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Abstract 

 

This report documents the results of an archaeological evaluation at Stourmead Close, 

Kedington, Suffolk. Sixteen trenches were machine excavated, revealing three ditches, of 

which, two produced mid-late 1st century AD to possibly early 2nd century AD Roman 

pottery. These features clearly represent a continuation of and probable extent of Roman 

activity previously identified at the former Risbridge Hospital site immediately to the east.    
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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 This document reports the results of an archaeological evaluation undertaken at 

Stourmead Close, Kedington CB9 7NT (Figure 1). This work was carried out between the 

11th and 15th of November 2013.  

 

1.2 The work was commissioned by CgMs Consulting on behalf of Bloor Homes in advance 

of the proposed redevelopment of an existing housing estate at Stourmead Close. The 

site presently comprises eighteen domestic buildings and a small number of subsidiary 

structures thought to post date 1990 and built as part of a residential care facility. The 

gardens of houses on Haverhill Road, Mill Road and Risbridge Drive form boundaries to 

the east, south and west of the site, while the north is open fields. 

 

1.3 The site is centred on OS National Grid Reference TL 7012 4693 and is located to the 

north west of the village of Kedington. The development area includes the present 

Stourmead Close buildings (Figure 2). 

 

1.4 A written scheme of investigation (WSI) for an archaeological evaluation within the 

proposed development area was prepared by Mark Hinman of Pre-Construct 

Archaeology Ltd (October 2013) in response to recommendations for an archaeological 

evaluation made by CgMs Consulting.  

 

1.5 An desk-based assessment, previously carried out by CgMs Consulting in 2012, (see 

Appendix 5) established that the site lies c.150m south west of a Scheduled Monument 

(SF208), consisting of a Neolithic causewayed camp and interrupted ditch system and 

immediately west of two Iron Age ditches found during an archaeological evaluation at 

Risbridge Hospital. The archaeological work at the Risbridge Hospital site (in 1993 and 

later in 1997) also revealed early Roman occupation evidence, immediately east of 

Stourmead Close. Its proximity to the proposed development strongly suggested that 

early Roman features will be encountered within the study area.  

 

1.6 The aim of the project was to establish the extent of and to define the character, 

condition and date of any archaeological remains within the development area, and to 

provide a comprehensive appraisal of the significance of any remains within a local, 

regional and national context as appropriate. This has been achieved through the 

discovery of three ditches of early Roman (mid-late 1st century to possibly early 2nd 

century) date. Whilst these ditches have a chronological and geographical relationship to 

those previously unearthed in the Risbridge Hospital site, they are clearly of local 

significance only. 
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2 GEOLOGY AND TOPOGRAPHY 

2.1 The underlying bedrock of the proposed site comprises Head Clay, Silt, Sand and Gravel 

over cretaceous chalk (BGS Online Viewer, 2012). 

 

2.2 The land at Stourbridge Close is generally flat, with a gentle fall in level of approximately 

2.3m from northwest to southeast across the site. Approximately 250m to the east, the 

land slopes down towards the valley of the River Stour. 

 

2.3 The topsoil had an average depth of 0.35m across the site and overlay a deposit of 

subsoil, measuring up to 0.70m deep. This subsoil was a mid-orange brown sandy 

clayey silt interpreted as colluvium. The natural substrate, a mix of chalky clay, clay and 

gravel was recorded at a maximum depth of 1.2m below ground level. 
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3 ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 

3.1 Suffolk County Council (henceforth SCC) maintains a database of known sites of 

archaeological or historical significance known as the Historic Environment Record 

(HER) or Sites and Monuments Record (SMR). Numerous HER records exist for the area 

surrounding the current site and the most significant are summarised below. The full 

results from the HER search have already been detailed in a preceding desk-based 

assessment (Hawkins 2012) and are included as an appendix to this report. 

 

3.2 Evidence for prehistoric activity consists of limited Palaeolithic and Mesolithic flint finds in 

the area with more widespread evidence for Neolithic activity at a causewayed camp or 

interrupted ditch system on the north/east bank of the River Stour (HER KDG 006-MSF 

6018). Activity around this site appears to have continued into the Bronze Age (HER 

KDG 042-MSF 6018). There is also widespread evidence for Iron Age settlement in the 

immediate vicinity of Stourmead Close. An evaluation of Risbridge Hospital to the east of 

Stourmead Close revealed two ditches from which 60 sherds of late Iron Age pottery 

were found.  

 

3.3 The archaeological evaluation at Risbridge Hospital revealed evidence of early Roman 

occupation and Roman foundations are believed to have been found within the footprint 

of the church of St Peter and St Paul, Kedington during work in 1934 (HER KDG 003-

MSF 6013). 

 

3.4 Relatively few finds of Anglo-Saxon material are recorded within a 1km radius of 

Stourmead Close and no evidence for Anglo-Saxon or early Medieval activity was found 

during the evaluation at Risbridge Hospital.  

 

3.5 Given the frequency and proximity of archaeological evidence in the area of the site, it 

was thought that there is a moderate to high potential to encounter Iron Age or Roman 

remains within the development area.   
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4 ARCHAEOLOGICAL METHODOLOGY 

4.1 The archaeological specification for this site stated that twenty 20m evaluation trenches 

were to be excavated.  However, due to the space constraints on site and the location of 

live services, it was only possible to fully excavate sixteen trenches, measuring between 

15 and 20m in length (Figure 2).  

 

4.2 The trenching was carried out under archaeological supervision using a JCB mechanical 

excavator fitted with a 1.60m wide toothless ditching bucket. Topsoil and subsoil deposits 

were removed in spits down to the level of the undisturbed natural geological deposits 

where potential archaeological features could be observed and recorded. Stripped 

topsoil and subsoil were stored separately for later reinstatement. 

 

4.3 Deposits or the removal of deposits judged by the excavating archaeologist to constitute 

individual events were each assigned a context numbers and recorded on individual pre-

printed forms. Archaeological events recognised by the deposition of material are 

signified in this report by round brackets (thus), whilst events constituting the removal of 

deposits are referred to here as ‘cuts’ and signified by square brackets [thus].  The 

record numbers assigned to cuts and deposits are entirely arbitrary and in no way reflect 

the chronological order in which events took place. Artefacts recovered during 

excavation were assigned to the record number of the deposit from which they were 

retrieved.  

 

4.4 Metal detecting was carried out during the stripping operation and archaeological 

features and spoil were scanned.  

 

4.5 High resolution digital photographic record of the excavated trenches and archaeological 

features was maintained throughout the fieldwork.  
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5 RESULTS 

The archaeological evaluation revealed three archaeological features in total, including 

two ditches identified within Trench 6 and a single ditch within Trench 4 (Figures 3 & 4). 

No other archaeological features or evidence of archaeological activity was uncovered in 

the other fourteen trial trenches. 

 

5.1 Ditch [30] was aligned north-south, measuring 0.73m deep and 1.59m wide, with 

moderately steep sides and a concave base.  It contained three fills: (32), (33) and (34). 

The primary fill (32) of the ditch comprised a light yellowish brown silty sand with frequent 

small flint, pea gravel and chalk inclusions. Secondary fill (33) consisted of a mid-orange 

brown clayey sandy silt with frequent large flint inclusions. Animal bone and a single 

piece of diagnostic pottery was found in this fill. The upper fill (34) comprised a mid to 

dark brown clayey sandy silt with frequent large flint and chalk inclusions. Ditch [30] was 

truncated by ditch [31].  

 

5.2 Ditch [31] was aligned north-south, measuring 0.71m deep and 1.68m wide with 

moderately steep sides and a concave base, comprising three fills (35), (36) and (37).  

Primary fill (35) was a light yellowish brown silty sand with frequent small flint and chalk 

inclusions. The secondary fill (36) comprised a dark reddish brown silty sand with 

frequent small flint and pea gravel inclusions. Animal bone and a snail shell were found 

in this fill. The upper fill (37) consisted of a dark greyish brown sandy clayey silt with 

occasional flint inclusions. There were no finds in this fill. 

  

5.3 Ditch [40] was aligned east northeast-west northwest, measuring 0.40m deep and in 

excess of 1.30m wide with moderately steep sides and a concave base, it contained two 

fills (38) and (39). Primary fill (39) comprised a dark blackish grey ashy charcoal with no 

inclusions or finds while secondary fill (38), consisted of a dark greyish brown silty clay 

with occasional gravel and flint inclusions. Sherds of Roman pottery were recovered from 

this context.   

6 FINDS  

6.1 Roman Finds by Kayt Marter Brown 

6.2 A small assemblage of pottery (Table 1) was recovered. A single grog-tempered body 

sherd was recovered from feature [30].  Contained within feature [40] were a further 11 

grog-tempered body sherds with scored decoration, two fragments from a white ware 

flagon/jar base and two  fine grog-tempered beaker sherds with vertical incised line 

decoration. The suggested date range for this material is mid-late 1st century AD, 

possibly extending into the early 2nd century.  
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Context Feature No  Wt (g) Date 

33 30 1 83 Mid/Late  C1st-2nd AD 

38 40 5 164 Late  C1st- early 2nd AD 

       Table 1: quantification by sherd count and weight by context 

6.3 ENVIRONMENTAL SAMPLES  
6.4 An Evaluation of the Charred Plant Macrofossils and other remains from Land at 

Stourmead Close, Kedington, Suffolk by Val Fryer 

 

6.5 Evaluation excavations at Kedington, undertaken by Pre-Construct Archaeology, 

recorded a small number of features, one of which was a ditch of probable Roman date 

(feature [40]). Samples for the evaluation of the content and preservation of the plant 

macrofossil assemblages were taken from the primary and secondary fills of the ditch, 

and two were submitted for assessment. 

 

6.6 The samples were processed by manual water flotation/washover and the flots were 

collected in a 300 micron mesh sieve. The dried flots were scanned under a binocular 

microscope at magnifications up to x 16 and the plant macrofossils and other remains 

noted are listed in Table 1. Nomenclature within the table follows Stace (1997). All plant 

remains were charred. 

 

6.7 The non-floating residues were collected in a 1mm mesh sieve and will be sorted when 

dry. Any artefacts/ecofacts will be retained for further specialist analysis. 

 
6.8 Results 
6.9 Although both assemblages are almost entirely composed of charcoal/charred wood 

fragments, other plant macrofossils are recorded, albeit at a very low density. Sample 1, 

from the secondary ditch fill, includes barley (Hordeum sp.) and wheat (Triticum sp.) 

grains, spelt wheat (T. spelta) glume bases, and seeds of small legumes (Fabaceae), 

goosegrass (Galium aparine) and possibly brome (Bromus sp.). A minute fragment of 

what appears to be hazel (Corylus avellana) nutshell is also recorded. Other remains are 

relatively scarce, but the sample does include numerous small pellets of burnt or fired 

clay and a moderate density of bone fragments, many of which are burnt/calcined. 

Sample 2, from the primary fill of the ditch, is charcoal dominant, although a small 

number of grains and seeds are also present. Much of the charcoal has a very flaked 

appearance and numerous fragments are also coated and fringed with tarry material, 

almost certainly indicating that combustion occurred at a very high temperature, possibly 

on repeated occasions. 

 

6.10 Conclusions and Recommendations for further work 
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6.11 In summary, although the composition of these assemblages is somewhat limited, it 

would appear most likely that the remains are principally derived from small quantities of 

hearth or oven fuel waste. Wood/charcoal appear to have been the preferred fuels, but it 

is tentatively suggested that the cereals, chaff and weed seeds are derived from cereal 

processing waste and/or dried grassland herbs, which were used as either tinder or 

kindling. As ditch [40] was at the edge of the known area of settlement, it would appear 

that spent fuel was being deposited well away from the main focus of habitation, 

presumably as a precaution against accidental fires. 

 

6.12 Although the current assemblages are limited in composition, they do illustrate that 

moderately well preserved plant remains are present within the archaeological horizon at 

Kedington. Therefore, if further interventions are planned, it is recommended that 

additional plant macrofossil samples of approximately 20–40 litres in volume are taken 

from all well-sealed and dated contexts which are recorded during excavation. 

 

Key to Table 

x = 1–10 specimens    xx = 11–50 specimens    xxx = 51–100 specimens    xxxx = 100+ 

specimens cf = compare   b = burnt 

Sample No. 1 2 
Context No. 38 39 
Feature No. 40 40 
Feature type Ditch Ditch 
Cereals   
Hordeum sp. (grains) x  
Triticum sp. (grains) x x 
T. spelta L. (glume bases) x  
Cereal indet. (grains) x  
Herbs   
Bromus sp. xcf  
Fabaceae indet. x x 
Galium aparine L. x x 
Tree/shrub macrofossils   
Corylus avellana L. xcf  
Other plant macrofossils   
Charcoal <2mm xxxx xxxx 
Charcoal >2mm xxxx xxxx 
Charcoal >5mm xxx xxxx 
Charcoal >10mm xx xxx 
Charred root/stem x x 
Indet.seeds x  
Other remains   
Black porous 'cokey' material x x 
Black tarry material x x 
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Bone xx   xb x   xb 
Burnt/fired clay xx x 
Small coal frags. x x 
Small mammal/amphibian bones x x 
Vitreous material x x 
Sample volume (litres) 12 20 
Volume of flot (litres) 0.1 1.4 
% flot sorted 100% <10% 

7 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

7.1 The archaeological evaluation on land at Stourmead Close, Kedlington uncovered 

evidence of three linear features located within two of the trenches. Interpreted as 

boundary features, only two of the ditches produced diagnostic ceramic evidence. This 

tentatively suggests an earlier Roman date for these features, being out of use by the 

early 2nd century at the latest. No evidence of activity pre-dating or post dating the 

Roman period was revealed during the evaluation.  

7.2 The potential for Iron Age or earlier Roman activity on site was highlighted within the 

desk-based assessment (Hawkins, 2012), based on the evidence unearthed during 

previous archaeological investigations at the former Risbridge Hospital site immediately 

to east of the development. This uncovered much ‘Roman material’ including a first 

century Roman brooch and occupation evidence of primarily late Iron Age and early 

Roman date.  

7.3 The dating evidence, and the location of the ditches within trenches 6 and 4, sited in the 

north-eastern corner of the site, strongly suggests that they are a continuation of the 

early Roman activity found on the Risbridge Hospital site to the east. The negative 

results from the remainder of the trenches also suggests that these Roman ditches, 

which may represent a small enclosure or similar, also represent the extent of this 

Roman activity, which appears to not extend any further to the west or to the south. 

These features appear to be situated on the fringe of occupation, which is more likely to 

be focused further to the east and where higher concentrations of Roman activity was 

formerly recorded. This inference is supported by the environmental and the ceramic 

evidence.     

7.4 Whilst these features clearly have a chronological and direct geographical relationship 

with the Roman activity uncovered at the hospital site, they produced very small pottery 

assemblages, suggesting, as seen by their relative isolation, that they are more likely 

peripheral boundaries and accordingly of local significance only.   
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APPENDIX 1: CONTEXT INDEX 

Context 
No. Cut Type Description Finds? 

1 / Trench  NNE-SSW  max depth 0.93m   
2 / Trench ENE-WSW max depth 0.92m   
3 / Trench N-S max depth 0.82m  
4 / Trench NE-SW max depth 0.85m  
5 / Trench NW-SE max depth 1.13m  
6 / Trench NE-SW max depth 1.15m  
7 

 
 Unexcavated   

8 / Trench N-S max depth 0.65m  
9 

 
 Unexcavated  

10 / Trench E-W max depth 0.98m  
11 / Trench NW-SE max depth 0.85m  
12 / Trench NW-SE max depth 0.65m  
13 / Trench ENE-WSW max depth 0.85m  
14 

 
 Unexcavated  

15 / Trench NW-SE max depth 0.80m  
16 

 
 Unexcavated  

17 
 

Trench  NW-SE max depth 0.87m  
18 

 
Trench  NW-SE max depth 1.13m  

19 
 

Trench  NW-SE max depth 1.14m  
20  

 
Trench  ENE-WSW max depth 1.05m  

21 / Layer Natural  
22 / Layer Subsoil  
23 / Layer Topsoil  
24 / Layer Made ground Trench 18  
25 / Layer Clayey sand natural  
26 / Layer Made ground Trench 6  
27 28 Natural feature Tree root  
28 28 Natural feature Tree root  
29 / Layer Made ground Trench 5  
30 30 Ditch Cut of north-south ditch  
31 31 Ditch Cut of north-south ditch, truncates [30]  
32 30 Ditch Lower fill of ditch [30]  
33 30 Ditch Middle fill of ditch [30] Yes 
34 30 Ditch Upper fill of ditch [30]  
35 31 Ditch Lower fill of ditch [31]  
36 31 Ditch Middle fill of ditch [31]  
37 31 Ditch Upper fill of ditch [31]  
38 40 Ditch Upper fill of ditch [40] Yes 
39 40 Ditch Lower fill of ditch [40]  
40 40 Ditch Cut of ditch  
41 / Layer Made Ground in Trench 1  
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APPENDIX 2: PLATES 

 
Plate 1 Trench 4 looking west showing ditch [40] 
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Plate 2 Ditch [40] east facing section  

 
Plate 3 Ditches [30] & [31] in Trench 6, looking North 
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Plate 4 Trench 6 looking East  
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General Background 
 

1.1. This report comprises a written scheme of investigation (WSI) for the archaeological 

evaluation of land at Stourmead Close, Kedington in response to a request for an 

Archaeological Evaluation by CgMs Consulting. 

 

1.2. Pre Construct Archaeology has been commissioned by CgMs to carry out an 

archaeological evaluation on at Stourmead Close, Kedington. The project will be managed 

and directed by Mark Hinman, regional manager of PCA central. 

 

1.3. The site lies on soils, identified by the British Geological Survey, comprising of Head 

Clay, Silt, Sand and Gravel over cretaceous chalk. 

  

1.4 The site is 125m south west of a Scheduled Ancient Monument (SF 208) comprising 

a Neolithic causewayed enclosure and interrupted ditch system. The site is adjacent to a 

known Iron Age and Roman activity or occupation site which will potentially extend into the 

site (Hawkins 2012). 

 
AIMS AND OBJECTIVES 
 

2.1.  The purpose of the archaeological investigations will be to clarify the character, 

condition, date and extent of any archaeological remains within the proposed development 

area. 

 

2.2.  The evaluation will include a comprehensive appraisal of the context in which the 

archaeological evidence rests and will highlight any research priorities relevant to any 

further investigation of the site. 

 

2.3.   The evaluation will provide a predictive model of the archaeological remains present, 

and likely to be present, on the site and include an appraisal of their significance. 

 

2.4. The evaluation will aim to provide sufficient information to enable the formulation of a 

suitable management/investigation strategy for the site’s historic environment in light of the 

current proposal. 

 

2.5. Further evaluation work may be required if unusual deposits or other archaeological 

finds of significance are recovered; if so, this would be the subject of an additional brief. 

  

METHODOLOGY 
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3.1. In accordance with the Desk Based Assessment, the initial stage of evaluation trial 

trenching will be undertaken pre demolition at a sample density of 3.5% (No.20 x 20m 

trenches) of the undeveloped elements of the site to further clarify if development of the site 

will have a significant below ground archaeological impact.  Further trenching to increase 

the sample density to 5% of the entire development area may be required post demolition. 

This will be determined by SCCAS following completion of the initial stage of trenching. 

 

3.2 All archaeological works will be designed to minimize, as far as is reasonably 

practicable, the environmental impact of stripping within the study area. 

 

3.3.  All aspects of the evaluation will be conducted in accordance with the Institute for 

Archaeologist's Code of Conduct; the Standard and Guidance for Archaeological Field 

Evaluations (2008); Standards for Field Archaeology in the East of England (EAA 

Occasional Paper 14) and SCCs Requirements for a Trenched Archaeological Evaluation 

(2011). Reference will also be made, where appropriate, to Research and Archaeology: A 

Framework for the Eastern Counties 1, and Research Agenda and Strategy documents 

(EAA Occasional Papers 3 and 8) as required by the Conservation Team of Suffolk County 

Council’s Archaeological Service (SCCAS/CT). 

 

3.4.   Exposed surfaces will be cleaned by handtools as necessary in order to clarify 

located features and deposits. Trench spoil will be scanned visually and with a metal 

detector to aid recovery of artefacts. 

 

Recording and Sampling 
 

3.5.   The field and recording techniques to be employed are detailed within the PCA 

fieldwork induction manual, (Operations Manual I) by Joanna Taylor and Gary Brown 

(2009), a copy of which is available on request. 

 

3.6.   Records will comprise digital survey data, as well as drawn, written and photographic 

data. The drawn record will comprise an initial plan (scale 1:50 or 1:100) for each trench. 

Thereafter, single context and/or excavated feature plans will be produced for all exposed 

and excavated features. Trenches and features will be tied in to the OS grid. Sections will be 

drawn at 1:10 or 1:20 as appropriate. The written record will comprise context descriptions 

on PCA pro-forma context sheets. The photographic record will comprise digital 

photographs of trenches and selected individual features supplemented by colour slide and 

black and white print photographs as appropriate. 
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3.7.  All features will be investigated and recorded to provide an accurate evaluation of 

archaeological potential whilst at the same time minimizing disturbance to archaeological 

structures, features and deposits in accordance with SCCAS requirements. 

  

3.8.   For linear features, 1m wide slots (min.) will be excavated across their width, whilst 

discrete features (such as pits) will initially be excavated in half-section (i.e. by the removal 

of 50% of their fills).  Should individual discrete features prove significant, or if the half-

section is inconclusive, these will be fully excavated. 

 

3.9.  There will be sufficient excavation to give clear evidence for the period, depth and 

nature of any archaeological deposit. The depth and nature of colluvial or other masking 

deposits will be established across the site. 

 

3.10.  All gold and silver will be removed to a safe place and reported to the local coroner 

according to the procedures relating to the Treasure Act 1996. Where removal cannot be 

effected on the same working day as the discovery, suitable security measures will be taken 

to protect the finds from theft. 

 

Environmental Samples: On-Site Methodology 
 

3.11.  Bulk samples will be taken by the excavator in consultation with the project’s 

environmental specialist where practicable, to test for the presence and potential of micro- 

and macro-botanical environmental indicators. The result of any analysis will be 

incorporated in the evaluation report. 

 

3.12.  Consideration will be given to the recovery of specialist samples for scientific 

analysis, particularly samples for cultural/environmental evidence, structural materials and 

for the purposes of absolute dating. The overall aim of the sampling strategy will be to 

determine the potential of all feature types and periods represented on the site, both for 

biological remains (e.g. plants, small vertebrates) and small sized artefacts (e.g. smithing 

debris) that are not reliably represented by hand-collected assemblages. 

 

3.13. All pre-modern securely stratified deposits will be considered for bulk (flotation) 

sampling, unless these are structural or are comprised of building debris/rubble etc. 

Obviously contaminated deposits (i.e. containing a high proportion of residual, or intrusive, 

material) will not be routinely sampled.' 
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3.14. Sample size will take into account the frequency with which material is likely to occur. 

In general, however, samples will be of the order of 30-40 litres (the sample tubs which PCA 

use hold c. 10 litres of soil), where sufficient material is available. Sub-sampling for 

assessment purposes will be avoided because small volumes of material may not be 

sufficient to adequately assess the information potential of deposits, for example, 

artefact/ecofact densities may be low and material may not be uniformly distributed 

throughout individual deposits. 

 

3.15.  Assessment of samples will be undertaken to cover the range of feature types and 

dates represented. All samples taken during the course of fieldwork will be processed, 

sorted and assessed, unless these are later found to be contaminated. Techniques of 

laboratory processing for material recovered through sampling are likely to vary depending 

upon the nature of the deposit. 

  

3.16. Some of the questions that will be addressed, in terms of plant remains are: 

 

• the nature of biological remains; 

• a broad indication of habitats represented; 

• indications of origin of material; 

• range of preservation types (charred, mineral-replaced, waterlogged), and their 

 quality 

• concentrations of macro-remains, to inform the size of bulk samples on any future 

 excavation 

• are there differences in remains from undated and dated features – thus the degree 

 of likely association/disassociation 

• variation between different feature types and areas of site 

• the approximate proportions and types of mineral and organic components, including 

 comments relating to presence/absence of industrial spatter and hammerscale or 

 other technological material; 

• research questions that should be formulated if full analysis of any material is 

 recommended; 

• Waterlogged organic materials will be dealt with following guidelines set out in the 

English Heritage documents Guidelines for the care of waterlogged archaeological leather 

(1995) and Waterlogged Wood. Guidelines on the recording, sampling, conservation and 

curation of waterlogged wood, 3rd edition (2010). Subsamples of waterlogged remains will 

be retained and considered for absolute dating where appropriate. 
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3.17. PCA will employ a combination of in-house and external specialists to undertake 

analysis and interpretation of materials recovered through sampling of archaeological and 

environmental deposits and structures (which can include soils, timbers, faunal remains and 

human remains). These specialists are named in Appendix 1. 

 

Human Remains 
 

3.18.  If human remains are encountered, SCCAS (or another relevant authority) and the 

client will be informed. No further excavation will take place until removal becomes 

necessary, and will only be carried out in accordance with all appropriate Environmental 

Health regulations and only after a Ministry of Justice license has been obtained. Excavation 

may be required where the remains are under imminent threat or dating/preservation 

information is required for costing purposes. Due to the wide range of variables, costs of 

excavation, removal and analysis of human remains are not included in any statement of 

costs accompanying or associated with this specification. 

  
ACCESS AND SAFETY 
 

4.1.   Access to the site will be arranged by the client. The client will secure access to the 

site for archaeological personnel, and will ensure the provision of suitable welfare. Any costs 

incurred to secure access, or incurred as a result of withholding of access, will not be PCA’s 

responsibility. The costs of any delays as a result of withheld access will be passed on to 

the client in addition to the project costs already specified. 

 

4.2.   All relevant health and safety legislation, regulations and codes of practice will be 

respected. The Health and Safety policies will be those of Pre- Construct Archaeology Ltd. 

and in accordance with all statutory regulations. A Health & Safety Risk Assessment for the 

site will be produced and made available to all staff. 

 

4.3.   PCA will undertake to liaise with SCCAS (or other relevant authorities) and if 

monitoring is required PCA will inform the client appropriately of any such dates and 

arrangements. 

 

TIMETABLE AND STAFFING  

 

5.1.  It is estimated that the initial fieldwork will take 5 working days to complete. Working 

days are based on a 5-day working week, Monday to Friday. 

 

Staffing and Support 
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5.2.   The project will be managed and led by Mark Hinman regional manager of PCA 

central who will ensure all staff are familiarized with the site, the archaeological background 

of the area and the ground conditions to maximize the effectiveness of the evaluation 

programme. 

 

5.3.  Key team members will include Mark Hinman regional manager of PCA Central and a 

Supervisor with PCA. Additional Site Assistants will be drawn from a pool of qualified and 

experienced staff if required. 

 

5.4. The following staff will form the project team: 

 

1x Project Manager 

1x Project Supervisor 

 2 x Site Assistants 

1x Finds Supervisor 

1x Environmental assistant 

1x Illustrator for post-excavation work 

 

5.5. Specialists will be employed for consultation and analysis as necessary. It is highly 

likely that the site will produce prehistoric remains and very possible that the site will contain 

archaeological features, deposits and artefacts of Romano-British date. If so Barry Bishop 

will comment on lithics, Sarah Percival will examine the earlier prehistoric pottery, Katie 

Anderson will be asked to comment on any Iron Age and Roman pottery, Chris Jarrett and 

Berni Sedden will be consulted on Saxon and Medieval ceramics. Small Finds will be 

examined by Nina Crummy. Faunal remains will be examined by Kevin Reilly. Conservation 

will be undertaken by Karen Barker. Other specialists will be approached to carry out 

analysis as required from the list at Appendix 1. 

 

REPORTING 

 

6.1.  Post-excavation tasks and report writing will take approximately 4 weeks following the 

end of fieldwork. Specialists will be employed for consultation and analysis as necessary 

 

6.2.   This report will place the findings of the project in their local and regional context, 

having made a comprehensive assessment of the regional context within which the 

archaeological evidence rests, and made reference to relevant research agendas and to 

cartographic, documentary and other research. This will include the results of an HER 

search of sites and findspots within a 1km of the site. 

 

6.3. The report will include, and/or will consider: 
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1. a concise, non-technical summary; 

2. the aims and methods adopted in the course of the investigations; 

3. the detailed description and specialist interpretation of all archaeological material and 

features recorded by the project. 

4. photographs of key views needed to illustrate the text of the report indicating views 

(position from which photos were taken). 

5. the nature, location, extent, date, significance and quality of any archaeological and 

environmental material uncovered during the investigation; 

6. if present, the anticipated degree of survival of archaeological deposits and structures 

across the site; 

7. the detailed description and specialist interpretation of all archaeological material 

recorded by the project and an appropriate level of discussion of the evidence presented 

within the report; 

8. appropriate illustrative material such as maps, plans, sections, drawings and 

photographs and including site location plan at 1:2500; site plan at 1:1250, and additional 

plans as appropriate. 

9. specialist report(s) in full (e.g. human remains, finds, environmental assessments) 

with the author(s) acknowledged, within which significant finds, including pottery, will be 

illustrated either by drawings or photographed, as appropriate. 

 

6.4.  PCA will provide the client with a copy or copies of the report (following completion). 

Following approval of the report by SCCAS/CT, a single copy of the report will be presented 

to the Suffolk HER as well as a digital copy of the approved report.  

 

6.5.  If archaeological remains are recorded during the project, a summary report will be 

prepared for inclusion within the annual ‘Archaeology in Suffolk’ section the Proceedings of 

the Suffolk Institute of Archaeology and History. If this is the case, it will be included in the 

project report, or submitted to SCCAS/CT, by the end of the calendar year in which the work 

takes place, whichever is the sooner. 

 

 6.6  A completed OASIS summary sheet will be included in the final report 

 

OWNERSHIP OF FINDS, STORAGE AND CURATION OF ARCHIVE 
 

7.1.   All artefactual material recovered will be held in storage by PCA central and 

ownership of all such archaeological finds will be given over to the relevant authority to 

facilitate future study and ensure proper preservation of all artefacts. In the unlikely event 

that artefacts of significant monetary value are discovered, and if they are not subject to 

treasure act legislation, separate ownership arrangements may be negotiated. 
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7.2.  The project archive shall be compiled in accordance with the guidelines contained in 

Guidelines for the Preparation of Excavation Archives for Long- term Storage (UKIC, 1990), 

and Standards in the Museum Care of Archaeological Collections (Museum and Galleries 

Commission, 1992). 

 

7.3.   A copy of the report will accompany the archive when it is deposited at the agreed 

place(s) of deposition. 

 

7.4.   Suffolk Historic Environment Record is registered with the Online Access to Index of 

Archaeological Investigations (OASIS) project. PCA will provide appropriate details relating 

to this project by completing the OASIS form at http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis, in 

accordance with the guidelines provided by English Heritage and the Archaeology Data 

Service. 

 

FURTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
Insurance 
 

8.1.   Pre-Construct Archaeology Ltd is covered by Public and Employer’s Liability 

Insurance. Professional Indemnity £5,000,000 RSA (Saturn) P8531NAECE/1026, Public & 

Products Liability £10,000,000 Aviva & Towergate Underwriting, 24765101CHC/000133, 

EOL001198/0104, Employers Liability £10,000,000 Aviva 24765101CHC/000133. 

 

References (excluding standard guidance documents noted above)  

 

Hawkins, D. 2012. Cultural Heritage Desk Based Assessment, Land at Stourmead Close, 

Kedington, Suffolk. CgMs.  

 

FINDS, ENVIRONMENTAL AND OTHER SPECIALIST SERVICES 
 

Prehistoric Pottery: Sarah Percival, Louise Rayner, Jon Cotton, Mike Seager Thomas 

Roman Pottery:), Katie Anderson (in house), Malcolm Lyne, Jo Mills 

(samian), Gwladys Monteil (samian), Joanna Bird (decorated samian), Margaret Darling 

(North), Brenda Dickinson (samian stamps), Kay Hartley (mortaria), David Williams 

(amphora) 

Post-Roman Pottery: Chris Jarrett (in house), Berni Seddon (in house), Luke Barber 

(Sussex) 

Clay Tobacco Pipe: Chris Jarrett (in house) 

CBM: Berni Seddon (in house),Kevin Hayward (in house) ,Su Pringle, Ian Betts 

Stone & Petrological Analysis: Kevin Hayward (in house), Mark Samuel (moulded stone) 
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Glass: John Shepherd, Medieval and Post-medieval Glass, Hugh Wilmott, Medieval Window 

Glass, Jill Channer 

Coins: James Gerrard (in house), Nina Crummy, Mike Hammerson 

Inscriptions & Graffiti: Roger Tomlin 

Animal Bone: Kevin Rielly (in house), Philip Armitage, Robin Bendrey 

Lithics (inc Palaeolithic): Barry Bishop 

Osteology:  Aileen Tierney (in house), James Langthorne (in house),  

Timber: Damian Goodburn, Nigel Nayling (Wales), Leather: Quita Mould 

Small Finds: Nina Crummy (prehistoric- post Roman) Marit Gaimster (post Roman) (in 

house), James Gerrard (Roman)(in house), Hilary Major (Roman), Ian Riddler (esp worked 

bone) 

Metal slag: Lynne Keys, David Starley 

Textiles: Penelope Walton Rogers 

Conservation: Karen Barker, Stefanie White (Colchester Museums), Emma Hogarth 

(Colchester Museums) Dendrochronology: Ian Tyers Archaeomagnetic dating: Mark Noel 

Environmental: Val Fryer, QUEST, University of Reading 

Documentary Research: Guy Thompson (in house), Chris Phillpotts ,Frederick Hamond 

(NI), Gillian Draper, Jeremy Haslam, Roger Leech 

Industrial Archaeology: David Cranstone 

Finds Illustration: Cate Davies (in house), Helen Davies (in house), Mark Roughley (in 

house 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

 Land at Stourmead Close, Kedington, Suffolk, has been assessed to consider the 

impact of developing the site on surrounding heritage assets. 

 

 The study site is south west of a Scheduled Ancient Monument (SF208).  This 

comprises entirely of sub surface archaeological remains and therefore there are no 

setting issues. 

 

 The site is adjacent to a known Iron Age and Roman activity or occupation site of 

local to regional significance.  Archaeological remains of Iron Age and Roman date 

will potentially extend into the site.  Again these are likely to be of local to regional 

importance. 

 

 On the basis of all the available evidence it is considered that an archaeological 

evaluation trial trenching exercise will be required  to further clarify if development  

will have a significant below ground archaeological impact at the site.   However, as 

archaeological remains of national importance are not anticipated, such 

archaeological evaluation can follow planning consent secured by condition. 

 

  The development of the site will have no direct impact on any built heritage assets or 

indirect impacts on the settings of any built heritage assets. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION AND SCOPE OF STUDY 

 

1.1 This cultural heritage desk-based assessment has been prepared by Duncan Hawkins, 

of CgMs Consulting, on behalf of Bloor Homes. 

 

1.2 The subject of this assessment, also referred to as the study site, is land at Stourmead 

Close, Kedington, Suffolk. The study site is located on the north west of the village 

and comprises an existing built development Stourmead Close centred on grid 

reference TL 7012 4693 (Fig. 1).  

 

 

1.3 Bloor Homes have commissioned CgMs Consulting to establish the nature of any 

surrounding heritage assets to the site, both known and unknown, and to provide 

guidance on ways to accommodate any heritage constraints identified. 

 

1.4 In accordance with government policy (NPPF), this assessment draws together the 

available from the Suffolk Historic Environment Record (HER) as well as historic, 

topographic and land-use information in order to identify any heritage assets and 

understand the archaeological potential of the site. 

 

1.5 Additionally, in accordance with the ‘Standard and Guidance for Archaeological Desk-

Based Assessments’ (Institute for Archaeologists 1999, revised 2011), the assessment 

includes the results of an examination of published and unpublished material and 

charts historic land-use through a map regression exercise. 

 

1.6 The Assessment thus enables relevant parties to assess the cultural heritage potential 

of various parts of the site and to consider the need for design, civil engineering, and 

archaeological solutions to any constraints identified. 
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2.0 PLANNING BACKGROUND AND DEVELOPMENT PLAN FRAMEWORK 

 

2.1 In March 2012, the government published the National Planning Policy Framework 

(NPPF), which replaces national policy relating to heritage and archaeology (Planning 

Policy Statement 5: Planning for the Historic Environment).  

 

2.1.1 Section 12 of the NPPF, entitled Conserving and enhancing the historic environment 

provides guidance for planning authorities, property owners, developers and others on 

the conservation and investigation of heritage assets. Overall, the objectives of 

Section 12 of the NPPF can be summarised as seeking the: 

 

 Delivery of sustainable development 

 Understanding the wider social, cultural, economic and environmental benefits 

brought by the conservation of the historic environment  

 Conservation of England's heritage assets in a manner appropriate to their 

significance, and 

 Recognition that heritage makes to our knowledge and understanding of the past.  

 

2.1.2 Section 12 of the NPPF recognises that intelligently managed change may sometimes 

be necessary if heritage assets are to be maintained for the long term.  Paragraph 128 

states that planning decisions should be based on the significance of the heritage 

asset, and that the level of detail supplied by an applicant should be proportionate to 

the importance of the asset and should be no more than sufficient to review the 

potential impact of the proposal upon the significance of that asset. 

 

2.1.3 Heritage Assets are defined in Annex 2 of the NPPF as: a building, monument, site, 

place, area or landscape positively identified as having a degree of significance 

meriting consideration in planning decisions. They include designated heritage assets 

(as defined in the NPPF) and assets identified by the local planning authority during 

the process of decision-making or through the plan-making process.  

 

2.1.4 Annex 2 also defines Archaeological Interest as a heritage asset which holds or 

potentially could hold, evidence of past human activity worthy of expert investigation 

at some point. Heritage assets with archaeological interest are the primary source of 

evidence about the substance and evolution of places, and of the people and cultures 

that made them. 
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2.1.5 A Designated Heritage Asset comprises a: World Heritage Site, Scheduled Monument, 

Listed Building, Protected Wreck Site, Registered Park and Garden, Registered 

Battlefield or Conservation Area.  

 

2.1.6 Significance is defined as: The value of a heritage asset to this and future generations 

because of its heritage interest. This interest may be archaeological, architectural, 

artistic or historic. Significance derives not only from a heritage asset’s physical 

presence, but also from its setting. 

 

2.1.7 In short, government policy provides a framework which: 

 Protects nationally important designated Heritage Assets (which include World 

Heritage Sites, Scheduled Ancient Monuments, Listed Buildings, Protected Wreck 

Sites, Registered Parks and Gardens, Registered Battlefields or Conservation 

Areas) 

 Protects the settings of such designations 

 In appropriate circumstances seeks adequate information (from desk based 

assessment and field evaluation where necessary) to enable informed decisions 

 Provides for the excavation and investigation of sites not significant enough to 

merit in-situ preservation.  

 

2.2 In considering any planning application for development, the planning authority will be 

mindful of the framework set by government policy, in this instance the NPPF, by 

current Development Plan Policy and by other material considerations. 

 

2.3 The Localism Act (adopted 15 November 2011) contains provisions which will result in 

the abolition of regional strategies. However, their abolition will require secondary 

legislation and until such time as this is introduced they will remain part of the 

development plan. 

 

2.4 The relevant Strategic Development Plan framework is provided by the East of England 

Plan adopted in May 2008 (updated March 2010). Policy relevant to heritage on the 

study site comprises: 

 

POLICY ENV6: THE HISTORIC ENVIRONMENT 

 

IN THEIR PLANS, POLICIES, PROGRAMMES AND PROPOSALS LOCAL 

PLANNING AUTHORITIES AND OTHER AGENCIES SHOULD IDENTIFY, 

PROTECT, CONSERVE AND, WHERE APPROPRIATE, ENHANCE THE HISTORIC 

ENVIRONMENT OF THE REGION, ITS ARCHAEOLOGY, HISTORIC BUILDINGS, 

PLACES AND LANDSCAPES, INCLUDING HISTORIC PARKS AND GARDENS AND 

THOSE FEATURES AND SITES (AND THEIR SETTINGS) ESPECIALLY 

SIGNIFICANT IN THE EAST OF ENGLAND: 
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• THE HISTORIC CITIES OF CAMBRIDGE AND NORWICH; 

• AN EXCEPTIONAL NETWORK OF HISTORIC MARKET TOWNS; 

• A COHESIVE HIERARCHY OF SMALLER SETTLEMENTS RANGING FROM 

NUCLEATED VILLAGES, OFTEN MARKED BY ARCHITECTURALLY 

SIGNIFICANT MEDIEVAL PARISH CHURCHES, THROUGH TO A PATTERN 

OF DISPERSED HAMLETS AND ISOLATED FARMS; 

•  THE HIGHLY DISTINCTIVE HISTORIC ENVIRONMENT OF THE COASTAL 

ZONE  INCLUDING EXTENSIVE SUBMERGED PREHISTORIC LANDSCAPES, 

ANCIENT SALT MANUFACTURING AND FISHING FACILITIES, RELICT SEA 

WALLS, GRAZING MARSHES, COASTAL FORTIFICATIONS, ANCIENT 

PORTS AND TRADITIONAL SEASIDE RESORTS; 

• FORMAL PLANNED SETTLEMENTS OF THE EARLY TWENTIETH CENTURY, 

 INCLUDING THE EARLY GARDEN CITIES, AND FACTORY VILLAGES; 

• CONSERVATION AREAS AND LISTED BUILDINGS, INCLUDING 

DOMESTIC, INDUSTRIAL AND RELIGIOUS BUILDINGS, AND THEIR 

SETTINGS, AND SIGNIFICANT DESIGNED LANDSCAPES; 

• THE RURAL LANDSCAPES OF THE REGION, WHICH ARE HIGHLY 

DISTINCTIVE AND OF ANCIENT ORIGIN; AND 

• THE WIDE VARIETY OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL MONUMENTS, SITES AND 

BURIED DEPOSITS WHICH INCLUDE MANY SCHEDULED ANCIENT 

MONUMENTS AND OTHER NATIONALLY IMPORTANT ARCHAEOLOGICAL 

ASSETS. 

 

 

2.5 The relevant Development Plan framework is provided by the replacement St 

Edmundsbury Borough Local Plan 2016 (adopted June 2006). The policies relating to 

heritage were saved in 2006 when the Replacement Plan was adopted. More recently all 

Local Plan policies were saved pending the adoption of the Local Development 

Framework (LDF) (which was under consultation in April to June 2010). The Core 

Strategy Development Plan Document (DPD) was adopted in December 2010 but the 

Local Plan remains the key document at present.  

 

2.5.1 Policies HC1 to HC9 inclusive relate to heritage assets, however in this instance only 

Policy HC9 is relevant to the study site: 

 

POLICY HC9: SITES AND FEATURES OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL IMPORTANCE  

 

IN CONSIDERING PROPOSALS WHICH AFFECT SITES OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL 

IMPORTANCE AND THEIR SETTING OR SITES OF POTENTIAL INTEREST, THE 

LOCAL PLANNING AUTHORITY WILL HAVE REGARD TO: 

 

i) THE RESULTS OF ANY ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVALUATION REQUIRED 

ii) THE NEED TO PRESERVE ARCHAEOLOGICAL REMAINS IN SITU; AND 

iii) THE NEED FOR ADEQUATE RECORDING OR EXCAVATION PRIOR TO 

DEVELOPMENT COMMENCING. 

 

 

2.6 There are no sites scheduled as Ancient Monuments under the Ancient Monuments and 

Areas Act 1979 within the site.  A Scheduled Ancient Monument is located 125m north 

east of the study site at TL 701 473.  The Monument (SF208) comprises a Neolithic 
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causewayed enclosure and interrupted ditch system surviving now only as sub surface 

archaeological remains.  There are therefore no setting issues in relation to this 

monument. 

 

2.7 Although a number of listed buildings occur within a 1km radius of the study site, none 

of these is closer that 230m and all are screened from the study site by existing 

development. 

 
2.8 No known archaeological heritage assets are contained within the study site.   

 

2.9 Archaeological investigations immediately adjacent to the study site have revealed Iron 

Age and Roman remains of local to regional importance. 

 

2.10 In line with exiting national, strategic and local planning policy and guidance, this 

cultural heritage assessment also seeks to clarify the sites archaeological potential and 

the need or otherwise for additional archaeological mitigation measures prior to the 

determination of a planning application. 
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3.0 GEOLOGY AND TOPOGRAPHY 

 

3.1 Geology 

 

3.1.1 The study site is shown by British Geological Survey to comprise Head Clay, Silt, Sand 

and Gravel over cretaceous chalk. 

 

3.2 Topography 

 

3.2.1 The study site is located on level ground at around 64m AOD, c.125m south south 

west of the River Stour. 
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4.0 ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 

 Including Map Regression Exercise 

 

4.1 Timescales used in this report. 

 

Prehistoric 

Palaeolithic 450,000   - 12,000   BC                    

Mesolithic 12,000   - 4,000   BC 

Neolithic 4,000   - 2,200   BC 

Bronze Age 2,200   - 700   BC 

Iron Age 700   - AD  43 

 

Historic 

Roman AD       43   - 410 

Saxon/Early Medieval AD     410   - 1066 

Medieval AD   1066   - 1485 

Post Medieval AD   1486   - 1799 

Modern AD   1800    -   Present 

       

4.2 What follows is a consideration of designated and non designated Heritage Assets within 

a 1km radius of the study site, also referred to as the study area, held on the Suffolk 

Historic Environment Record (HER).  

 

4.3 The map regression exercise indicates that the study site remained undeveloped until 

c.1960, comprising of agricultural and horticultural land. 

 
4.4 Palaeolithic 

 

4.4.1 An Acheulean hand axe (HER Ref: KDG 005 – MSF 6017) is recorded from within a 1km 

radius of the study site, at TL 7059 4692 some 400m east of the study site.  A further 

handaxe of Palaeolithic age is recorded under HER entry KDG 006 – MSF 6018, around 

TL 701 473. 

 

4.4.2 Overall the archaeological potential of the study site for this period can be defined as 

low, though small quantities of residual Palaeolithic flintwork could conceivably be 

encountered.   
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4.5 Mesolithic  

 

4.5.1 Fieldwalking of a probable Neolithic causewayed camp and interrupted ditch system 

(SAM SF 208) revealed a late Mesolithic flint industry of patinated blades together with 

a tranchet axe (HER Ref: HDG 006 – MSF 6018; TL 701 473).  The focus of this activity 

was 150m north of the study site on the north/east bank of the River Stour within a 

loop of that river. 

 

4.5.2 No further finds of Mesolithic material are recorded within a 1km radius of the study 

site.  No significant Mesolithic material appears to have been recovered during 

archaeological investigations immediately east of the study site in 1997. 

 
4.5.3 Overall the archaeological potential of the study site for this period can probably be 

defined as low, though small quantities of residual Mesolithic flintwork might 

conceivably be encountered. 

 
4.6 Neolithic 

 

4.6.1 There is widespread evidence for Neolithic activity within a 1km radius of the study site.  

A causewayed camp or interrupted ditch system is centered c.150m north of the study 

site on the north/east bank of the River Stour cutting off a loop of that river (HER Ref: 

KDG 006 – MSF 6018; TL 701 473).  Fieldwalking of this site has produced a substantial 

late Neolithic flint assemblage. 

 

4.6.2 A Neolithic polished axe is recorded from TL 7070 4689 (HER Ref: KDG 002 – MSF 

6013), while a leaf shaped arrowhead or spearpoint is recorded from TL 7039 4694 

(HER Ref: KDG 026; TL 7039 4694). 

 
4.6.3 The 1997 archaeological investigations alongside and immediately east of the study site 

revealed no significant Neolithic remains. 

 
4.6.4 Overall the archaeological potential of the study site for this period can probably be 

defined as low, though small quantities of residual Neolithic flintwork might conceivably 

be encountered. 

 

4.7 Bronze Age 

 

4.7.1 Activity around the causewayed camp and interrupted ditch system, 150m north of the 

study site on the north/east bunk of the River Stour appears to have continued into the 

Bronze Age (HER Ref: KDG 006 – MSF 6018).  A scatter of undiagnostic lithic 
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implements from TL 7097 4729 may be of Bronze Age date (HER Ref: KDG 042 – MSF 

26582). 

 

4.7.2 Overall the archaeological potential of the study site for this period can be defined as 

low though small quantities of residual artefacts could conceivably be encountered. 

 
4.8 Iron Age  

 

4.8.1 There is widespread evidence for Iron Age settlement and activity in the immediate 

vicinity of the study site.  Archaeological evaluation of the site of Risbridge Hospital 

immediately east of the study site revealed two ditches in the north-west part of the 

Hospital site.  Some 60 sherds of late Iron Age pottery (including ‘Belgic’ forms) were 

recovered. Subsequent excavations in 1997 revealed a pit of Iron Age date (HER Ref: 

KDG 019 – MSF 14200/7486; TL 7021 4692). 

 

4.8.2 An imported Roman Amphora – dated to the pre late Roman Iron Age is recorded from 

‘Mill Road’, Kedington, possibly representing a late Iron Age burial (HER Ref: KDG 004 – 

MSF 6016; TL 7019 4682).  Descriptions of this find suggest it was actually made in 

Haverhill Road, immediately west of the study site (see location of Police House in Fig 

8). 

 

4.8.3 A late Hellenistic tetradachm coin, possibly imported in the late Iron Age is recorded 

from TL 6935 4645 (HER Ref: KDG 010 – MSF 6021). 

 

4.8.4 Overall the archaeological potential of the study site for the Iron Age must be defined 

as good.  Potentially the Iron Age activity site recorded to the immediate east and west 

of the study site will extend into the study site. 

 

4.9 Roman 

 
4.9.1 The archaeological investigations on the Risbridge Hospital site immediately east of the 

study site in 1993 and 1997 revealed ‘much Roman material’ including a first century 

Roman Brooch, however analysis of the material recovered suggests occupation was in 

fact primarily late Iron Age and early Roman (4.8.1 above; HER Ref: KDG 019 – MSF 

14200/17486; TL 7021 4692). 

 

4.9.2 Roman foundations including a hypocaust, a mosaic pavement and wall plaster are 

alleged to have been recorded within the footprint of the parish church of St Peter and 

St Paul, Kedington during restoration work in 1934 (HER Ref: KDG 003 – MSF 6013; TL 

7015 4702).  The construction of Medieval churches over high status Roman buildings is 

widely paralleled elsewhere in Britain. 
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4.9.3 Overall the archaeological potential of the study site for the Roman period must be 

defined as good.  Potentially the Roman activity recorded to the immediate east of the 

study site will extend into the study site. 

 
4.10 Anglo-Saxon, Early Medieval and Late Medieval  

 

4.10.1 Relatively few finds of Anglo Saxon material are recorded within a 1km radius of the 

study site.  The parish church of St Peter and St Paul holds a late Anglo Saxon stone 

cross, which may indicate the existence of an Anglo Saxon Church on the same site 

(HER Ref: KDG 0031 – MSF 6014; TL 7051 4702). 

 

4.10.2 A single sherd of Ipswich ware pottery is recorded as a chance find from the area of 

Dash End (HER Ref: KDG 014 – MSF 9193; TL 7076 4696). 

 
4.10.3 The archaeological investigations immediately east of the study site in 1993 and 1997 

revealed no evidence for Anglo Saxon or early Medieval activity. 

 

4.10.4 Overall the archaeological potential of the study site for the Anglo Saxon and early 

Medieval periods can be defined as low. 

 

4.10.5 Although a number of late Medieval settlement and activity sites, together with 

findspots of material are recorded within a 1km radius of the study site these have no 

relevance for the study sites archaeological potential.  During this period the study site 

is likely to have comprised agricultural and horticultural land with the bulk of the site 

forming part of Dane Common (4.11 below). 

 

4.10.6 Overall the archaeological potential of the study site for the late Medieval period can be 

defined as low, though evidence for land division and agricultural activity is likely to be 

represented. 

 

4.11 Post Medieval  

 

4.11.1 The earliest accurate map of Kedington which shows any detail of the study site is the 

Ordnance Survey of 1799 (Fig. 3).  The position of the study site is identifiable from a 

windmill, recorded in later maps until its demolition in 1945, which stood immediately 

east of the south eastern corner of the study site (HER Ref: KDG 025 – MSF 16632; TL 

7021 4687). 

 

4.11.2 The Kedington Tithe map of 1840 (Fig. 4) shows the study site as comprising principally 

of arable land divided from south west to north east by a lane.  On the centre east of 
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the study site was a small tenement and garden owned by William Goodchild and 

occupied by Benjamin Callow and William Phillips, possibly farm labourers.  The 

windmill adjacent to the south east corner of the site is clearly visible. 

 

4.11.3 By 1876 (Fig. 5) the lane bisecting the site had been supressed and reduced to a field 

boundary.  Mill Road forming the southern boundary of the site had been laid out in its 

existing form.  The tenement on the centre east of the study site remained while the 

extreme south west of the study site was partly occupied by a paddock associated with 

Dane House.  East of the study site the Risbridge Union Workhouse had been 

constructed in 1856 (HER Ref: KDG 030 – MSF 22666; TL 7024 4697).  The windmill to 

the south east of the study site is still shown as operational at this date. 

 
4.11.4 In 1902 (Fig. 6) the study site was almost entirely unchanged from 1886.  By this date 

the windmill adjacent to the site was disused. 

 

4.11.5 In 1924 (Fig. 7) the study site was unchanged from 1902.  By 1958 the tenement on 

the centre east of the study site had been demolished as had the windmill to its south 

east (Fig. 8).  A Police House shown in Haverhill Road in this map appears to have been 

the location of the find of a possible late Iron Age burial (4.8.2) above. 

 
4.11.6 By 1959 to 1960 (Fig. 9) development had begun to encroach on the southern 

boundaries of the site.  Otherwise the study site was unchanged. 

 
4.11.7 By 1986-89 (Fig. 10), Stourmead House had been constructed on the centre east of the 

study site as an extension of the Risbridge Hospital complex, while the southern Mill 

Road frontage of the site was fully developed.  Subsequently, the site was fully 

developed with the buildings of Stourmead Close. 

 
4.11.8 Overall the archaeological potential of the study site for this period can be defined as 

extremely limited.  The study site was partly occupied by an agricultural tenement pre-

dating 1840, and partly occupied by the grounds of Risbridge Hospital dating to 1856. 

 
 

4.12 Built Heritage including Listed Buildings 

 

4.12.1 The proposed development site contains no listed buildings or built heritage assets. 

 

4.12.2 Although a number of listed buildings occur within a 1km radius of the study site, none 

of these is closer than 230m, and all are screened from the study site by existing 

development. 
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5.0 SITE CONDITIONS AND THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT  

5.1 Site Conditions 

 

5.1.1 The study site is currently occupied by eighteen substantial buildings and a small 

number of subsidiary buildings.  All of these buildings post date 1960 and the bulk are 

believed to have been built after 1990 as part of a residential care facility.  No 

archaeological investigations are thought to have preceded the construction of these 

buildings. 

 

5.1.2 The construction of the existing development is thought likely to have had a severe 

but localised archaeological impact through the cutting of footings and services and 

the creation of access roads.  Cumulative archaeological impacts can be anticipated 

through site clearance and landforming prior to construction. 

 
5.1.3 Land use prior to c.1960 will have had a moderate but widespread archaeological 

impact due to agricultural and horticultural activities such as ploughing and harrowing. 

 
5.2 Proposed Development  

 

5.2.1 It is proposed to comprehensively redevelop the site for residential purposes (Fig. 12). 

 

5.2.2 The scale of the proposed development suggests it is improbable that any 

archaeological remains now present on the study site would survive the 

redevelopment process. 

 

5.2.3 The proposed development will have no direct or indirect impacts on built heritage 

assets including listed buildings. 
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6.0 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

 

6.1 Land at Stourmead Close, Kedington, Suffolk centred at TL 7012 4693 is proposed for 

redevelopment. 

 

6.2 The study site is south west of a Scheduled Ancient Monument (SF 208).  This 

comprises entirely of sub surface archaeological remains and therefore there are no 

setting issues.  

 

6.3 The site is adjacent to a known Iron Age and Roman activity or occupation site, with 

finds immediately to the east and to the west of the study site.  These finds are 

thought to be of local to regional significance.  The Iron Age and Roman activity could 

potentially extend across the study site except where truncated by later development.  

Again these remains are likely to be of local to regional importance. 

 

6.4 The archaeological potential of the study site for all other periods of human activity is 

thought to be low. 

 
6.5 The proposed development will have no impact on built heritage assets either directly 

or indirectly.  This includes the setting of listed buildings. 

 

6.6 On the basis of the available evidence, it is considered that an archaeological 

evaluation trial trenching exercise will be required to further clarify if development will 

have a significant below ground archaeological impact at the site. 

 

6.7 As archaeological remains of national importance are not anticipated such 

archaeological evaluation can follow planning consent secured by condition.  However, 

we would strongly recommend that evaluation trial trenching precede any removal of 

the existing buildings ground slabs, footings or services. 
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APPENDIX ONE 

Gazetteer of Suffolk HER information (1km radius) 
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APPENDIX TWO 

Listed Buildings (1km radius) 
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	Abstract
	This report documents the results of an archaeological evaluation at Stourmead Close, Kedington, Suffolk. Sixteen trenches were machine excavated, revealing three ditches, of which, two produced mid-late 1st century AD to possibly early 2nd century AD...

	1  INTRODUCTION
	1.1 This document reports the results of an archaeological evaluation undertaken at Stourmead Close, Kedington CB9 7NT (Figure 1). This work was carried out between the 11th and 15th of November 2013.
	1.2 The work was commissioned by CgMs Consulting on behalf of Bloor Homes in advance of the proposed redevelopment of an existing housing estate at Stourmead Close. The site presently comprises eighteen domestic buildings and a small number of subsidi...
	1.3 The site is centred on OS National Grid Reference TL 7012 4693 and is located to the north west of the village of Kedington. The development area includes the present Stourmead Close buildings (Figure 2).
	1.4 A written scheme of investigation (WSI) for an archaeological evaluation within the proposed development area was prepared by Mark Hinman of Pre-Construct Archaeology Ltd (October 2013) in response to recommendations for an archaeological evaluati...
	1.5 An desk-based assessment, previously carried out by CgMs Consulting in 2012, (see Appendix 5) established that the site lies c.150m south west of a Scheduled Monument (SF208), consisting of a Neolithic causewayed camp and interrupted ditch system ...
	1.6 The aim of the project was to establish the extent of and to define the character, condition and date of any archaeological remains within the development area, and to provide a comprehensive appraisal of the significance of any remains within a l...

	2 GEOLOGY AND TOPOGRAPHY
	2.1 The underlying bedrock of the proposed site comprises Head Clay, Silt, Sand and Gravel over cretaceous chalk (BGS Online Viewer, 2012).
	2.2 The land at Stourbridge Close is generally flat, with a gentle fall in level of approximately 2.3m from northwest to southeast across the site. Approximately 250m to the east, the land slopes down towards the valley of the River Stour.
	2.3 The topsoil had an average depth of 0.35m across the site and overlay a deposit of subsoil, measuring up to 0.70m deep. This subsoil was a mid-orange brown sandy clayey silt interpreted as colluvium. The natural substrate, a mix of chalky clay, cl...

	3  ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL BACKGROUND
	3.1 Suffolk County Council (henceforth SCC) maintains a database of known sites of archaeological or historical significance known as the Historic Environment Record (HER) or Sites and Monuments Record (SMR). Numerous HER records exist for the area su...
	3.2 Evidence for prehistoric activity consists of limited Palaeolithic and Mesolithic flint finds in the area with more widespread evidence for Neolithic activity at a causewayed camp or interrupted ditch system on the north/east bank of the River Sto...
	3.3 The archaeological evaluation at Risbridge Hospital revealed evidence of early Roman occupation and Roman foundations are believed to have been found within the footprint of the church of St Peter and St Paul, Kedington during work in 1934 (HER KD...
	3.4 Relatively few finds of Anglo-Saxon material are recorded within a 1km radius of Stourmead Close and no evidence for Anglo-Saxon or early Medieval activity was found during the evaluation at Risbridge Hospital.
	3.5 Given the frequency and proximity of archaeological evidence in the area of the site, it was thought that there is a moderate to high potential to encounter Iron Age or Roman remains within the development area.

	4  ARCHAEOLOGICAL METHODOLOGY
	4.1 The archaeological specification for this site stated that twenty 20m evaluation trenches were to be excavated.  However, due to the space constraints on site and the location of live services, it was only possible to fully excavate sixteen trench...
	4.2 The trenching was carried out under archaeological supervision using a JCB mechanical excavator fitted with a 1.60m wide toothless ditching bucket. Topsoil and subsoil deposits were removed in spits down to the level of the undisturbed natural geo...
	4.3 Deposits or the removal of deposits judged by the excavating archaeologist to constitute individual events were each assigned a context numbers and recorded on individual pre-printed forms. Archaeological events recognised by the deposition of mat...
	4.4 Metal detecting was carried out during the stripping operation and archaeological features and spoil were scanned.
	4.5 High resolution digital photographic record of the excavated trenches and archaeological features was maintained throughout the fieldwork.

	5  RESULTS
	The archaeological evaluation revealed three archaeological features in total, including two ditches identified within Trench 6 and a single ditch within Trench 4 (Figures 3 & 4). No other archaeological features or evidence of archaeological activity...
	5.1 Ditch [30] was aligned north-south, measuring 0.73m deep and 1.59m wide, with moderately steep sides and a concave base.  It contained three fills: (32), (33) and (34). The primary fill (32) of the ditch comprised a light yellowish brown silty san...
	5.2 Ditch [31] was aligned north-south, measuring 0.71m deep and 1.68m wide with moderately steep sides and a concave base, comprising three fills (35), (36) and (37).  Primary fill (35) was a light yellowish brown silty sand with frequent small flint...
	5.3 Ditch [40] was aligned east northeast-west northwest, measuring 0.40m deep and in excess of 1.30m wide with moderately steep sides and a concave base, it contained two fills (38) and (39). Primary fill (39) comprised a dark blackish grey ashy char...

	6 Finds
	6.1 Roman Finds by Kayt Marter Brown
	6.2 A small assemblage of pottery (Table 1) was recovered. A single grog-tempered body sherd was recovered from feature [30].  Contained within feature [40] were a further 11 grog-tempered body sherds with scored decoration, two fragments from a white...
	Table 1: quantification by sherd count and weight by context
	6.3 ENVIRONMENTAL SAMPLES
	6.4 An Evaluation of the Charred Plant Macrofossils and other remains from Land at Stourmead Close, Kedington, Suffolk by Val Fryer
	6.5 Evaluation excavations at Kedington, undertaken by Pre-Construct Archaeology, recorded a small number of features, one of which was a ditch of probable Roman date (feature [40]). Samples for the evaluation of the content and preservation of the pl...
	6.6 The samples were processed by manual water flotation/washover and the flots were collected in a 300 micron mesh sieve. The dried flots were scanned under a binocular microscope at magnifications up to x 16 and the plant macrofossils and other rema...
	6.7 The non-floating residues were collected in a 1mm mesh sieve and will be sorted when dry. Any artefacts/ecofacts will be retained for further specialist analysis.
	6.8 Results
	6.9 Although both assemblages are almost entirely composed of charcoal/charred wood fragments, other plant macrofossils are recorded, albeit at a very low density. Sample 1, from the secondary ditch fill, includes barley (Hordeum sp.) and wheat (Triti...
	6.10 Conclusions and Recommendations for further work
	6.11 In summary, although the composition of these assemblages is somewhat limited, it would appear most likely that the remains are principally derived from small quantities of hearth or oven fuel waste. Wood/charcoal appear to have been the preferre...
	6.12 Although the current assemblages are limited in composition, they do illustrate that moderately well preserved plant remains are present within the archaeological horizon at Kedington. Therefore, if further interventions are planned, it is recomm...
	Key to Table
	x = 1–10 specimens    xx = 11–50 specimens    xxx = 51–100 specimens    xxxx = 100+ specimens cf = compare   b = burnt

	7 Conclusions and recommendations
	7.1 The archaeological evaluation on land at Stourmead Close, Kedlington uncovered evidence of three linear features located within two of the trenches. Interpreted as boundary features, only two of the ditches produced diagnostic ceramic evidence. Th...
	7.2 The potential for Iron Age or earlier Roman activity on site was highlighted within the desk-based assessment (Hawkins, 2012), based on the evidence unearthed during previous archaeological investigations at the former Risbridge Hospital site imme...
	7.3 The dating evidence, and the location of the ditches within trenches 6 and 4, sited in the north-eastern corner of the site, strongly suggests that they are a continuation of the early Roman activity found on the Risbridge Hospital site to the eas...
	7.4 Whilst these features clearly have a chronological and direct geographical relationship with the Roman activity uncovered at the hospital site, they produced very small pottery assemblages, suggesting, as seen by their relative isolation, that the...
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	APPENDIX 4 WRITTEN SCHEME OF INVESTIGATION
	FOR AN ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVALUATION OF LAND AT STOURMEAD CLOSE, KEDINGTON, SUFFOLK
	Written by Mark Hinman
	Pre-Construct Archaeology Limited, October 2013
	Planning Authority: St Edmundsbury
	Planning Reference: NA
	Project Manager: Mark Hinman
	County (Grid Ref): NGR TL 7012 4693
	Commissioning Client: CgMs Consulting on behalf of Bloor Homes
	Contractor:
	Pre-Construct Archaeology
	7 Granta Terrace Stapleford Cambridgeshire CB22 5DL
	Tel: 01223 845522
	Email: mhinman@pre-construct.com
	INTRODUCTION
	General Background
	1.1. This report comprises a written scheme of investigation (WSI) for the archaeological evaluation of land at Stourmead Close, Kedington in response to a request for an Archaeological Evaluation by CgMs Consulting.
	1.2. Pre Construct Archaeology has been commissioned by CgMs to carry out an archaeological evaluation on at Stourmead Close, Kedington. The project will be managed and directed by Mark Hinman, regional manager of PCA central.
	1.3. The site lies on soils, identified by the British Geological Survey, comprising of Head Clay, Silt, Sand and Gravel over cretaceous chalk.
	1.4 The site is 125m south west of a Scheduled Ancient Monument (SF 208) comprising a Neolithic causewayed enclosure and interrupted ditch system. The site is adjacent to a known Iron Age and Roman activity or occupation site which will potentially ex...
	AIMS AND OBJECTIVES
	2.1.  The purpose of the archaeological investigations will be to clarify the character, condition, date and extent of any archaeological remains within the proposed development area.
	2.2.  The evaluation will include a comprehensive appraisal of the context in which the archaeological evidence rests and will highlight any research priorities relevant to any further investigation of the site.
	2.3.   The evaluation will provide a predictive model of the archaeological remains present, and likely to be present, on the site and include an appraisal of their significance.
	2.4. The evaluation will aim to provide sufficient information to enable the formulation of a suitable management/investigation strategy for the site’s historic environment in light of the current proposal.
	2.5. Further evaluation work may be required if unusual deposits or other archaeological finds of significance are recovered; if so, this would be the subject of an additional brief.
	METHODOLOGY
	3.1. In accordance with the Desk Based Assessment, the initial stage of evaluation trial trenching will be undertaken pre demolition at a sample density of 3.5% (No.20 x 20m trenches) of the undeveloped elements of the site to further clarify if devel...
	3.2 All archaeological works will be designed to minimize, as far as is reasonably practicable, the environmental impact of stripping within the study area.
	3.3.  All aspects of the evaluation will be conducted in accordance with the Institute for Archaeologist's Code of Conduct; the Standard and Guidance for Archaeological Field Evaluations (2008); Standards for Field Archaeology in the East of England (...
	3.4.   Exposed surfaces will be cleaned by handtools as necessary in order to clarify located features and deposits. Trench spoil will be scanned visually and with a metal detector to aid recovery of artefacts.
	Recording and Sampling
	3.5.   The field and recording techniques to be employed are detailed within the PCA fieldwork induction manual, (Operations Manual I) by Joanna Taylor and Gary Brown (2009), a copy of which is available on request.
	3.6.   Records will comprise digital survey data, as well as drawn, written and photographic data. The drawn record will comprise an initial plan (scale 1:50 or 1:100) for each trench. Thereafter, single context and/or excavated feature plans will be ...
	3.7.  All features will be investigated and recorded to provide an accurate evaluation of archaeological potential whilst at the same time minimizing disturbance to archaeological structures, features and deposits in accordance with SCCAS requirements.
	3.8.   For linear features, 1m wide slots (min.) will be excavated across their width, whilst discrete features (such as pits) will initially be excavated in half-section (i.e. by the removal of 50% of their fills).  Should individual discrete feature...
	3.9.  There will be sufficient excavation to give clear evidence for the period, depth and nature of any archaeological deposit. The depth and nature of colluvial or other masking deposits will be established across the site.
	3.10.  All gold and silver will be removed to a safe place and reported to the local coroner according to the procedures relating to the Treasure Act 1996. Where removal cannot be effected on the same working day as the discovery, suitable security me...
	Environmental Samples: On-Site Methodology
	3.11.  Bulk samples will be taken by the excavator in consultation with the project’s environmental specialist where practicable, to test for the presence and potential of micro- and macro-botanical environmental indicators. The result of any analysis...
	3.12.  Consideration will be given to the recovery of specialist samples for scientific analysis, particularly samples for cultural/environmental evidence, structural materials and for the purposes of absolute dating. The overall aim of the sampling s...
	3.13. All pre-modern securely stratified deposits will be considered for bulk (flotation) sampling, unless these are structural or are comprised of building debris/rubble etc. Obviously contaminated deposits (i.e. containing a high proportion of resid...
	3.14. Sample size will take into account the frequency with which material is likely to occur. In general, however, samples will be of the order of 30-40 litres (the sample tubs which PCA use hold c. 10 litres of soil), where sufficient material is av...
	3.15.  Assessment of samples will be undertaken to cover the range of feature types and dates represented. All samples taken during the course of fieldwork will be processed, sorted and assessed, unless these are later found to be contaminated. Techni...
	3.16. Some of the questions that will be addressed, in terms of plant remains are:
	• the nature of biological remains;
	• a broad indication of habitats represented;
	• indications of origin of material;
	• range of preservation types (charred, mineral-replaced, waterlogged), and their  quality
	• concentrations of macro-remains, to inform the size of bulk samples on any future  excavation
	• are there differences in remains from undated and dated features – thus the degree  of likely association/disassociation
	• variation between different feature types and areas of site
	• the approximate proportions and types of mineral and organic components, including  comments relating to presence/absence of industrial spatter and hammerscale or  other technological material;
	• research questions that should be formulated if full analysis of any material is  recommended;
	• Waterlogged organic materials will be dealt with following guidelines set out in the English Heritage documents Guidelines for the care of waterlogged archaeological leather (1995) and Waterlogged Wood. Guidelines on the recording, sampling, conserv...
	3.17. PCA will employ a combination of in-house and external specialists to undertake analysis and interpretation of materials recovered through sampling of archaeological and environmental deposits and structures (which can include soils, timbers, fa...
	Human Remains
	3.18.  If human remains are encountered, SCCAS (or another relevant authority) and the client will be informed. No further excavation will take place until removal becomes necessary, and will only be carried out in accordance with all appropriate Envi...
	ACCESS AND SAFETY
	4.1.   Access to the site will be arranged by the client. The client will secure access to the site for archaeological personnel, and will ensure the provision of suitable welfare. Any costs incurred to secure access, or incurred as a result of withho...
	4.2.   All relevant health and safety legislation, regulations and codes of practice will be respected. The Health and Safety policies will be those of Pre- Construct Archaeology Ltd. and in accordance with all statutory regulations. A Health & Safety...
	4.3.   PCA will undertake to liaise with SCCAS (or other relevant authorities) and if monitoring is required PCA will inform the client appropriately of any such dates and arrangements.
	TIMETABLE AND STAFFING
	5.1.  It is estimated that the initial fieldwork will take 5 working days to complete. Working days are based on a 5-day working week, Monday to Friday.
	Staffing and Support
	5.2.   The project will be managed and led by Mark Hinman regional manager of PCA central who will ensure all staff are familiarized with the site, the archaeological background of the area and the ground conditions to maximize the effectiveness of th...
	5.3.  Key team members will include Mark Hinman regional manager of PCA Central and a Supervisor with PCA. Additional Site Assistants will be drawn from a pool of qualified and experienced staff if required.
	5.4. The following staff will form the project team:
	1x Project Manager
	1x Project Supervisor
	2 x Site Assistants
	1x Finds Supervisor
	1x Environmental assistant
	1x Illustrator for post-excavation work
	5.5. Specialists will be employed for consultation and analysis as necessary. It is highly likely that the site will produce prehistoric remains and very possible that the site will contain archaeological features, deposits and artefacts of Romano-Bri...
	REPORTING
	6.1.  Post-excavation tasks and report writing will take approximately 4 weeks following the end of fieldwork. Specialists will be employed for consultation and analysis as necessary
	6.2.   This report will place the findings of the project in their local and regional context, having made a comprehensive assessment of the regional context within which the archaeological evidence rests, and made reference to relevant research agend...
	6.3. The report will include, and/or will consider:
	1. a concise, non-technical summary;
	2. the aims and methods adopted in the course of the investigations;
	3. the detailed description and specialist interpretation of all archaeological material and features recorded by the project.
	4. photographs of key views needed to illustrate the text of the report indicating views (position from which photos were taken).
	5. the nature, location, extent, date, significance and quality of any archaeological and environmental material uncovered during the investigation;
	6. if present, the anticipated degree of survival of archaeological deposits and structures across the site;
	7. the detailed description and specialist interpretation of all archaeological material recorded by the project and an appropriate level of discussion of the evidence presented within the report;
	8. appropriate illustrative material such as maps, plans, sections, drawings and photographs and including site location plan at 1:2500; site plan at 1:1250, and additional plans as appropriate.
	9. specialist report(s) in full (e.g. human remains, finds, environmental assessments) with the author(s) acknowledged, within which significant finds, including pottery, will be illustrated either by drawings or photographed, as appropriate.
	6.4.  PCA will provide the client with a copy or copies of the report (following completion). Following approval of the report by SCCAS/CT, a single copy of the report will be presented to the Suffolk HER as well as a digital copy of the approved repo...
	6.5.  If archaeological remains are recorded during the project, a summary report will be prepared for inclusion within the annual ‘Archaeology in Suffolk’ section the Proceedings of the Suffolk Institute of Archaeology and History. If this is the cas...
	6.6  A completed OASIS summary sheet will be included in the final report
	OWNERSHIP OF FINDS, STORAGE AND CURATION OF ARCHIVE
	7.1.   All artefactual material recovered will be held in storage by PCA central and ownership of all such archaeological finds will be given over to the relevant authority to facilitate future study and ensure proper preservation of all artefacts. In...
	7.2.  The project archive shall be compiled in accordance with the guidelines contained in Guidelines for the Preparation of Excavation Archives for Long- term Storage (UKIC, 1990), and Standards in the Museum Care of Archaeological Collections (Museu...
	7.3.   A copy of the report will accompany the archive when it is deposited at the agreed place(s) of deposition.
	7.4.   Suffolk Historic Environment Record is registered with the Online Access to Index of Archaeological Investigations (OASIS) project. PCA will provide appropriate details relating to this project by completing the OASIS form at http://ads.ahds.ac...
	FURTHER CONSIDERATIONS
	Insurance
	8.1.   Pre-Construct Archaeology Ltd is covered by Public and Employer’s Liability Insurance. Professional Indemnity £5,000,000 RSA (Saturn) P8531NAECE/1026, Public & Products Liability £10,000,000 Aviva & Towergate Underwriting, 24765101CHC/000133, E...
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	(samian), Gwladys Monteil (samian), Joanna Bird (decorated samian), Margaret Darling (North), Brenda Dickinson (samian stamps), Kay Hartley (mortaria), David Williams (amphora)
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