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*************************��************i'***************-*********** 

Location: Park Farm, Silfield, Wymondham 

Grid Reference: TM 10679919 - TM 10879936 

Dates of Field Work: 17 August - 1 1  September 1992 

SMR No: 25887 

SUMMARY 

The Norfolk Archaeo log i cal Unit conducted an archaeo logical 
evaluation of part of the proposed All Wymondham bypass for the 
Department of Transpo rt . The t r enches demonstrated the survival 
of features datable to the Iron Age w h i ch have been interpreted 
as the remains of a rural settlement or farmstead. 

1 lNTRODUCTION 

1.1 In July 1992 the Norfolk Archaeological Unit was contracted 
by the Department of Transport to condu ct an archaeo logical 
evaluation of a potential site located by fieldwalking at Park 
Fa.rm. Silfield. Wymondham (FiglJr� 1); thp �vA1IIRt.ion took place 
between 17 August and 11 September. 

1.2 The si te l i es on the line of the pro posed All Wymondham 
� , ;;,. " .,. ,,, 1 UJ l'Q�O, uvv", ...... 

tion of the far m and 
the location o f  the 

. . I J w'o dh d F· 3 slte In re atlon to ymon am, an 19ure 
t renches themselves. 

1.3 The area eva.luated li'lit$ on a moderate .�f'1l1thwp.�t.-fac:ine 
s lope , with the land dropping from 45.5m OD to 41.7m OD within 
the evaluation area .  The ground becomes level at tbe southwestern 
end of the fi el d . A small ci rcular depress ion , around 30m in 
diameter, is vis i ble at the foot of the slope; this feature was 
provisionally identified as a glacial pingo. Figure 4 il lustrates 
the topography of the Southwest end of the evaluation site 
(viewed f"om the west with a vertical scaling of Xl0), showing 
the evaluation trenche3 and the continuation of the hillslope in 
the field to the southwest. 
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F i!llf.re 4. Fopogl'dpJI9 aI' SotftJ_st pdrt al'sitt!' 
(/'tB. X1B utH'ticifl sCiflb1/T) 

• " • •  In '. ..,� U�"UWU,� L�= CUW!', " ''''U '"'1" 
:J Manager) , Julia Huddle (Finds Supervisor) , Kevin Forr@st, Karen 

Gaffney and Danny Voisey (Experienced Excavators); the report was 
writt@n by Myk Flitcroft with contributions from Julia Hudd1@, 
Peter Murphy and Sarah Percival, and illustrations by Piers 
Wallace. The excavation archive is held by Norfolk Museums Serv­
ice. 

1.5 The writer wishes to thank the site landowners, John AIston 
& Sons Ltd, for allowing access, and gratefully acknowledges the 
h@lp provided by John Davies of Norwich Castle M useum through his 
comments on the 'middle' I ron Ag@ in Norfolk, and Peter Robins 
wiLh hl� lul::!!llliflc:a.lluu l)I Lh� wQl"ked flint. 
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2 SUMMARY OF EXCAVATION METHODS 

2.1 Four trenches were excavated during the evaluation (Trenches 
1 -4). The main trench (Trench 1) was aligned northeast-southwest 
and positioned to provide a longitudinal sample along the pro­
posed bypass line; subsidiary trenches were excavated at right 
angles to this trench to evaluate the width of the roa�, 

2. 2 Trenches 2 and 3 were positioned to investigate the limits 
and subsurface nature of the 1990 fieldwalking spread. and Trench 
4 wa.s excavated to evaluate the extent of the. st.rRt.if;prl fl?ature:s 
identified in this part of Trench 1. These subs idiary trenches 
were extended beyond the edges of the roadline in order to ascer­
tain more fully the l imits of the archaeological remains. The 
locations of the trenches are shown on Figure 3. 

2.3 Initial topsoil removal WaS made by JCB excavator with a 2m 
flat-'bladed bucket. Mechanical excavation Was continued until 
e i ther archaeolog i cal deposits were identified or the 'naturall 
yel low clay was encountered. The ploughsoil Was subd ivided into 
20m un its prior to removal, and all unstratified finds collected 
by these units. A 2x 1 m  samp le of soil Was isolated during the ma-
chini ,-F ," on ' " . 

" -" _�u ��t'a: �'�"J' .U"� �u •• �"" w,,� 
hand-siaved through a 6mm mesh and acted as a control for the 
less intens ive collection of artefacts in the rest of the unit. 

2.4 Identified O-rchaeologl" .. l tl"posits were additio[\ally c leaned 
by shovel, hoe, and t,owel to record their plan more clearly. All 
major features �ere investigated to aSsess their prese�vation, 
form and function and to recover artefacts which could assist in 
the interpretation of the s ite. Linear features had a minimum 1m 
section removed, and features of greater importance were fully 
excavated; at least 50% of each pit 0, post--hole was ,emoved with 
the fill retained for flotation-sieving to maximise artefact and 
ecofact recovery. necOI"ding was llutl"L'Lak,,,n using standardised NAU 
systems. Plans were drawn at a scale of 1:20, and sections at 
1 : 10 
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3 ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND 

.. _ ----------------

3.1 The route of the A11 Wymondham Bypass was f i e ldwalked by 
Roger Bell inger , a local amateur archaeologist in the winters of 
1989-1990 and 1990-1991. His surface col l ect ion prog ramme identi­
fied significant quantities of prehistoric material in the area 
of the 1992 evaluation. 

3.2 The initial survey in February 1990 identified a concentra­
tion of material ln the western part of the fi e ld , and this area 
was rewalked more intensively the fol l owing year. For this second 
phase the southwestern 1 20m of the bypass line in this field was 
divided into six units; five covered the bypass line itself; the 
sixth covered the area immedi ately northwest of the road line . A 
spread of worked flint�, Iron Age pottery, and 'pot boi lers ' 
(stones showing si gns of thermal shock, interpreted as being a 
result of use in heating water) was recovered extending up the 
slope of the field from the southern hedgeline , with its densest 
conc�ntration on the edge of the bypass line at around 
TM 1072 9926 ( thi s approximately equates to the area between 
30/100 and 45/170 using the gri d established for the evaluation). 
Figure 6 shows the fieldwalking co l lect ion units, and summarises 
th" findings. 

3.3 The areas adjoining this concentration were less productive. 
No further scatters of material were reeorded on the higher parts 
of the field (further northe�3t); th� field immcdi�t�ly southwest 
( SMR No 25888 ) produced further quant ities of pot-boilers, con­
centrated on the higher ground towards the evaluation site, " few 
pieces of Iron Age and Roman pott ery , and traces of two areas of 
Hon-worKing . 

3.4 The pot-boiler concentration on Site 25888 may represent a 
continuation of the scatter observed in the evaluation site, but 
the sparse amounts of pottery su ggest le�3 intcn�c activity in 
th i s area. The iron working remains could not be dated but are 
not considered to be associated with the pot-boiler and Iron Age 
pottery scatters. 

4 



4 TOPSOIL SURVEY 

4.1 Soil removed from the evaluation trenches was recorded in 
20m units in order to assesS variabil ity wi thin the unstratified 
artefact popUl ation, with a 2 x lm sample from each unit dry 
si eved to act as a control . The pl oughso i l  comprised a grey to 

. �  .�, .1 1 • •  .11 nf m"�;"m-
si zed f l ints, ��d e�i sted as a laye�Oaround O . 3m deep across the 
whole site w i th the bottoms of deep p l ough furrows visible in the 
surface of the underlying soil. 

4 . 2  Removal of the ploughsoi 1 ,evealed a li ghter clay-'sand layer 
ln most of the excavat ion area; the different soi l  stratigraphy 
at the southwest end of the site 1S considered separately be low . 
Although this clay-gand layer appeared to be a natural deposit of 
peri-g lacial  origin a sma l l  number of artefacts were re covered 
from its surface , and it was decided to excavate trial pi ts 
through it to confirm its natural origin. 2m x Zm pits were hand­
excavated centred at 51E/68N, 49E/137N, 49E/ 1 98N , and 49E/268N, 
which revealed that this layer was between O . 2m and O.4m thick 
and overlay a convoluted yellow clay deposit containing chalk 
pebbles , inte,spersed w i th lenses of coarse sand. All three 
deposits appear to have formed through natural processes. Figure 
SA-D shows representative sections of the stratigraphy revealed 
in these trial pits. As a final investigation of the upper clay­
sand layer, it was decided to remove it mechani cally to confirm 
that no archaeological depos l t s  underlay it . No further remaill>; 
were encountered and the layer's natural origin can be assumed . 

4.3 At the base of the hill slope a circular depression, p,ov i -
s i onally interpreted a s  a glacial pingo, was investigated througll 
a series of auger samples and a machine-cut section. The sect ion 
p roved unsuccessful as it f i l led immediately with water that had 
col lected on the hol l ow surface of the feature, but the auger 
samples showed that the feature survived as a rounded cut with " 
maximum depth of 2m below the modern ground surface. The low", 
fill of this depression comprised a dark brown s i lt-clay con­
taining apparently wel l -preserved organ ic material; this was 
over lain by a red-brown sandier clay which produced a few pot 
boilers, fragments of Iron Age pottery and a small fragment of 
bri ck/tile, tentatively datable to the Roman period. This layer 
appeared to overlie the light b rown subso i l  seen in other parts 
of the evaluation trenches. A sample of the organic material from 
the lower l ayer was subm i tted to Peter Murphy at the Univers ity 
of East Angl ia, and his assessment is included in Section 1 1 . 

4.4 The depression appears to have fo rmed as a pingo at the end 
of the last Glaciation . The heat-shattered flint retrieved from 
the organic fill sample studied by Peter Murphy indicates that it 
rern&ined an open hollow at a ti me when the surrounding area was 
utili sed by humans, and the scraps of pottery and further heat­
affected f l ints from the l ater so il fill suggest that it waS not 
finally levelled unti l  after the Iron Age. It is uncertain from 
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the evaluation evidence whether the depression is wholly natural. 

4.5 The soil stratigraphy in the area south-west of the glacial 
pingo differed from that observed in the r emainder of the site. 
In this area removal of a grey-brown ploughsoil revealed a mid­
brown clay-silt layer which produced signi f i cant numbers of 
artefacts during hand-cleaning. This layer was also investigated 
by meanS of a trial pit which showed that it overlay and sealed 
archaeological features (Figure 5D shows a representative section 
through this layer). An orange-red clay deposit underlay the 
archaeological features in this area, and the yellow clay with 
chalk pebbles seen in the remainder of the evaluation trenches 
was not observed. 

The Ploughsoil Artefact Distribution ( Figur e 7) 

4.6 The ploughsoil finds consisted of pottery and brick/tile 
fragments, burnt flint 'pot-boilers', and worked flints . F igure 
7 shows the distribution of these c l asses of material over the 
evaluation trenches. A small number of metal finds were also 
made, but these were all considered to be of relatively recent 
date and have not been included in Figure 7. 

4. 7 It is appat"ent that the greatest general concentration of 
material is located at the southweste.rn end of the site, in the 
first three collection units (contexts 8-10); though the gr eat est 
quantltlg!j: from a. single c.olle.c.tion unit cam� from C()ntp.xt 13 
(between 48/161 and 50/180). 

4.8 Full quantification det ails and identification of material 
are included in the site archive. 
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5 EXCAVATED fEATURES 

5 . 1 Removal of the ploughsoil revealed very few archaeological 
feat ures in much of the evaluation area; the survi ving features 
were concent rated at the southwestern end of Trench 1 and Trench 
4. The trenches are considered separately in Sections 6-9, though 
the cluster of features around the j unct ion of Trenches 1 and 4 
are a l l  cli in •• I 

• 'H.1 .1eaeures other 
than modern land drains are shown on Figure 8, with the concen­
t rati on of prehistoric remains shown in greater detail on Figure 
9. 

6 TRENCH 1. (2 x 225m) 
This main trench was ali gned to run along the length of the 
bypass line. It Was extended well beyond the expected l i m i t  of 
the Iron Age settlement (as ident i f ied by the 1 990- 1 991 f i eld­
walking and by unstratified finds during ploughsoi l  removal 
i t self) in order to assess fully the northeastern extent of 
archaeo logical deposits. 

6. 1 Archaeolog ical remains of any ant i quity were only encoun­
tered in the southwestern 65m of the trench, situated on the 
lower parts of the hill sl ope. In t h i s  area the truncated remains 
of an Iron Age settl ement were ident i f i ed. Northeast of these 
features (beyond c. 49E/130N) virtually no cut features were 
recorded, the onlYsi gns of previous human activity being two 
fairly modern narrow mole-d,ains a l i gned south-southwest ([25] 
recorded in the trial pit at 49E/1 98N, and [42] visible on the 
subsoil surface between 48E/ 1 70N and 48E/ 1 76N). Because of this 
lack of archaeo logical featu res, the detailed Site Plan (Figure 
8) does not inc l ude the part of Trench 1 lying beyond 49E/150N. 

6.2 The northeastern limit of the Iron Age activity in the 
evalUation trench�$ was formed by a ditch ([75]) running south­
southwest across Trench 1 at 48E/125N. Although this feature was 
only identified fully afte, removal o f  the cl ay-sand subsoil it 
could be Seen in sect ion to cut the subsoil , and extended a fur­
ther O.28m into the yellow clay natural. The f i ll of this ditch 
consisted of a mid-brown sand-clay containing occasional flecks 
of charcoal and pieces of Iron Age po ttery; with increas ing depth 
the f i l l  became yellower and more c l ay-like, which made precise 
identifi cation of the cut d i fficult. The base of the ditch pro­
duced several well-preserved snail shells, but the species repre­
sented we,e not sufficient ly d i agnostic to warrant further analy­
sis (Peter Murphy, pers camm. ) • 

• u�u.u�, IIlI ,urener som:n. Ul c 
was mOre clearly visible and survi ved to " width of 1.05m and 
depth of O.4m. The grer-brown fill was more s i l ty and contained 
quantit ies of pot-boilers and frequent lenses of unburnt clay. 
This ditch may have for�ed fi drain or boundary ditch and showed 
some signs of partial si lt ing and recut ting. These two d i t ches 
formed out liers to the main area of [,on Age act ivity on the 
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�valuation site. 

6. 4 The main zone which preserved traces of prehistoric activity 
lay to the south of the glacial hollow, betw�en it and the field 
edge. None of the Iron Age ditches appeared to cut the upper fill 
of the pingo which may suggest that this feature had not become 
completely infilled by this time. As mentioned in Section 4.S 
the soil deposits in this area differed from the higher parts of 
the site and the archaeological deposits were sealed by a layer 
of mi d-brown silt-clay soil (27). Removal of this soil revealed a 
series of c.ut: fpAtures e.xtending from the 30uthwt!.�tern end v[ Lhe 
trench to 49/84, including a dense concent ration of intercutting 
boundary ditches and building foundat ion trenches between the 
southern end and 50/74. This whole area is shown on Figure 9. 

-:.:J"� V" ".v" n5� . ,:ouse conS.rUCLlon nng groove construe lOn 
(Harding, 1974. p41); Gully [87) in Trench 1 may mark a continua­

t ion of this feature. The broader Gully [49) followed the curVa­
ture of the wall trench gully [80] and may have acted as a drain 
Lu caL�h water from the eaves of this house. Sections across both 
these features are shown in Figure 10 (D,E). Unfortunately, the 
short segment seen in the evaluation makes it impossible to 
attempt a reconstnlction of the original dimensions of such a 
building . 

6.6 After t h i s  structure went out of use, a shallow boundary or 
drainage ditch ([ 76]) Was created, running northwest·-southeast 
and cutting the backfilled Gully l49 J; this feature su.vived to a 
width of 1.1m and a depth of O. 2m . Th� intersection of this ditch 
and the .ing-groove gully itself was not seen in the evaluation 
trenches, but their alignments make it impossible that they could 
have co-existed. This ditch appears to have been in use for some 
time and Was recut as Ditch [51). It later silted up with a mid 
grey-brown sandy silt. 

6.7 This shallow ditch was itself overlain by a similar gully 
([47]) measuring O. 55m wide and O.14m d�ep, filled with a lighter 
brown sandy silt. 

6.8 A deeper gully ([57)) crossed the site a little further 
south. Its alignment suggests it may have been associated with 
Ditches (76) and [511. but the small segment visible in the 
evaluat ion trenches make any further interpret ation impossiblp. 
It was later overlain by a narrow linea, gully ([29/55)). 

6. 9 Gully (29) (continued as Gully l551) ran north to south 
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aCross Trench 1 to the south of these other features. It survived 
as an irregular ,  steep-sided cut up to O . 45m deep f illed �ith a 
g rey-brown sand silt mixture; a vertical-sided slot was visible 
in parts of the base. Its plan was not entirely certain from the 
evaluation trench and it is poss i ble that it formed the arc of a 
circle with a diameter of around Bm. This may b e  evidence for a 
second circular house, with Gully [29/55] e i ther forming the 
wall"trench itself, or acting as an encircling drain. An angled 
post-hole ([61]) was recorded in the base of this gully, but no 
other traces of posts �ere recorded . 

6.10 Gu lly [101] .ill Trench 4 may have formed a continuat ion to 
Gully [29/55], if this latter feature formed a linear fentoe 
boundary rather than a circular structure . It survived as an 
irregular cut O . 45m wide, filled w i th mid-brown sand silt. In 
profile i t  resembled Gully [55]. 

6.11 Further ditches were recorded to the north-east of this 
concentration of features . Ditches [69] and [65J ran across 
Trench 1 . at 77mN and be tween Blm and B3mN respectively. Ditch 
(69) had a V-shaped profile filled with grey-brown sandy loam: 
Ditch (65J had a sharply-def ined U-prof ile with near vertical 
straight sides . The uniformity of the sides and the mixed natu 
o i s In I suggest that this ditch was del i berately backfilled 
soon after its construction, but its purpose could not be idenli­
fied. Ditch (65J cut aCross the backf ill of a shallow linear 
feature ([ 74]); this feature had been badly damAll'"j by d .. "p 
ploughing and its exact nature could not be recovered. 

6.12 A number of post-holes and small pits were also identified 
in the southwest part of Trench 1. In general they surviv"d as 
i solated cuts and could not be related to particular phases of 
the site ' s history, though an Iron Age date seems probable for 
all of them. One group Worthy of special note compr ised Post-hole 
(33) and the eurved Gully (34] centred around 52/66 At th" south­
western end of the trench. These features were clearly related to 
each other and possibly to Gully [29] and seem to have had a 
s tructural function, but a precise interpretation �aS impossible 
from the evaluation sample. 

7 TRENCH 2.  (2 x 20m) 
Removal of the ploughsoil in this trench showed that th" red clay 
natural deposit seen in the southwestern part of Trench 1 was 
also present at the southeastern half of this trench. Th" upper 
surface of the clay was scarred by plough-marks and no archa�o' 
10 ical d c oser 0 
Trench 1 conta ined the fill of the glacial pingo (71) . In the 
mixed clay and loam zone around the edge of this feature a small 
hollow �as recorded and section"d ([37)) at 62/100. Th is irregu­
lar cut measuring 1.2 x O.Rm �ppear�d to follow thc edge of the 
natural c l ay, and may have been dug to extract ironstone, conCen­
trations of which were visible around the hollow. No other cul-
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this trench. 

8 TRENCH 3. (2 x 75m) 
No features of prehistoric date were identified ;n ei ther arm of this trench. A Post-medieval Or modern land d rain ([52) Was seen to rUn southwest across the trench a t  99/1 72. Interestingly, the northwestern arm of this trench, which extended into the area of the initial fieldwalking concentration, produced no eV idence for either st ratified features, or for concentrations of unstratified finds. 

9 TRENCH 4. (1.2 x 7m) 
The prehistoric features identified in this trench are discussed with those in the southern part of Trench 1, as they form part of the same group. A further Post-medieval or modern d rain ([93J) was sectioned in this trench at 48E/71N; an undated feature ([99J), pos sibly a ditch, was also recorded at the extreme north­western end of the trench. 

10 



10 FINDS ASSESSMENT compiled by Julia Huddle 

10.1 Methodology 
Bulk finds were cleaned, marked and bagged by material type and 
context number. All metalwork was x-rayed at the Conservation 
Department, Norwich Castle Museum. The Norfolk Archaeological 
Unit Bulk Find, Small Find, Finds Summary, Flotat ion and Wet 
Sieving record sheets have been completed, and these are in�lud­
ed in the site archive. All material has been weighed and count­
ed, with the exception of pot-boilers which were solely quanti­
fied by weight due to the la rge quantity of small pieces recov­
ered. 

10.2 Small Finds 
During--the evaluation a total of 27 small finds were recovered . 
Of these 17 were metal detected, 4 were from dry sieving and the 
remainder recovered during hand excavation. All Were from Trench 
1 and mostly from the ploughsoil or subsoil. The metalwork 
consists mainly of iron nail fragments, though two l a.-ge bolts, 
one horseshoe fragment, a copper alloy stud, one lead sheet 
fragment and a smal l lead shot were also recovered. A mother-of­
pearl button was also found. All these artefacts are believed to 
be post-medieval in date. 

10.3 Animal Bone 
Only four small pieces of animal bone, weighing 2g in total were 
recovered all from Trench 1; three pieces are from the plough-' 
soil and one from the subsoil in a trial pit. They are too small 
to identify but are probably from small mammals. 

1n t. R, . '" 
The evaluation produced 750g of brick and tile from 19 contexts. 

It has been identified On fabric alone since no recognisable 
forms exist. Small fragments of Roman bri ck/tile weighing 83g 
were recovered from 9 cont�xts_ The fabric is orange, streaked 
with light yellow and grog tempered. Those contexts that pro­
duced Roman brick/tile also contained post-medieval brick/tile 
with the exception of (71), the upper fill of the glacial pingo. 
Post-medieval brick/tile was recovered from 16 contexts, weighing 
667g. The fabric is orange to deep red and sandy. This appears 
to be common in Norfolk, remaining so until the 19th century (for 
a discussion on Norwich post-medieval brick/tile, see Drury 
forthcoming) • 
10.5 Pot-Boilers 
A total of 3704g were recovered from 38 contexts and therefore 
pot-boilers wer" the pr"dominant materi al from the evaluation. 
There are many suggested and varied interpretations of pot­
boilers; for cooking, steam-baths, woodworking or leather work­
ing (Gregory. A, 1991). The ret rieval of pot-bo ilers from 
stratified prehistoric contexts may shed some light upon their 
use in a rural settlement or farmstead. 
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1 0 • 6 The L ithic.s 
The flints were examined by Peter Robins. A total of 85 flakes , 
1 6  spalls, 2 scrapers , 2 bl ades and 2 cores were recovered from 
21 contexts. Apart from two scrapers, no recognisable imp lements 
are p resent and this makes dating diff icult. The flakes and 
spalls are relat ively few in number, small and noticeably unpati­
nated. No further comment could be made from this assemb lage. 

11 POTTERY ASSESSMENT by Sa rah Percival 

1 1 .1 1 79 sherds weighing O.547kgs were recovered from 36 
contexts. The pottery was divided into fabrics and quan t i f ied by 
form and fabric within each context. A l l  the pottery was studied.  

11. 2 The po ttery is fragmentary and mos t l y highly 
There are only five rims ; the condition of the pott ery 
lack of diagnostic sherds prevented detailed analysis. 

1 1 .  3 

Quanti tifi cation 

Fabric 1 .  
Fabric 2. 
Fabric 3 .  
Roman . 
Post-
medieval. 

Total 

Fabrics. 

of the pottery Qy fabric. 

Quanti ty. Weight (g) 
54 114 
45 160 
61 1 44 

4 4 
1 5  1 25 

179 547 

abraded. 
and the 

The fabrics are typical of Iron Age fabrics from No rfolk , 
which tend to be e ithe r flint or quartzite gri tted or 'finer' 
contai ning quartz sand. All the fabrics from Wymondham are coar�c 
wares and contained quartz sand. Generally it has been assumed 
that the heavily gritted Iron Age fabrics represent the earl y 
vesse ls and the sandier fabrics a later t radi tion. Recent work in 
Norfolk and in Suffolk indicates that this may be misleading and 
can only be applied as a very general guideline (E. Mart i n  pers, 
com. ) • 

Fabric descriptions. 

Fabric 1. Very 
Crushed whi te 
_nr>orl ., 

hard. Coarse texture. 
quartzite and flint, common, coarse, i11-

Quartz (clear and coloured), common, fine, il l-sorted, round­
ed. 
Ext . orange; core grey; int. brown. 

Fabrie 2. Hard. 
Quartzite, white ; common, medium, i l l-sorted, angular. 

1 2  
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Clear and coloured quart z i t e ;  
rounded . 

common , fine , i l l - sorted , 

Ex t .  orange; core brown ; int o orange. 

Fab r i c  3 .  Very hard . 
Quart z ,  common , medi um , i l l-sorted , sub-rounded. 
Quartzite,  whi t e ,  moderate , medium , i l l -sor ted , an�ular . 
Ext .  black; Core b l ack ; int o black. 

1 1 . 4 Forms. 
The body sherds are mostly too small to indicate the shapes of 
the vessels but where ident i f i able they appear to be rounded 1[1 
prof i l e  rather than angul a r .  This suggests that the material is 
of mid I ron Age date. 
There are five rim sherds representing five vessels , i l lustrated 
in Figure 1 1 .  

Rim 1 .  Fab r i c  
inside . 
Rim 2. Fabric 
Rim 3:- Fabric 

2.  Everted w i th impressed decoration around the 

2 .  S imple everted . 
1 ,  Upright r im with internal finger tip impres-

Slons . 
Rim 4 ,  
Rim s:-

Fabric 4 .  Everted r i m ,  s l ightly thickened external l y .  
Fabric 1 .  Flattened rim w i t h  external l i p .  

1 1 . 5 Di scuss ion.  
T n  NnrfQlk the ea;rY-I ron Age or ' ul t imate ' Bronze Age period i �  
represented by the pottery from West Harl ing , probably dat ing to 
the sixth century B . C .  ( C larke , J . G . D .  and Fe l l , C . I . ,  1 9 53 ) .  The 
end of the I ron Age i s  defined by the Aylesford- Swarl ing tradi-

- , I '  I • 
, "'" . . . DO uc � " . �  � .  HU'; WHeeL ,,,,,own POl; ""<y w,,� 

named after two cemetries in Kent where it was f i rst identif ied 
and has been dated to the f i rs t  century B . C .  ( B irchal l , A . , 1 9 65 ) .  
There l S  no s i t e  type to enable the accurate dat ing of mate rial 
which f�115  between these identi fied trnd i t ions ( Gregory, A . , 
1 9 9 1 . ) .  

1 1 . 6 The dating of the pottery from Wymondham 1 S  prob l emat"· 
i e .  The fabric types are evenly divided between the quartz g r i t ­
ted and the sandier fab rics suggesting that chronolog ical ly the 
pottery falls somewhere between the Harling snd Belgi c  tradi­
t ions . The abraded cond i t i on and sma l l  size of the sherds and the 
lack of diagnost ic sherds i s  also unhelpful . Rim types 2 and 4 
are very common in ' m iddl e ' I ron Age assembleges. Examp les of rim 
type 4 ,  rim type 2 and r1m 5 were found at Fison Way, Thetford 
(Gregory, A . , 1 9 9 1 ,  Fig . 144 :  1 30 ,  Fig . 1 44 :  1 20 and Fig . 1 4 1  : 32 
resp@ct lvely ) . R1m type 3 is also cl @arly I ron Age; f inger t i p  
impressions along the top o f  the r im a r e  a COmmon form of decora­
tion . Examples of this were found at Harford Farm ( Ashwin, T . , 
et . a l . forthcoming ) ,  Burgh ( Martin , E . , 1 988 ) and L i t t l e  Waltham 
( D rury P. J . ,  1 9 78 ) .  Rim type 1 i$  unusual and no paral lels were 
found . 
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1 2  ENVI RONMENTAL ASSESSMENT by Peter Murphy 
1 2 . 1 Introduct ion 

Dur ing evaluation exc�vations at thi s s i te depo s i t s  inf i l l ing an apparent fos s i l  perig lac ial feature were part ly removed by a JeB. They were not seen in s i tu , nor could a sect ion through the feature be inspected . How� an o rgani c 1�e r -L8� 
":J 

S<>al ,�--> ' -J '-:� - n calnlng d i nt and I ron Age po t t ery . A samp l e  of this
" 

organic deposit Was sUbmi t ted for assessment by the excavator. 

1 2 . 2  The sample 
A 2kg bag of dark brown coarse detritus mud ( 85) was received. a O . 2kg sub-sample was d i sagg regated and the fraction �O . 5mm partly scanned to assess macrofossi l  preservation and determine the main types of macrofossi l present . The organ i c  fraction Was composed of amorphous p l ant t i ssue , w i th root lets , rhi zome fragments , monocotyl edonous stem fragments and occasional degraded twigs . The mi neral component was s i l t-sand with sma l l  fl int pebbles and a scrap of heat-shattered f l i n t .  There were also patches of unfi red clay and flecks of v i viani te . Plant macrofoss i l s  i ncl uded charophyte oogoni a w i th fruits/seeds of Ranuncu l us subg . Batrachium, Ur t ica �ca ,  Polygonum sp , Oenanthe e f  f i s tula , Anthr i scus sylves t r is , Le� sp, fotamogeton spp and Grami nae . Mo l l usc shel l fragments were common and there were intact she l l s of Armiger crista and Planorb i s  planoJ;bis . Arthropod remains included cl adoceran ep hipp i a ,  bee t l e s  and cadd i s  larval case s .  

1 2 . 3 Conc l us ions 
The sediment Was depos i ted in base-r i ch shal low water , apparent ly with an open surround ing catchmen t .  I t  was clearly a Fland ri an depos i t  but none of the macrofo s s i l s  present can be dated closely . Charcoal Was not observed , though the heat-shattered fl int fragment points to nearby human acti Vi ty . 
1 2 . 4  Preservation condi t io ns were c l early very good for macrofos­s i l s  and i t  i s  probab l e that pollen would be s imi l arly wel l  preserved . Whether furthe , analysis i s  justified would dep.md : 

1 .  On cutting a gOod sec t ion through the feature to check i t s  interpretation as a pe riglacial featu re (mi ght i t ,  in fact , be art i f i ci a l ? ) ;  
2 .  on estab l i shing i ts date range by artefactual or radiomet r i c  means ; 
3 .  on d e t e rmining whether the organi c  sediment could be related to human act i v i ty at the s i t e .  

I n  short , further work wi l l  b e  needed t o  estab l i sh Whether this depOs i t is of any archaeo l og i cal significance. 

1 4  



Q!: POTENTI At 

1 3 . 1  The evaluation has demonstrated the survival of features belonging to a small , apparently unenC losed , domestic set t l ement datable to the middle part of the Iron Age. This period is poorly represented i n  the current archaeology of Norfolk , w i th settle­ment s i tes being parti cularly i l l-understood. 
1 3 . 2  Stratigraph i c a l l y  well preserved deposits were only encoun­tered in the southwestern part of the evaluation s i t e .  Ev i dence was found ill this area for at least one round house and for broadly contempo rary l A nd divis ions, a l l  uatable to the middle part of the Iron Age. Virtually no archaeological features were recorded in the other parts of the trenches . 

1 3 . 3  The stratigraphical and hor i zontal relat ionsh ips recorded in this southwestern part of the site indicate a suff i c iently ex­tended period of occupat ion in the immed iate area for at least two major reorgan i sations of layout to have occurred . An ini tial period of dome s t i c  occupation was succeeded by an apparent clearance of the area and the excavat ion of bOundary di tches, which in t U rn were replaced by a fence line (or possibly a second building ) .  It i s  likely that these changes in USe would be more ful ly demonstrable through open area excavation. 

13 . 4  The evalua t i on has shown thst the large quan t i t ie s  of pr,,'-, historic materia l recovered on the edge of the proposed bypA"� l i ne rl"ring the 1 9 90 f i " ldWalking do not r .. late to an extens ive area o f  stra t i fied features in the evaluation trenches, although a concentration of unstratified finds \;as identif i ed in the area ( between 48/160 and 50/200 ) .  This ---",,-,"-I d  ----"--lliU!est .iha :  .£i. -� : -- - �  .• ' Q��v",at:e" \;Itn the field\;al� ing finds are
'

spa t i ally restricted to the area north and \;est of the 1 9 92 evaluat ion trenches and must l i e  largely out side the proposed bypass l i ne . 
1 3 . 5  The finds asSemblage i s  small and generally poorly pre"' Served . The quan t i t y  and r&nge of worked flint ,ecovered is not considered to be above the typical background scatter which could be obtained from any field i n  Norfo lk ; the b r i ck and t i l e  is s i m i larly unexcept ional. The pottery assemblage does have greater research potent i a l .  

1 3.6 Although the ceramic assemblage from t h p  evaluation 1 3  �ma l l  "nd aur"ded the site i s  potenti ally very important due to the shortage of strat if ied sequences of this period from Norfolk . The,e i s  a growing collect ion of Iron Age pottery from the county but no Secure chronological framework for i t s  study. The lack of dat ing eVidence, psr t i cu l a r 1 y fo r domestic sites, i s  due to the lack of excavated s i t es where pot tery has been re covered from stra t i fied contex t s .  Full excavat ion of the s i te might sig n i f i ­can t l y  increase kno\;ledge o f  t h e  ceram ics of the period and enable the increasing quan t i t ies of I ron Age pottery recovered by surface co l l ection to be dated usefu l ly. 
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1 3 . 7  Al though no water logged cultural features were encountered 
on the evaluat ion,  the preservation o f  plant macrofoss i l s  in the 
organic layer of the g l acial pi ngo was very good and i t  is prob­
able that po l l en would be simi l arly well preserved . Th i s  raises 
the pos s i b i l it y of relat ing the adjacent I ron Age s e t t lement to 
its surround ing environmen t ,  and the the chance that organ ic 
artefacts derived from the set t l ement may be preserved I n  this 
feat ure . 

1 3 . 8  The s i gnificance of the evaluat ion si te l i es largely in th� 
scar c i ty of comparative materia l .  The evaluat ion has identified 
the remains of a small dome s t i c  s i t e  of the s i z e which, it may be 
assumed , o rig ina l ly made up the maj o r i ty of I ron Age set t l ements 
but wh i ch has prev ious ly not been excavated . f�ll excavation of 
the s i t e  would complement the i nformat ion from earlier s i tes such 
as West Harling or Harford Farm, and the larger h i l ltop si tes 
which became important in the later I ron Age ( recently co l l ated 
in Davies . J ,  et al . 1 9 92 ) .  and would al low progress to made in 
estab l i shing a ceramic type-series to cover the who le of the I ron 
Age in No,fo l k .  

16 



1 4  BIBLI OGRAPHY 

Ashwin,  T . , Bates, S . , & Perdva l , S . , forthcoming . ' Excavations 
on the Norwich Southern Bypas s ,  1 9 89 - 1 9 9 1 , Volume 1 ' . �ast 
Angl i an Archaeol .  

Bi rc hall , A . , 1 9 6 5 .  ' The Aylesford-Swar l ing culture: 
of the Belgae reconsidered . '  Proceed ings of the 
Society , 3 1 : 2 4 1 -3 6 7 .  

- -

the problem 
Prehistoric 

C lark , J . G . D .  and Fel l ,  C . r . ,  1 9 5 .1 .  ' A.n early I ron Age d te ut 
Micklemoor H i l l ,  West Harl ing , Norfo l k ' , Proceedings of the 
Prehi sto ri c Society, 1 9 : 1 -40 . 

Davi e s ,  J . , Gregory , A . , LaW50n,  A . , Ricke t t ,  R . , 
1 9 92 . ' The I ron Age Forts of Norfo lk ' ,  
Archaeol . 5 4 .  

& Rogerson, A . , 
East Ang l i an 

Drury, P . J . , 1 9 7 8 .  ' Excavations at Little Waltham 1 9 70-1 9 7 1 ' ,  
Counc i l for Brit ish Archaeo l .  Research Report 26 . 

Drury , P . J . , forthcoming . ' The Ceram i c Bui lding Materia l s ' ,  in 
Margeson , S ( ed. ) ' Norwich Househo lds . The Medieval and 
Post-medi eva l  Finds from the Norwich Survey Excavat ions 
1 9 7 1 - 1 9 7 8 ' ,  East Angl ian ArchaeoL 

(;rpw, ry , A . , 1 9 9 1 .  ' Excavation" at I'i�ull Way, The t ford , ·1 980- 1 Y !l� 
Volume 1 ' ,  East Ang l i an Archaeo l 5 3 .  

Hardi ng , D . W. , 1 9 7 4 .  The I ron Age in Lowlall� B rit ain 

Mart in, E . , 1 9 88. ' Burgh I ron Age and Roman Encl osure ' ,  East 
Anglian Archaeol . 40 . 

1 7  

L-__________________________________________________ _ 



--- --- --
------------------. 

Conventions for sections and p15ns in t�e fl�ld and 
for publicAtion drawing whe�e �p�ropriate . 

�n •• e conv@nt1onB shoUld be rnerged t0gether to form 
�f�ed depos i t s .  B�� page 4 .  

The lines of l�m And clay should be brok�n to c�t@r 
for ll!nts and other inclusion. 

topsoil and 
root d:ls turb_ 
anC!f!I 

sand clfty 

[[[] loam E---]--- - -
� - - � 

� � - -

s i l t  but'nt C'!lay 

b�-'" -

.

. .- ,' . ; . 

"

: 
.

� .
. "

, 
. . '-

[� 

organic 
material 

ahel1 

bone 

wood e l evation 

ttood 81!1ction 

cha.lk lumpo 
and tleC!x8 

vold 

outline of 
animal 
I: U . turbance 

ironstone 

� " x 
x " x 

, X x 

rivt!lr wa,shefl 
I'ebbles 

gri!lvel 

Hint. 

Bandl!itQne 

concr�te 

hat:'"d cor411 

dBotruct lon 
debris dUmpl;II 

solid mort",,," 

mort.ar lumps 

b i tum i nous 
agg r e g a t e  

- U I1 C" " "J- �  ,�� � 

mTJ] t + + + , j-
l- + + l- -H-_ 

1.. J .• ..L...L.L J 

conv�n tlonB for B!t�� wn.r� l ron pan ls p�@aent 

1ron pan [-- --j-.. . 
_ '"

.

, .. ,.,., 

iron pan 
flecks 

�---- -

-

,  

- ,-- -

, ,,

-
-

ol,lrning other 
than elay 

soot, charcoal 
lumps �nd 
fleoks 

. o h  

�oot, ch",rCoal 
l a y e r .  

iron !;Ilag 

bric:;:'J{ 

tile 

pot 

clay lump 

solid pl.aBt�r 

plaster lulftpg 

soot/chitrco�l 
!f.lyer 



PROPOSED CONSTRUC T I ON OF THE WYMON DHAM BYPASS 
BY THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT 

SMR S I TE 2 5 8 8 7  

BRIEF FOR ARCHAEOLOG ICAL EVALUATION 

summary 

A r e c ent l y- l o c ated I r o n  Age � e t t l ement on the bypa � s  route 
requ ires eva l uat i on by tr i a l  trenc h i ng to a s s e s s  the extent 
"",i " n nrl H ' ; "n ,,� .. ..... h .. ",,' ...... ; .... · ,  & .  

Bac kground 

S i nce the c o nsu l tat i o n pr o c e � s  i n  1 9 8 6 , f i e l dwa l k i n g  on the 
bypass route ear l y  in 1 9 9 0  and a year l ater i n  1 9 9 1  has 
produced evidence of an Iron Age s e tt l ement i n  the area edged 
red on the attached p l an .  Th i s  is on the l i ne o f  the 
proposed bypa ss and wi l l  he destroyed by c o nstruct i o n  of the 
bypas s . 

The i n i t i a l  f i e l dwa l k i ng i n  1 9 90 recovered 63 f l ints 
( inc l ud i ng 5 me � o l i th i c ) ,  41 Iron Age sherds , 1 1  Roman 
sherds , 1 med i eval sherd , 1 post-med i eva l s herd and a 1 6th­
century bro n z e  button . The add i t i o na l f i e l dwa l k i ng in 1 99 1  
rec overed a further 6 2  worked f l i nt s , 1 6 9 Iron Age sherds and 
2 Roman sherds . I n  both year s , l arge quant i t i e �  o f  
potbo i l e rs were noted . 

Th i s  surface evi denc e ind i cates that the bypas s wi l l  c ro s s an 
area of Iron Age sett l ement . There have been very few 
opportun i t i e s  to examine Iron Age s et t l ements in N o r f o l k ,  and 
evidence o f  the per i od is l arge l y  dominated by l imited 
r e search on the l araer fortified si+ .. ..  ..v ...... " ....... h n n  +k .. 
c o i nage and by f i nds of meta l work . L i t t l e  i s  known about the 
deve l o pment o f  I ron Age pottery , or ind e e d  about the nature 
and ec onomy of sma l l s ett l ements , farmsteads or enc l o sures . 
Th i s  i s  therefore a rare opportunity to exami n e  what appears 
to be a sma l l Iron Age s e t t l ement , wh i c h  may prove to be 
representative o f  many such s i t e s  acro s s  the county 
represented by sur face s c atters of pottery and potbo i l ers . 

An eva luat io n by tr i a l  trenc h l ng i �  required to determ i n e  the 
ext e nt , date and state of pre s e rvat i o n of archaeo l og i c a l  
depo s i t �  and features s o  that , i f  n e c e s �ary , a pp l i cat i o n can 
be made to Eng l i s h  Heri tage for funds for the excavat i o n o f  
the s i te . 

n· . . � 

The Detai l e d Pr o j e c t  S pe c i f i cat i o n or Method Statement 
shou l d : -

1 .  Prov i d e  a c l ear statement o f  the pro j e ct ' s  a i m s  and 
o b j e c t i ves . 

2 .  I nd i cat e what ge ophys i c a l  or g e o c hem i c a l  s i t e surv e y s  
have been conS i d e r e d  and wh i C h  i f  any w i l l  be emp l o yed . 
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.., 

3 .  Pre s ent a s t rategy t o  a S S e s s  the art e fact c o nt ent o f  
the to ps o i l by f i e l d wa l k i ng ,  meta l -d e t e c t i ng or o t h e r  
surve y s . 

4 .  I n c l ude a sca l e  p l an s h o w i n g  the propo s e d  l oc a t i ons and 
ext ent of any survey and trenche s . 

5 .  I nd i c at e how the trenc h e s  wi l l  be exca vat ed ( i . e .  b y  
hand or by machi ne ) and if hand-excavated c o ntro l a r e a s  
are proposed . 

6 .  

7 .  

8 .  

9 .  

1 0 .  

1 1 .  

I ndi cate what l eve l s  o f  ""mn ] i n� 9 _ 4  9 ... • . ..  � .  LU", 
f . 

. ..  • .. 
excavati on 0 var l O US typ e s o f  c ontexts wh i c h  may be 
enc ountered e . g .  bur i ed s o i l s ,  structur e s , p i t s , p o s t ­
hot e s , d i t c h es . 

I n c l ude d et ai l s o f : -
i )  proj ected duration on s i te 
i i )  numbers o f  staff i nvo l ved and structure o f team 
i i l )  deta l 1 �  o f  the appropr i a� e  know l edge , expe r i enc e  

and sk i l l s o f  the proj e c t  team . 

I nd i cate how, as much i n formatiOn a s  po s s i b l e  wi l l  be 
c o l l e cted on the pr e s e nce /absenc e ,  extent , c o nd i t i o n ,  
chara c t e r ,  qua l i ty and date o f  archae o l og i c a l  de po s i t s 
w i th i n  the app l i c at i o n  s i te . Proposed data co l l e ct i o n 
methods must be d e s c r i bed . 

I nd i cate that a l l archa eo l og i cal cont exts and art e f a c t s  
expo s e d  o r  exam i n ed wi l l  b e  adequat e l y  surveyed , 
samp l e d ,  c l eaned , p l anne d ,  excavated and pres erved by 
rec ord on appropr i ate c ontext , f i nds and samp l e s h e e t s , 
by the pr oduc t i on o f  p l ans , s e c t i o n s  and e l evat i on s , 
and by b l ac k  and w h i t e  and c o l our photograph i c  re c ord . 
D e s c r i b e  the propo sed r e c ord i na strateav . 

Provide a prOVi s i o n a l  programme out l i ning post­
excava t i o n ana l y s i s ,  s p e c i fy i ng what staff and t i m e  
res ourc e s  have been prOV i s i ona l l y  a l l o cated to the 
pr o j e c t . Th i s  programme may be subj ect to rev i ew when 
the excavation resu l t s  are a s s e s s ed . 

Indi cate what opportun i t i e s  are prop os ed for pro j e ct 
mo n i t o r i ng w i th i n  the pr oj ect ' s  stages o f : -
i )  f i e l dwork/excava t i on 
i i )  assessment 
i i i )  ana l y s i s  and report preparat i o n  
i v )  comp l et i on o f  arch i ve , depo s i t i o n  o f  arc h i ve and 

f i nd s  and d i s s em i nat i on o f  r e su l t s 
s o  that mon i t or i ng o f f i c er ( s )  are ab l e  to exam i ne and 
d i s cuss work ; n "re. '4 � �  ... _ 1.  . �  � . "  " .. n "  ... '" 
be ing carr i ed out to appropr iate prof e s s i o na l 
s t andards . 
P r o p o s e d  mon i t or i ng po i nts shou l d  be s pe c i f i ed i n  any 
t i metab l e  subm i tt ed . 

1 2 .  I nc l ude an e s t i mate o f  t h e  t i me and r e s ourc e s  r e q u i r e d 
f o r  the c omp l e t i o n o f  the proj e ct Leve l 3 arc h i v e and 
for the produc t i o n o f  an Eva l uat i o n Report for the 
c l i ent ( and for i nc l U S i on i n  the SMR ( s e e  R e s u l t s 5 .  
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b e l ow )  and f o r  � ubmi s s i o n t o  the p l anni ng author i t y i f  
appropr i at e ) . 

1 3 .  Show what pr ov i s i o n has been made for the 
ident i f i ca t i o n  of art e f acts , i n c l ud i ng spec i a l i s t  
report s i f  appropr i ate . 
I nc l ud e  a l i s t  o f  s pe c i a l i s t  c o ns u l tants who m i ght be 
r equ i red to adv i s e or report on f i nds or other a s p e c t s  
o f  t h e  i nve s t i ga t i o n .  

1 4 .  Show what prOV i s i on wi l l  be made f or i nc l us i o n  o f  the 
resu l t s o f  the pro j e c t i n  the County SMR . 

1 5 .  I nd i c ate that a l l S i t e  and Context number i ng u s ed w i l l  
be compat i b l e  w i th the Norfo l k  SMR . 

1 6 .  Show what prov i s i o n  has been mad e for c ons ervat i o n .  
Spec i fy the number o f  conservator days/weeks a l l ocated 
to the pro j ect and what fac i l i t i e s w i l l  be ava i l ab l e .  

1 7 .  Show What prov i s i on has been made for envi ronmenta l 
as s e s sment o f  the s i t e . 
Spe c i f y the number o f  envi ronmenta l i st days/weeks 
a l.l o cated to the proj ect and what fac i l i t i e s  wi l l  be 
avai l ab l e .  
D e s c r i b e  the propo s ed environmenta l samp l i ng s trat egy .  

, � � • � � . L  � • � C  • � � .  . . v . � � ¥  Q � ' < I  v .  Q� . '  ' L �  . � Q ¥ U ¥ �  " _ L U ·  
i )  the l andowner 
i i )  an appropr i ate mus eum 
over the donat i o n  and depo s i t i on o f  cu l tura l mater i a l  
and pro j ec t  r e c ords i n  a permanent l y  ac c e s s i b l e f o rm 
and i n  an a c c e ptab l e  form . 
A c c ount must be taken o f  any reas o nab l e  requ i rements 
the museum may have regard ing the conservat i o n ,  
order i ng , organ i s at i on , l abe l l i n g ,  marki ng and storage 
o f  excavated mater i a l  and the archive . 
I n  th i s  i n s tanc e ,  depo s i t i o n  w i th the Norf o l k  Museums 
S e rv i c e  i s  appropr i at e . 
The f i nds and arch i ve shou l d  usua l l y  be depos l ted 
within One year o f  the comp l et i on o f  the pro j e c t . 

1 9 .  I ndi cat e that prov i s i on has been made for the 
m i c r o f i l m i ng o f  the excavat i o n  arc h i ve by the RCHME . 

20 . l nd i cate i f  pub l i ca t i o n  i s  env i s aged , and c o n f i rm that 
the c o s t imp l i c a t i ons o f  e d i t or i a l  and reprograph i c  
work o n  the Leve l 4 report have been adequate l y  bui l t  
int o  the pr o j ec t . 

2 1 . I nd i cate what c o nt i nqency arranqe ments have been made 
to dea l w i th the unfor s e e n . 

The Eva l uat i o n Report 

1 .  S t y l e and format o f  the Eva l uat i o n Report may be 
determi ned by the archaeo l og i ca l  c o ntrac t o r . 

2 .  A p l a n at an appropri at e s c a l e  s h o w i ng trench l ayout 
and f e atur e s must b e  i nc l uded . 
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3 .  for each trench , the Eva l ua t i o n  R epo rt s h ou l d  i nc l ude 
comprehe ns i ve det a i l s of f eatures and f i nds , the i r  
state o f  pres ervat i o n and i nt erpretat i o n .  

4 .  A s c a l e  p l an of actua l and where po s s i b l e  pred i c ted 
archa e o l og i c a l  depo s i ts shou l d  b e  i n c l uded . 

5 .  A c o py o f  the Eva l uati o n  Report w i l l  be supp l i ed to the 
Norfo l k  SMR w i t h i n  s i x months o f  the c omp l et i o n of the 
proj e c t  on the understanding that t h i s  wi l l  bec ome a 
pub l i c  do cument after an appropr i ate peri od o f  time 
( genera l l y  not exceed i ng s i x months ) .  

6 .  The Eva l ua t i o n  Report shou l d  not g i ve an o p i n i o n  o n  
whether preservat i o n  Or further i nve s t i gat i o n  i s  
c o ns i dered appropri ate , 

The Norfo l �  Museums S ervi c e  Landscape Arc hae o l ogy S e ct i o n 
w i l l  be respons i b l e  for monitoring progr e s s  and standards 
throughout the proj ect . The archaeo l og i c a l  c ontractor wi l l  

give the Landscape Archaeo l ogy Section not l e ss than two 
week ' s  wr i tten not i c e  o f  the commencement o f  the work so that 
arrangements for monitoring the pro j e c t  can be mad e . 

Archaeo l og i c a l  contractors are s trong l y  adv i s e d  to forward 
any ' Detai l ed Pro j e c t  Spec i f i cation ' or ' Method S tat ement ' to 
the Norfo l k  Mus eums Service Landscape Archaeo l ogy S e c t i o n  f o r  
approva l be fore any proposa l s  are submi tted to potent i a l  
c l i ent " . 

Any subsequent var i a t i o n  to the Detai l ed Pro j e c t  
S p e c i f i c at i o n o r  Method Statement must b e  �r eed w i th the 
��" .. s c ape A.rCnaeo l ogy S e c t i o n  pr i or to i ts i m p l ementat i o n .  

Dav i d  Gurney 
P r i nc i pa l  Lands cap e  Archaeo l og i st 
1 9  February 1 992 

Lands cape Archa e o l ogy S e c t i on 
Norfo l k  Museums Serv i c e  
Un i on Hous e 
Gre s s e nha l l  
Dereham 
Norfo l k  NR2 0  4DR 

Te l :  ( 03 6 2 ) 8 6 1 1 8 7 
Fax : ( 0 3 6 2 )  8 6 09 5 1  
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NORFOLK ARCHA ROT .nr.H' A T  mI TT 

P R O P O S E D  C O N S T R UC T I ON O F  T H E  W Y M O N D H A M  B Y P A S S  
H Y  T H E  D E P A R T M E N T  O F  T R A N S P O R T  

S M R  S I T E  2 5 8 8 7  

METHOD STATEMENT FOR ARCHAEOLO G I C A L  E V A L UA T I ON 

1 .  T h e  e v a l lT R r i o n  o f  t h i 3  a r e a , w l l l t.:ll h a s  h e  e n  i. d e n � i f i e d  
t h r o u g h  f i e l d  w a l k i n g  a s  a n  i m p o r t a n t  p r e h i s t o r i c  s i t e , i s  
i ll t e n d e d  t o  p r o v i d e  d e t a i l s  o f  e x t e n t , d a t e  a n d  s t a t e o f  
p r e s e r v a t i o n  o f  a l l  a r c h a e o l o g i c a l  d e p o s i t s . S i g n i f i c a n t  n u m b e r s  
o f  f l i n t s  h a v e  b e e n  r Q c o v e r e d , i n c l u d i n g  5 o f  t h c  M e s o l l t h i �  
p e r i o d . A l a r g e  a m o u n t  o f  I r o n  A g e  p o t t e r y  m a y  s u g g e s t  a A m a l l  
s e t t l e m e n t  o E  t h i s  p e r i o d  a n d  i t  i s  i n t e n d e d  t h a t  t h r o u g h  t r i a l  
L r e n c h i n g  i t  w i l l  b e  p o s s i b l e  t o  e s t a b l i s h  w h e t h e r  a l a r g e r  
e x c a v u t i o n  m a y , b e  r e q u i r e d  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  f u l l y  t h e  n a t u r e  a n d  
e x t e n t  o f  a n y  s e t t l e m e n t  p a t L e r n H  wh i c h  a r e  f o r t h c o m i n g . 

2 .  G e o p h y s i c a l  s u r v e y  i s  c o n s i d e r e d  i n a p p r o p r i a t e  f o r  t h i s  s i t e . 

3 .  P r s - e x c a v a t i u n  [ i e l d w a l k i n g H n d  m e t a l - d e t e c t i n g , w h i r h wi l l  
b e  r G c.: 0 r ,1 e d U ll a 1 Dm g r i d , w i. 1 1  e s t "  b 1 i 8 h t h e  d e n  s i t  y a n cl 
l o c a L  i o n  o f  s u r f a c e  f i n d s  a n d , i. n c o n j u n c t i o n  w i t h  t h e  p r e v i o u H 
s u r v e y s , s h o u l d  e n a b l e  t h e  a r e a s  o f  h i g h e s t  L n c i d e n c e  t o  b e  
t a r g e t e d  w i t h  t r i a l  t r e n c h e s . 

4 .  T r i a l  t r e n c h  l o c a t i o n  w i l l  b e  e 8 L a b l i s h e d  f o l l o w i n g  t h e  w o r k  
o u t l i n e d  i n  p a r a g r a p h  3 .  I t  i s  i n t e n d e d  t h a t s u c h  t r e n c h i n g  w i l l  
f o l l o w 0 1 1 8  o f  t w o  p a t t e r n s  a s  f o l l o w s : 

e i t h e r  a )  a c r u c i f o r m  t r e n c h  e n a b l i n g  c r o s s - s e c t i o n s  t o  b e  C u t  
t h r o u g h  e a c h  o f  A r c a s  A t o F H S  i d e n t i f i e d  o n  R o g e r  
B e l l i � g e r ' s  s k e t c h  ( F i g  1 " t t a c h e d ) ;  

o r  b )  e m p l o y i n g  t h e e v a l u a t i o n  s y s t e m  � u r r e n t l y  b e i n g  u s e d  o n  
S o m e  s i t e s  i n  t h e  F e n s  (. � p", d i � c u s c, .i o n  p il p e r  b y  R o b i n  
Bo a s t  a n d  C:h r i s  E v a n s  - A p p e n d i x  1 a t t a c h e d ) .  

5 .  T o p  s o i l  s t r i p p i n g  w i l l  b e  d o n e  b y  m a c h i n e  w i t h  m e t r e  
s a m p l e s  o f  8 0 i l  b e i n g  c o a r s e  s i e v e d  e v e r y  2 0  m e t r e "  t o  B e L  a s  a 
c o n t r o l  f o r  s i t e  i d e n t i f i c a t i o II . H a n d  e x c a v a t i o n  o f  i d e n t i f i e d  
t r e n c h e "  w i l l  t h e n  b e  u n d e r t a k e n . 

6 .  S a m p l i n g  w i l l  b e  u n d e r t a k e n  a s  a d V i s e d b y  P e t e r  H u r p h y  
C E A S  b u t  a l l b u r i e d  A o i l g  w i l l  b e  b o x  s e c t i o n e d  
m 'l C r o m o r;- p h o L o g i c a l  a n a l y s i s .  A t  L e a s t  S O %  o f  (d l p i t s  w i l l  
s a m p l e d  E a r  c o a r s e  s e i v i n g o n d  s o m e  p i t H o n d  p o s t  h o l e s  w i l l  
� a m p l e d  [ o r  f l o t a t i o n  a n o l y s i s . 
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7 .  i )  T h e  f i e l d w a l k i n g , s t r i p p i n g  a n d  t r e n c h  e x c a v a t i o n  o f  t h e 
s i t e  i s  i n t e n d e d  t o  l a s t  5 w e e k s . 

i i )  T h e  s t a f f  s t r u c t u r e  w i l l  c o n s i s t  o f :  A P r o j e c t  M a n a g e r  
A F i n d s  A S B i B t a D t / E x p e r i e n c e d  e x c a v a t o r  3 o t h e r  E x p e r i e n c e d  e x c a V tl t o r s  

i i i ) T h e  P r o j R � t  M a n g e r  w i l l  h a v e  e x p e r i e n c e  o f  i n t e r p r o t i n g  
r u r u l  s e t t l e m e n t s  a n d  k n o w l e d g o  o f  s a m p l i n g  s t r a t e g i e s . I h e  F i n d s  
A S S i s t a n t  w i l l  b e  S u p p o r t e d 6 y  t h e  NAU F i n d s  O f f i c e r  ( a  P r o j e c t  
M H n a g e r  g r a d e ) .  T h e  e x c a v a t o r  s t a f f  w i l l a l l  h a v e  e x p e r i e n c e  o f  
N A U  r e c o r d i n g a n d  S u r v e y i n g  p r o c e d u r e s . 

8 .  M i n i m u m  r e c o r d i n g  w i l l  i n c l u d e : 
f i e l d wa l k i n g  d i s t r i b u t i o n  m a p  o f  u l l  f i n d s ; d e t u i l e d  r e c o r d i n g  o f  a l l  v i s i b l e  a r c h a e o l o g i c a l  f e a t u r e s ; r e c o r d i n g  o f  n a t u r a l e x t a n t  l a n d s c a p e ' l i n ;aL L .  - - - �  " l � .. u e  S c c  t- i o n e d  t o  d e t e r m .i. n e  f o r m  a n d  

r e l a t i o n s h i p s ; 
p i t s  w i l l  b e  i n i t i a l l y  h a l f - s o c t- i o n e d ; m o d o r n  il n d  P O s t - m e d i e v a l  f e a t ll r e '3 w i l .l h oo  d e a J  t w i tc h  c. l r c u m s p e c t. l y . 

9 .  T h e  R i t e  w i l l  b e  l o c a t e d  W i t h i n  t h e  O r d n il n c e  S u r v e y  g r i d  u s i n g  
a p p r o p r i a t e  t e c h n o l o g y .  R e c u r d i n g  o f  f e a t u r e s  a n d  d e p o s i t s  w i l l  
b e  ll n d e r t a k e n  w i t h  t h e  a i d  o f  0 r o f o r m a s  ( e x a m p l e s  a t t a c h e d ) .  
F i ll d H , b o t h  h a n d - c o l l e c t e d  o n d  s i e v e d , w i l l  b e  p r o c e s s e d  a n d  
r e c o r d e d  d u r i n g  t h e  c o u r s e  o f  t h e  e x c a v a t i o n il S  [ a r  a s  p o s s i b l e  
L a  e n a b l e s p e e d y  a s s e s s m e n t  o f  t h e  m K t � r i a l . O v e r a l l  p I o n s  w e r e  
h o  m a d e  a t  � S C a l e  o f  1 : 5 0 ,  w i t h  p r O v i S i o n  f o r  1 : 2 0 a n d  1 : 1 0 d r a W i n g s  a s  a p p r o p r i a t e . A l l  s e c t- i o n s  o f  s m a l l  f e a t u r e s  w i l l  b e  
r e c o r d e d  a t  1 : 1 0 ,  o t h e r s  a t  1 : 2 0 d e p e n d i n g  O n  d e t a i l  c o n s i d e r e d 
n e C e H s R r y . P h o t o g r a p h s  w i l l  b e  t a k e n  f o r  t h e  f o l l o w i l l g  r e a s o n s : 

H )  t o  r e c o r d  a r c h a e o l o g i c a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  b )  t o  r e c o r d  t h e  s p e C i f i c  n a t u r e  o f  a r c h a e o l o g i c a l f e a t u r o e  c )  t o  r e c o r d  s p a t i a l  r e l a t i o n s h l p s  d )  L o  r e c o r d  r e g u l a r  p r o g r e s s  o f  t h e  e x c a v a t i o n . 

1 0 .  S e e  a t t a c h e d  c h a rc..L ...£=--n ,� ,- ...... � . 
1 1 . T h e  N A U  h a s  0 p o l i c y  o f  [ a l l o w i n g  t h e  p r o c e d u r e s  o u t l i n e d  i ll 
t h e  I! l3MC p ll b l i c " t i o n  M a n a g oe m e n t  o f  A r c h a e o l o g i c a l  P r o  i e (� t 8  ( 1 9 9 1 ) .  M o n i t o r i n g  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  w i l l  t h e r e f o r e  b o  i f  1 l i n e  w i t h  
t h o s e  p r o c e d u r e s  ( s e e  a t t a C h e d  c h a r t ) .  

1 2 .  R e s o u r c e s  w i l l  b e  a l l o c u t e d t o  e n H b l e  a r c h i v e a n d  t h e  p r o d u c t i o n  o f  a r e p o r t ( s e o  c h a r t. )  . 
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1 3 .  P r o v i s i o n  w i l. l  b e  m a d e  f o r  s p e c i a l i s t  r e p o r t R  ( K u b j e (: t: t. o 
t h e  a g r e e m e n t  o f  t h e  II � m e d  i n d i v i d u a l s )  a s  f o l l o w s : 

a )  I r o n  A g e  p o t t e r y  a n d  o t h e r  f i n d s  ( t o b e  d e t e r m i n e d ) 
b )  s o i l s / m i c r o m o r p h o l o g y  ( R i c h a r d  Ma c p h a l 1 / C . f r e n c h 
c O  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  ( P e t e r  M u r p h y ) 
cl )  [ l i n t s  ( J o h n  W y m e r / P e t e r  R o b i n s )  

A s m a l l  c o n t i n g e n c y  3 u m  w i l l  h e  s e t  3 � i d e  f o r  a n y  f u r t h e r  r e p o r t s  
w h i c h  b e c o m e  n c c e 8 s 3 r y . 

1 4 .  A c o p y  o f  t h e  r e p o r t  w i l l  b e  s e n t  t o  t h e  C o u n t y  S M R  
w i t h  a n  AM l 0 7  f o r m . T h i s  w i l l  i n c l u d e  a r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  
a n d  t h e  i n t e n d e d  p l a c e  o f  d e p o s i t i o n  o f  t h e  a r c h i v e . 

t o g e t h e r  
u r c h i v c  

1 5 .  N o t e  w i l l  b e  t a k e n  o f  a n y  c o n t e x t s  a l r e a d y  u s e d  b y  t h e  S M R . 
A l l  f u r t h e r  n u m b e r l n g  o f  t h e  s i t e  a n d  i n d i v i d u a l  c o n t e x t s  w i l l  b e  
c o m p a t i b l e  w i t h  t h e  S M R . 

1 6 .  C o n s e r v a t i o n  w i. l l  b e  u n d c r t f.:l. k e n  w i t h i n  t h e  C o n s c r v d. t i n n  
D e p a r t m e n t  � t  N o r w i c h  C;a s t .l e M u s e u m . T h e  N A U  m u i n t a i n s  l i H i R on 
w i t h  t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  3 (l d  a l l o c a t e s  r e � O ll r c e s t o  c o n s e r v n t l o n  
w i t tl i n  e a c h  o f  i t s  b u d g e t s  � (: c () r d i n g t o  a f o r m u l a  a g r e e d  w i t h  t h e  
C o n s e r u R L i o n  D e p a r t m e n t . '[ h i s  e n s u r e s  t h a t  R I I  n c c c s s K r y  
c o n s e r v a t i o n  w i L L  b e  u n d e r t a k e n  u s i n g  t h e  f a c � l i t i e s  � v H i l K b l e  a t  
N o r w i c h  C u s t l e M u s e u m . A n y  a d d i t i o n a l  c o n s e r v a t i o n  c a R t s  
n e c e s s i t a t e d  b y  t h e  u s e  o f  s p e c i a l i s t  f a c i l i � i e s  e l s e w h e r e  i s  
a l s o  c u v e r e d b y  t h e  a v a i l a b l e  b u d g e t .  

1 7 . E n v i r o n m e n t a l  sa m p l i n g  i s  s u m m a r i s e d  a b o v e  ( P a r a g r a p h  6 ) .  
R e s o u r c i n g  o f  t h e  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  w o r k  i s  p r o v i d e d  b y  f o r m u L �  i n  a 
s i m i l a r  w a y  t o  t h a t o u t l i n e d  f o r  c o n s e r v a t i o n  ( P a r a g r � p h  1 6 ) .  

1 8 .  T h e  N A U  w i l l  b e  u n d e r t a k i n g  w o r k  o n  b e h a l f  o f  t h e  D e p a r t m c l1 t  
o f  T r a n s p o r t . I t  i s  p r o p o s e d  I. h a t  d e t a i l s  u f  a c c c s � , t i m i !n g , 
f u n d i n g  a n d  i s s u e s  s u c h a s  c r o p  c o m p e n s a t i o n  ( i f  n e c e s s a r y )  a n d  
b a c k £ i l l i n g  w i l l  b e  d e t e r m i n e d  b e t w e e n  t h e  N A U  a n d  t h e D o T . 
F u r t h e r  a g r e e m e n t  w i. t h t h e  l a n d o w n e r  w i l l  s e e k  d o n " t i o n  o [  t h e  
r '  A r r ; " . . I I. M .  " . .  � � � 0 r v i ,- , j)" n � " i " n  ,, " rl rl "  n ,> f' i t  i o n  0 f 
s u c h  c u l t u r a l  m a t e r i a l  a n d  t h e  a r c h i v e  w i l l  b e  t o  t h e  N o r f o l k  
M U A e U!ns S e r v i c e , t o  t il e  � t A n d a r d s  o f  t h e  S e r v i c e  a t  t h e  t i m e  o f  
d e p o s i t i o n . 

1 9 .  '[ h e  e x c " v R t i o n  a r c h i v e  w i l l  b e  p r e p a r e d  i n  s u c h  a f o r m  
i t  c a n  b e  m i c r o f i l m e d  b y  t h e  R C H M E . 

(e ha t 

2 0 .  B u d g e t a r y  
w h i. c h  w i L L  b e  

p r o v L s i o n  w i l l  b e  m a d e  f o r  a n  
p r o d u c e d  w i t h  � p p r o p r i B t e  

e v a l u a t i o n  r e p o r t  
f i g u r e s  (t r a w ll t: o 



a p p r o p r i a t e  s c a l e s .  M U l t i p l o  c o p i e s  w i l l  b e  p r o d u c e d  a s  
a p p r o p r i a t e  f o r  d i s t r i b u t i o n  t o  t h e  c l i e n t  a n d  t h e  La n d s c a p e  
A r c h a e o l o g y  S e c t i o n . C o p y r i g h t  w i l l  b e  r e t a i n e d  b y  t h e  N o r f o l k  
A r c h a e o l o g i c a l Un i t .  

2 1 . C o n t i n g e n c y  a r r a n g e m e n t s  w i l l  b e  i n c l u d e d  w i t h i n  t h e  b u d g e t  
t o  a l l o w [ o r  u n f o r e s e e n  a d d i t i o n a l  e x c a v a t i o n  c o s t R  u n d 
a d d i t i o n a l  r e p o r t  c o s t s  a s  o u t l � n e d  a b o v e  i n  p a r a g r R p h  1 3 .  

J e z  R e e v e  
S e n i o r  F i e l d  A r c h a e o l o g i s t  
1 1 t h Ma r c h , 1 9 9 2  
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