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Summary of Results

In March 2019, geophysical survey was undertaken at Sloden Inclosure, New fyrdst NFNPA
The techniques employed were magnetometry and magnetic susceptibility.

The surveyencompassedour areastotalling 2.025 hectaresl he results of the survey identified
knownarchaeologysitesas well as potentiahew archaeologicahnomalies in these areas.

The archaeology anomaligsere sixof the nine knownscheduledilns a suggestedron Age Hillfort
and Post-Medieval enclosureThe kilns were excavated by Heywdddmner in the 1920s and Vivian
Swan in the 1960s.

The magnetometry survey revealed that thikilns were not accurately located within their
scheduling.

Some modern disturbansavererecorded,and it is most likely that they link to the modern forestry
activity.

A magneticsusceptibilitywas further employedaver one of the kilns sitesonfirmedby the
magndometry results.The results of the magnetic susceptibility surgepportedthe resultsseen
in the gradiometer survey
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1.0 Introduction

In March 2019, anagnetometry and magnetic susceptibility survey was undertaken at Sloden

Inclosure, New Fore$NGRSU 2094 1302y the NFNPAThepurposeof the surveywas to confirm
the location of knowm recordedRB pottery kilns thatare situated within the inclosure (Monument
No: 1003458).

The survey took place from the “1®1arch 2019 to the 20 March 2019 with the consent of the
ForestryEnglandvho manage the land on behalf of the Crotstate The RB kilns are scheduled
monumerts, so a section 42 license was required, which was obtained Rebecca Lambert
Inspector of Ancient MonumentgHistoric England ref: AA/06225/5)

1.1 Survey Objectives
The survey consisted of several objectives

1 To Identify previously unknown archakmical deposits and features that are associated
with the known sites

9 To accurately locate the kilns in regard to their scheduling

To locate the past excavatioasd define their extents

1 To be able to interpret the relationship between the kilns and lloe Age Hillfort (Local
Number: 19822) and Po#fedieval sukrectangular enclosure (Local Number: 19739)

=

1.2 Site Location

The focus of the study area is Sloden Inclosla®ated in the civil parish of Hyde in the New Forest
National ParkKigurel & 2). Sloden Inclosure encompasses 120 hectares of mixed woodland that is
designated as 8SSI.

1.3 Site Geology
Sloden Inclosure lays upon a mixed geology. The bedrock geology of the indigured) consists
of Poole Formation (sand, silt, claBarton Formation (clay) and Selsey Sand Formation (sand, silt,
clay). The Superficial geology of the inclosiigre4) consists of river terrace deposits (sand and
gravel) and Alluvium (silt, sand, clay, gravel). There are also areas that are defibédss RQ | Yy R
these consist of deposits such as gravel, clay and #@83urvey 2011).

1.4 Archaeological Background

Prior to the standard of archaeologigakcording set by PiRiversJohn Wise investigat the

Sloden Inclosure the 1860gor any undisturbed pottery kilns. In his attempts to locate a kiln, Wise
opened up various points in the inclosure but was met with no success (Wise 1895, page 216). It is
unclear whether Wise excavated in areas near to the known schediltedds he does not

reference his excavations to any location.

Sloden Inclosure was first systematicaiiaminedon by Heywood Sumndrom 1915¢ 1927,during
which he excavatefive] A f Yy & @ { dzY y S Nfeundératanding SnERBIpoytary&ifhs and
A (iNeva Forestndustry.

Archaeologicainhvestigationon the siteceased untithe FEprompted excavation to avoid damage to
any sites that would occur from their upcoming forestry activit@msequently, Vivieiswan
excavated two kilns in lower Slodé 1966 of which the exact location of these kilissinknown. In
1969, Swan rexcavatedakiln dug by Sumner in 1925.



In 1989, he Hampshire Field Club and Archaeological Society commenced annual seasons of
excavationat Sloden Inclosurerinds wereinitially limited to sherds of pottery but in the 1990
excavation, a pottery kiln was identified along with sherds of pottery. However, theskiln
unexcavatedPasmore 1991pagel0).

PastScape mentions that a namtrusive survey was conducted in 1998hin the Sloden Inclosure

by the Geophysical Surveys of Bradf@@deAppendix4). The choice of survey was Magnetometry

and was commissioned by the RCHME. The survey recorded the remains of three possible kilns and
associated features. The survey Viasited by the dense undergrowth and a fallen tree, which may
have led to more subtle features not being detect®desently, the report for this survey is not

available and hence, the location of these kikwsnknown.

1.5 Hampshire Heritage Environni&wecord Entries

The Hampshire HER data identifies 118 archaeological sites within a 1km radius of the centre of
Sloden Inclosure=jgureb). From the 118 archaeological sites, 10 are deemed to be of national
importance and protected by scheduling. TH&Scheduled Monuments withiSloden Inclosure
includenine RB pottery kilns that are grouped under one listing (List ID 1003458). In addition to this,
to the south of Sloden lies a medieval hunting lodge (List ID 1016525).

From thePrehistoricperiod, thereare five monumentsand one findspothat have been dated to
thistime. These monuments consist lobn Age enclosure®&ronze Age burnt mounds ard
Neolithic scraper.

The HER data lists 45 entries for the Roman period. These monuments range from thdesthe
pottery kilns to findspots of pottery and quarries.

The HER dateontainsfive finds that can be dated to the Medieval period. These include the
scheduled hunting lodge, banks, pounds anchbandonedsettlement.

The HER data dates 20 monumentshte postmedieval period. fiese include a sutectangular
enclosure, timber plantations, banks and ditches.

The HER data also lists several features that are either undated or have been dated with a wide
range expanding over several periods. There arantiated monuments within the area. These
include banks, ditchesandstone quarries and clay pits.

2.0 Methodology

2.1 Magnetometry Survey

Amagnetometer survey was carriedioby using a Bartington GRAD&Afluxgate gradiometerThe
survey wasindertakenin a gridded manor, using 220m gridsThe traverse separation was 0.5m
and the equipment recorded 8 samples per meiee to the environmenta parallel method was
chosen for thigechniquewith each surveypeginningin the ®uth-Westand headingNorth. The
units were measured in nanoTesla (nT) and the range of the equipment wasI00bice the
targeted area was surveyed, the data was transferred from the gradiometer to the laptop.

The area survewassplit into 4 areas: Aga AD. Tablel shows the area each site covered by the
gradiometer in hectaresSeeFiguresl & 2 for the location of the survey areas.
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Tablel: Total amount of each area covered by magnetometry in hectares

AREA NAME AREA SURVEYED INTARE§HA)
A 0.712
B 0.274
C 0.254
D 0.785
TOTAL 2.025

2.2 Magnetic Susceptibility

Rapidmagneticsusceptibility was undertaken across the survey aread. Ahe reason for this was
to roughly locate the scheduled kilns and consequently, assiiditing the most suitable are&s
survey with the magnetic gradiometeFhis was undertaken withBartington MS3nd only one
detailed survey was undertaken which was grid B3.

The MS3 had a traverse separation of 1m, whilst taking readings every émedidings are
measured in Yand the survey area can be seerHigure 1& 2. The gridwas situated upon what
we presumedo be informed by the magnetometer survéy be thekiln (Figure B). As oppose to
the gradiometer that was limited by the terrairhé MS3 Bartingtomvas not affected by the terrain.

2.3 GPS and Total Station

The survey grids were set out to the ordnance survey OSGB36 datum by using a combinstion of
GIS Leica VIVA differential GPS and a Lecia TS06 Total SAdliinitation of using GPS at this site

was that the density of trees prevented a clear signakfie GPS. This would lead to the GPS
accuracy being lessened. To overcome this obstacle, the total station was used to capture specific
coordinates of grids.

2.4 SurveyConsiderations

Each area consisted of woodland that did affect the standard of gingéseePlates1-10). Area A

was the only survey area that containedmeopen grassland area that was favourable for surveying
(Plate 1. The rest of the survey areas consisted of conditions that vebialenging.

The terrain had various obstacleschastrees, fallen treesindpiles of dead brackerSurveying in
such conditions did impede the ability of the operator and there was a risk that the equipment
would be knocked, which reseld in high increased noise levels and even spurious anomalies
(Gafhey & Gater 2003, page 80Moreover, the site area consisted of abandoned fence posts and
loose metal wiring, which were difficult to notice and may have been surveyed. This would have
created a magnetic disturbance in the results.

Area B consisted ofde throws and stumps that were uneven agifficult to survey over. The tree
stumps are the remaining features of the trees that once covered this dmeaerial photograph
from 1940 depicts the survey area consisting@ieraltrees Figure 7).

The sggested location for the kiln for area C was near to a metal wired fence. This created
implications for the surveying, specifically the laying out of grids as the metal wired fence cuts
through thetargetedarea. Disturbance from the wired fence can berseethe data aslipoles
running ina linear directiorfrom west to east (SePlate8). Gaffney & Gater (2003, page 81) state
that the general rule is to acquire data at least 1m away from the fence and disturbances can be



detected from up to 5m awayl he survey team chose to ignore this rule due to the priorities of the
survey objectives.

Survey areas B, C and D contaimisiblepottery sherds on theéopsoil. Pottery sherds areften
found in dumps or spreads near kiljlistoricEngland?2015 page 41)Therefore, to corroborate an
interpretation of a kiln from the geophysics data, a su®f pottery sherdprovides evidence to
support the interpretation.

The pottery sherds may have influenced results in the magnetic susceptibility results as this
equipment only measures the topsoil magnetic variance, which is where the pottery iesitdat
the pottery is subjected to firingt could be probablehat the objects may create some bias on the
magnetic susceptibility data

The weather was considered to be favourable with sunny and windy conditions being present
throughout the survey. Owlone day consisted of heavy rain and wind, in which the extent of
surveying that day was limited to the open grassland of Area A.

2.5PostSurvey Processing

The data from the magnetometer surveys were processed through Terra Surveyor. The data from
the magnetic susceptibility survey was processed throighGIS The GPS grids and mapping were
processed throughrc-GIS This report was produced by using Microsoft Word 2016.

2.5.1 Terra Surveyor

To emphasise the anomalies in the data set, the gasliometerdatawasprocessed. When data is
processed, originabw datais being removed to enhance the imagdderefore it is important to
both minimalize the amount of processing so that there is a minimal amount of data beiranidst
to record the processes clearlfherefore, processing steps were limited@lipgand Pestripg]See
Appendix1 for the processing stegsr each area).

2.5.2 AreGIS

Arc-GIS was used to interpret and process the magnetic susceptibility ressilig AreGIS, a spot

plot was createdKigure 14 & 1pwith the numbers that were plotted during the data collection.
Finally, AreGIS was also used to generate a kriging image that reflected the magnetic magnitude in
the soil Figure 16.

3.0 Results

3.1 Magnetometry Survey
The results have been displayed as greyscale fiiais data)and trace plotsFiguress-9 represent
the gradiometer data for each areAppendix 2shows the trace plots for each area.

In total, the resultsdentify sixanomalies of high magnetisatrossall areaswith the average
reading of these anomalied 140nT. Gaffney and Gator (2003, page 156) note an example of a
gradiometer surveyindertakenat Sloden over a suspected RB kilthichproduced a strong
anomaly ofover 100nT (SeAppendix 4for the trace plot). The results of Area A anddBsodisplay
the 1920excavations undertaken in these aredbere are a numbesf curvilineay linear and
irregularfeaturesthat are present in the results for each area. Therenumerous anomalies that
may represent dipoles and is most likely signs of ferrous debris

Table 1list out certain terms that may be used to classify the anomalies.
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Tablel: List of terms used to classify responses

Category Description
Possible Responses similar to archaeological features but may not be morphologic
Archaeology discrete of definitive. These are often positive linear, curvilinear, circular o

rectangular purposes

Dipolar An isolated positiveesponse with associated negative features
Magnetic Numerous dipolar responses scattered across an area. A higher amplitud
Disturbance response indicates ferrous debris, a moderate response indicates potenti

thermoremanent material, and a lower amplda response indicates a
general ground disturbance

Archaeology Responses from known, extant archaeological features
visible in lidar surveyor recorded with accurate location details

3.2 Magnetic Susceptibility Survey
The result of this techniquis displayed irFiguresl4-16.

The results of the magnetic susceptibility surdégplayan area of high magnetic responses with the
highest reading being 256 YThespotplot (Figure 14& 15) shows an area of high magnetic
responsesn the North East corner of the survey area. The responses emétatings of 102 Yo
256. Yaround a 9m diameter

Area B was subjected to a windblown event whammajority of treexreated up castg-igure ¥

displays Sloden and the survey areas as seen from above in 1940. It is clear that the trees were still
in place and so, the windblown event must have occurred between 1940 andTindsvis an

important event as it may affect the results of the magnetiscaptibility surveyThere is potential

for these up casts have moved pottery sherds and soil that consisted of higher magnetised
properties than the surrounding soil

Furthermore, area B was subjected to animal burrowing, causedtbjits and molesThe
disturbance caused may present some bias in the results for this area.

In 1920, Sumner notes the obstruction of trees preventing excavation and so, he decided to excavate
a series of test pits across AredlB27, page 57)t may be that this area dfigh magnetism

correlates with the disturbed soils associated with this activityis would have caused some extent

of disturbanceto the area, which might be reflected ontwr results.Despite this, the results

appear to compliment the gradiometer relésifor area B.



4.0 Interpretation

4.1 Magnetometry Survey

The interpretation of the gradiometer results can be seeRiguresl0-13. For each area surveyed,
the anomalies will be given the associated letter to the survey @reaA). It is important to note
that the gradiometer data wiltonsist ofresponses thaare broader than the actual size thie
feature (Gaffney & Gator 2003, page 113).

Area A
The interpretation of the results for Area A is showifrigure 10

Al is aweakpositive linear anomalthat is up to 51m in length and is S§WNE alignedA1 may
represent a linear cut feature such as a hollowed path or trackway.

A2, A6, All, Al6have been characterised as dipoles.

A3-A5andAl7are circular positive anomalies. Each anomaly is c. Zitaimeterand have been
interpreted to be possible archaeolodyxcavation would be required to identify whether or not the
features are archaeology.

Al2andAl3arering shaped anomalies that haymsitive responseand are 10m and 12m in
diameter, respectivelyThese anomalies have been interpreted to be possible archaeology.
Excavation would be necessary to determine whether it is archaeology or not.

A7 is além wide area that consists of botlogitive and negative responsdsaffney & Gater (2003,

page 111) state thatgst excavations can be identified in gradiometer surveys as the area will

consistof magnetic signals that are contained to a wadfined boundaryThis is evident in this case

andii Aa 1y26y FNBY {dzZ¥YySNRA M@HT LIEBUMReDIOA A 2Y G KI
page50-52). Hence A7 may be interpreted to be the past excavationtbé RB kiln.

A8-Al0andAl5are known archaeological feature8 is acircular anomaly with high positive

readings. This haseen interpreted to be the RB kiln that is situated in this area. This interpretation

is corroborated byR S & ONA LIG A @S | OO 2 dzy (ichtheSBded kiln¥ (c@mi& &82 SE O @1
page50-52). It should also be noted tha&8 cuts into the bank of the Iron Age hillfqA9 & A10)

and that the kilncan be seen in the lidalataas adepressionAppendix 5.

A9 andAl0are positive linear anomalies that aEW aligned and are both 90m in length. The
anomalies are most likely to be-filled cut features as the soil is more magnetically enhanced than
the surrounding soil. When the gradiometer data is compared with the lidar data, it becomes clear
that A9andAlOare associated withthe Iron Age Hillfort (Local Number: 1982@)ssibly
representingditches.

Al5is a slightlyhegative curvilineathat is EW aligned and is 61m in length. Negative linear
anomalies are representative of banks where the material consists of lower magnetic readings than
the surrounding soil has built up. Comparing thadjometer data to the lidar data for this area

reveals thatA15is the bank to thgostmedieval sulrectangular enclosuré ocal Number: 19739).

A18is acouple of anomalies that are SW of the RB kiln (D8) and they cohsishanced positive
readings Al8coincides with the Iron Age Hillfort and so, there may be an association. It is difficult to
interpret whatA18might be and further investigation, such as excavation, will be required to
determine whether it is archaeological or not.

10
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AreaB

The intepretation of the results for Area B is showrFigure 11

Blis an irregular shapeanomalythat consiss of high positive readings. The anomaly is 6m in

length and has been interpreted to be the RB kiln. This interpretation is supported by the abundance
of pottery sherds that are present in this area as well as the descriptive account of Sumner who
investigded the kiln in 1920 through a series of test pits (Sumn&7.9age 7). It should also be

noted that the kiln is locatedn the ditch of the Iron Age hillfor(Appendix 5.

B2andB3are considered to be the same anomaly that isMNEE aligned positvlinear and is 61m
in length.When the lidar data is overlying the gradiometer results, it can be seerBthahdB3are
part of theditchto the Iron Age HillfortThe reason for the distinction between the two is tf&g8
consists of higher positive rdangs tharB2 This is most likely the result of the waste material from
the kiln, B1, which magnetically enhanced the ditch fill in the area

B4-B7 have been interpreted to be dipoles.

B8is an aredhat is 24n in diameterandconsists mostly of negative readings with some positive
readings. Sumner (192page57) notes that the area is covered in trees which prevented any
excavation from occurring and test pits were undertaken instead. The disturbance of the soil may be
the reason for the difference in the magnetic magnitude between the area and the surrounding soil.
As previously mentioned ection 2.4 a windblown event occurred in the inclosure between 1940
and the present day. This event would have caused substa@ntahd disturbanceand could be a

reason for the difference in the magnetic respondess possible that the response is an indicator of
either possible thermoremanent material or a general disturbance of grotalol€ 1) as there is
evidence ofan RB kiln hat is situated within this anomal¥rigure 1). Therefore,B8has been
characterised amagnetic disturbance

Area C
The interpretation of the results for Area C is showfigure 12

Clis an oval positive anomaly that is roughly 5ndigameter. This anomaly hdseen interpreted to

be the RB kilnOne reason for this interpretation is that the anomaly consists of high positive
readings, which malge interpreted as a thermoremanent respansrThis is where the feature has
been subjected tdiring andas aresult, ithasacquired a magnetic field. This is common with kilns as
they have been fired in situ and hence, will appear on the gradiometer data as strong positive
responses. Furthermorghe interpretation is corroborated by the large spread of pottery sherds
within the area The kiln was located by Sumner in 1920 (Sumner 1927,85ge the 1960s by
Pasmore (Fulford 2000 page 148 is visible in the lidar data asaised platform{Appendix 5.
Moreover, a kiln should give off high value readings, as Clark (1996, page 80) states that the readings
of a kiln can be as great as 500nT. From the trace pfmp€ndix 3, it can be seen that the highest
reading is 270nT, thus further supping the interpretation ofC1lbeing the RB kiliThere is a

distinct visual difference in the gradiometer results when compa@ttp the rest of the kilns. There
Aa fSaa Wy2AiaSQ Cicygmpirdd the S, IMordodeN Fuifoddy( 2R OGfed143)
notes that this is the location of a probable kiln site. Theref@#)as been interpreted to ban
unexcavated kiln.

Q-C7 are a grouping of anomalies that are circular in shape and no greater than 3m in size. Each
anomaly comprises of positive responsEgcavation of these features would be required to
determine whether this interpretation is true and to determine whetheisiarchaeological or not.

11



(B-Cl4 have been characterised dfpolesThis is most likely to be the result of the metal wired
fence that dissects the two survey arg&@seviously mentioned isection2.4)

Cl5andC1l7are both weak positive linear responaad are 20m and 40m respectively in length
C1l7has been interpreted to be a trackway as when ghadiometer datas overlying the lidadata,
the trackway can be seen cleafAppendix §.

UnlikeC17 C15does not have a clear impression on the lidatagdahich may be an indicator that
C15is not a trackwayAppendix 5. Due to the appearance of thel5 it may be interpreted to be a
ditch. ThereforeC15has been characterised as possible archaeotoglexcavation of the anomaly
would be necessary to determine whether it is archaeology.

Cl6is asemicirculararea of positive responseand has beeoharacterised as archaeology as it
correspondgo the raised flooy whichthe kilnsits within[Plate 8]. This interpretation is supported

by the spread of loose pottery amongst the topsoil in this area as well as the raised floor being easily
identifiable at the siteThe raised floor is also visible in the lidiata (seeAppendix §.

Area D
The interpetation of the results for Area D is shownFigure 13

D1-D5andD20have been characterised as dipoles. It may be arguedDfidd5 could result in

possible archaeology as there are kilns in close proximity that reflsithilar result. However, the
survey was cut by the trackway, which may have caused these anomalies. Moreover, there was no
evidence of pottery sherds within this arewhich is usually a good indicator that a kiln is present
(Historic England 2015, page 41)

D18andD19have been interpreted to be dipoles. Similar to the anomalies listed above, it is possible
that they may be associated with the RB kiln or the pastgation. This is due to the fact that the
trackway that cuts through the survey area D was not surveyed. Therefore, it is entirely possible that
they may be associated with the RB kiln.

D6-D9andD22are small circular positive anomalies that are noagee than 2m in size. It is possible

that these anomalies could be test pits that were undertaken in this area. Wise (1985, page 213)
adlridisSa dKIG KS W2LISySR dzLJ (G4 KS IWkhzyiggests dtesgdit NR 2 dz&
approach was undeaken.l 2 6 SGSNE 2 Aa485Qa&a SEOIFIGIiA2ya 200dzNNBR
great importance in archaeology and it is unclear on the locations of his investigations. The

anomalies have been interpreted as possible archaeology. To determine the naturesef the

anomalies, excavation would be required.

D10is a negative linear that is WSMNE aligned and is 42m in lengiilOhas been interpreted to
be the modern drainage system and is not archaeological.

DllandD12are weak positive linear anomalid311is NW-SE aligned and 20m in length whilst2
is NNESW aligned and 28m in length. Both of these anomalies are weak and nchpiaeterised
as possible archaeologyd could be associated with the past excavatidhgtherinvestigation
would be required taletermine the nature oD11landD12

D13is a positive linear anomaly that is NSW aligned and is 12minlengthdzS G2 A0 Q&a Sy Kl y
positive signaldp13has been interpreted as possible archaeolagy could possibly be associated

with the past excaations However, further investigatiowould be necessary to determine whether

D13is archaeological or not.
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D14is a circular shaped positive anomaly that is 10m in Eizdhas been interpreted to be a kiln

which may be supported by the spreadpuittery sherds amongst the topsoNlFHAG may have

located this kiln in their 1989 excavation but due to the unclear plans, it is difficult to decisively tell if
it is the kiln that NFHAG locatéBasmore 199Ipage 10. However, if it is the same Kiln,ak did

not excavate it which might be the explanation in thagneticdifferenceswhen comparing to the

other kilns in the surveyr'he suspected kiloan be seen as a mound in the lidi@ta (Appendix 5.

D15D17are areas that consist of both strong pidse and negative responses.dhnomalies show

a difference in magnetic amplitude to the surrounding soils. There®i&D17have been
AYGSNILINBGSR (2 0SS GKS LI aid SEOF@FGA2ya 2F GKS w.
excavations intis area (Sumner 192page 57. The lidar data Appendix § showsD15as a

depression and a mound argfl6as a mound.

D21is a Gshaped anomalwith positive responsesituated in the south of the datd’he anomaly

may be a ditch due to slightly enhanced positive response. However, it is difficult to determine
whetherD21is archaeological or not and excavation of the anomaly would be necessary to answer
this question. Thereford)21has been characterisl as possible archaeology.

D23is an area that consists of both strong positive and negative respomx&has been

interpreted to be the RB kil hisinterpretation derives from the highest magnetised responses in
this arealt is clear that the RB kilis associated to this anomaly as there is an abundance of pottery
sherds. However, tdetermine the exact locatioand extentof the RB kiln, excavation would be
required.

D24 andD25 are named¥Vb 2 dm | A f Y QespegtifRly BySanter (13PagefM It is

RATFAOMZE G (G2 ARSYU(GATFE Wb2dw YALYQ FTNRBY {dzYySNDa
G2 GKS SlLald 2F b2om (AfyQd 2KSYy 20aSNBAYy3A {dzyySH
that is 100 yards to the east 8fb 2 ®m Y, AHayt OehotetDBRSdz®2 6 S { dzYy SN a Wb 2 dH
Therefore, these anomalies can be interpreted as the scheduled RB kilns in this area. This is further
supported by the spread of pottery amongst the topsoil around these areas, which suggests that a

kiln is within the areaD24andD25are visible as mouts in the lidadata (Appendix 5.

4.2 Magnetic Susceptibility Survey

The magnetic susceptibility survey compliments the gradiometer survey for dfgguBe 15 & 1.

The results also mirror the spread of pottery sherds that are visible on the gr@laild.(1996, page
125) highlights that substantial enhancement is to be expected from the kiln and the burning
associated with it. Furthermore, these values correlate with the high values from the gradiometer
survey.Moreover, EAC guidelines (2016) acknalgke that topsoil magneticusceptibility results are
considered to be of value when interpretiggadiometerdata. Therefore, the results of the

magnetic susceptibility survey indicate the location of the known scheduled kiln

4.3 Location of th&cheduling areas

For each area surveyed, tleaistingscheduéd area did not cover the location of the kii(See
Appendix3). This measathat the historically important kilns are not protected by their scheduling
and hence, the kilns are vulneralftem forestry works Therefore, it is important tmmendthe
scheduling areas with the updated coordinateghd kiln locations.This, theFEand their
management strategiewill be informed, whictwill hopefullyhelp toslow down thecurrent decline
of thesemonuments(FE& NFNPAper comms 20182023).

For area A, it could be argued that there is a possibility for a kiln to be situated in the scheduling
area.Due to the groundonditions it was not possible teurvey Plate2). Sumner (1927, page 53)
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mentions thatafter the excavation of the small kilhe dug trial holeén the adjoining ground and
found no signs of another kiln. Thereforeisipresumed that the kiln located in area A is the same
kiln that Sumner excavated and that the scheduling is ermose

5.0 Conclusion

A number of anomalies that are of an archaeological nature have been interpreted from the
magnetometrydata. The gradiometer survey helped to identify the location of the Rontitsh
pottery kilnsandthe past excavation of these kilngloreover, the survey has helped to confirm that
the scheduling areas are incorrect and do not coveratiialkilns. The bank of the posnedieval
subrectangular enclosure was located as welllas ditch of the Iron Age Hillfgrivhichwas located
in both area A and Area B area D, the anomaly in tiéEcorner is most likely of archaeological
origin andhas beerinterpreted as an unexcavated kiln.

FURTHER WORK

The survey coveredixof the nine scheduled kilns that are situated Sloden Inclosure. Progressing
forward, further geophysical survey over the remainihgee scheduledareas isleemed necessary.
Evidentlyfrom the results of this work, it could be argued that the scheduling areas of the remaining
pottery kilns in Sloden do not encompass the actual location of the. Kilie remainindhree kilns

were not surveyed because of the survey constraints delajimg (Section 2.4. Surveying the rest

of the scheduled kilns woulcbnfirm whether the scheduling areas for those areas are correctly
placed over the kilnsThus, aiding the management plans of the site.

Aspreviously mentionedthe kilns in both area And B cut into the bank of the Iron Age hillfort. As
this occurs with both of the kilns in this area, questions should be asked about the relationship
between the Iron Age hillfort and the RB kilns. Is there a relationship between the two stésere
areasonfor the location of the kilng Excavation of the kiln and Iron Age hillfort would be necessary
to determine whetherthe featuresare linked.

Another aspect is the potential excavation of the suspected pottery kiln in area D. Excavation would
helpto identify thisanomalyas well asattributingto the knowledge of the RomanrBritish pottery
industry, if it is a pottery kiln.

The results of the geophysical survey appear to slitie signs of associatedfrastructurethat the
New Forest RomanBritish pottery industry is lackings the lack of evidence for the associated
infrastructure(e.g.trackways, storage buildings, quarries) an indicator of the features never
originally existinglue to the very temporary naturef the activity at the sit®r have they been
destroyed by modern activity such fgestry activity?
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8.0 Plates

1: View ofthe open grassland iArea A facing Soutivest

2: View of Area A facing NE (Image taken 2 months after survey)
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