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Summary 

Evaluation of a small plot of land destined for housing development on Beeches Road. \\'est 
Row revealed a series of boundary ditches and a large pit type feature. l'hc pon~ry !Tom the 
t~atures suggestS intense acti\ it) on this site in the late Roman period. The pottery assemblage 
includes many of the products that are cxclusivl! to the late 3rd and ~lh centuries and a high 
proponion of provincially-traded late specialist wares from the Nene Valley, Oxfordshire, ~luch 
Hadham (Hct1S) and the East Midlands. Finds collected from the surface during a rapid 
fieldwalking survey of the area includ~d tegula: and box nue tiles indicative of a hypocaust in 
the ,·icinity. I hree coins dated Ill the C~lh were also found. 
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1.1 ntroduction 

A series of trenches were excavated as P-1rl of ·he archaeological evaluation of a small plot of 
land adjacent to Beeches RoaJ. \\'est Ro\\. on \\hich there is currently outline planning 
permission to build three houses. The aims of the e\·aluation \\ere to cstabhsh whether an) 
archaeologica l deposits existed in the area that \\·ould be affected by the proposed de\'dopmcnt. 
and pro\ ide infomtation so any necessary miti~ation strategy could be planned. ·1 he evaluation 
was funded by Suffolk County Council Property Di\'i~ion and was carried out betwe..:n 29th and 
3 1st August 200 I by the Fie ld Team of Suffolk County Council's Archaeologic::ll Scn·ice. 

The site lies at TL 672 760 close 10 the !=en margin and \\·ithin a rich nrcha~olngical landscape. 
The C(lunt) · $ Sites and ~lonumems Record details a number of s ites within the immediate 
\ icinit) which fom1 part of a dense ribbon (If hm Age and Roman occupation acti\ it) along the 
Fen edge. The site is current!~ p::m of an arable field and has been und.:r continuous cuJtiqttion 
since the late 1970·s prior to when it was briefy a meadow. A rapid lieldwalking sun<'~ of the 
area in I 978. \\hen the fidd \\as first re-ploughed. collected a fairly large a<;scmblage of late 
Rl'lman poltel} and Roman roof and flue tile5. indicating the possible site of a high status 
building close by. h was als,) noted that the ploughing had brought some of the chalk subsoil to 
the surtace suggesting that the archaeolugical Je,·els \\ere quite shallow and within the depth of 
the rlough The excrn·ation of a \\ i ldlifi: pond ;n the grounds of the adjacent school dttring the 
summer of 2001 re\·ealed a ditch in \\ hich Rot,an ponery and ti le were ;~!so rcCll\ cred. 

2.Methodology 

Th~ de' ~lopmcm area had been plnu~hL"d in the 'rring and recent!~ sprayed ro clear an~ \c:gct::uion. rinds 1~ ing on 
the >urfJcc <If tlte ploughsoil were ,·e~ 'isible and ":re collected under a single cont<\t number during a rapid 
ticld\\JI~ of the area. french~ w<.'re exca\ated b~ a \\icelcd digg..-r fined "ith a !.5m toothlo<' ditchmg bucket: a 
total of 117m was cxca\-ah:d opening up appro\inl4tel~ 9 5 •. of the dc,clopment area The trench<> \\ere 
positioned to sample all areas of the site •nd ondu<.kd the fOO(prinl5 of Jh<, three propo>Cd home> as shown on the 
outline buliJmg plan. The trenches \\ere orientated to '"r«t the findings of the 1978 fidd\\JI~ing sune~ (which 
<ho"cd a d"tribution of fin<h running in a SE->\\\ t>ard from the SF. corner of the site). nnd the topograph~ of the 
site. "hich included a large hollo\\ o\cr the centre oft!"' de,elopment area. Th..- machine remo'ed the plou~hsoilto 
the top of the archaeological le\ cL, and the e\pu>e,; features "ere sampled b) hand e\ca,ated section>. ·1 he 
nr~hacological features were recorded in sectiun Jt 1:10 anJ their positions pinned '" \\ith a Total Station 
1 hcoduhtc. Blac~ and \\hite prim and colour rranspar"ncy photographs \\ere also taken. A metal detector was used 
to scan the ground surface owr the \\hole of the de,elopment area. the base of the trenches and the m•chine spoil. 
All rinds were collected and retained for annl)sis b) specialists. The original SMR code. MNL 193. issued for the 
initi:tl lield\\Ork was used with context nunlb~ring starting at 0 I 00 to distinguish lhis project from earlia material. 
All the finds and the site records h:.vc hccn nrchi,cd at the County Council Archaeological Store at Shire H•ll and 
"ith the count~ Sites and 1\lonuments Record. 

3.Res ults 

1 rench I (>«logs. 3 and ~J ran ;-\\\'-Sr d,1~e tt the northern edge ofth~ sit<'. lt tra\ersed. at an 
appruximat<' right angle. tht' \ aguely linear holkm that appeared to run through th<' middle of tht' 
site and sampled the highest ground atth~ N\\ comer of the site. \\ hc.>re chall.. and be<n brought 
tO th<! ~urfac<' I>) the plough. 

At the c:--tr<·me \\\"Stern end of tr~nch I th.: grNmd rises and here th~ top,()il \\::tS Yery thin. The 
e:--p1•~ed ~nhs1• i l '"''a ckan chalk and Llnl~· 2(•~.:ms hd1n' the presem surfit"c. The gn•uml k\el 



then falls away and the ploughsoil was sl ightly deeper O\'er the remainder of the trench. There 
were archaeological features along most of the length of the trench but no evidence of buried 
surfaces or soil levels. The features were mainly ditches running generally SW-NE. Ditches 0102 
and 0 I 04 had broad. rounded profiles, the effect oft he ploughing has reduced their size but their 
shape suggested that they were once open ditches. and probably described a field or property 
boundary. The two ditches appeared to be associated and 0104 had been re-cut at leastt\\·ice. 
suggesting that this was an enduring di,·ision that was maintained. The finds from the ditches 
dated them to late 3'd14'h century. Ditches 0 I OS and 0 I 34 were al ike in size and fill and possihly 
the two had a common function. They ,,·ere narrow and ,·cnical sided which is suggestiw of a 
footing or sett ing for a fence -line or similar structure. The cllignrnent of the two however was 
awry of a right-angle making it difficult to imagine them as pan of a bui lding plan. Onlv 0 I 08 
was sampled and this produced Roman pouery and bone although it was not closely datable. 
Ditch 0 1 3~ cut through features 0 I 06 and 0110: these \\'CfC shallow and irregular and generall) 
less well defined than the ditches. They were filled with a dirty fine chalk rubble hoth produced 
poncry and animal bone finds. The pottery from 0 I 06 and 0110 supponed the stratigraphy. as. 
wh ilst not being closely datable, they comained nOne! of the specifically later types. 

:'-.1uch of the eastern end of the trench was taken up \\i th an ex tensi\'e pi t-like feature 0112. A 
cross-trench added to determine its size suggested it co\'ercd an area of more than 72sqm. The 
top of the feature was filled "ith a single layer 01 13, a dark grey/green silt imhued with a green 
mouling. suggesting a high organic content. This made the feature appear to be a singk entitY in 
plan but a small test section dug against the eastern edge of the feature, demonstrated that it "as 
made up of either se,·eral com·erging J',;atures or j)OSSibly a complex of interrelated ones. The 
cuts of these were steep sided and deep and the lJ.Jttom of the feature, where sectioned, was 1.6m 
below the present ground surface. The top fill was rich in finds and those collected from the 
surface of the feature (the quantity and type of material) suggested that this may ha'e been a 
midden depos it. full of domestic refuse. The lower fills were a pale rubble of chalk and chalky 
si lt which also contained finds but the organic content was less apparent. On the NW side of the 
feature the top fi ll o,·erlay a re-deposited chalk layer 011 5. This lay \\'ithill a cut \\itb a gently 
sloping western edge. The fill ofOIIS \\'as similar to that seen in the base of01 12 and it is 
thought that this " ·as all part of the same pit. 

Tr-ench 2 {see Figs. ~ and 5) ran at right angles to tr~nch I from the southern edge of the site into 
the centre of the hollow. 30cms of ploughsoil \\·ere removed exposing bands of dark si lty loam 
<md a coarse mbble of redeposited chalk. This materi al covered most of the trench length. the 
chalk subsoil only being exposed at the very somhern end. Roman pottery and ti le were collected 
off the surface of th is material and a late 3'414'h c~ntury coin wa~ found by metal detc,ctiug. On 
the surface these bands appeared to be a series ofE-\\' ditches nnming across the " idth of the 
trench. Excm·ation, however, suggested that thes~ "ere layers infilling a single huge pit. This pit. 
sampled with sections 0129 and 0 !33. was about 75cms deep \\ith a broad and flat honomed 
profile. Cross trenches added to examine the extent of the pit. suggested that it was an on1l 2~m 
x !5m. It is thought that the pit was a post medie-,·al chalk 4uarry pit and was dated by a large 
piece ofhrick, found in the basalla,·cr in scction0!29. and late medie,·al pottery from s~ction 
0133. 

/\t the southern end of the trt!nch beyond the quarr,· pit were a group of three small pits 0120. 
0122 and 012•1. A dark charcoal rich loam fill wts common to them all which produce' a large 
finds asso:-mblago:- char;Kteristic of domest ic refuse and containing late Roman potter~ and 
butehcr.:J animal bon~' -

' 
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Trench 3 ran NE-SW close tO the eastern edge of the si te. The ploughsoil here was 30-35cms 
deep. A north-south double ditch, 0135, ran across the extreme nonhem end of the site, and was 
filled with a pale grey sand. The edge of this ditch was also seen in end of the trench I cross
trench as it ran into the large feature 0!!2. A broad shallow double ditch 01 16 crossed the 
southern end of trench 3. There were two fi lls \\ithin ditch 0 11 6 the lo,,·er fill ,,·as a coarse 
chalky rubble the upper fi ll a silt:y loam. /\long the interface of these there was an abundance of 
tree-rootS and the appearance of the soil was unlike that of the other archaeological features. 
Roman ponery was collected from the surface of the ditch under the number 01 17, but during 
exca\'ation a sherd of glazed post medie,·al pcttery was found in the upper fil l, and it is therefore 
thought that this is not a feantrc of antiquity. The ground between 0 11 6 and 0135 \\'aS largely 
disturbed and was clearly cut by a modem trench. The disturbance contained a lot of tree roots 
and the fanntenant recalled a large tree b.:>ing taken do'm from this approximate area. Material 
from the disturbed grotmd. howe\W. included a 41

h century coin and late 3'd/4th century poner) . 
but these may have been r.:sidual. 

Trench 4 was exc<~vat~d to ex t~nd the line of trench I to th~ edg~ of the de,·elopment plot. This 
revealed a chalky loam in fi ll and demonstrated that the features. possibly those a<;sociat~d with 
0112. extended to the edge of the de,·elopment area. 

4.Finds and env ironmental evidence 
By Cathy Tester 

Jntroduction 
Table I shows the quantities of finds collected during the e\·aluation. A full quant ification by 
context is included as Appendix 2 

Find l ) ~c No. Wt/e 
Pottet;. 195 2918 
CBM 215 12207 
Stone 2 847 
Gla's 5 
Iron ~ 62 
Lead 7 
Animal bone )3 3 34 J I 
O)Slcr Shdl 6 85 
Coe2er allo,··Coins 3 

Table I : finds quantities. 

Pottery 
In total. !95 sherds of pouery weighing 2.928 kg were collec ted from the three evaluation 
trenches and from fieldwalk.ing the topsoil o\·er the entire deYelopment area. Th~ majority of the 
pottery " ·as Roman ,,·ith only six sherds of later date. The fabrics are summarised in Table 2 and 
the quantification by context is includ.:>d a.:; Appendix 3. 

' _, 
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Fabric Code "\Q. ~. l'\o. \\ tJg ~- \ \ t. A\.nl. 'g 

Black-surfaced "ares 6$\\' 21 10.8 216 7.4 IOJ 
ButT "ares Al!F 05 5 0.2 5.0 
Gre} nucaceous \\ares (black) GMB 15 7.7 158 5 .4 10.5 
Ore} micaceous \\Mt."S (grey) Ci/\IG 9 -1.6 150 ) . I 16.7 

Sand} grc} "ares GX 47 2~.1 ro ,_ 14.8 9.2 
l l~dham O\idised wares HAX 4 2.1 27 0.9 68 
H.lndrnadc sand-tempered HMS I 0.5 2 0.1 2.0 
~ lorn ingsea gre) wares HOG 27 13.8 55-1 18.9 205 
Homingsca grc} "are (black surf) IIOGIJ 14 7.2 205 7.0 14.6 
Late shell-tempered wares ISH JQ 9.7 508 17.' 26.7 
Ncnc \',a lie) co1our-eoat n arcs 1\ \'C IS 9.2 :!26 i.7 12.6 
1\ene \ alle} gre} wares '\\'G 2 1.0 

,. 
_) 0 .9 12 5 

0\ ford~hire pMchmtnl '' an:s 0.\1' 0.5 12 0~ 12.0 
0\fOrd;hire red CQiour-<:oored \\are< 0'\RC 2 1.0 .J) 1.5 2::! ~ 
o,r,,rd. .. hm: \\hlte\\are monarium OX\\ ~I 2 1.0 118 ~ .0 59.0 
Unspcdfied red colour-coor RC 2 1.0 H 0.5 -.o 
Red c,,J~''ar~~ !{_'\ 2 1.0 32 I. I 16.0 
Storage jar fabric STOR 0.5 37 1.3 37.0 
\\'h ite w;1re \\X 0 .5 31 1.1 32.0 

Tow/ Rvman u art:.\ /89 Y6.Y :!"98 fl.l 6 /4.,\ 

English stoneware (Nous.) F.SWI': 2 1.0 6 0.2 3.0 
Glazed red eanhcn" ar~ GR£ 2 10 22 0.8 11 .0 

Latt medie' al and transitional wares I.MT 0.5 30 1.0 30.0 
Lmc po\1 mcdic>al earthen\\ are LPM( 0.5 72 2.5 no 

Total post-medi,:\ a/ h ar<'J 6 3.1 130 44 :'I -
Tota I pollrr~ 195 100 ~928 100 15.0 

·1 able 2. Pone~ quantities 

.\Jerhodology 
The potter') "a~ quamifkd by sherd count and \\Cig.ht R(lman ''.tn.-s ''ere classified using the t~pc \crie!t d<' ised 
li>r rccordin~ Roman pone~ at Pakenham (unpublished I \•hich is Mandard for all SCC e\Ca\alion< Po,t-Rontan 
f.1bric cooes were as;igncd from the SufTolk post-Roman fabric series QuanlillcatiOO \\3S b} fabric. but fonm \\CTC 

noted as they occurred and each ·sherd fami l) · gi,cn a ;e>arate ent<} on the darabasc table. A ''0 microscope \\as 
used to identif) the fabrics. Table 2 provides a kc} to the fabrics present in this as<emhl•gc, hsting.them by 
common name followed by •he codes used for thi, rerun. sec AS pone~· recording fonns "ere U>cd and the resu hs 
\\ c:rc input on tu an Access 97 table. All percentage~ nre o~'thc wtal a!)semblage weight unlcl\~ othcrv. be Mated. 

Roman pottery 
Roman pouery was r~cuY~r~d from l(,urtc~n ~tratified fca11tres and from th~ ploughsoil. 
Se' cnt~cn fabrics or fubric groups "·ere identi fi<xl "hi eh consist of local and regional 
coJr-e"arcs (58°u) and prm inciall~ -traded specialist wares ( -11° o). 

Local and regional coarscwarcs arc dominmed by four reduced "ar.: groups. ~lost Cl>mmon arc 
llomingsca grey wares (26° o} which occur in lh~ >tandard and black-surf:tc.:d 'ariams. fonn' 
identified indude jars and large storage jars. :-!ext most common arc sandy grey "arcs ( 1-I.S"ol 
from a \":lrict) of unknown hut presumed local sources and rcpresemed h~ jar, and dishes 
including a straight-sided flanged bo\\'1. t) pe 6.17. Abo common are grey micaceous war<"s 
(I 0.~0 •>I in hlad and grc' -surf:k'Cd ,·arianl> f<'pres~nt.:d by a di,h (G:\ ll3\:~nd a bo" 1-jar 
((it\ !<..i ). :\11 <Jr~ in the st:mdard J:rhric "hkh ha> :r ,,.r,· uniform grain ,i/~ "ith f.:\\ indusi1•ns 
rxccpt for wry ab\tnd:lm mica. The s:n11c fabric is found on other si tes in north and north-w<'>t 
Suffolk and a common source. possibly \ \'at1isfield, is suggested. Other co:~rse\\'are fahrics 
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included Black-surfaced wares (7.4%) reprcsemcd by dishes and a jar. 'J hc!>c may be thc:
produCis of local grey \\arc: induSifies copying RB2. 

A high proportion of rrovincially-traded spccia lb1 wares which arc a f~alllrc of 1he late and latest 
Roman period \V<:re found. I\ lost common are late shdl-tcmpcred ''ares (17.3%) which are 
thought to come from a number of sources in the East Midlands such as llarrold (Beds.} Form> 
idc:nlified are jars including very large thick storage jars. Also common \\Crc Ncne Valley 
produc1s (8.6°o} \\hich are represemed by gr'} \\are dishes (1'/\'G) and a \\it.le range ofcolour
coatt'd ware~ r,\\'C) including beakers. jars. bowls. dishes and a castor box Also found were a 
range of Oxfordshire produc1s (6°o) including a red colour-coated ~>Q,,, (OX RC). a parchment 
ware dish (OXP. Young 1ypc C~9-50) and whiiC\\are monaria (OX\\ J\11 b01h Young's ( 1977) 
t) pe M2~. lladbam O.\idised wares (I%) are represented by a bo'' I. Finally, there is a flangt:"d 
bowl (type 6. 14. I) which cannot be conclusi\cl) described as a lladham or Oxfordshire ware. 

Post-Roman polleiJ' (identified by Sue Anderson) 

Lale and post-medic' al potlery included a sherd of late medie,·al and 1ransi1ional \\3r<! from pit 
0118 (la) er 0133 ). T"o sh~rt.ls of glazed red eanhenware and one of Lnglbh sloneware 
(Nottingham) ''ere found in the ploughsoil and a sherd oflate posl-mcdie"al eanhenware was 
found in ditch 0116 (SCCiion 0126). 

Ceramic .Building 1\fllterial (CBJ\1) 
A total of:! 15 fragments of CBM " eigh ing 12207g were collected. The majority was 
unslratified. Table 3 shO\\S !he quantities by fonn. and a list by context is included as Appendix 
4. 
l'abrics were not recorded for this assessmcnl. ahhough it was clear tha! several diflerent type~ 
were present in the Roman assemblag~. including a coarse sandy type and a soft fine 1ype ''itb 
clay pelle1 inclusions. If funh<!r exca,·ation is carried out. il "ill be necessary to record thi~ 
assemblage:- in detail. 

'1\~e Form No \\ tlg 
Roman FLT 15 141 J 

l~lll 39 28<)~ 

BOX 11 q;s 
TEG 96 -16~t 

Roofrik PAN 3-1 t275 
PCG 3 t() 
RT 11 

Rrich B 12 753 
F. A I 27 
LA I I o • -' 

\\'all rile \\P 2 71 
Table 3. CB:-.1 quanlities by form. 

Roman tile dominated 1he group. ldc:-ntifiahle Rnman fom1s consisted of mM 1iles tflanged 
1.:gula FL T. imhr<!~ 1/\113). and heating syslemlilcs (box tlu~ BOX). Other RomaJltiks \\erc:
rccord.:d as l<!gub.:' ( 11 (i) and th<!se fragmc:-nb \3ri.:d in thickness: >omc \\ere· up to 39mm thick 
:\llJ m:•rc' probabl) lh.:,) ;I~ bricks M tl,,,,r 1iks. flc)\\'C\'Cf the:- lll~jt>rit~ PI lr:l),!lllt'llb Were· 

probably frt•m ll :mgc•d tcgulae. On<! fragment (0 113) has the impression of :r huge dog pa" in 
the:- surface. l\los1of the s1ra1ilied material"~' a,~(>ciated with Roman p1>tlcry. 



Post-Roman tile and brick was largely unstratified. Pant ile fragments were the most common 
find, and some of these were machine made. Few fragment~ of plain flat peg ti les were present. 
Bricks were in 'white' fabrics typical of this part of the fens, and there were also some 19th-20th 
century compressed shale bricks and ?wall tiles. One small fragment of an estuarine fabric brick 
of possible medieval date was found in 0130, and a post-medieval brick fragment of 16th-18th 
century date was collected from 0 132. Post-mcdieral material from features included a fragment 
of roof tile from 0 I 07. a pantile fragment from 0119 and another from 0125. 

Sto ne 
A fragment of sandstone /gritstone ,,·as collected from ditch fill 0 I 07 and is probably natural. A 
fragment of chalky sedimentary stone (si ightly vesicular) \\'aS collected from context 0 I 14. 

Small Finds (identified by J. Plomiez) 
The follo,,ing small finds were recorded 

I 001 (Tr~nch 3) Ae coin. Ae 3. Obv. I louse ofCons1. .. NSTA!\TI~VS ... , rev. ti\O soldiers two standards 
GLOR(ia e.\ercitusl. ~timmark (Lyons?) .PL.. AD 330-335 .. 

1002 (0 120) Ae coin. Ae 4. Obv. helmeted r. (Cons:aminopolis). rev. Victory on pro" . Corroded. AD 
330-337. 

1003 (Trench 2) At disc. diam. 15mm. 0.6mm thick. ma:• be a 3rd4th e<ntur:· coin but no surviYing derail.. 

Miscellaneous 
Four iron objects were collected. Three of them were nai ls from pit layer 0123 and the last was a 
flat bar of tmcertain use from ditch 0 I 0~ . 

.'\ fragment of lead waste came from feature 00 12 layt>r 0 113. 

A comer fragment from a blue-green glass bottle was found in feature 0 112 (layer 0114.) 

Biological evidence 

Animal Bone by Alexis l\1 Willen 

lntr·oduction 
A total of 133 animal bone fragments (};ISP 49). weighing a total of3.4 l l kg. \\·as recovered 
from the MNL 193 site. The bone is generally in good condition although the majority of the 
them are fragmen tary. 

Methods 
A lithe bone fragmems wc:rt e~amined b) eye and. for each taxon, wen: a.~scsstd in tenns of skeletal elcmL'nlS. 

numbers of identified specimens (N ISP). weight. level of mawrity. any cut'chop and gnaw marks and any other 
observations. The mininl\lm numbers of individuals (M Nil was not calculated for this assemblage. The result• 
were recorded in a Microsoft Access database. A lull list of the data is avai lable in the appendix. References used 
for identification ma) be seen in the bibliography (Schmid, 1972). 

Results 

Table 4 shows the summary of quantification by taxa. Six ta'\on categories were identified 
although two of these an~ broad in ordt>r to narrow down the classi!lcation of fragments that m~re 
identifiable 10 clcmt>t11 but not to t<Lxa. The broad categories ar<' ddiucd as follows: 

Large mammal 
).·h.·dium m::Jmmal 

an anilflal approximately the si7.ct oi calli(" / equid large: deer 
an animal appro:\im;nely ihe siZI!' of sheep I pig J ~mall d~er. 
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Taxa NISP No. Wtlg 
Canle (8os raurus) 20 32 2327 
Sheep/goat ( Ovis!Capra) I I I 
Pig (Sus scrofa) I I 13 122 
Equid (Equus sp.) 4 4 57 
Large mammal I 0 71 851 
Medium mammal 3 12 53 

Table 4. Summary of quantification by taxa. 

Discussion 

Because the animal bone assemblage from this site is very small, specific interpretations about 
relative proportions of the various taxa cannot be made. Larger mammals, especially cattle, 
account for the majority of the collection. This may be because there were more of these 
animals or because larger taxa and bone elements produce more fragments and are more robust 
and likely to survive in the archaeological record. The bones did, however, come from various 
contexts suggesting that a number of the larger taxa were present in some form on this site over 
time. Only a few individuals of any of the taxa may be said to have been on this site. A 
significant number of bone fragments have been chopped and probably represent food remains. 
The tools and techniques used have not been assessed. Very few bones from immature animals 
were identified. Only one bone shows signs of pathological change: a cattle 2nd phalanx has a 
slight distortion and pitted bone along one side of the shaft. 

Shell 
Fragments of oyster shell were collected from five contexts (0107, 0109,0114,0121 and 0126) 

Discussion of the finds evidence 
The Roman finds evidence suggests intense activity on this site in the late and latest Roman 
periods. The coins are 4th century and the pottery assemblage includes many of the products 
that are exclusive to the late 3rd and 4th centuries. Of particular note is the high proportion of 
provincially-traded late specialist wares from the Nene V alley, Oxfordshire, Much Hadham 
(Herts) and the East Midlands. The lack of anything that would be certainly earlier than the 3rd 
century is also notable. A large amount of Roman ceramic building materials suggests the 
presence of a relatively high status building close by and there is potential for a well-preserved 
animal bone assemblage. Post-Roman finds are less frequent and come mainly from the topsoil 
suggesting less intense use of the land. 

S.Conclusioos/Discussion 
The trenching demonstrates that there is good evidence for late Roman settlement activity 
surviving on the si te. There is a high density of features and all produced good artefactual 
assemblages. The quantity of finds suggests that the site is close to a focus of occupation and 
although no actual evidence of a building was identified in the trenches, the presence of roof and 
flue tiles suggest that a prestigious building with a hypocaust building stood close by. Ploughing 
has already destroyed the upper archaeological levels and no Roman surfaces or stratigraphy 
survive and a large pit, thought to be a post medieval chalk quarry, has destroyed much of the 
south-western quarter of the site. What remains, however is within 25-35cms of the present 
ground surface and any ground works would impact on the archaeology. The amount of Roman 
artcfactual material meant that this was an almost ubiquitous component oftbe soil and the 
experience of the evaluation is that it will appear, in quantity, in every feature regardless of date. 
It may therefore, be necessary to excavate a larger proportion of each feature in order to increase 
the opportunity of finding non-residual material. 
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6.Recommendations for further archaeological work 
At present there is only outline planning pennission on the plot, so the extem of the impact of the 
development is unknown. The archaeology, where it survives, however is very shallow so it is 
anticipated that the creation of the fonnation levels for the houses, garages and access 
road/drives would encroach upon the archaeological levels. It is therefore recommended that 
there is a programme of area excavation co,·ering the footprints of any proposed buildings and 
their associated ground works where the archaeological deposits survive. 

References 
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Disclaimer 
Any opinions expressed in this repon about the need for funher archaeological work are those of 
the Field Projects Division alone. The need for further work ''ill be dctennined by the Local 
Planning Authority and its archaeological advisors when a planning application is registered. 
Suffolk County Council's archaeological contracting service cannot accept responsibility for 
inconvenience caused to clients should the Planning Authority take a diiTerent view to that 
expressed in the repon. 
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Appendix 1 MNL 193 contex t list 

OflnO tuturt' compnnNII Jtr' •l idenlinrr dc><iC'riJUion nnth ('ll l 'i cuCh} O\f'r under cm1111 nruh .-pocdttlt 

0100 on> fines u"slratifled f!rds coUocteC' ffom the tOO~! the finds wete r.oi&N:tod by ~re4dw~''"!l the wt>.o'a y P\lEO. L 
ol th(! dnvelopme-nt arN• and from the p:ougl,soll spoil froM lhO trenches 

0101 0'01 T1 lrencll tronch 1 a long E·W lt P-nCh towards tho northern end of the 8/to. 

Q' M 0!02 ~, dttct> dilct'l, eu1 nto ch<llk n.mnll"g S'll-NE 1.30m wtde and 35-dOrmo; deep, U-sh.npt>d ~cCI!O'l. 
t."lcstemrros.t of a pair of par aiel dllchP~ runr~Jng acros-. lrt~ wOt;lt~rn and o1 trpru:h 1. 

0103 01:: Tl Crtch fol fnnble rnld sreylbrcwm chalky sot y 

010·1 0'10·1 11 dtch ditch runn:ng SW-NC. ndjnc.ent and pumllcl to 0102. Appcnrs 10 hnve 1 er 2 rrruts. lho d 'tch LCJ/4 
I!\ steep sided and g<'nomlly fta1 bas(ld, 2 JOm w1de and 55cm~ deop. 

0105 OH• ~ ~, ditch rt t· n I of d tch 0 104, a f,lnble g.reyibrow!'l chalky slit The recut ne~ru lt1 Reclion wcrf' nor ldflntlfied y 
<fur1ng exeavalkm ~ the 1111 was refTlOvcd u1dec this one conleltt 

0101; 01(.V; T1 drtch pos~blc dtc.h runn•f'IQ N·S auoss trench 1. ~~.rde and shaUow· .... lth an irregular pi'OHP 
Sr-r.lioned to include r"()S~ih!e second fentur*' on 1he eastC'rl' C'dtJB of 0106 20rT'I,, deep and 
urlo 1 Sm w1do 

0 107 OiOf: T1 rtHch fi l nu o f d teh 0106, I) mid ~lrfty/brown ohorl(y 1'1111 w llh ch.l'k lun p~ t l ll-..1 flt:l:k~. y MC2•.P 

0108 o·nq T1 ditch 11rrow pa!l~e 1ype <Htch ru!'lf'lil'!:g NE-SW Akmg trench 1 Tho C\lt Is shallow bo•l with a stoop 
~<'d U·smped prol·l• 

010Q 010R T1 ditch fi I fill of dilch 0108 dnrk grey clayey si': •.v•th r.hnl lo: 'umps. y Rom 

011 0 0110 Tl h~At~J r(! ahnllow d~pras»ion In trench 1 y LC314 

0 1 11 0110 T l feature 111: Chtl!k rubb'c and mid brown loam flU wiU1In lh(! dApresslon 0 11 0 F nds ri,ch. y 

01'1 0112 Tl 'eatt~rc vmy large ~eature I Of complex o~ feat,UP~ at tle oast Hid oi lr(.'nc:h 1. The top of tho fc-arure 
IS Med !l.ith a S1ngle lnyOf, 3 dMSO S.i.t. a d:uk grey-9feen r,c.h. orgartJc deposit w~c:h f'!lado 
1;,1) foalur~ appt~~ar n ~inglo ~nlily n pl\ln. Below thrs layer two distinct cuts wcru ~c-en wllllln a 
~m('ll lest secllon rtnd thMe were filled with n pater chalk ruhbto . 

0 11 3 0 1 "2 Tl layer uppnr fill o f 0 112 no l~suod to col lee! flndn from the surl~co o( tho feature Thos ltJyor Is e. y 0 1111 ROM 
cmc; deeo and sarnpiPd wHh the machh'IO 

011• 011~ Tt layer ~· fJiof 0112 where hand excavated \\o·th the test sedtorl filed w·th a PC'l&g•ey ch.1'ky silt y 0113 ~'C2·MC 

0111:; 011: T1 layer IIJYN of chalky rub-blo on 1he '",.est s•do or 0112, possib'y vpr.ost !LOll fr·om ~he exrnvntlon o f 
011 2110$ !X>SS•bly W•th•n lhC CUI Of 011 2 Will'~ gently sloping WOSI edge lie below 01 1~. 

y 0113 

01 1G 011(· [J ditch brond ditch runn ''!J NW·SE across trench 3 The dttch otiN,I,1Hon looks to be ri!Jhl nnqlo~ to 
0 102 and 0104. 



UJHlO fl'llharc r.omponenl g•·~q ldtntiOer de..tCI'iJJIIOn finch cuts rulb)' ovc.r under IRIIIII nndJ spotdnte 

0117 0116 T3 dllch layer upper fill of dllch 0 1 I 6 wllhln T3 darl< grey sill loom fill wllh common roollniJuslon. y 1001 LC3/4 

0118 0118 T2 pit foatwe Lorge feature runnfng E-W across T2 possibly a mui!H:ul ditch finds under ccnlexl 0119 
oollecled from lhe surface of lho feerure predomlnalely from lhe central darker band. Once 
oxcavoled it transpires lhat lhls foalure was a chalk exltllc6on pit and all these finds ere 
probably r8$lduel maletlallnfilfng lhe pit. 

0119 0118 T2 plllayer finds collected from tho surface or 0118 y 1003 LC314. P 

0120 0120 T2 pi I Pit, one of a group of lhree pits al the south end of trench 2. 0120 lslhe smalle•t bul doepeot 0122 1002 
of the pits and appears to cu1 similarly filled pit 0122. 

0121 0120 T2 pit loyer fill of pit 0120 a single All of very dark brown s11ty loam rich In finds. This filllypo Is common to 
all of the pits within lhls group. 

y LC3/4 

0122 0122 T2 pit large oval pit, part of the groop along wllh 0120 and 0124. The pit Is quite shellow (17cms 0120 
max) ond 2m across Ills cui by 0120 on lha exlreme edge 

0123 0122 T2 pit foyer fi. Of plt0122 very dartc brown Silly foam as 0121. rich In finds y C4 

0124 0124 T2 pil rounded shallOw pilat lhe extreme soulhem end of T2. Only per11y vislble. 

0125 0125 T2 pit layer fill of pll 0124, very dork brown silly loom. A •lngle fill similar 10 the fills of 0120 ond 0122 y F'Med 

0126 0116 T3 secbon aac11on through feature ditch 0118. originally lhought la be a forge d11ch the sec110n shows 
two shallow cu1a running E-W. 

y MC2•.C 

0127 0128 0116 T3 ditch layer fir ol d11d1 0116 wllhln section 0126. the lOwer fill Is predominately chalky rubble wUh some 
mid grey/brown loam, over this lhere Is a lot of root Intrusion. Is it part of a hedgeline?? 

0128 0118 T2 pit latge ptl, chalk exiJaellon pit?? Consumming most of lhe lenglh olttench 2 also m.rnbered 
0118. 

0129 0118 T2 section sondege dug a11he N end of ~ench 2 wtlhln pl1 01211/0118 

0130 0129 0118 T2 plllayer horizon of redcposlted chalk, top fill of pll 0128/01 18. This layer made up of course chalk y 0131 Mad• 
nodules seen Immediately belOw lhe ploughiOII Wllhln sondage 0129 

0131 0129 0116 T2 pit layer brown silly loam below 0130 within 0129. Main fill of pll 0128/0118. y 0132 0130 C4 

0132 0129 0118 T2 pit layer basal layer of pit 0128/0118 within secllon 0129. Thin horizon of trampled chalk rubble 
ovel'lylng chalk naturol base. 

0131 LC314. P 

0133 0133 0118 T2 pll layer see\lon excavated following the southern edge or P•l 012810118, filled wtlh a dark grey sifty y C4, 15-16 
loam southern edge well defined. 

0134 0134 T1 <itch narrow palisade type d1tch slm•ar In alze and fin 1o 0108. Cuts dilch 0106 ond realuro 0110. 0108. 

0135 0135 T3 ditch double ditch running N.S at NE end of trench 3. Filled wllh a pale gray silt sand con~nues lnlo 
trench 1 wh«e it M1Sinlo 0112. UPI>Clf fin of 0112 ovorfles 0135 

;; iil 11 11 • 11 • • • • • • • •• I! • •• • • •• • 



Appendix 5 Animal bone 

OP Ta'a £Jrmen1 :-;IS P ~0 \\'t.'~ l~arl Mat uriC) Note~ 

0100 n tttt..'l • C"''4melfn: ). 

r tc-rt.\ I 1 ""''"' >. 

LM long bor.e 2 7 l~U fr.~~) X 

\1M long bone 2 21 f.Ufl f101:) X cb1.1ppeJ 

OIOJ t tc:cth 21 fll(t l !ll X 

0101 ll )~apul .s 2 11 J•o ~!eno1d 0:3\ mes. .lr.d l)bd!! lr.lf,ot. ~ 

8 ltbi:i .!v~ dJ<;t.JI hlli ~ dh)J'tX'd 

1\1 lont b-111(' ' Ill •bft {r.;~~ X ~·h<lt,~·t 

I\ I nb IJ MJ fo,;o\ X 

l \I \·atcbr.t " b-.1, traph>w ~1 rbtl:.' mt'-\ttl~ l' <horl"<J 

0104 l\1 J..:.r.:booc 12 Wntn:." ). <h<orr<'l 

oc l«<h tlh:l~t ). 

0110 R a!ltr.tgalu:> ;14 hdf r '"''I'J'<'i 

0 h~mcr.b 3'-"l .:!.~ut enJ f C~(lfl(l•'t~ 

0 ~ap1.1b 141 k!lde fr3o ). ct1n1~rt'.t 

' " long bon~ ) ~Q )haft rr .. ~~ X 

0 11.' B mcuurs.;l I~ I n .,.h._,)!.- Ji~t.1l mJ dan~td F un ...... <d 

LM scapula ,., hl~ .. tl' fiJt X ..:h~'t'f'IO:•l 

OIIJ 0 scapula I ''J 1\'..., h.•ll' · r:.n <tt bl..lJ.:' mL'-.~m£_ ~ c!\<'lr~J 

8 '"'"' 3 J :o t~eol3t ~s X 

I\\ ... ,ib 11 £:.; )I 

l \I loog !>.""' J oJ i!aft fn~~ X <h•rl"'l 

I\\ nundthte • 's b.>n.:- fn!::> ;\ 

0119 "~' '""'t b.l:l~ I< I >hJft fr.ag ~ X 

(11: 1 IM CJ.flXJI ursal ·• fr;~.e X 

LM l~>ng bone J ol $luh fr:tf" .( X chopped 

MM ~'''1Jer.tiliabk J filr,. >. 

Oll.l ll 3)(101g:llu:. 1~ ~h..,!e 

ll mt'Upo.'\Jt.ll lO.l J~t .. : c:nJ F o.:t~,'r""'J • 0 ptul1 ~·· "h•l.. F ,..th <h~hi d~.-uom~n a-.. i 
rtllnl hr..•n.c alcng one si.k uf 
U.cQuft 

• r tcc:lh 0 l'tf.\fr~.lme! m; " 
I \I k·flt~"'ll:lh~ " '" '11,3fl fr.s.~ .. ;\ ch-.'r~ .. L\1 umdmt1f1able 2 " ft.lt:' ' 

I'll~' ll p!ul) J I~ tllh 

I 11 l'h.!' : \\lioL - L\1 l.:tr.g b..'\OC' t· >tall fro~~ " 
0 1 ~6 (I mand1bk ,,,, "h lkll.Jh r:lh<in~ r·•rl (I!' r 

• nlnJ1buLu hmg:C' 

11 mc-u-:JfiUl '· fT\.'\il'1.11 1-!..Jli r chvrr<"J 

Ill 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

01' Ta» 

OIZft B 

L\1 

t\t 

0130 ·r 

M \I 

t) I.\ I I ~I 

I .M 

MM 

01\1 l\1 

M \I 

' 
' 
' 
\ 

' 
' 
' 

To1nl 

Element :'\ISP 

hbl..l 

kMltbont 

s.c:.p~.;.b 

mnJ.pnd.al 

nb 

nb 

-sl.ul! 

fib 

lung lx_,no:: 

lli'>ll 

h.JI'I'k_"rui; : 

m.1ulb 

met.lfk"'Oi.ll 

1'3.iiUS 

supull 

IC<lh > 
ulna 2 

49 

~0 \\'lfg Put 1\hturit~ l\Ot('S 

~ 11. dt·UI md ~n..i J'l'(•:'lllnl\31 tr•rh:-"~ fr.1~ l ch-•1'1'<'1 

7 ~- 1ituft fne>s X d~o<·rrnJ 

l ~2 blo.dc fn.~s X 'h"rr'...t 

11 di·ulmJ fl'l;:' r 

2 ,,., ~ chup('CI-1 

8 fnr X 

)U cnn•um frlp X 

~ fnr X Ch•"PPcd 

l • shafl rn~~ X 

,tuft 'L 

l )\ di .... l h.lht""> L 

) )) h.lt lh hJW. fr,p '\ 

• m ... t.olt di~1 tptph:-~i:S m:s.~·n~ L 

• r,, .. ,mul.;;tl.ifi ,. 
'" :.n,,ullt m.i ,. '\:h,•rr~:J 

~ I (.mm,·. ~ .,,,.,.,,,,.., ' 
l :n n1 llo hnlc • ep1ph; '>t"$ ml')SIO~ 

l.U J.Ji l 



Appendix 4: Ceramic Building Material 

Conlr \1 f orrn :\o \\ lil: Abr Commen t~ 03tt 

0100 B " Jv:1 f··mrre ~ \hJI~ 10-)0 

fLT q 7~1 Rum 

WP ~ 71 ("nnrre~!'><J ~hale 10·2<• 

0 11} 1. ~\\ hlh;" boch J1,\1ed 

Pl.ft " I rrvb. \led MetJ ... 

rAN ., 
>- l li>'l PMcd 

l[L, to"' ~65° t ·p hl )~ln'r.\ lhiCl Rnm 

f:HIX 6 }~' ~ fli~X<S .:.-.mhnl Rt\O! 

(\Hi J: :ol> ''~h-· I' P\\; Rn!'h• 

o 1o· 1\tB., Rom') 

RT 11 p~ ...... p.dll~ r\1«! 

rLT " Rom 

0109 m, 5 Rvm 

BUX 3 I -l l .2 ~ml. I cornbc-J R~.~,u 

0 11 0 fl l ~ ·l~>':> R11m 

011.1 -, ~(; i 1128 Alllht.:l. 1 1,\ llh d·'J?: (1:1\\ r rinl Rom 

0111 FLT 71 Rnm 

I~IB 55 Rnm 

O! ICI B~"•\. -Ill ~-.. m~ Rn"' 
P\' .. , P\tt,f 

OIZI IH, l}.:l \l.unl) ~.111 ~"ki .1hnofeC: R""' 
1\IH 45 Rum 

HOX 5 R,,.. 

OllJ 11-<i"' 4 .... • Rom" 

OI H r,,s 4S PMtd 

----
01!6 TCG 47 R~11 1 

-------
OIJD li~G 3 10 !Jr,,h t l ·r Rom 

EB 27 fl.lcd+ 

0 1.1 1 TCG 6 l\9 + l{nnl 

I \ID 3 114 Rom 

OIJl 1\t {) I• Rtlm 

LH 123 1'\IN 

-- -
01).\ HT ? C,J R·•m 

-----
115 1210., 



Apprndix 2 F inds list 

or Ponrry J•oue-r~ Animal Animal Cll~l CB~ I ~tiscellanE'C)u~ DSir 
:>o \\ llg bone ;\o Bone \\ ~·~: :O.o Wtlg 

0100 37 93~ • 3) lt·i k"-44 P~l.d 

0104 ~ 11 2) Fe rl·17e> LC} 4 

0101 11 226 35 810 l 41 Oystc' (2-16gl. Slim.: II·SOS;t ~~' ~nl J,Mcd 

0109 • " ' ll ' ... Oyi!~ ~ l-5gl Rom 

0110 1 3f. 6 3'7 ' 4!fl 1Ci4 

OIIJ 1 ,, 
' ;!'\'; n]s laJ "bt.< t 1-"'gl ~""' 

CHI4 I' 25) 15 17-4 Gh:-.,. f ,.;g-1 b.J.nlc. ~stet ( J...;::,,. \! •th'' (!. \ff'~·\IC; 

2~1 

0111 I> 110 1 tlu L04 

U119 ·I lli' : I·J : .;s-. P\kJ 

0121 ·~ 3-H 10 10 9 189 O~SJcrti·Sr,l; t<:J4 

012) 
,. 
. ' :nr, 15 ,.,. 

' 44 fc n.JJI.s (3-45-ti C< 

01:~ ; ,, ,, Pmcd 

0126 204 I; ·o~ ,. Oyskr l -1 ... ~1 et• 

01.•0 I) 1 33~ ~te-J-

01 .11 b 50 3 
., • JOi C4 

0 11! 3 00 1 IJ2 P~kJ 

01 .1,1 • 157 to t1< ~ q; C4.CI5 to 

1001 SF ;-\t C('oin. A..- 3 H0-135 

---
lOCH SF Ae C~o'm . A..-J D•J-331 

100) ~1-. Ac d...so:. 1.:..-.m ') (} -l" 

TOIJ1 ;- 935 6 •• 1&5- 8~J 



Appendix 3: Pottery by context 

OP Fabric Shtrd Form No Wlfg No1es Dale 

0100 osw bls 2 18 Or;\fl&t: margins. grey core 

£$\a.'N l>s 2 6 ln&l ..... st~-a.re- '·"'~ l'llh 

G\lB l>s 2 10 M•te b<'s. , .. typcaJ f~ 

GMB n•n 6 19.4 19 I.Ofl& bead - late'? MC2+ 

GMG b·'S 2 24 

G\1G rim• s 66 Bo...,l-pr. nm8(220mm IS'.il. V. auc-J: • 

GRE l>s 2 ll Glued tu1 emben•a•t IS·I6rl> 

GX b.s 12 7S MISC- inc fine HAR-h .. t,.. 

I lOG basc&bl• 6 101 6uff.&rey base & m1sc b/5 MCZ+ 

HOG rim 63 30 caret reed-rimmed bo'olol, ..... ~br cz 
HOGB nmbucl\s j>r 10 IS) M~ jarims-(2)&0$11-..:: combed \ICZ• 

LSII bs •.iar ) ll O.d•na<y jar LC34 

I SH b.'.s 4 Sjar 2 141 V. 1h1Cl.. sherds! LC314 

LSII rim 4jar 22 Rim type 45 (180mm,l~•) LCl4 

NVC b...: ) beak..- 8 3un.:bss LCJJ 

~VC b..< 6 11 6und.,. LCJ4 

NVC nm ., ... 10 i'o«k«ijar(JRPS 8, no 281·21 LCJ•4 

NVC nm 6.14.1 17 Bumt LC3'4 

NVC rim 6.19.1 10 Upn&ht.. plam LCH 

1'\'G base 6 17 6 un<los> 

'VG nm 8 

OXWM nm 7 Young MZZ 9S Younr. ( 1917} M22. cl~r & pink quartz gnL~. )'cl lo....,·p•n~ C4 
slip 

OXWM rim 7 VoungM22 23 Young ( 1977) M22 • ....,. poo~ioe on rim C4 

RX ...... 617 24 HAOOX' I'« 'dsss•<' IIAX moa LCH 
--- ---- . -·-- ----- ----

0104 HAX l>'s s LCJ4 

NVC bls 6.2 I 7 Castor box lid LC3'4 
------ -

0107 osw bo>< &. b. s 78 ERom" 

G\18 bs s ... u&abr. 

GX b 's 27 Vel) HI\R.Jike 

IIOG bls 3 13 lluiT·&Iey MC2+ 

HOG b.s Sjar 2 107 ~)>' "'"' (S\1 MC2• 
--- ------

0109 G\IG bs 2 4 ~ ... n & abr Burn~. 

HMS b 's l Snull &-!lbr Ttansiuc-N..I fJbnc Cl 

RC fll11 3 Small &. abr. Self-coloured OXRC? 
---· 

0110 GX ba,e 18 

HOG bs Spr ll ~J"' \1Cl-

I <H bs 5 (("']~ 

0113 tiM B b• • Uum1shed !l.ngul,lr LI~U£ llnc:s 

SI OR b .'$ 37 
----

0114 G\18 l>s I• C'-'1 '<SS<!. 

GMG b> s A !or 



OP Fabric Sherd Form l"o Wt'g i'\0(('$ Da te 

011• GX bls 2 10 B2 dcc. fine. 

GX p1ofile 6.18 3 •2 O..Jsc l)'JX' 2 E'MC2·MC3 

I lOG b.'s Sjar 6 'l Mise. Sjar b's MC2~ 

IIOG rim Sjar [\ans 9-1 J .o Buff. orange- core." M Cl-

IlOGB b,'!> jar- 2 1 Jar (orJinar:. !>i.:.cJ M Cl-

\\'X bs I n.,gon )2 Burnt 

01 11 BSW b:. .... ,:- 6 1S W,d~ b.l'-t"d "~s.!:l- d1t;h'' D:~rl c;.:'!nd 

osw rim 6 s 6 Jq 3" 

G\IG bs 2 48 

LSH rim 4 SJar liS LCJ J 

,;w· bs 8 013d. !>lip. at: p1.:.JI f<1bric lC3 ~ 

0119 G\18 b ·'s 7 \' mi!.Jceous. fme bum1s-..~ed 

GX hs 7 ... ne.lHAk·hke) 

t SH hs 4 S;:.r 1 Hl3 ~Jlf, "Cl') thick. combed LCJ.: 

01!1 BSW b'S 6 )0 Abr wme looks 'romJmsmF 

BSW lim j~f 2 ! l l !ncl.:lss J3rs 

G\IB ba:;,.. & b .. •• ,- M1~ ahr 

GX bs 9 72 M 1st. abr. bs 

GX b, • \' OOd u"~o:lu.<ton::; 

GX rim jar 2 17 2 uncla..co..c; prs 

I lAX b< 5 Abr LC3 " 

IIOG 0(1~.;-&b~ 1 B Grc;. MC~ • 

IlOGB bs IS Ordm~ s12cd MC2 , 

LSil b's ·1 j(t( ; .t5 ~hs.:. b s. l conbcd LC3 • 

t'\'C bs 2 15 LC3 4 

NVC l>'s 6 ho\\'l 8 Thick LC3 4 

N\ 'C l>s (,2 5 CJ.Stor box LO• 

l'VC "~"' 3 be;;l.cr !5 Oc-akc:r base (21mm. l(l(•~•) . atypi.;;)JI;,l_ln.: LCH 

- - 4-- 4 

0123 R$W h< 1 15 Abr. 

HIJF nm l Abt. 

GMH hasekb.s 4 <9 Abt 

(jX b's ~ 16 Mi:.'" a.b:. b.~ 

HOC. nm& bs JM 2 23 J:u· rim 7 MC1-

L~H b 's : 7 I C3 4 

ISH nm 4 jar 14 Run 11 c 1 (.Omm,o~> ~>I I C3 .! 

;-..V( l:>s ) 17 t-.11....: h s LC3 ~ 

~.\'C ba:;e 61;-..)w} " lCJ.·.l 

OXRC b) 6~ ....... 1 2! no .... I. burnt & abr C4 

RC t•$\' -; h.:-.!~.0' 11 Bcat.er \-a:.< 

fll ~b H~\\ h3SC ,\,_ b- s I• , .. ,,.m 

G~l(r l:>s ) R'-•m 

GX b, ] 12 Rl)lf\ 

I lOG ", ! J(l CcmD~-d :'\CC!-

HhG lo:t .,~· oO MC1-



or fabric; Sherd form i\o \\'tfg =-'otcs Oate 

01!6 lf'.\.1£ b <s 12 Late pOSt-medi~~~ t:~llhet~~:ue \CS$el 19th c 

0 1)1 GX bs ; Ah1 

GX bs 2 1·1 Abr <..iold mic.a-t 

IIAX b's 6 bvt\1 13 <.ire~ ~<~te [('] ~ 

!--VC b's 6 Abr b ·s I(",;~ 

f)XI' non 6.15 12 Going Bt0.2 {Young C•:9-50):Ahr 1r3ces of red in grcxn e. c• 
p1nJ.:1.sh fabnc. Parchment wm::' 

0132 HOGB bs I; 

1.$11 b 's ~ Sj.sr ~I V liud. I.C"3 .;; 

N \ '(· nm 6.~.1 JQ Castot bo' lu1 I CJ.; 

0 '~'-' GX bs 3 n 

GX bas< 6 d•~h )9 6un\1~hcd 1111 

GX non 6 17 15 lCl4 

H.~x bs 4 I.C3 -t 

l.~n b:tiC 30 L:nl! mediC\' a I & tn.nsition;:tl ware I)-16th 

OXR<' base 24 Grey core \~ 

R~ bs ' ()ranrc abr 

Total 195 !928 



Appendix 6 

SUFFO LK COUNTY COUNC IL 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SERV I CE- CO N SERVA TI ON TEAM 

Brief am/ Specification for an Arclweologica/ £valuation 

DEPOT SITE, BEECHES ROAD, WEST ROW, MILDENIIALL 

I. Background 

1.1 An application (F/2000/597) has been made for residential de\·elopment of 0.82ha at 
the former Coach Depot, Be~ches Road, West RO\\·, fol lowing demolition of existing 
bui ldings. 

1.2 The Planning Authority has been advised that any consent should be conditional upon 
an agreed programme of work takin~ place before dc\·clopment begins (Planning 
Pol icy Guidance 16, paragraph 30 condition). An archaeological eYaluation of the 
application area \\ill be required as the ftrSt pan of such a programme of 
archaeological work: decisions on the need for. and scope of. any further \\·ork will be 
based upon the e\·aluation. 

1.3 The development area lies at TL 673 762 about 950m east of the Weston Ditch line 
which marks the current fen edge. This area along the margin of the fens has a high 
density of archaeological sites of later prehistoric and Roman date. Evidence of 
Roman activity of unknown extent has been identified 150m to the south of the 
deYelopment area around the school (MNL I <J3). Some 300m tO the north there is a 
Scheduled Ancient Monument (County No 37) arotmd the findspot of the late Roman 
Mildenhall hoard, though most of the recorded data relating to this lies in the northern 
half over 400m from the de\·elopment. However, any evidence relating to the 
character of later Roman activity in th is area would b~ highly significant. 

1.4 All arrangements for the field c\·aJuation of the site, the timing or the work, and access 
to the s ite. are to be negotiated \\ith the conunissioning body. 

I .5 The submission of a Project Design based upon this brief and accompanying outline 
specification is an essential requiren:ent. The final selection of an archaeological 
contractor should not take place unti l the Project Design has been approved by this 
office. 

I .6 It should be noted that demoli tion of structures to ground level and removal of below 
ground oil tanks has already taken place. The latter should be taken into account in 
the trench design. 

2 . Brief for the Archaeological [,·aluation 

2.1 Establish whether any archaeological sites exist in the area. 

2.2 Identify the date. <lppr(n;imate fonn an:! purpose of any archaeological sites within the 
appl ication area. 
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2.3 Evaluate the likely impact of past land uses, and the possible presence of masking 
colluviaValluvial depositS. 

2.4 Evaluate whether waterlogged organic deposits are likely to be present in the proposal 
area. 

2.5 Provide sufficient information to construct an archaeological conservation strategy, 
dealing with preservation, the recording of archaeological deposits, working practices, 
timetables and orders of cost. 

2.6 It is expected that the evaluation will proceed sequentially: the desk-based evaluation 
will precede the field evaluation (there is a possibility that some aspect of the site's 
history may indicate that further evaluation is not necessary). 

2.7 Tile developer or his archaeologist v.ill give the Conservation Team of the Suffolk 
County Archaeological Service (Suffolk County Council Shire Hall, Bury St 
Edmunds lP33 2AR. Telephone/Fax: 01284 352443) five working days notice of the 
commencement of ground works on the site, in order that the work of the 
archaeological contractor may be monitored 

2.8 If the approved evaluation design i; not carried through in itS entirety (particularly in 
the instance of trcnching being incomplete) the evaluation report may be rejected. 
Alternatively archaeological presence may be presumed, and untested areas included 
on this basis when defining the final mitigation strategy. 

2.9 An outline specification which defines certain minimum criteria is set out below. 

3. Specification A: Desk-Based Assessment 

3.1 Consult the County Sites and Monuments Record (SMR). both the computerised 
record and any bad,'Up fLies. 

3.2 Examine all the readily available cartographic sources (e.g. those available in the 
County Record Office). Record any evidence for archaeological si tes (e.g. buildings. 
settlementS, field names) and history of previous land uses. \Vhere possible 
photocopies or tracings should be included in the report. 

3.3 Ascertain whether there are other constraints on the site (e.g. Site of Special Scientific 
IntereSt, County Wildlife Site, Area of OutStanding Natural Beauty, Tree Preservation 
Order, etc). 

4 Specification B: Field Evaluation 

4.1 Trial trenches are to be excavated to cover a minimum 2% of the site area and be 
positioned to sample a ll areas of the site. Trenches should be a minimum of l.Sm 
wide; the length of trench to fulfil the percentage requirement should be computed on 
the nominal basis of I m wide trenches. ln practice trench width will be determined by 
machine bucket size; a toothle!>~ 'ditching bucket' of at least l.SOrn width is expected 
unless special circun1stances can be demonstrated. The trench design must be 
approved by the Archaeological Service Conservation Team before field work begins. 
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3 
4.2 The topsoil may be mechanically rcmo,·ed using an appropriate machine lined with 

toothless huckct and 11ther equipment. All machine excavation is to be under the 
direct control and supervision of an archaeologist. The topsoil should be examined for 
archacologic~l material. 

4.3 

4.5 

46 

--1.7 

'J h~ top of the first archaeological dep<~sit may be cleared by machine. but must then 
be ckan<!d off by hand. J here is a presumption that exca,·ation of all archaeological 
dep<~sits will be done h~ hand unle~s it can be shown there \\ill not be a lo~s of 
C\ id.:nce b~ using a machine. The decision as to the proper method of funher 
exca\ at ion \\ill be made b~ the scnit'r project archaeologist with regard to the nature 
of the deposit. 

In all e\ aluation c\ca,·atitm tlter.: is a presumption of the need to cause the minimum 
disturhance to the ~ite consistent ''ith adequate evaluation: that significant 
archaeological f.::Jturcs. e.g. solid or bonded stmctuml remains. building slots or post
hole>. should he preserved intact e'·en iffills are sampled. 

There must be sufficient cxcm·arion to gi ,·e clear evidence for the period. depth and 
nature of an archaeological deposi t. The depth and nature of colluvinl or other 
masking deposits must be estahlish<'d across th~ site. 

Any natural sub:.oi l surface ren:alcd should be hand cl~aned and examined for 
archaeological depo:.its and artefacts. Sample excavation of any archaeological 
features revealed may be necessary in order to gauge their date and character. 

t-letal detl'Ctor sc:Jrchc" must take pbce m all stages of the cxca, ·ation b~· an 
~xpcrienc..:d dct..:c:tor u,;<'r. 

All finds ,,;11 be collected and proce~sed (unless mriations in this principle are agreed 
with the Conservation I cam of SCC Archaeological Sen·icc during th~ course of the 
C\a)uation). 

-t.9 Human rl!mains must be left in situ except in those cases where damage or de~ecration 
arc to be c:-.pectcd. or in the e\ ent thm anal~ sis of Lhe remains is sho\\n to be a 
requirement of :-atisfacttll)' C\aluation of the site. Howe\'(~r. the excm·ator should be 
a\\ are of. and compl~ \\ith. the pro,isions of Section 25 of the Burial Act 1857. 

4.10 Plan, of the archac,,Jogieal features on the site are to be dra\\ n at I :20 or I :50. 
depending on the complcxit~ of the data to be recorded. Sections should be dra\\n at 
I: I 0 or I :20 again depending on the con:plexity to be recorded. Any variations fmm 
this must b..: agreed'' ith the Consen·atitln Team. 

--1 . 11 A photographic record of the \\Vrk is 111 be made. consisting of both monocltr,)me 
photographs and colour tram.p~rt:ncic>. 

-1 .12 Top:,oil. subsoil <111d archaeological dl'p<Jsit to he kept separatt' during excavatinn to 
allow sequential b:tc~ lilling ol'excanuions. 



5. 

5.1 

5.2 

5.3 

5.4 

5.5 

6. 

6.1 

6.2 

6.3 

6.4 

6.5 

6.6 

6.7 

4 

General Management 

A timetable for all stages of the project must be agreed before the first stage of work 
commences, including monitoring by :he Conservation Team of SCC Archaeological 
Service. 

The composition of the project staff mJSt be detailed and agreed (this is to include any 
subcontractors). 

A general Health and Safety Policy must be provided, with detailed risk assessment 
and management strategy for this particular site. 

No initial survey to detect public utility or other services has taken place. The 
responsibility for this rests with the archaeological contractor. 

The Institute of Field Archaeologists' Standard and Guidance for Archaeological 
Desk-based Assessmems and for Fitld El•aluations should be used for additional 
guidance in the execution of the project and in drawing up the report. 

Report Requiremen ts 

An archive of all records and finds must be prepared consistent with the principle of 
Managemenl of Archaeological Projects, English Heritage 1991 (particularly 
Appendix 3.1 and Appendix 4.1). 

The data recording methods and conventions used must be consistent with, and 
approved by, the County Sites and Monuments Record. 

The objective account of the archaeological evidence must be clearly distinguished 
from its archaeological interpretation. The conclusion should include a statement of 
the archaeological potential of the site. 

An opinion as to the necessity for further archaeological work and its scope must be 
given. A second phase \lill not be embarked upon until the primary fieldwork results 
are assessed and the need for further work is established. A second phase cannot be 
developed in detail at this stage. 

Finds must be appropriately conservoo and stored in accordance with UK lnstiwte of 
Conservators Guidelines. The finds, as an indissoluble part of the s ite archive, should 
be deposited \vith the County SMR i:- the lando,•ner can be persuaded to agree to this . 
If this is not possible for all or any part of the finds archive, then provision must be 
made for additional recording (e.g. photography, illustration, analysis) as appropriate . 

The site archive is to be deposited \lith the County SI\1R within three months of the 
completion of fieldwork. lt 1vill then become publicly accessible. 

\\'here positive conclusions are drawn from a project (whether it be evaluation or 
exca1•ation) a summary report, in the established format. suitable for inclusion in the 
annual 'Archaeology in Suffolk' section of the Proceedil1gs ofrhc Suffolk lnsrirurefor 
Archaeology, must be prepared and included in the project report, or submitted tO the 
Conservation Team by the end of the calendar )Car in which the evaluation work takes 
place, whichever is the sooner. 
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6.8 County SMR sheets must be cornpl et~d. as per the county SM R manual, for all si tes 
where archaeological finds and1or features an: located. 

Specification by: Judith PIOU\iez 

Suflitll.. (oumy Council 
Archaeological Service C onserYation I earn 
Em irnnrnent and ·1 ranspon Departrn~nt 
Shire llall 
RuT) St Edmunds 
Sufloll.. IP33 :!AR 

Date: 2l\ June 200 I 

Tel: 0128-1352~8 

Reference: /\\"estRow06 

Thb brief :md specification remain' valid for 12 months from thr a hove date. If \\Ork 
is not carried out in full" it bin that t ime th i' document \1 ill lapse; the authoril~ should 
be notified and a revised brief and s pecification may he issued. 

I f tb<' "ork defined b~· this brief forms a part of a programme of archaeological work 
required by a Planninl!, Condition, the results must be considered by the Conservation 
Team of the Archaeological Scn·ice of Suffolk County Council, who have the 
respon s ihili~· for advbing the appropriate Planning Autbority. 


