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ABSTRACT 

This report describes the results of an archaeological trial trench evaluation and 

geophysical survey carried out by Pre-Construct Archaeology on land off Hill Farm 

Road, Farnham, Suffolk, IP17 1LU (NGR TM 367 594) between the 24th and the 

28th August 2015. The archaeological work was commissioned by Strutt and Parker 

prior to the redevelopment of the site as a reservoir. The aim of the work was to 

characterise the archaeological potential of the proposed development area. 

 

The principal result of the evaluation was the identification of two phases of field 

boundaries dating from the Bronze Age and Iron Age periods as well as a series of 

Medieval pits and boundary ditches. A later field boundary was present running 

across the site from the northwest to the southeast. This field boundary was shown 

on the 1883 Ordnance Survey map of the area. 
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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 The archaeological trial trench evaluation was undertaken by Pre-Construct 

Archaeology Ltd (PCA) on land off Hill Farm Road, Farnham, Suffolk, IP17 

1LU (centred on Ordnance Survey National Grid Reference (OS NGR) TM 

367 594) from the 24th to the 28th August 2015 (Figure 1). 

1.2 Prior to trenching a geophysical survey was undertaken by Britannia 

Archaeology Ltd in August 2015 (Appendix 4), which identified a number of 

anomalies. These were mostly identified as ditches and pits, with little 

internal detail visible on the geophysical plot.          

1.3 The archaeological work was commissioned by Strutt and Parker prior to the 

redevelopment of the site as a reservoir.   

1.4 The aim of the evaluation was to determine the location, date, extent, 

character, condition and quality of any archaeological remains on the site, to 

assess the significance of any such remains in a local, regional, or national 

context, as appropriate, and to assess the potential impact of the 

development proposals on the site’s archaeology  

1.5 The evaluation was carried out in accordance with a Written Scheme of 

Investigation (WSI) prepared by Taleyna Fletcher of PCA (Fletcher 2015) in 

response to a Brief for archaeological evaluation issued by Matthew 

Brudenell (Brudenell 2015) of Suffolk County Councils Archaeology Service 

Conservation Team (SCCAS/CT).      

1.6 A total of 14 trial trenches were excavated and recorded. 

1.7 This report describes the results of the evaluation and aims to inform the 

design of an appropriate archaeological mitigation strategy.  The site archive 

will be deposited at Suffolk County Council Archaeological Store.   
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2 GEOLOGY, LOCATION AND TOPOGRAPHY 

2.1 Geology 
2.1.1 The underlying geology of the site is Crag Group - Sand (British Geological 

Survey; Website 1). Sedimentary bedrock formed approximately 0 to 5 

million years ago in the Quaternary and Neogene Periods when the local 

environment was dominated by shallow seas. 

2.1.2 The superficial deposits are Lowestoft Formation - Diamicton (BGS; Website 

1). These deposits were formed up to 2 million years ago in the Quaternary 

Period when the local environment was dominated by ice age conditions. 

2.2 Location and Topography   
2.2.1 The site is located on the eastern side of Hill Farm Road, south of Farnham 

village. The site was most recently under crop which was removed prior to 

the start of the geophysical survey. 

2.2.2 The site is relatively flat and lies at approximately 24m above Ordnance 

Datum (AOD).   

  



Land off Hill Farm Road, Farnham, Suffolk, IP17 1LU: An Archaeological Evaluation  
© Pre-Construct Archaeology Limited, September 2015 

PCA Report Number: R12213  Page 7 of 58 

3 ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND  

3.1 General 
3.1.1 The site lies in an area of known archaeological significance, as recorded in 

the Suffolk Historic Environment Record (HER). It is situated across a known 

archaeological cropmark recorded by aerial reconnaissance (FNM013) and 

is indicative of early occupation remains. It is located to the south of a 

prehistoric flint scatter (FNM 008) and to the east of a medieval finds scatter 

(FNM 004). This archaeological and historical background has been drawn 

from the archaeological design brief (Brudenell 2015) and a search of the 

HER database.  

3.2 Prehistoric 
3.2.1 There are several results for findspots of prehistoric artefacts within a 1km 

radius of the site. Three sherds of Early Neolithic to Early Bronze Age 

pottery were found re-deposited in a brick-lined pit in a garden in Farnham 

(MSF 2358), a similarly dated axehead (FNM Misc) and Neolithic flakes, 

scrapers and cores have all been found in the area (MSF 2355). A Late 

Bronze Age socketed axehead was also discovered during metal-detecting 

(MSF 11779). 

3.2.2 Three fieldwalking surveys were carried out along the preferred route of the 

new A12 (FNM 006, FNM 007 and FNM 008). The first (FNM 006) recovered 

a widespread scatter of worked and burnt flints including 40 flakes, 1 core, 

10 burnt flints and a number of small and abraded pottery fragments. A 

second fieldwalking survey (FNM 007) was carried out which discovered a 

further scatter of worked and burnt flints. The finds from this included: 24 

flakes, 3 burnt flints and 8 sherds of Medieval coarse ware. The final 

fieldwalking survey (FNM 008) recovered similar finds including 54 flakes, 1 

core, 5 burnt flints and a sherd of flint gritted Prehistoric pottery. 

3.3 Roman 
3.3.1 Further afield a Roman bathhouse was excavated in 1971 by Ipswich 

Museum. This revealed a bath house 15 feet by 9 feet with projecting bays 

to the east and west (FNM 001). The bath house was heavily robbed during 
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the medieval period with only a few hypocaust pillars and fragments of wall 

remaining. 

3.4 Anglo-Saxon and Medieval 
3.4.1 The church of St. Mary is located c.800m to the south-west of the site (HER: 

FNM 010). There is no record of a church in the Domesday survey but much 

of the church retains Norman features. The church is now disused and 

redundant. 

3.4.2 A medieval annular brooch with eight circular settings and a patterned hand-

punched thimble was recovered during metal detecting (FNM 001). 

3.4.3 The monitoring of various groundworks was carried out on land adjacent to 

Church Hill Cottages (FNM 015). A small quantity of medieval pottery was 

recovered from unstratified contexts on the site but no archaeological 

features were identified. The site did show signs of being heavily terraced 

which is likely to have truncated any possible archaeology. 

3.4.4 A scatter of medieval artefacts was found during a fieldwalking survey of the 

new A12 route (FNM 004). The finds recovered include: 45 pottery sherds, 

lava quern, flints, tokens and silver coins dating from the 13th to 15th 

centuries AD. 

3.4.5 A circular lead seal matrix, with flower design, inscribed SIGILL AGNETIS 

FILROB (seal of Agnes, daughter of Robert) was discovered during metal 

detecting (MSF 12004). 

3.5 Post-Medieval 
3.5.1 A post-medieval bridge (SSA 006), which crosses the River Alde, is shown 

on maps of the area (Hodskinsons 1783 and Bowens 1755). The 

construction date for this bridge is unknown. However a possible rebuild of 

this bridge has the year 1804 carved on the keystone. A bridge still exists on 

this site. 
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4 METHODOLOGY 

4.1 Excavation  
4.1.1 The Written Scheme of Investigation for the evaluation proposed the 

excavation of fourteen trial trenches, distributed across the site (Figure 2). 

The trenches were located to investigate geophysical anomalies identified in 

a geophysical survey (Britannia 2015, Appendix 4).   

4.1.2 Ground reduction was carried out under archaeological supervision using a 

21-ton mechanical excavator fitted with a 1.8m-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.  Exposed surfaces were cleaned 

by trowel and hoe as appropriate and all further excavation was undertaken 

manually using hand tools. Overburden deposits were set aside beside each 

trench and examined visually and with a metal-detector for finds retrieval.    

4.1.3 Metal-detecting was carried out during the topsoil and subsoil stripping and 

throughout the excavation process.  Archaeological features and spoilheaps 

were scanned by metal-detector as they were encountered/ created.  

4.1.4 Field excavation techniques and recording methods are detailed in the PCA 

Fieldwork Induction Manual (Operations Manual I) by Joanna Taylor and 

Gary Brown (2009). 

4.1.5 A representative sample of features were investigated and recorded in order 

to properly understand the date and nature of the archaeological remains on 

the site and to recover sufficient finds assemblages to assess the 

chronological development and socio-economic character of the site over 

time.  

4.1.6 Discrete features such as pits and postholes were at least 50% excavated. 

4.2 Recording Methodology 
4.2.1 The limits of excavations, heights above Ordnance Datum (m OD) and the 

locations of archaeological features and interventions were recorded using a 
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Leica 1200 GPS rover unit with RTK differential correction, giving three-

dimensional accuracy of 20mm or better.   

4.2.2 Section drawings of archaeological features and deposits were drawn at an 

appropriate scale (1:10, 1:20). 

4.2.3 Deposits or the removal of deposits judged by the excavating archaeologist 

to constitute individual events were each assigned a unique record number 

(often referred to within British archaeology as ‘context numbers’) and 

recorded on individual pre-printed forms (Taylor and Brown 2009).  

Archaeological processes recognised by the deposition of material are 

signified in this report by round brackets (thus), while 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.  All features and deposits recorded during the evaluation 

are listed in Appendix 2. Artefacts recovered during excavation were 

assigned to the record number of the deposit from which they were retrieved. 

4.2.4 High-resolution digital photographs were taken at all stages of the evaluation 

process. Digital photographs were taken of all archaeological features and 

deposits. 
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5 ARCHAEOLOGICAL SEQUENCE 

5.1 Introduction 
5.1.1 The trenches are described below in numerical order, with technical data 

tabulated.  Features and deposits are described from west to east or south 

to north depending on the alignment of the trench.  Archaeological features 

and deposits were sealed by the subsoil, unless otherwise stated.   

5.1.2 The trenches were located to investigate the results of a geophysical survey 

(Figure 2) undertaken by Britannia Archaeology Ltd (Britannia 2015, 

Appendix 4). This identified a number of possible archaeological features as 

well as a large number of probable ferrous anomalies.     

5.2 Trench 1  
5.2.1 Trench 1 was located to investigate two intercutting narrow negative linear 

anomalies on the geophysical survey. These were seen truncating the 

topsoil and were removed before the archaeological horizon was reached. 

The trench contained three ditches, two aligned northeast to southwest and 

one aligned east to west. 

5.2.2 Ditch [109] (Figures 2 & 3) was located at the south-east end of the trench. It 

was linear in plan, aligned east to west, with moderately sloping sides and a 

concave base, measuring 2.66m long, 0.58m wide and 0.18m deep. It 

contained a single fill (108) of mid- orange-brown silty sand which had a 

single sherd of abraded Bronze Age to Iron Age pottery and fragments of 

fired clay (1.0g). Due to the similarities in fills it is likely contemporary to 

ditches [105] and [107] and formed part of a larger field system.  

5.2.3 Ditch [107] (Figures 2 & 3) was located to the north of [109]. It was linear in 

plan, aligned northeast to southwest, with slightly concave sides and a 

concave base, measuring 2.0m in length, 1.15m wide and 0.16m deep. It 

contained a single fill of mid- orange-brown silty sand (106). This feature 

contained 1 sherd (4g) of highly abraded Bronze Age-Iron Age pottery and 

two small flint trimming flakes (Pers comm. Bishop 2015).  

5.2.4 Ditch [105] (Plate 2; Figures 2 & 3) was located to the north of [107]. It was 
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linear in plan, aligned northeast to southwest, with slight sides and a 

concave base, measuring 2.0m long, 0.9m wide and 0.21m deep. It 

contained a single fill of mid- orange-brown silty sand (104). No finds were 

recovered from this feature.  

5.2.5 These features are likely to be boundary ditches, forming part of a larger 

complex of field systems. The pottery from [107] and [109] is Bronze Age to 

Iron Age in date. The low density of finds suggests they were not 

immediately close to any areas of settlement. 

5.2.6 Ditch [109] has a shared alignment with Ditch [158] in Trench 3, and 

contains a similar fill. It is likely that these ditches are contemporary and form 

part of a larger complex of field systems. The finds present provide a 

potential prehistoric date for these features.   

TRENCH 1 Figures 2-3 Plate 1-2 

Trench Alignment: NW-SE  Length: 40m Level of Natural (m OD): 23.37-23.08m 

Deposit Context No. Average Depth (m) 

SE End NW End 

Topsoil (100) 0.32m 0.32m 

Subsoil (101) 0.15m 0.12m 

Natural (102) 0.45m+ 0.34m+ 

Summary 

Trench 1 was located close to the northern boundary of the site. 

The trench contained three ditches, two aligned northeast to southwest and one aligned 

east to west, dating to the prehistoric period.    

 

5.3 Trench 2 
5.3.1 The trench was located to investigate a large remnant field boundary and a 

number of other isolated dipolar anomalies. The trench contained three 

ditches, one aligned northwest to southeast, one north to south and one 

aligned east to west, and a posthole.    

5.3.2 Posthole [127] (Figures 2 & 3) was circular in plan, extending beyond the 

northern limit of excavation, with steep sides and a concave base, 

measuring 0.30m wide and 0.26m deep. It had a single fill of dark grey-
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brown silty sand (128) which contained a single sherd (4.0g) of Iron Age 

pottery.      

5.3.3 Ditch [125] (Figures 2 & 3) was linear in plan, aligned north to south and was 

truncated by Ditch [123], with gradual sides and concave sides. It measured 

2.3m in length, 1.40m wide and 0.26m deep. It had a single fill of reddish-

brown silty sand (126), which contained two sherds (4.0g) of Iron Age and 

Medieval pottery. Ditch [125] truncated ditch [123]. 

5.3.4 Ditch [123] (Figures 2 & 3) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast 

with gradually sloping sides and a concave base. It measured 1.3m long, 

0.80m wide and 0.15m in depth. It contained a single fill of mid-reddish-

brown silty sand. No finds were recovered from this feature. Ditch [123] was 

truncated by ditch [125].  

5.3.5 Ditch [120] (Figures 2 & 3) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast 

with straight sides and a concave base. It measured 2.1m long, 1.50m wide 

and 1.05m deep. It contained two fills; a lower fill (121) of mid- grey-brown 

silty sand containing a residual flint flake (Pers. comm. Bishop 2015) and an 

upper fill of (122) of dark grey-brown silty sand which contained metal 

fragments and three fragments of animal bone. This ditch is present on the 

1883 Ordnance Survey map (Website 2).   

5.3.6 Ditch [123] in this trench may form part of a larger complex of field systems 

with ditches [105], [107] and [109] in Trench 1. Ditch [120] is shown on the 

1883 Ordnance Survey map as an extant field boundary (Website 2).        

TRENCH 2 Figures 2-3 Plate 3 

Trench Alignment: NE-SW Length: 43.1m Level of Natural (m OD): 24.24-23.59m 

Deposit Context No. Average Depth (m) 

NE End SW End 

Topsoil (100) 0.31m 0.32m 

Subsoil (101) 0.04m 0.29m 

Natural (102) 0.35m+ 0.63m+ 

Summary 

Trench 2 was located in the north of the site. There were four archaeological features in the 
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trench: three ditches and one posthole.   

 

5.4 Trench 3 
5.4.1 The trench was targeted on two linear anomalies in the geophysical survey, 

one identified as a remnant field boundary and the second a possible furrow, 

as well as two isolated dipolar responses. Upon excavation the furrow was 

larger and deeper than expected and is likely to be a larger boundary ditch.  

5.4.2 The trench contained three ditches, two aligned northwest to southeast and 

one aligned roughly east to west, as well as a small pit.  

5.4.3 Ditch [158] (Figures 2 & 5) was linear in plan, aligned east to west, with 

steep sides and a concave base. It measured 4.3m long, 0.55m wide and 

0.12m in depth. It contained a single fill of mid orange-brown silty sand 

(159).  

5.4.4 Ditch [156] (Figures 2 & 5) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to 

southeast, with steep straight sides and a flat base. The ditch measured 

2.1m long, 1.70m wide and 0.58m deep. It contained a single fill (157) of mid 

orange-brown silty sand.       

5.4.5 Pit [154] (Figures 2 & 5) was sub-circular in plan, extending beyond the 

southern limit of excavation, with gradually sloping sides and a concave 

base. It measured 0.55m wide and 0.06m in depth. It contained a single fill of 

mid orange-brown silty sand (155) which contained no finds. 

5.4.6 A further ditch was identified but not excavated due to the ditch being 

excavated in Trenches 2 and 8. This ditch was identified in the geophysical 

survey and also is shown on the 1883 Ordnance Survey map (Website 2). 

5.4.7 Ditch [158] has a shared alignment with Ditch [109] in Trench 1 and [123] in 

Trench 2, and contains a similar fill. It is likely that these ditches are 

contemporary and form part of a larger complex of field systems. 

TRENCH 3 Figures 2 & 5 Plate 4  

Trench Alignment: NE-SW Length: 42.5m Level of Natural (m OD): 23.35-22.52m 
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Deposit Context No. Average Depth (m) 

SW End NE End 

Topsoil (100) 0.32m 0.35m 

Subsoil (101) 0.14m 0.15m 

Natural (102) 0.46m+ 0.50m+ 

Summary 

Trench 3 was located towards the north-east corner of the site. 

The trench contained three ditches, one not excavated, and a small pit.  

 

5.5 Trench 4 
5.5.1 The trench was located to investigate the terminus of a potential furrow seen 

in the geophysical survey. The trench contained no archaeological features.  

TRENCH 4 Figure 2  Plate n/a 

Trench Alignment: NE-SW Length:42.2m Level of Natural (m OD): 24.36-24.19m 

Deposit Context No. Average Depth (m) 

SW End NE End 

Topsoil (100) 0.28m 0.24m 

Subsoil (101) 0.31m 0.32m 

Natural (102) 0.58m+ 0.21m+ 

Summary 

Trench 4 was located in the western part of the site.  

No archaeological features were identified in the trench.  

 

5.6 Trench 5 
5.6.1 The trench was located to investigate a series of isolated dipolar responses 

identified in the geophysical survey. These were not related to 

archaeological features, and were likely to be responses from ferrous objects 

in the topsoil and subsoil. 

5.6.2 The trench contained a single ditch aligned north to south. 

5.6.3 Ditch [130] (Figures 2 & 4) was linear in plan, aligned north to south 

extending beyond both limits of excavation, with steep sides and a concave 

base. It measured 5.5m long, 1.20m wide and 0.32m deep. It contained a 
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single fill of mid grey-brown silty sand. The feature contained no finds. 

5.6.4 Due to shared alignments and similar morphology Ditch [130] is likely to be 

contemporary with Ditches [105], [109] and [158] forming part of a larger 

complex of field systems. This is further accentuated by the similarities in the 

fills of these ditches. 

TRENCH 5 Figures 2 & 4 Plate n/a 

Trench Alignment: NW-SE Length:42m Level of Natural (m OD): 23.93-22.99m 

Deposit Context No. Average Depth (m) 

SE End NW End 

Topsoil (100) 0.33m 0.28m 

Subsoil (101) 0.31m 0.36m 

Natural (102) 0.71m+ 0.64m+ 

Summary 

Trench 5 was located in the centre of the site.  

A single ditch, aligned north to south, was identified in the trench. No finds were present in 

this feature.  

 

5.7 Trench 6 
5.7.1 The trench was located to investigate the presence of a series of northwest 

to southeast aligned positive linear anomalies, identified in the geophysical 

survey as being potential furrows. A potential area of geological disturbance 

was also identified. Upon excavation the potential furrows proved to be wider 

and deeper than would be expected and so are likely to be larger boundary 

ditches or intercutting pits. 

5.7.2 The trench identified three ditches aligned northwest to southeast, as well as 

two large sub-rectangular pits and a potential palaeochannel or pond 

remnant.    

5.7.3 Ditch [149] (Plate 6; Figures 2 & 6) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to 

southeast and extended beyond the limits of excavation, with moderately 

sloping sides and a concave base. It measured 2.0m long, 0.66m wide and 

0.16m in depth. It contained a single fill of mid grey-brown silty sand (148). 
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No finds were recovered from this ditch. Ditch [149] truncated Pit [153]. 

5.7.4 Pit [153] (Plate 6; Figures 2 & 6) was sub-rectangular in plan, continuing 

beyond the southern limit of excavation and being truncated by Ditch [149]. It 

had steep, almost vertical sides and a flat base. It measured 1.9m long, 

2.10m wide and 0.90m+ deep, with excavation stopped at this depth due to 

safety concerns. It contained a basal fill of light yellowish-grey silty sand 

(152) measuring 0.30m in depth, a middle fill of light yellow-grey silty sand 

(151) 0.10m in depth, and an upper fill of mid grey-brown silty sand (150) 

0.82m deep. No finds were present in this feature. Pit [153] was truncated by 

Ditch [149].    

5.7.5 Pit [168] (Figures 2 & 6) was sub-rectangular in plan, continuing beyond the 

southern limit of excavation and was truncated by Ditch [166]. It had steep, 

near vertical sides and a flat base. It measured 2.0m long, 1.42m wide and 

1.08m in depth. It contained a lower fill of pale grey-brown silty sand (169) 

0.54m deep, a middle fill of mid orange-brown silty clay (170) 0.16m deep 

and an upper fill of dark grey-brown silty sand (171) 0.60m deep. No finds 

were present in this feature. 

5.7.6 Ditch [166] (Figures 2 & 6) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast 

and extended beyond the limits of excavation, with steep sides and a flat 

base. It measured 2.0m long, 1.28m wide and 0.92m in depth. It contained a 

single fill of mid grey-brown silty sand (167). No finds were recovered from 

this feature. Ditch [166] truncated Pit [168].  

5.7.7 Ditch [164] (Figures 2 & 6) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast 

and extended beyond the limits of excavation, with steep sides and a flat 

base. It measured 2.0m long, 2.40m wide and 0.54m deep containing a 

single fill of mid orange-brown silty sand (165). 

5.7.8 An alluvial deposit (103) was present at the north-eastern end of the trench. 

This consisted of a deposit of blue-grey silty sand 0.66m in depth. It is likely 

that this represents a small stream or a former pond, which is reasonable 

when viewed alongside evidence from old maps of the local area, for 

instance the presence of Pond Wood, Pond Barn and Pond Barn Cottages in 
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the immediate area (Website 2). 

5.7.9 The identification of [166] and [164] as ditches may be misleading, with the 

geophysics only identifying segments of these ditches in Trenches 6 and 10. 

However with the projected alignments joining up neatly with the slots dug in 

Trench 10 this provides compelling evidence that they do in fact form 

continuous ditches. It is worth noting, however, that it is possible that they 

may represent more isolated rectangular pits used possibly for marl or gravel 

extraction. The regularity in form and depth of the ditches indicates that they 

are not geological in origin. 

5.7.10 Due to the shared alignments and similarities in fills it is reasonable to say 

that Ditches [166] and [164] are contemporary.      

TRENCH 6 Figures 2 & 6 Plates 5-6 

Trench Alignment: NE-SW Length: 42m Level of Natural (m OD): 23.57-23.0m 

Deposit Context No. Average Depth (m) 

SW End NE End 

Topsoil (100) 0.23m 0.28m 

Subsoil (101) 0.36m 0.35m 

Alluvium (103) - 0.66m 

Natural (102) 0.59m+ 0.63m+ 

Summary 

Trench 6 was located centrally within the site.  

There were five archaeological features in the trench: three ditches, and two pits with a 

deposit of alluvium at the northeast end of the trench.  

 

5.8 Trench 7 
5.8.1 The trench was located to investigate a remnant field boundary identified in 

the geophysical survey as well as a positive linear anomaly, identified in the 

geophysics report as a possible furrow, and an isolated dipolar anomaly 

(Figure 2). Both the linear and isolated dipolar anomaly were not seen in the 

trench.   

5.8.2 The trench identified only the modern field boundary, present on the 1883 

Ordnance Survey map of the area. This ditch was not excavated but was 
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investigated in Trenches 2 and 8. 

TRENCH 7 Figure 2  Plate n/a 

Trench Alignment: NE-SW Length: 42m Level of Natural (m OD): 22.86-22.33m 

Deposit Context No. Average Depth (m) 

SW End NE End 

Topsoil (100) 0.22m 0.28m 

Subsoil (101) 0.24m 0.18m 

Natural (102) 0.46m+ 0.44m+ 

Summary 

Trench 7 was located on the eastern limit of the site.  

A single modern field boundary was identified, but not excavated due to it being 

investigated in Trenches 2 and 8.    

 

5.9 Trench 8 
5.9.1 The trench was located to investigate a positive linear anomaly and part of a 

remnant field boundary seen on the geophysical survey.  

5.9.2 This trench contained two ditches, aligned northwest to southeast. One was 

located at the southwest end of the trench with the second present midway 

along the trench.   

5.9.3 Ditch [145] (Plate 8; Figures 2 & 5) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to 

southeast extending beyond the limits of excavation, with steep near vertical 

sides and a flat base. It measured 2.0m long, 1.39m wide and 0.54m deep. It 

contained two fills; a lower deposit of mixed grey-brown and orange-brown 

silty clay (144) 0.22m in depth, and an upper fill of dark grey-brown silty sand 

(143) 0.44m deep. No finds were recovered from this feature. 

5.9.4 Ditch [147] (Plate 9; Figures 2 & 5) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to 

southeast extending beyond the limits of excavation, with steep sides and a 

concave base. It measured 2.0m long, 0.96m wide and 0.44m deep 

containing a single fill of dark grey silty sand (146). Ditch [147] is part of a 

modern field boundary which is shown on the 1883 Ordnance Survey map, 

and is also present in Trenches 2, 3 and 7. No finds were recovered from 
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this feature. 

TRENCH 8 Figures 2 & 5 Plates 7-10 

Trench Alignment: NE-SW Length: 40m Level of Natural (m OD): 22.14-21.64m 

Deposit Context No. Average Depth (m) 

SW End NE End 

Topsoil (100) 0.22m 0.22m 

Subsoil (101) 0.3m 0.22m 

Natural (102) 0.52m+ 0.44m+ 

Summary 

Trench 8 was located in the south-eastern part of the site. 

Two ditches were identified within the trench, one a modern field boundary shown on the 

1883 Ordnance Survey map. 

 

5.10 Trench 9 
5.10.1 The trench was located to investigate two isolated dipolar anomalies 

identified in the geophysical survey. No archaeological features or deposits 

were identified in this trench, with the anomalies likely relating to ferrous 

responses in the topsoil or subsoil (Figure 2). 

 

TRENCH 9 Figure 2 Plates n/a 

Trench Alignment: NW-SE Length: 43m Level of Natural (m OD): 22.28-21.62m 

Deposit Context No. Average Depth (m) 

SE End NW End 

Topsoil (100) 0.20m 0.22m 

Subsoil (101) 0.31m 0.45m 

Natural (102) 0.51m+ 0.67m+ 

Summary 

Trench 9 was located in the south-eastern part of the site. 

No archaeological features or deposits were identified in the trench.   

 

5.11 Trench 10 
5.11.1 The trench was positioned to investigate a series of geophysical anomalies 
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possibly relating to agricultural furrows as well as isolated dipolar anomalies 

(Figure 2). These anomalies were wider and deeper than would be expected 

for furrows and are likely to be larger boundary ditches or intercutting pits. 

5.11.2 The trench revealed two ditches aligned northwest to southeast and two 

intercutting sub-rectangular pits. 

5.11.3 Pit [134] (Figures 2 & 6) was sub-rectangular in plan, extending beyond the 

southern limit of excavation and was truncated by Pit [137]. It had steep near 

vertical sides and a flat base and measured 1.2m long, 1.70m wide and 

0.92m deep. It contained three fills; a basal deposit of pale orange-brown 

sandy clay (133) 0.26m in depth, a middle fill of mid orange-brown silty sand 

(132) 0.41m deep, and an upper fill of orange-brown silty sand (131) 0.40m 

deep. This pit contained a single sherd (2.0g) of Saxo-Norman pottery. 

5.11.4 Pit [137] (Plate 11; Figures 2 & 6) was sub-rectangular in plan, extending 

beyond the northern limit of excavation and truncated Pit [134]. It had steep 

near vertical sides and a flat base and measured 1.2m long, 1.30m wide and 

0.96m deep. It contained two fills; a basal fill of mid orange-brown silty sand 

(136) 0.26m deep, and an upper fill of mid orange-brown silty sand (135) 

0.70m deep. This pit contained five sherds (34.0g) of pottery dating from 

between c. 900-1400AD.   

5.11.5 Ditch [140] (Figures 2 & 6) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast 

parallel to Ditch [160] and extended beyond the limits of excavation. It had 

steep near vertical sides and a flat base and measured 2.0m long, 1.98m 

wide and 0.83m deep. It contained two fills; a basal fill of pale orange-brown 

silty sand (139) 0.33m in depth and an upper fill of mid orange-brown silty 

sand (138) 0.54m in depth. No finds were recovered from this feature. 

5.11.6 Ditch [160] (Plate 12; Figures 2 & 6) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to 

southeast parallel to Ditch [140] and extended beyond the limits of 

excavation. It had steep sides and a flat base and measured 2.0m long 

2.90m wide and 0.80m deep. It contained three fills; a lower fill of mid grey-

brown silty sand (161) 0.80m in depth, and two slumps of orange-brown clay 

(162) and (163). No finds were recovered from this ditch. 
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5.11.7 The identification of [140] and [160] as ditches may be misleading, as the 

geophysical survey only identified segments of ditches in Trenches 6 and 10. 

However with the projected alignments neatly joining up with the slots dug in 

Trench 6 this provides convincing evidence that they are continuous ditches. 

It is worth noting, however, that it is possible that they may represent 

rectangular pits used possibly for marl or gravel extraction. The regularity 

and depth of the ditches is a good indicator that they are not geological in 

origin. 

5.11.8 Due to the shared morphology and fill types it is reasonable to say that 

Ditches [140], [160], [166] and [164] are contemporary. 

TRENCH 10 Figures 2 & 6 Plate 10-12 

Trench Alignment: NE-SW  Length: 42m Level of Natural (m OD): 22.92-22.51m 

Deposit Context No. Average Depth (m) 

SW End NE End 

Topsoil (100) 0.24m 0.26m 

Subsoil (101) 0.17m 0.10m 

Natural (102) 0.41m+ 0.35m+ 

Summary 

Trench 10 was located in the southwest corner of the site. 

The trench contained two ditches and two intercutting sub-rectangular pits. The pits 

produced pottery of Saxon and Medieval date. 

 

5.12 Trench 11 
5.12.1 The trench was positioned to investigate two geophysical anomalies (Figure 

2).  

5.12.2 The trench identified two ditches both aligned northwest to southeast. 

5.12.3 Ditch [115] (Figures 2 & 7) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast 

and extended beyond the limits of excavation. It had moderate to steep sides 

and a concave base and measured 2.2m long, 0.80m wide and 0.30m in 

depth. It contained a single fill of grey-brown silty sand (114). No finds were 

recovered from this feature. 
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5.12.4 Ditch [142] (Figures 2 & 7) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast 

and extended beyond the limits of excavation. It had steep sides and a 

concave base and measured 2.15m long, 0.75m wide and 0.26m deep, 

containing a single fill of grey-brown silty sand (141). No finds were 

recovered from this feature. 

5.12.5 Ditch [142] and Ditch [149] (Figures 2 & 7) in Trench 6 are part of the same 

boundary, and are significantly shallower than the other ditches identified in 

Trenches 6 and 10. This boundary is likely to represent a final shift in field 

alignment mirroring the alignment of the boundary identified on the 1883 

Ordnance Survey map. No finds were recovered to provide a date.   

TRENCH 11 Figures 2 & 7 Plate n/a 

Trench Alignment: NE-SW Length: 42m Level of Natural (m OD): 22.96-22.47m 

Deposit Context No. Average Depth (m) 

SW End NE End 

Topsoil (100) 0.22m 0.21m 

Subsoil (101) 0.14m 0.16m 

Natural (108) 0.35m+ 0.38m+ 

Summary 

Trench 11 was located in the south-eastern corner of the site.   

The trench contained two ditches, both aligned northwest to southeast. 

 

5.13 Trench 12 
5.13.1 The trench was positioned to investigate a positive linear anomaly identified 

in the geophysical survey as well as two isolated dipolar anomalies (Figure 

2). Trench 14 was positioned midway along the trench running perpendicular 

to Trench 12. 

5.13.2 The trench uncovered a single ditch aligned north to south, but found no 

evidence for the positive linear anomaly identified in the geophysical survey. 

5.13.3 Ditch [111] (Figures 2 & 8) was linear in plan, aligned north to south and 

extended beyond the limits of excavation. It had moderately sloping sides 

and a concave base. It measured 2.3m long, 0.76m wide and 0.22m deep 
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and contained a single fill of mid grey-brown silty sand (110). No finds were 

recovered from this feature. 

5.13.4 Ditches [111], [113], [117] and [119] are likely to be contemporary due to 

morphological similarities and shared alignments, and are likely to form part 

of a larger complex of field systems. No dating evidence was recovered from 

these ditches, however they share a similar alignment to ditches [109] and 

[158] which returned a potential prehistoric date.  

TRENCH 12 Figures 2 & 8 Plate 13 

Trench Alignment: NW-SE Length: 42m Level of Natural (m OD): 22.96-22.47m 

Deposit Context No. Average Depth (m) 

SE End NW End 

Topsoil (100) 0.28m 0.28m 

Subsoil (101) 0.10m 0.08m 

Natural (102) 0.38m+ 0.36m+ 

Summary 

Trench 12 was located in the south-western corner of the site.   

The trench contained a single ditch aligned north to south. 

5.14 Trench 13 
5.14.1 The trench was positioned to investigate an anomaly picked up by the 

geophysical survey. This proved to be caused by a ferrous object in the 

topsoil or subsoil. 

5.14.2 The trench identified two ditches, both aligned east to west, located at the 

north-west end of the trench. 

5.14.3 Ditch [117] (Figures 2 & 8) was linear in plan, aligned east to west and 

extended beyond the limits of excavation, with steep sides and a flat base. 

The ditch was parallel to Ditch [119] to the north. It measured 2.4m long, 

0.86m wide and 0.36m deep containing a single fill of pale grey-brown silty 

sand. No finds were recovered from this feature. 

5.14.4 Ditch [119] (Plate 14; Figures 2 & 8) was linear in plan, aligned east to west 

and extended beyond the limits of excavation, with moderately sloping sides 

and a flat base. It was parallel to Ditch [117] to the south. It was 2.2m long, 
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0.98m wide and 0.28m in depth containing a single fill of pale grey-brown 

silty sand. No finds were recovered from this feature. 

5.14.5 Ditches [111], [113], [117] and [119] are likely to be broadly contemporary 

due to morphological similarities and shared alignments, and are likely to 

form part of a larger complex of field systems. No dating evidence was 

recovered from these ditches, however they share a similar alignment to 

ditches [109] and [158] which returned a potential prehistoric date. 

TRENCH 13 Figures 2 & 8 Plate 14 

Trench Alignment: NW-SE Length: 43m Level of Natural (m OD): 24.31-23.63m 

Deposit Context No. Average Depth (m) 

SE End NW End 

Topsoil (100) 0.30m 0.32m 

Subsoil (101) 0.22m 0.30m 

Natural (102) 0.52m+ 0.62m+ 

Summary 

Trench 13 was located in the eastern corner of the site. 

Two ditches were identified in the trench both aligned east to west, neither produced any 

finds.   

 

5.15 Trench 14 
5.15.1 The trench was positioned to investigate a positive linear anomaly identified 

in the geophysical survey, but was not seen after excavation of the trench. 

5.15.2 One ditch, aligned north to south, was identified at the north-eastern end of 

the trench. 

5.15.3 Ditch [113] (Figures 2 & 8) was linear in plan, aligned north to south and 

extended beyond the limits of the excavation, with steep sides and a 

concave base. It measured 3.3m long, 0.56m wide and 0.26m in depth 

containing a single fill of mid grey-brown silty sand (112). No finds were 

recovered from this feature. 

5.15.4 Ditches [111], [113], [117] and [119] are likely to be broadly contemporary 

due to morphological similarities and shared alignments, and are likely to 
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form part of a larger complex of field systems. No dating evidence was 

recovered from these ditches, however they share a similar alignment to 

ditches [109] and [158] which are potentially of prehistoric date. 

TRENCH 14 Figures 2 & 8 Plate n/a 

Trench Alignment: NE-SW Length: 23m Level of Natural (m OD): 23.61-23.58m 

Deposit Context No. Average Depth (m) 

SW End NE End 

Topsoil (100) 0.36m 0.32m 

Subsoil (101) 0.10m 0.20m 

Natural (102) 0.38m+ 0.52m+ 

Summary 

Trench 14 was located in the south-eastern corner of the site. 

A single ditch was identified in the trench aligned north to south. No finds were recovered 

from this feature.   
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6 THE FINDS  

6.1 Pottery 
By Berni Sudds 

Introduction 

6.1.1 A very small assemblage of pottery was recovered from site, totalling 12 

sherds and weighing just 50g. A catalogue of the pottery appears below in 

Table 1. 

Assemblage Composition 

6.1.2 Four sherds of pre-historic pottery were recovered, characterised by flint and 

quartz inclusions. On balance an Iron-Age date is most likely for this material 

given the range of inclusions present, although a Bronze Age, and Early 

Saxon date in the case of the coarse quartz-tempered sherd from [128], 

cannot be definitively ruled out. The pottery from the larger ditches and pits 

is of late Saxon and medieval date, amounting to seven sherds, and the 

range of types identified can be well-paralleled regionally. 

Context 
Fabric 

code 

Common 

Name 
Description No. Wg (g) Date range 

106 BA/IAFT 
Flint-

tempered 

Abraded body sherd tempered 

with flint (some of which 

calcined) and quartz) 

1 4 
Bronze Age – Iron 

Age 

108 - 

Quartz and 

flint-

tempered 

Small abraded body sherd 

tempered with quartz and flint 
1 1 

Bronze Age – Iron 

Age 

  - Fired clay Small fragmentary crumbs 1 1 - 

126 IAFF 
Fine flint-

tempered 

Small body sherd, fairly 

smooth surfaces.  
1 3 Iron Age 

  
MISC 

SAND 

Sand-

tempered 

ware 

Very small body/ base sherd 1 1 Medieval 

128 IAQT 

Coarse 

quartz-

tempered 

ware 

Body sherd. Oxidised surface 

and outer margin. 
1 4 Iron Age 
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134 THET 
Thetford-

type ware 

Base sherd. Post-depositional 

discolouration. External 

sooting. 

1 2 900 – 1150 

135 STNE 
St Neots-

type ware 

Small abraded body sherd, 

most of shell leached. 
1 1 900 – 1150 

  EMW 

Early 

medieval 

ware 

Sagging base sherds. Grey 

core, partially oxidised 

surfaces. Some abrasion. 

2 20 1000 – 1200 

  
MCW/ 

HCW 

Medieval 

coarseware 

Hard. Mid-grey core and 

oxidised outer surface. 

External sooting. Possibly a 

Hedingham coarseware. 

1 3 1175 – 1400 

  HOLL 
Hollesley-

type ware 

Thumbed base sherd. 

Abraded. 
1 10 1275 – 1400 

Table 1: Catalogue of the pottery.                

Discussion 

6.1.3 The condition of the pottery of all periods is poor, being highly fragmentary 

and abraded. It is likely that the majority is re-deposited, and aside for 

determining the presence of prehistoric, late Saxon and medieval activity in 

the vicinity of site, has little intrinsic merit. 

6.2 Faunal Remains 
By Kevin Rielly 

Introduction 

6.2.1 This site is situated close to the village of Farnham, some 15 miles north-

east of Ipswich and 6 miles due west of the Suffolk coast. A small quantity of 

animal bones was hand recovered from only the ‘modern’ boundary ditch. 

Methodology 

6.2.2 The bone was recorded to species/taxonomic category where possible and 

to size class in the case of unidentifiable bones such as ribs, fragments of 

longbone shaft and the majority of vertebra fragments. Recording follows the 

established techniques whereby details of the element, species, bone 

portion, state of fusion, wear of the dentition, anatomical measurements and 

taphonomic including natural and anthropogenic modifications to the bone 

were registered. 
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Description of the Faunal Assemblage 

6.2.3 The hand recovered collection amounted to just 3 fragments, all taken from 

fill (121) within the ‘modern’ ditch [120]. No dating evidence was found in this 

feature. They include a sheep/goat radius and 2 rabbit bones, a radius and a 

tibia. These last two bones are unlikely to represent the same animal, the 

former possibly from a sub-adult and the latter from an adult individual. 

Notably there is a mixed range of preservation states, the sheep/goat radius 

with slight abrasion at the proximal end and the rabbit radius with severe 

erosion, also at the proximal end.  

Conclusion and Recommendations for Further Work  

6.2.4 The site provided a rather small collection, the mix of preservation states 

suggesting a degree of redeposition. While probably deleterious regarding 

the close dating of these finds, it is worth noting that two out of the three 

bones were rabbit, a species which would be expected to be under 

represented given a high level of disturbance, this promoting fragmentation. 

Clearly there is some movement but not sufficient to greatly affect bone 

preservation. It can perhaps be supposed that the levels of fragmentation 

were higher amongst the ‘furrow’ deposits, this explaining the absence of 

faunal material. 

6.2.5 It can be assumed that further excavation will provide more bones, at least 

regarding further sections of the boundary ditches. However there is clearly 

a rather poor potential for the recovery of sufficient bones to provide any 

meaningful analysis of animal usage in this locality. 
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7 DISCUSSION & CONCLUSIONS 

7.1 Prehistoric Activity 
7.1.1 The evaluation identified a complex of boundary ditches relating to activity 

during the Bronze Age or Iron Age. These were seen in Trenches 1-3, 5 and 

11-14. Two phases of prehistoric activity can be tentatively suggested, with 

the ditches either on a north-south, east-west alignment or a northeast-

southwest, northwest-southeast alignment.  

7.1.2 It is likely that some of the ditches identified in the trenches represent 

continuations of the same features and likely form larger field systems: 

Ditches [111], [119], and [113] (Trenches 12-14) along with [107] and [109] 

(Trench 1) form part of a rectilinear field system aligned north to south. 

Ditches [130] (Trench 5), [125] (Trench 2), [105] (Trench 1) most likely make 

up part of a rectilinear field system aligned northeast to southwest. These 

ditches were generally narrow and shallow, with a low density of finds. 

Ditches [107] and [109] produced pottery of Bronze Age and Iron Age date, 

but the highly abraded nature of the sherds indicates that the ditches were 

likely to be field boundaries located away from the main area of settlement. 

7.1.3 The second phase of field systems was located primarily in the north of the 

site (Trenches 1, 2, 3 & 5). These are on a slightly different alignment to the 

previous prehistoric alignment. These produce very little in terms of finds 

with only three sherds of Iron Age pottery recovered, indicating a shift in axis 

in this period. 

7.2 Medieval Activity 
7.2.1 These boundary ditches were focused in the north and southwest of the site 

(Trenches 1-6 and 10-14). Three, potentially segmented, large ditches and 

four large pits were also uncovered in Trenches 6 and 10.  

7.2.2 Ditches [142], [140], [160], [149], [166] and [164] (Trenches 6, 10 and 11) 

formed a series of parallel northwest to southeast aligned field boundary 

ditches. Due to their largely differing alignments these are likely to represent 

a gradually evolving series of field systems with alignments adjusted over 

the course of time. 
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7.2.3 A Saxon/Medieval period is also represented by a series of northwest to 

southeast aligned ditches and pits. These were very different in shape and 

form to the other boundaries identified on the site, which provides further 

evidence for a potential prehistoric origin for the site.            

7.3 Post-Medieval Activity 
7.3.1  A remnant field boundary was identified running across the site from 

northwest to southeast, through Trenches 2, 3, 7 and 8. This was modern in 

date and is shown on the 1883 Ordnance Survey map. The lack of finds 

indicates the boundary is an outfield boundary, located away from settlement 

areas. 

7.4 Conclusions 
7.4.1 The trial trench evaluation has identified features reflecting two main periods 

of activity on the site: an initial prehistoric period (Bronze Age to Iron Age) 

and later Saxon-Norman/Medieval activity (c. 900-1400 AD).     

7.4.2 The archaeological features and deposits from the prehistoric period are 

poorly preserved with evidence for intensive ploughing on the site heavily 

truncating activity from this period. The later Saxon/Medieval activity is 

relatively well preserved surviving beneath fairly deep overburden deposits 

in a number of trenches.               

7.4.3 Systems of similar, generally narrow and shallow, boundary ditches have 

been excavated across this part of Suffolk. Where datable material has been 

present, the ditches have been found to belong to a range of different time 

periods, beginning in the Bronze Age, and continuing through the Iron Age, 

Roman, Anglo-Saxon, medieval and post-medieval periods. However, as 

with the ditches in the trial trenches, finds tend to be extremely scarce in field 

boundary ditches, particularly prehistoric ones, even when, as at Alnesbourn 

Crescent, they are subject to 50-100% excavation (Woolhouse 2014a).  

Similarly extensive sampling of field ditches at Area T, Ravenswood and 

Main Road, Martlesham also failed to yield more than a few small fragments 

of later prehistoric pottery (Jones 2015; Woolhouse 2014b).  

7.4.4 The character of the features and the associated finds is in keeping with a 
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rural site, and suggests activity of prehistoric, Saxon and medieval date in 

the vicinity.        
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10 APPENDIX 1: PLATES 

 
Plate 1: Trench 1, view north 

 
Plate 2: Trench 1 Ditch [105] view east 
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Plate 3: Trench 2, view north-east 

 
Plate 4: Trench 3, view north-east 
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Plate 5: Trench 6, view south-west 

 
Plate 6: Trench 6, Ditch [149] and [153] view south-east  
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Plate 7: Trench 8, view north-east 

 
Plate 8: Trench 8, Ditch [145] view north-west 
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Plate 9: Trench 8, Ditch [147] view north-west 

 
Plate 10: Trench 10, view north-east 



Land off Hill Farm Road, Farnham, Suffolk, IP17 1LU: An Archaeological Evaluation  
© Pre-Construct Archaeology Limited, September 2015 

PCA Report Number: R12213  Page 50 of 58 

 
Plate 11: Trench 10, Pit [137] view north 

 
Plate 12: Trench 10, Ditch [160] view south-east 
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Plate 13: Trench 12, view north-west 

 
Plate 14: Trench 13, Ditch [119] view east 
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11 APPENDIX 2: CONTEXT INDEX 
Context 

Number Trench Cut Type Category 

100 0 0 Layer Topsoil 

101 0 0 Layer Subsoil 

102 0 0 Layer Natural 

103 6 0 Layer Natural 

104 1 105 Fill Ditch 

105 1 105 Cut Ditch 

106 1 107 Fill Ditch 

107 1 107 Cut Ditch 

108 1 109 Fill Ditch 

109 1 109 Cut Ditch 

110 12 111 Fill Ditch 

111 12 111 Cut Ditch 

112 14 113 Fill Ditch 

113 14 113 Cut Ditch 

114 11 115 Fill Ditch 

115 11 115 Cut Ditch 

116 13 117 Fill Ditch 

117 13 117 Cut Ditch 

118 13 119 Fill Ditch 

119 13 119 Cut Ditch 

120 2 120 Cut Ditch 

121 2 120 Fill Ditch 

122 2 120 Fill Ditch 

123 2 123 Cut Ditch 

124 2 123 Fill Ditch 

125 2 125 Cut Ditch 

126 2 125 Fill Ditch 

127 2 127 Cut Posthole 

128 2 127 Fill Posthole 

129 5 130 Fill Ditch 

130 5 130 Cut Ditch 

131 10 134 Fill Pit 

132 10 134 Fill Pit 

133 10 134 Fill Pit 

134 10 134 Cut Pit 

135 10 137 Fill Pit 



Land off Hill Farm Road, Farnham, Suffolk, IP17 1LU: An Archaeological Evaluation  
© Pre-Construct Archaeology Limited, September 2015 

PCA Report Number: R12213  Page 53 of 58 

136 10 137 Fill Pit 

137 10 137 Cut Pit 

138 10 140 Fill Ditch 

139 10 140 Fill Ditch 

140 10 140 Cut Ditch 

141 11 142 Fill Ditch 

142 11 142 Cut Ditch 

143 8 145 Fill Ditch 

144 8 145 Fill Ditch 

145 8 145 Cut Ditch 

146 8 147 Fill Ditch 

147 8 147 Cut Ditch 

148 6 149 Fill Ditch 

149 6 149 Cut Ditch 

150 6 153 Fill Pit 

151 6 153 Fill Pit 

152 6 153 Fill Pit 

153 6 153 Cut Pit 

154 3 154 Cut Pit 

155 3 154 Fill Pit 

156 3 156 Cut Ditch 

157 3 156 Fill Ditch 

158 3 158 Cut Ditch 

159 3 158 Fill Ditch 

160 10 160 Cut Ditch 

161 10 160 Fill Ditch 

162 10 160 Fill Ditch 

163 10 160 Fill Ditch 

164 6 164 Cut Ditch 

165 6 164 Fill Ditch 

166 6 166 Cut Ditch 

167 6 166 Fill Ditch 

168 6 168 Cut Pit 

169 6 168 Fill Pit 

170 6 168 Fill Pit 

171 6 168 Fill Pit 
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any loss or damage, direct, indirect or consequential, through misuse of, or 
actions based on the material contained within by any third party.     
 
The results and interpretation of the report cannot be considered an absolute 
representation of the archaeological or any other remains.  In the case of 
geophysical surveys the data collected, and subsequent interpretation is a 
representation of anomalies recorded by the survey instrument.  Britannia 
Archaeology Ltd will not be held liable for any errors of fact supplied by a third 
party, or guarantee the proper maintenance of the survey stations.  
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ABSTRACT 
 
In August 2015 Britannia Archaeology Ltd undertook a detailed fluxgate gradiometer 
survey over c.2.8 hectares of land at Pond Farm, Farnham, Suffolk, in a single 
agricultural field, ahead of the proposed construction of an agricultural reservoir. 
 
A fairly wide range of anomalies were prospected during the survey, the majority of 
which are likely to have a modern agricultural or geological origin.  One positive discrete 
and two positive linear anomalies are most likely to be of an archaeological derivation, 
however a natural geological source cannot be ruled out. 
 
Overall the results of the geophysical survey indicates that the site does not have a 
particularly high archaeological potential.  However it would be prudent to ground-truth 
the various anomaly types by trial trench evaluation, in order to test the interpretations 
given within this report and to ascertain an origin for the anomalies prospected. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
In August 2015, Britannia Archaeology Ltd (BA) undertook a detailed fluxgate 
gradiometer survey over c.2.8 hectares of land at Pond Farm, Farnham, Suffolk (NGR TM 
3670 5940) in a single agricultural field (Figure 1). 
 
The survey was commissioned by Mark Hinman of Pre-Construct Archaeology Ltd in 
response to a brief issued by SCCAS/CT (Brudenell, M. dated 24th March 2015) for a 
geophysical survey over the proposed development of an agricultural reservoir.  The 
weather was predominantly overcast with outbreaks of sunshine. 
 
 
2.0 SITE DESCRIPTION 
 
The site of the proposed reservoir is located within one agricultural field to the east of 
Pond Farm, Farnham, Suffolk, at a height of 20m aOD (Figure 1).  Bound by hedgerows 
to the north, south, east and west; the field has recently been cropped of potatoes. 
 
The bedrock geology is described as Crag Group Sand, a sedimentary bedrock formed up 
to 5 million years ago in the Quaternary and Neogene Periods in shallow seas, deposited 
as mud, silt, sand and gravel (BGS, 2015). 
 
Superficial deposits are described as Lowestoft Formation Diamicton, formed up to 2 
million years ago in the Quaternary Period when the local environment was dominated by 
ice age conditions, with glaciers depositing moraines of till with outwash sand and gravel 
from seasonal and post glacial meltwaters (BGS, 2015). 
 
 
3.0 PLANNING POLICIES  
 
The archaeological investigation is to be carried out on the recommendation of the local 
planning authority, following guidance laid down by the National Planning and Policy 
Framework (NPPF, DCLD 2012).  The relevant local planning policy is the Suffolk Coastal 
Local Plan; incorporating First and Second Amendments (March 2006) which is due to be 
replaced with the Suffolk Coastal Local Development Framework in the near future. 
 
 
4.0 ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND 
 
The proposed site of the reservoir is located within an area of archaeological potential, 
recorded in the Suffolk Historic Environment Record (SHER).  An archaeological cropmark 
indicative of early occupation remains was recorded during aerial reconnaissance (HER 
no. FNM 013).  A prehistoric flint scatter (FNM 008) is located to the north of this 
cropmark.  Recorded to the east of the cropmark is a medieval finds scatter (FNM 004), 
(Brief, Section 2.1). 
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5.0 PROJECT AIMS 
 
A field evaluation is required of the site to enable the archaeological resource, both in 
quality and extent, to be accurately quantified.  The field evaluation should include a 
geophysical survey and a programme of trial trenching (Brief, Section 3.1).  The 
geophysical survey is required to establish the suitability of the area for development 
(Brief, Section 3.2).  This report deals solely with the geophysical survey stage. 
 
 
6.0  METHODOLOGY 
 
6.1 Instrument Type Justification 
 
Britannia Archaeology Ltd employed a Bartington Dual Grad 601-2 fluxgate gradiometer 
to undertake the survey, because of its high sensitivity and rapid ground coverage.  The 
surveyors noted that that the background magnetic susceptibility signature was relatively 
low and a suitable zero station was located with ease. 
 
6.2 Instrument Calibration 
 
One hour was allowed in the morning for the magnetometers sensors to settle before the 
start of the first grid.  The instrument was zeroed after every three to five grids to 
minimise the effect of sensor drift.  An area with a relatively low magnetic reading was 
chosen to calibrate the instrument; this same point was used to zero the sensors 
throughout the survey providing a common zero point.  The survey was undertaken 
during outbreaks of sunshine which caused a degree of sensor drift and the characteristic 
parallel traverse ‘striping’ that is present within the raw dataset (Figure 2). 
 
6.3 Sampling Interval and Grid Size 
 
The sampling interval was set at 0.25m along 1m traverse intervals, providing 4 readings 
a metre, the magnetometer survey was undertaken within 20 x 20m grids. 
 
6.4 Survey Grid Location 
 
The survey grid was set out to the Ordnance Survey OSGB36 datum to an accuracy of 
±0.1m employing a Leica Viva Glonnass Smart Rover GS08 real time kinetic (RTK) 
survey system.  Data were converted to the National Grid Transformation OSTN02 and 
the instrument was regularly tested using stations with known ETRS89 coordinates.  The 
grids were positioned on a north-west to south-east alignment (Figure 1). 
 
6.5 Data Capture 
 
Instrument readings were recorded on an internal data logger that were downloaded to a 
laptop at midday, followed by a second download at the end of the survey.  The grid 
order was recorded on a BA pro-forma to aid in the creation of the data composites.  
Data were filed in job specific folders.  These data composites were checked for quality 
on site by BA, allowing grids to be re-surveyed if necessary.  The data were backed up 
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onto an external storage device in the office and finally a remote server at the end of the 
day. 
 
6.6 Data Presentation and Processing 
 
Data are presented in both raw and processed data plots in greyscale format (Figures 2 
and 3).  An XY trace plot of the processed data has also been included (Figure 4). 
 
The raw data plots are presented with no processing, and were clipped to produce a 
uniform greyscale plot, processed data schedules are displayed below. 
 
Raw Data: 
Data Clipping: -3 to +3nT; 
Display Clipping: +/- 3 standard deviations. 
 
Processed Data: 
De-stripe: Median Sensors: All; 
Data Clipping: -2 to +2nT; 
Display Clipping: +/- 3 standard deviations. 
 
An interpretation plan characterising the anomalies recorded can be found at Figure 5, 
which draws together the evidence collated from both greyscale and XY trace plots 
(Figures 2, 3 and 4).  All figures are tied into the National Grid and printed at an 
appropriate scale. 
 
6.7 Software 
 
Raw data were downloaded using DW Consulting’s Terrasurveyor v.3.0.25.0 and will be 
stored in this format as raw data.  The software used to process the data and produce 
the composites was also DW Consulting’s Terrasurveyor v.3.0.25.0.  Datasets were 
exported into AutoCAD and placed onto the local survey grid.  Interpretation plots were 
then produced using AutoCAD. 
 
6.8 Grid Restoration 
 
Britannia Archaeology Ltd did not position any reference stations within the field; 
however three virtual geo-referenced survey stations are presented in Figure 1 that will 
allow the survey grid and anomalies to be accurately targeted. 
 
 
7.0 RESULTS & DISCUSSION (FIGURES 1 - 5) 
 
Positive and negative linear trends prospected on a north-east to south-west alignment 
throughout the datasets (Figures 2, 3 and 4) record the extant potato furrows of the 
current year’s crop.  To avoid confusion these modern anomalies have not been digitised 
on Figure 5. 
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Isolated Dipolar anomalies (yellow spots) record the location of ferrous objects within the 
topsoil, it is possible that they relate to archaeological finds; however it is more likely 
that they have been introduced into the topsoil through manuring. 
 
A large area of magnetic disturbance (brown hatching) has been recorded close to the 
remains of extant outbuildings and the access track.  The Ordnance Survey Map of 1975 
(Old-Maps, 2015) also records an enclosure within this location (magenta line, Figure 
1).  It is therefore likely that these magnetic readings have been caused by brick and 
ferrous debris from the outbuildings and access track, in combination with modern 
disturbance from the enclosure. 
 
Three narrow negative linear anomalies (cyan hatching) have been recorded on a NNE-
SSW and perpendicular orientation and interpreted as narrow land drain trenches.  It is 
probable that these trenches were differentially backfilled with the less magnetic subsoil 
deposited at the top of the soil matrix causing negative readings to be prospected. 
 
The positive linear anomalies (green hatching) are also likely to be of an agricultural 
origin (orientated NW-SE) relating to discontinuous furrow type anomalies.  Their 
intermittent nature suggests that the majority of the furrows have been ploughed out, 
with only those present at a greater depth surviving.  This has caused uniform bands of 
anomalies to be prospected across the survey area.  The alignment of these trends 
correlates with the location of a positive linear trend (blue hatching) recorded as a 
remnant field boundary on the 1883 Ordnance Survey Map (Figure 1) which was 
backfilled sometime after the 1990 Ordnance Survey Map was published (Old-Maps, 
2015). 
 
Weak broad positive anomalies (purple hatching) irregular in size and shape have been 
recorded across the dataset that are likely to relate to natural magnetic variations within 
the superficial geology. 
 
A linear area of magnetic disturbance with an associated isolated dipolar response 
(magenta hatching) has been recorded along the north-western edge of the dataset 
where an extant overhead power cable and associated pole were present. 
 
One positive discrete anomaly (orange hatching) recorded near the centre of the dataset 
has been interpreted as a potential rubbish pit type anomaly of possible archaeological 
origin.  A geological or modern derivation however cannot be ruled out. 
 
Two positive linear trends (red hatching) orientated N-S and NW-SE have been recorded 
in the south-western corner of the survey area.  They are potentially of an archaeological 
origin and are worthy of further archaeological investigation. 
 
 
8.0 CONCLUSION   
 
A fairly wide range of anomalies were prospected during the survey, many of which are 
likely to have a modern, agricultural or geological origin.  One positive discrete and two 
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positive linear anomalies are most likely to be of an archaeological derivation, however a 
natural geological source cannot be discounted. 
 
Overall the results of the geophysical survey illustrate that the site does not have a 
particularly high archaeological potential.  However it would be prudent to ground-truth 
the various anomaly types by trial trench evaluation, to test the interpretations given 
within this report and to ascertain an origin for the anomalies prospected. 
 
 
9.0 PROJECT ARCHIVE AND DEPOSITION 
 
A full archive will be prepared for all work undertaken in accordance with guidance from 
the Selection, Retention and Dispersion of Archaeological Collections, Archaeological 
Society for Museum Archaeologists, 1993.  Arrangements will be made for the archive to 
be deposited with the relevant museum/HER Office.  
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APPENDIX 1  METADATA SHEETS 
  
Raw Data  
 
Filename Farnham R.xcp 
Description                  
Instrument Type Grad 601-2 (Gradiometer) 
Units nT 
Direction of 1st Traverse 45 deg 
Collection Method ZigZag 
Sensors 2 @ 1.00 m spacing. 
Dummy Value 2047.5 
Dimensions  
Composite Size (readings) 720 x 220 
Survey Size (meters) 180 m x 220m 
Grid Size 20 m x 20m 
X Interval 0.25 m 
Y Interval 1m 
Stats  
Max 3.26 
Min -2.61 
Std Dev 0.31 
Mean 0.28 
Median 0.28 
Composite Area 3.96 ha 
Surveyed Area 3.044 ha 
Program  
Name TerraSurveyor 
Version 3.0.25.0 
 
 
 
Processed Data   
 
Filename Farnham P.xcp 
Description                  
Instrument Type Grad 601-2 (Gradiometer) 
Units nT 
Direction of 1st Traverse 45 deg 
Collection Method ZigZag 
Sensors 2 @ 1.00m spacing. 
Dummy Value 2047.5 
Dimensions  
Composite Size (readings) 720 x 220 
Survey Size (meters) 180m x 220m 
Grid Size 20m x 20m 
X Interval 0.25m 
Y Interval 1m 
Stats  
Max 2.83 
Min -2.73 
Std Dev 0.72 
Mean 0.04 
Median 0.00 
Composite Area 3.96 ha 
Surveyed Area 3.044 ha 
Program  
Name TerraSurveyor 
Version 3.0.25.0 
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Grids 
 
Source Grids:  78 
  1   Col:0  Row:4  grids\01.xgd 
  2   Col:0  Row:5  grids\02.xgd 
  3   Col:0  Row:6  grids\03.xgd 
  4   Col:1  Row:2  grids\04.xgd 
  5   Col:1  Row:3  grids\05.xgd 
  6   Col:1  Row:4  grids\06.xgd 
  7   Col:1  Row:5  grids\07.xgd 
  8   Col:1  Row:6  grids\08.xgd 
  9   Col:1  Row:7  grids\09.xgd 
  10  Col:2  Row:1  grids\10.xgd 
  11  Col:2  Row:2  grids\11.xgd 
  12  Col:2  Row:3  grids\12.xgd 
  13  Col:2  Row:4  grids\13.xgd 
  14  Col:2  Row:5  grids\14.xgd 
  15  Col:2  Row:6  grids\15.xgd 
  16  Col:2  Row:7  grids\16.xgd 
  17  Col:2  Row:8  grids\17.xgd 
  18  Col:2  Row:9  grids\18.xgd 
  19  Col:3  Row:1  grids\19.xgd 
  20  Col:3  Row:2  grids\20.xgd 
  21  Col:3  Row:3  grids\21.xgd 
  22  Col:3  Row:4  grids\22.xgd 
  23  Col:3  Row:5  grids\23.xgd 
  24  Col:3  Row:6  grids\24.xgd 
  25  Col:3  Row:7  grids\25.xgd 
  26  Col:3  Row:8  grids\26.xgd 
  27  Col:3  Row:9  grids\27.xgd 
  28  Col:4  Row:1  grids\28.xgd 
  29  Col:4  Row:2  grids\29.xgd 
  30  Col:4  Row:3  grids\30.xgd 
  31  Col:4  Row:4  grids\31.xgd 
  32  Col:4  Row:5  grids\32.xgd 
  33  Col:4  Row:6  grids\75.xgd 
  34  Col:4  Row:7  grids\76.xgd 
  35  Col:4  Row:8  grids\77.xgd 
  36  Col:4  Row:9  grids\78.xgd 
  37  Col:5  Row:0  grids\33.xgd 
  38  Col:5  Row:1  grids\34.xgd 
  39  Col:5  Row:2  grids\35.xgd 
  40  Col:5  Row:3  grids\36.xgd 
  41  Col:5  Row:4  grids\37.xgd 
  42  Col:5  Row:5  grids\38.xgd 
  43  Col:5  Row:6  grids\71.xgd 
  44  Col:5  Row:7  grids\72.xgd 
  45  Col:5  Row:8  grids\73.xgd 
  46  Col:5  Row:9  grids\74.xgd 
  47  Col:6  Row:0  grids\39.xgd 
  48  Col:6  Row:1  grids\40.xgd 
  49  Col:6  Row:2  grids\41.xgd 
  50  Col:6  Row:3  grids\42.xgd 
  51  Col:6  Row:4  grids\43.xgd 
  52  Col:6  Row:5  grids\44.xgd 
  53  Col:6  Row:6  grids\67.xgd 
  54  Col:6  Row:7  grids\68.xgd 
  55  Col:6  Row:8  grids\69.xgd 
  56  Col:6  Row:9  grids\70.xgd 
  57  Col:7  Row:0  grids\45.xgd 
  58  Col:7  Row:1  grids\46.xgd 
  59  Col:7  Row:2  grids\47.xgd 
  60  Col:7  Row:3  grids\48.xgd 
  61  Col:7  Row:4  grids\49.xgd 
  62  Col:7  Row:5  grids\50.xgd 
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  63  Col:7  Row:6  grids\62.xgd 
  64  Col:7  Row:7  grids\63.xgd 
  65  Col:7  Row:8  grids\64.xgd 
  66  Col:7  Row:9  grids\65.xgd 
  67  Col:7  Row:10  grids\66.xgd 
  68  Col:8  Row:0  grids\51.xgd 
  69  Col:8  Row:1  grids\52.xgd 
  70  Col:8  Row:2  grids\53.xgd 
  71  Col:8  Row:3  grids\54.xgd 
  72  Col:8  Row:4  grids\55.xgd 
  73  Col:8  Row:5  grids\56.xgd 
  74  Col:8  Row:6  grids\57.xgd 
  75  Col:8  Row:7  grids\58.xgd 
  76  Col:8  Row:8  grids\59.xgd 
  77  Col:8  Row:9  grids\60.xgd 
  78  Col:8  Row:10  grids\61.xgd 
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APPENDIX 2   TECHNICAL DETAILS 
 
MAGNETOMETER 
 
The magnetometer differs from the ‘active’ magnetic susceptibility meter by being a 
‘passive’ instrument.  Rather than injecting a signal into the ground it detects slight 
variations in the Earth’s magnetic field caused by cultural and natural disturbance 
(Clark). 
 
Thermoremanent magnetism is produced when a material containing iron oxides is 
strongly heated.  Clay for example has a high iron oxide content that in a natural state is 
weakly magnetic, when heated these weakly magnetic compounds become highly 
magnetic oxides that a magnetometer can detect. 
 
The demagnetisation of iron oxides occurs above a temperature known as the Curie 
point; for example haematite has a Curie point of 675 Celsius and magnetite 565C.  At 
the time of cooling the iron oxides become permanently re-magnetised with their 
magnetic properties re-aligned in the direction of the Earth’s magnetic field (Gaffney and 
Gater).  The direction of the Earth’s magnetic field shifts over time and these subtle 
alignment differences can be recorded.  Kilns, hearths, baked clay and ovens can reach 
Curie point temperatures, and are the strongest responses apart from large iron objects 
that can be detected.  Other cultural anomalies that can be prospected include 
occupation areas, pits, ditches, furnaces, sunken feature buildings, ridge and furrow field 
systems and ritual activity (David, 2011).  Commonly recorded anomalies include 
modern ferrous service pipes, field drainage pipes, removed field boundaries, perimeter 
fences and field boundaries. 
 
Fluxgate Gradiometers 
 
Fluxgate gradiometers are sensitive instruments that utilise two sensors placed in a 
vertical plane, spaced 1 metre apart.  The sensor above reads the Earth’s magnetic 
(background) response while the sensor below records the local magnetic field.  Both 
sensors are carefully adjusted to read zero before survey commences at a ‘zeroing’ point, 
selected for its relatively ‘quiet’ magnetic background reading.  When differences in the 
magnetic field strength occur between the two sensors a positive or negative reading is 
logged.  Positive anomalies have a positive magnetic value and conversely negative 
anomalies have a negative magnetic value relative to the site’s magnetic background.  
Examples of positive magnetic anomalies include hearths, kilns, baked clay, areas of 
burning, ferrous material, ditches, sunken feature buildings, furrows, ferrous service 
pipes, perimeter fences and field boundaries.  Negative magnetic anomalies include 
earthwork embankments, plastic water pipes and geological features. 
 
The instruments are usually held approximately 0.30m to 0.50m above the ground 
surface and can detect to a depth of between 1-2metres.   Best practice dictates that the 
optimal direction of traverse in Britain is east to west.  
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Magnetic Anomalies 
 
Linear trends 
Linear trends can be both positive and negative magnetic responses.  If they are broad, 
relatively weak or negative in nature they may be of agricultural or geological origin, for 
example periglacial channels, land drains or ploughing furrows.  If the responses are 
strong positive trends they are more likely to be of archaeological origin.  Archaeological 
settlement ditches tend to be rich in highly magnetic iron oxides that accumulate in them 
via anthropogenic activity and humic backfills.  Conversely surviving banks will be 
negative in nature, the material is derived from subsoil deposits that are less likely to be 
positively magnetic.  Curvilinear trends can also be recorded and are indicative of 
archaeological structures such as drip-gullies. 
 
Discrete anomalies 
Discrete anomalies appear as increased positive responses present within a localised 
area.  They are caused by a general increase in the amount of magnetic iron oxides 
present within the humic back-fill of for example a rubbish pit.  
 
‘Iron spike’ anomalies 
These strong isolated dipolar responses are usually caused by ferrous material present in 
the topsoil horizon.  They can have an archaeological origin but are usually introduced 
into the topsoil during manuring.   
 
Areas of magnetic disturbance 
An area of magnetic disturbance is usually associated with material that has been fired.  
For example areas of burning, demolition (brick) rubble or slag waste spreads.  They can 
also be caused by ferrous material, e.g. close proximity to barbwire or metal fences and 
field boundaries, buried services, pylons and modern rubbish deposits. 
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APPENDIX 3  WRITTEN SCHEME OF INVESTIGATION 
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	ABSTRACT
	This report describes the results of an archaeological trial trench evaluation and geophysical survey carried out by Pre-Construct Archaeology on land off Hill Farm Road, Farnham, Suffolk, IP17 1LU (NGR TM 367 594) between the 24th and the 28thP PAugu...
	The principal result of the evaluation was the identification of two phases of field boundaries dating from the Bronze Age and Iron Age periods as well as a series of Medieval pits and boundary ditches. A later field boundary was present running acros...

	1 introduction
	1.1 The archaeological trial trench evaluation was undertaken by Pre-Construct Archaeology Ltd (PCA) on land off Hill Farm Road, Farnham, Suffolk, IP17 1LU (centred on Ordnance Survey National Grid Reference (OS NGR) TM 367 594) from the 24th to the 2...
	1.2 Prior to trenching a geophysical survey was undertaken by Britannia Archaeology Ltd in August 2015 (Appendix 4), which identified a number of anomalies. These were mostly identified as ditches and pits, with little internal detail visible on the g...
	1.3 The archaeological work was commissioned by Strutt and Parker prior to the redevelopment of the site as a reservoir.
	1.4 The aim of the evaluation was to determine the location, date, extent, character, condition and quality of any archaeological remains on the site, to assess the significance of any such remains in a local, regional, or national context, as appropr...
	1.5 The evaluation was carried out in accordance with a Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) prepared by Taleyna Fletcher of PCA (Fletcher 2015) in response to a Brief for archaeological evaluation issued by Matthew Brudenell (Brudenell 2015) of Suff...
	1.6 A total of 14 trial trenches were excavated and recorded.
	1.7 This report describes the results of the evaluation and aims to inform the design of an appropriate archaeological mitigation strategy.  The site archive will be deposited at Suffolk County Council Archaeological Store.

	2 GEOLOGY, Location AND TOPOGRAPHY
	2.1 Geology
	2.1.1 The underlying geology of the site is Crag Group - Sand (British Geological Survey; Website 1). Sedimentary bedrock formed approximately 0 to 5 million years ago in the Quaternary and Neogene Periods when the local environment was dominated by s...
	2.1.2 The superficial deposits are Lowestoft Formation - Diamicton (BGS; Website 1). These deposits were formed up to 2 million years ago in the Quaternary Period when the local environment was dominated by ice age conditions.

	2.2 Location and Topography
	2.2.1 The site is located on the eastern side of Hill Farm Road, south of Farnham village. The site was most recently under crop which was removed prior to the start of the geophysical survey.
	2.2.2 The site is relatively flat and lies at approximately 24m above Ordnance Datum (AOD).


	3 ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND
	3.1 General
	3.1.1 The site lies in an area of known archaeological significance, as recorded in the Suffolk Historic Environment Record (HER). It is situated across a known archaeological cropmark recorded by aerial reconnaissance (FNM013) and is indicative of ea...

	3.2 Prehistoric
	3.2.1 There are several results for findspots of prehistoric artefacts within a 1km radius of the site. Three sherds of Early Neolithic to Early Bronze Age pottery were found re-deposited in a brick-lined pit in a garden in Farnham (MSF 2358), a simil...
	3.2.2 Three fieldwalking surveys were carried out along the preferred route of the new A12 (FNM 006, FNM 007 and FNM 008). The first (FNM 006) recovered a widespread scatter of worked and burnt flints including 40 flakes, 1 core, 10 burnt flints and a...

	3.3 Roman
	3.3.1 Further afield a Roman bathhouse was excavated in 1971 by Ipswich Museum. This revealed a bath house 15 feet by 9 feet with projecting bays to the east and west (FNM 001). The bath house was heavily robbed during the medieval period with only a ...

	3.4 Anglo-Saxon and Medieval
	3.4.1 The church of St. Mary is located c.800m to the south-west of the site (HER: FNM 010). There is no record of a church in the Domesday survey but much of the church retains Norman features. The church is now disused and redundant.
	3.4.2 A medieval annular brooch with eight circular settings and a patterned hand-punched thimble was recovered during metal detecting (FNM 001).
	3.4.3 The monitoring of various groundworks was carried out on land adjacent to Church Hill Cottages (FNM 015). A small quantity of medieval pottery was recovered from unstratified contexts on the site but no archaeological features were identified. T...
	3.4.4 A scatter of medieval artefacts was found during a fieldwalking survey of the new A12 route (FNM 004). The finds recovered include: 45 pottery sherds, lava quern, flints, tokens and silver coins dating from the 13th to 15th centuries AD.
	3.4.5 A circular lead seal matrix, with flower design, inscribed SIGILL AGNETIS FILROB (seal of Agnes, daughter of Robert) was discovered during metal detecting (MSF 12004).

	3.5 Post-Medieval
	3.5.1 A post-medieval bridge (SSA 006), which crosses the River Alde, is shown on maps of the area (Hodskinsons 1783 and Bowens 1755). The construction date for this bridge is unknown. However a possible rebuild of this bridge has the year 1804 carved...


	4 METHODOLOGY
	4.1 Excavation
	4.1.1 The Written Scheme of Investigation for the evaluation proposed the excavation of fourteen trial trenches, distributed across the site (Figure 2). The trenches were located to investigate geophysical anomalies identified in a geophysical survey ...
	4.1.2 Ground reduction was carried out under archaeological supervision using a 21-ton mechanical excavator fitted with a 1.8m-wide toothless ditching bucket. Topsoil and subsoil deposits were removed in spits down to the level of the undisturbed natu...
	4.1.3 Metal-detecting was carried out during the topsoil and subsoil stripping and throughout the excavation process.  Archaeological features and spoilheaps were scanned by metal-detector as they were encountered/ created.
	4.1.4 Field excavation techniques and recording methods are detailed in the PCA Fieldwork Induction Manual (Operations Manual I) by Joanna Taylor and Gary Brown (2009).
	4.1.5 A representative sample of features were investigated and recorded in order to properly understand the date and nature of the archaeological remains on the site and to recover sufficient finds assemblages to assess the chronological development ...
	4.1.6 Discrete features such as pits and postholes were at least 50% excavated.

	4.2 Recording Methodology
	4.2.1 The limits of excavations, heights above Ordnance Datum (m OD) and the locations of archaeological features and interventions were recorded using a Leica 1200 GPS rover unit with RTK differential correction, giving three-dimensional accuracy of ...
	4.2.2 Section drawings of archaeological features and deposits were drawn at an appropriate scale (1:10, 1:20).
	4.2.3 Deposits or the removal of deposits judged by the excavating archaeologist to constitute individual events were each assigned a unique record number (often referred to within British archaeology as ‘context numbers’) and recorded on individual p...
	4.2.4 High-resolution digital photographs were taken at all stages of the evaluation process. Digital photographs were taken of all archaeological features and deposits.


	5 Archaeological Sequence
	5.1 Introduction
	5.1.1 The trenches are described below in numerical order, with technical data tabulated.  Features and deposits are described from west to east or south to north depending on the alignment of the trench.  Archaeological features and deposits were sea...
	5.1.2 The trenches were located to investigate the results of a geophysical survey (Figure 2) undertaken by Britannia Archaeology Ltd (Britannia 2015, Appendix 4). This identified a number of possible archaeological features as well as a large number ...

	5.2 Trench 1
	5.2.1 Trench 1 was located to investigate two intercutting narrow negative linear anomalies on the geophysical survey. These were seen truncating the topsoil and were removed before the archaeological horizon was reached. The trench contained three di...
	5.2.2 Ditch [109] (Figures 2 & 3) was located at the south-east end of the trench. It was linear in plan, aligned east to west, with moderately sloping sides and a concave base, measuring 2.66m long, 0.58m wide and 0.18m deep. It contained a single fi...
	5.2.3 Ditch [107] (Figures 2 & 3) was located to the north of [109]. It was linear in plan, aligned northeast to southwest, with slightly concave sides and a concave base, measuring 2.0m in length, 1.15m wide and 0.16m deep. It contained a single fill...
	5.2.4 Ditch [105] (Plate 2; Figures 2 & 3) was located to the north of [107]. It was linear in plan, aligned northeast to southwest, with slight sides and a concave base, measuring 2.0m long, 0.9m wide and 0.21m deep. It contained a single fill of mid...
	5.2.5 These features are likely to be boundary ditches, forming part of a larger complex of field systems. The pottery from [107] and [109] is Bronze Age to Iron Age in date. The low density of finds suggests they were not immediately close to any are...
	5.2.6 Ditch [109] has a shared alignment with Ditch [158] in Trench 3, and contains a similar fill. It is likely that these ditches are contemporary and form part of a larger complex of field systems. The finds present provide a potential prehistoric ...

	5.3 Trench 2
	5.3.1 The trench was located to investigate a large remnant field boundary and a number of other isolated dipolar anomalies. The trench contained three ditches, one aligned northwest to southeast, one north to south and one aligned east to west, and a...
	5.3.2 Posthole [127] (Figures 2 & 3) was circular in plan, extending beyond the northern limit of excavation, with steep sides and a concave base, measuring 0.30m wide and 0.26m deep. It had a single fill of dark grey-brown silty sand (128) which cont...
	5.3.3 Ditch [125] (Figures 2 & 3) was linear in plan, aligned north to south and was truncated by Ditch [123], with gradual sides and concave sides. It measured 2.3m in length, 1.40m wide and 0.26m deep. It had a single fill of reddish-brown silty san...
	5.3.4 Ditch [123] (Figures 2 & 3) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast with gradually sloping sides and a concave base. It measured 1.3m long, 0.80m wide and 0.15m in depth. It contained a single fill of mid-reddish-brown silty sand. No ...
	5.3.5 Ditch [120] (Figures 2 & 3) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast with straight sides and a concave base. It measured 2.1m long, 1.50m wide and 1.05m deep. It contained two fills; a lower fill (121) of mid- grey-brown silty sand con...
	5.3.6 Ditch [123] in this trench may form part of a larger complex of field systems with ditches [105], [107] and [109] in Trench 1. Ditch [120] is shown on the 1883 Ordnance Survey map as an extant field boundary (Website 2).

	5.4 Trench 3
	5.4.1 The trench was targeted on two linear anomalies in the geophysical survey, one identified as a remnant field boundary and the second a possible furrow, as well as two isolated dipolar responses. Upon excavation the furrow was larger and deeper t...
	5.4.2 The trench contained three ditches, two aligned northwest to southeast and one aligned roughly east to west, as well as a small pit.
	5.4.3 Ditch [158] (Figures 2 & 5) was linear in plan, aligned east to west, with steep sides and a concave base. It measured 4.3m long, 0.55m wide and 0.12m in depth. It contained a single fill of mid orange-brown silty sand (159).
	5.4.4 Ditch [156] (Figures 2 & 5) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast, with steep straight sides and a flat base. The ditch measured 2.1m long, 1.70m wide and 0.58m deep. It contained a single fill (157) of mid orange-brown silty sand. ...
	5.4.5 Pit [154] (Figures 2 & 5) was sub-circular in plan, extending beyond the southern limit of excavation, with gradually sloping sides and a concave base. It measured 0.55m wide and 0.06m in depth. It contained a single fill of mid orange-brown sil...
	5.4.6 A further ditch was identified but not excavated due to the ditch being excavated in Trenches 2 and 8. This ditch was identified in the geophysical survey and also is shown on the 1883 Ordnance Survey map (Website 2).
	5.4.7 Ditch [158] has a shared alignment with Ditch [109] in Trench 1 and [123] in Trench 2, and contains a similar fill. It is likely that these ditches are contemporary and form part of a larger complex of field systems.

	5.5 Trench 4
	5.5.1 The trench was located to investigate the terminus of a potential furrow seen in the geophysical survey. The trench contained no archaeological features.

	5.6 Trench 5
	5.6.1 The trench was located to investigate a series of isolated dipolar responses identified in the geophysical survey. These were not related to archaeological features, and were likely to be responses from ferrous objects in the topsoil and subsoil.
	5.6.2 The trench contained a single ditch aligned north to south.
	5.6.3 Ditch [130] (Figures 2 & 4) was linear in plan, aligned north to south extending beyond both limits of excavation, with steep sides and a concave base. It measured 5.5m long, 1.20m wide and 0.32m deep. It contained a single fill of mid grey-brow...
	5.6.4 Due to shared alignments and similar morphology Ditch [130] is likely to be contemporary with Ditches [105], [109] and [158] forming part of a larger complex of field systems. This is further accentuated by the similarities in the fills of these...

	5.7 Trench 6
	5.7.1 The trench was located to investigate the presence of a series of northwest to southeast aligned positive linear anomalies, identified in the geophysical survey as being potential furrows. A potential area of geological disturbance was also iden...
	5.7.2 The trench identified three ditches aligned northwest to southeast, as well as two large sub-rectangular pits and a potential palaeochannel or pond remnant.
	5.7.3 Ditch [149] (Plate 6; Figures 2 & 6) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast and extended beyond the limits of excavation, with moderately sloping sides and a concave base. It measured 2.0m long, 0.66m wide and 0.16m in depth. It cont...
	5.7.4 Pit [153] (Plate 6; Figures 2 & 6) was sub-rectangular in plan, continuing beyond the southern limit of excavation and being truncated by Ditch [149]. It had steep, almost vertical sides and a flat base. It measured 1.9m long, 2.10m wide and 0.9...
	5.7.5 Pit [168] (Figures 2 & 6) was sub-rectangular in plan, continuing beyond the southern limit of excavation and was truncated by Ditch [166]. It had steep, near vertical sides and a flat base. It measured 2.0m long, 1.42m wide and 1.08m in depth. ...
	5.7.6 Ditch [166] (Figures 2 & 6) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast and extended beyond the limits of excavation, with steep sides and a flat base. It measured 2.0m long, 1.28m wide and 0.92m in depth. It contained a single fill of mi...
	5.7.7 Ditch [164] (Figures 2 & 6) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast and extended beyond the limits of excavation, with steep sides and a flat base. It measured 2.0m long, 2.40m wide and 0.54m deep containing a single fill of mid orang...
	5.7.8 An alluvial deposit (103) was present at the north-eastern end of the trench. This consisted of a deposit of blue-grey silty sand 0.66m in depth. It is likely that this represents a small stream or a former pond, which is reasonable when viewed ...
	5.7.9 The identification of [166] and [164] as ditches may be misleading, with the geophysics only identifying segments of these ditches in Trenches 6 and 10. However with the projected alignments joining up neatly with the slots dug in Trench 10 this...
	5.7.10 Due to the shared alignments and similarities in fills it is reasonable to say that Ditches [166] and [164] are contemporary.

	5.8 Trench 7
	5.8.1 The trench was located to investigate a remnant field boundary identified in the geophysical survey as well as a positive linear anomaly, identified in the geophysics report as a possible furrow, and an isolated dipolar anomaly (Figure 2). Both ...
	5.8.2 The trench identified only the modern field boundary, present on the 1883 Ordnance Survey map of the area. This ditch was not excavated but was investigated in Trenches 2 and 8.

	5.9 Trench 8
	5.9.1 The trench was located to investigate a positive linear anomaly and part of a remnant field boundary seen on the geophysical survey.
	5.9.2 This trench contained two ditches, aligned northwest to southeast. One was located at the southwest end of the trench with the second present midway along the trench.
	5.9.3 Ditch [145] (Plate 8; Figures 2 & 5) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast extending beyond the limits of excavation, with steep near vertical sides and a flat base. It measured 2.0m long, 1.39m wide and 0.54m deep. It contained two...
	5.9.4 Ditch [147] (Plate 9; Figures 2 & 5) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast extending beyond the limits of excavation, with steep sides and a concave base. It measured 2.0m long, 0.96m wide and 0.44m deep containing a single fill of ...

	5.10 Trench 9
	5.10.1 The trench was located to investigate two isolated dipolar anomalies identified in the geophysical survey. No archaeological features or deposits were identified in this trench, with the anomalies likely relating to ferrous responses in the top...

	5.11 Trench 10
	5.11.1 The trench was positioned to investigate a series of geophysical anomalies possibly relating to agricultural furrows as well as isolated dipolar anomalies (Figure 2). These anomalies were wider and deeper than would be expected for furrows and ...
	5.11.2 The trench revealed two ditches aligned northwest to southeast and two intercutting sub-rectangular pits.
	5.11.3 Pit [134] (Figures 2 & 6) was sub-rectangular in plan, extending beyond the southern limit of excavation and was truncated by Pit [137]. It had steep near vertical sides and a flat base and measured 1.2m long, 1.70m wide and 0.92m deep. It cont...
	5.11.4 Pit [137] (Plate 11; Figures 2 & 6) was sub-rectangular in plan, extending beyond the northern limit of excavation and truncated Pit [134]. It had steep near vertical sides and a flat base and measured 1.2m long, 1.30m wide and 0.96m deep. It c...
	5.11.5 Ditch [140] (Figures 2 & 6) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast parallel to Ditch [160] and extended beyond the limits of excavation. It had steep near vertical sides and a flat base and measured 2.0m long, 1.98m wide and 0.83m d...
	5.11.6 Ditch [160] (Plate 12; Figures 2 & 6) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast parallel to Ditch [140] and extended beyond the limits of excavation. It had steep sides and a flat base and measured 2.0m long 2.90m wide and 0.80m deep. ...
	5.11.7 The identification of [140] and [160] as ditches may be misleading, as the geophysical survey only identified segments of ditches in Trenches 6 and 10. However with the projected alignments neatly joining up with the slots dug in Trench 6 this ...
	5.11.8 Due to the shared morphology and fill types it is reasonable to say that Ditches [140], [160], [166] and [164] are contemporary.

	5.12 Trench 11
	5.12.1 The trench was positioned to investigate two geophysical anomalies (Figure 2).
	5.12.2 The trench identified two ditches both aligned northwest to southeast.
	5.12.3 Ditch [115] (Figures 2 & 7) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast and extended beyond the limits of excavation. It had moderate to steep sides and a concave base and measured 2.2m long, 0.80m wide and 0.30m in depth. It contained a...
	5.12.4 Ditch [142] (Figures 2 & 7) was linear in plan, aligned northwest to southeast and extended beyond the limits of excavation. It had steep sides and a concave base and measured 2.15m long, 0.75m wide and 0.26m deep, containing a single fill of g...
	5.12.5 Ditch [142] and Ditch [149] (Figures 2 & 7) in Trench 6 are part of the same boundary, and are significantly shallower than the other ditches identified in Trenches 6 and 10. This boundary is likely to represent a final shift in field alignment...

	5.13 Trench 12
	5.13.1 The trench was positioned to investigate a positive linear anomaly identified in the geophysical survey as well as two isolated dipolar anomalies (Figure 2). Trench 14 was positioned midway along the trench running perpendicular to Trench 12.
	5.13.2 The trench uncovered a single ditch aligned north to south, but found no evidence for the positive linear anomaly identified in the geophysical survey.
	5.13.3 Ditch [111] (Figures 2 & 8) was linear in plan, aligned north to south and extended beyond the limits of excavation. It had moderately sloping sides and a concave base. It measured 2.3m long, 0.76m wide and 0.22m deep and contained a single fil...
	5.13.4 Ditches [111], [113], [117] and [119] are likely to be contemporary due to morphological similarities and shared alignments, and are likely to form part of a larger complex of field systems. No dating evidence was recovered from these ditches, ...

	5.14 Trench 13
	5.14.1 The trench was positioned to investigate an anomaly picked up by the geophysical survey. This proved to be caused by a ferrous object in the topsoil or subsoil.
	5.14.2 The trench identified two ditches, both aligned east to west, located at the north-west end of the trench.
	5.14.3 Ditch [117] (Figures 2 & 8) was linear in plan, aligned east to west and extended beyond the limits of excavation, with steep sides and a flat base. The ditch was parallel to Ditch [119] to the north. It measured 2.4m long, 0.86m wide and 0.36m...
	5.14.4 Ditch [119] (Plate 14; Figures 2 & 8) was linear in plan, aligned east to west and extended beyond the limits of excavation, with moderately sloping sides and a flat base. It was parallel to Ditch [117] to the south. It was 2.2m long, 0.98m wid...
	5.14.5 Ditches [111], [113], [117] and [119] are likely to be broadly contemporary due to morphological similarities and shared alignments, and are likely to form part of a larger complex of field systems. No dating evidence was recovered from these d...

	5.15 Trench 14
	5.15.1 The trench was positioned to investigate a positive linear anomaly identified in the geophysical survey, but was not seen after excavation of the trench.
	5.15.2 One ditch, aligned north to south, was identified at the north-eastern end of the trench.
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	6.2.3 The hand recovered collection amounted to just 3 fragments, all taken from fill (121) within the ‘modern’ ditch [120]. No dating evidence was found in this feature. They include a sheep/goat radius and 2 rabbit bones, a radius and a tibia. These...
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	7.2 Medieval Activity
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	7.2.2 Ditches [142], [140], [160], [149], [166] and [164] (Trenches 6, 10 and 11) formed a series of parallel northwest to southeast aligned field boundary ditches. Due to their largely differing alignments these are likely to represent a gradually ev...
	7.2.3 A Saxon/Medieval period is also represented by a series of northwest to southeast aligned ditches and pits. These were very different in shape and form to the other boundaries identified on the site, which provides further evidence for a potenti...

	7.3 Post-Medieval Activity
	7.3.1  A remnant field boundary was identified running across the site from northwest to southeast, through Trenches 2, 3, 7 and 8. This was modern in date and is shown on the 1883 Ordnance Survey map. The lack of finds indicates the boundary is an ou...

	7.4 Conclusions
	7.4.1 The trial trench evaluation has identified features reflecting two main periods of activity on the site: an initial prehistoric period (Bronze Age to Iron Age) and later Saxon-Norman/Medieval activity (c. 900-1400 AD).
	7.4.2 The archaeological features and deposits from the prehistoric period are poorly preserved with evidence for intensive ploughing on the site heavily truncating activity from this period. The later Saxon/Medieval activity is relatively well preser...
	7.4.3 Systems of similar, generally narrow and shallow, boundary ditches have been excavated across this part of Suffolk. Where datable material has been present, the ditches have been found to belong to a range of different time periods, beginning in...
	7.4.4 The character of the features and the associated finds is in keeping with a rural site, and suggests activity of prehistoric, Saxon and medieval date in the vicinity.
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