anomaly.
R6. NW-SE linear anomaly.
R7. Small groups of anomalies.
R8. Undefined low-resistance area.
R9. Small groups of anomalies.
R10. Rows of faulty data.
R11. Irregular high resistance anomaly.
R12. Irregular high resistance anomaly.

METAL-DETECTING (Appendix & Fig. 7)
The Site has not been previously metal-detected, although some of the other
fields belonging to St Clair’s farm have been searched. A survey was conducted
by the Project’s detectorists in the region of the geophysical survey resulting in
the recovery of 14 artefacts. Apart from three Roman coins, including a
sestertius, and an intriguing copper alloy ‘cotton’ reel, the other finds were
copper alloy and lead fragments.
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INTERPRETATION AND DISCUSSION
St Clair’s Farm is home to a large multi-period site of regional importance. The
aerial photograph (Fig. 2) is especially clear and shows three separate phases of
activity:
1) Bronze Age barrow cemetery
2) Iron Age banjo enclosure
3) Two probable Romano-British enclosures.
The fieldwork focussed on the part of the site where the banjo enclosure and a
rectangular enclosure intersects - a potentially important area for
understanding the layout and development of the site. The results from both
geophysical techniques compare very well with the aerial photograph and
confirm that the origin of the cropmarks is archaeological. In addition,
resistivity and magnetometry are largely in agreement, and both techniques
have also revealed features not shown on the aerial photograph or have helped
to interpret areas where the cropmark evidence is unclear. Most of the
geophysical anomalies can be interpreted as diched features, although
resistivity has identified several areas of as yet undefined higher resistance
(R11 and R12).
A broad east-west linear feature (M1 & R1) is an old field boundary, which is
still a quite prominent earthwork. The main archaeological feature is the banjo
enclosure (M2 & R2) made up of a sub-circular ditch. The full extent of the
enclosure was not surveyed, but the aerial photograph shows a long narrow
entrance to the north east and at least one of the ditches that formed it
extends across the road into the adjacent field. Within this enclosure are
several anomalies that may be contemporary and relate to internal activity:
M11 a possible cluster of pits, while M10/R8 represent some as yet undefined
activity. The same applies to M8 but in this case the uncertainty results from
problems with the equipment. The feature(s) continues northwards into the
adjoining grid but data from resistivity was unusable because of a problem with
the machine, while that from magnetometry has been affected by metal
interference.
Although St Clair’s banjo is irregular in shape it can still be described as
conforming to the ‘classic’ type, i.e. a single ditch forming a circular enclosure,
with a double-ditched narrow funnel-shaped entrance. See for example,
Preshaw House (Exton) and Woodham Farm (King’s Worthy) (Perry 1972, fig.
27). The shape of these entrances suggested that banjo enclosures were closely
8

associated with stock control, i.e. they functioned as a corral. As more
examples were excavated it became clear that at least some contained
settlements. For example, at Micheldever Wood people were buried within the
enclosure and there was evidence for animal husbandry and the storage of
crops. At Bramdean similar functions were also present (Fasham 1987, 63). At
St Clair’s the evidence for internal features, such as pits, suggests that the
enclosure may have supported a settlement. The entrance faces north-east,
rather than the usual direction of east or south-east, but this is probably so
that it pointed down the valley.
Overlapping the banjo is a rectangular ditched enclosure (M4 & R4). Although
it is very difficult to work out the relative sequence of features on aerial
photographs and 2D plots of geophysical data, the rectangular enclosure is
probably later and Romano-British in date. The enclosure appears to contain
some anomalies (M9 & R7), which are probable clusters of pits. It also contains
an east-west partially curved ditch (M5 & R5), which may have marked a
partition within the enclosure. The northern edge of the enclosure is visible as
an E-W linear feature (M7). M7 continues eastwards where it joins the east
side of the enclosure. This side of the enclosure is flanked by a SSW-NNE
trackway (M3 & R3), which also forms the western edge of another probable
sub-rectangular enclosure; its northern end is enclosed by M12. However,
there is no evidence for a ditch along its eastern edge and its identification
must remain tentative. A faint and partially-defined E-W linear anomaly (M13)
may be marking an internal subdivision in a similar manner to M5.
Although this phase of fieldwork focussed on the area of the banjo enclosure,
activity at the Site commenced in the Bronze Age with a barrow cemetery
established in the field immediately to the west of the Iron Age settlement. It
contains the remains of at least seven monuments and has been described as a
clustered cemetery, i.e. where the monuments have been placed close
together (Young 2011, 57-58). It has two large barrows that
contain internal features: a large square feature can be observed in the centre
of the southernmost barrow, perhaps evidence for a burial chamber or
mortuary house, while the northernmost monument is enclosed by a subcircular ditch, which is open at its southern end perhaps to create an entrance.
The positioning of large and complex monuments at either end of the
cemetery may have been deliberate, perhaps evidence for the careful planning
of the site; a view supported by a smaller barrow placed directly in front of the
entrance to the northern monument. Three of the barrows are still visible
earthworks and they must have been impressive mounds when the banjo and
rectangular enclosures were constructed (Young 2011, 97). This is no accident:
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the Bronze Age monuments would have been a significant factor in the
decision to inhabit the place in the Iron Age and Romano-British periods. In
addition to the enclosures detected during this fieldwork, a sub-rectangular
example was also constructed in the barrow cemetery; its western edge
abutting up against a barrow. The close spatial association of sites of differing
periods is a phenomenon that has also been observed at Meonstoke with two
prehistoric monuments a short distance from an Iron Age and Roman site (King
2018; Payne 2015).
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APPENDIX 1: METAL-DETECTED FINDS
St Clair’s Farm (SCF18)

Find #

description

1

Copper alloy Roman coin

2

Copper alloy Roman coin

3

Sub-circular lead object

4

Copper alloy fragment

5

Copper alloy ‘cotton’ reel

6

Copper alloy fragmentary (half) hoop/ring

7

Worn copper alloy Roman sestertius

8

Lead fragment

9

Copper alloy fragmentary (half) hoop/ring

10

Lead fragment

11

Small lead fragment

12

Copper alloy fragment

13

Small silvered (one side) copper alloy fragment

14

Copper alloy fragment consisting of strips
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Fig 1 Location of the Site (Google map)
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Fig. 2 The cropmark site at St Clair’s Farm, Corhampton. Photo: NMR 910 SU5720/23 © Crown
copyright. NMR
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Fig. 3 The site. Linear greyscale image of the minimally processed magnetometry data superimposed over base mapping
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Fig. 4 The site. Linear greyscale image of the minimally processed resistivity data superimposed over base mapping
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Fig. 5 Annotated linear greyscale image and traceplot of the magnetometry data
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Fig. 6 Annotated linear greyscale image and traceplot of the resistivity data
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A

B

Fig. 7 Selected metal detected finds: A) reel, B) Sestertius
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