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Summary

Archaeological monitoring of the footings for 25 new houses on Roman Way, Long
Melford revealed further evidence of the Late Iron Age/Early Roman settlement on
the edge of Long Melford. A number of ditches were observed in the footing
trenches and analysis of the finds from and alignment of these has revealed the
existence of three possible first century rectilinear enclosures. No structural evidence
was seen.
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Introduction

Archaeological monitoring was undertaken of the footing trenches of a substantial
housing development on Roman Way. Long Melford (see fig. 1) following the results
of an archaeological evaluation (Caruth 1994) which revealed the presence of a
number of Early Roman ditches. The site covers approximately one hectare and lies
at the southern end of the large Roman settlement which underlies much of Long
Melford. Excavations in 1970-72 (Avent and Howlett 1980) in Chapel Field
immediately north of this site revealed a NE-SW aligned Roman road to the east of
the present A134 and an oven. A large quantity of first century finds suggestive of a
near-by settlement were recovered from the road ditch fills.

Methodology

The monitoring involved the examination of the footing trenches for both the houses
and the garages (see fig. 2). The visits were made at around midday after completion
of the excavation and prior to concrete filling. The first visits were made in August
1994 and the last in January 1997. The footings for buildings 22. 26, 27 and 28 were
not monitored because the evaluation had not shown this area to contain

- archaeological features and the general pattern observed in the earlier monitorings
suggested that the east of the site was blank. Not all the garages were monitored, the
footing trenches for these did not always reach clean subsoil, some stopping in the
silty overburden and it was generally not felt worthwhile to make a special visit
except in the areas of most concentrated archacology.

All stratified finds and unstratified pottery were kept. The spoil from the trenches was
examined for finds where possible and metal detector searches were made on four
occasions. Feature locations were recorded at 1:100 and sections at 1:20. Context
numbers 0017 to 0044 were 1ssued in sequence continuing from the evaluation
numbers (0001 to 0016).

Comparison between the evaluation plans and the monitoring plans (see figs. 3 and 4)
shows that no further evidence was found of some of the evaluation features despite
their location within the building footings: this is more likely to indicate the
limitations of the monitoring than that the features did not exist. It is possible that
the presence of the disturbed soil of the evaluation trenches masked the features
within those trenches.

The monitoring was carried out by Joanna Caruth, David Gill. Mark Sommers and
Andrew Tester. The metal detecting was cone by Alan Smith.

The post-excavation analysis has necessarily involved some conjecture in order to
attempt to interpret the results. Only those ditches within the same building plan can
be linked with absolute certainty but speculative links across buildings have been
attempted. The finds have been quantified and the pottery has been identified and
spot-dated but no further analysis has been undertaken.

Lad
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Results

The monitoring revealed mostly ditches although one large pit and two possible
postholes were also identified. The archaeological features were concentrated in the
north-west and south-west corners of the site (see fig. 5). [t is possible to group most
of the ditches by alignment and this appears to show two probable rectilinear
enclosures (ditch systems 1 and 2) and one other less well defined ditch system (3).

Most of the features were under a layer of silt which varied in colour between brown
and orange-brown and in depth between c. 10cm and c. 45cm; in some places it was
completely absent. mostly due to modern disturbance. In some cases this layer was
indistinguishable from the feature fills; all depth measurements for the features are
taken from the top of the observable cut which means that in these cases features
appear shallower than perhaps they were.

Ditch system 1 (see fig. 6)

This comprises the greatest number of ditches all aligned either NE-SW or NW-SE.
All these ran diagonally across the footings and therefore the sections were oblique
and all width measurements are from these oblique sections (except where they are
features identified in the evaluation). There were apparent corners and right angled
junctions identified between the ditches which suggest that these may have formed
part (SW comer?) of an enclosure.

0031, 0032:- These were both filled with orange clay-loam (see fig. 7) and ran SE-
NW across building 7. 0031 was 80cm wide by 22cm deep and the fill was
indistinguishable from the overlying silt and 0032, 62cm wide by 32cm deep and lay
under disturbed modem soil.

0028:- This was 1.1m wide and 20cm deep. filled with orange-brown silt (see fig. 7)
and was observed in three footing trenches NE-SW across building 8. The fill was
indistinguishable from the overlying silt layer. Three other ditch sections aligned
with 0028 and have been interpreted as being part of the same ditch. Two of these
0003 and 0009 were in the evaluation trenches and the third 0034 (see fig. 7) in the
SE comer of building 15. 0003 and 0009 were filled with brown silty clay and 0034
with dirty vellow sand but this difference from 0028 could be to do with external
conditions and light variations between visits or an indication of different uses of
areas within the enclosure. All these sections were between 50cm and 70cm wide:
0003 was 32¢m deep but neither 0009 (>22cm deep) or 0034 (> 36cm deep) were
bottomed.

0037:- This was identified running NE-SW across the NW corner of building 9. It
was c.]m wide and was not bottomed at > than 36cm deep (see fig. 8). The fill of
the ditch was slightly darker than the overlying silt.

0025:- This was identified in a drain trench running between buildings 13 and 19/20.
The trench was only c. 60cm deep and only the top of the ditch was seen. It was c.
2.5m wide (oblique angle) and appeared to be NE-SW aligned.

0038:- A > 2.2m wide ditch filled with pale grey sandy loam seen in the southern
footing trench of building 0013 (see fig. 8) and interpreted as a continuation of 0023.
This was still continuing at 74cm below the topsoil - the upper silt laver was not



Features Attributed to Ditch System 1

Fig. 6
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observed here. 0038 did not appear in any of the other footing trenches which means
that it must have butted within 2m of this section.

0041:- This was interpreted as a possible pit or ditch during the fieldwork but post-
excavation suggests that it may be the south edge of 0025 cornering to the NW. It
was 1.06m deep and filled with brown silty loam.

Two evaluation features 0007 and 0012 also respected this alignment but no further
evidence of them was identified during the monitoring.

The plan of these features shows 6 straight ditches. generally less than Im wide, 3
NE-SW aligned and 3 NW-SE aligned. Three (0007, 0012, 0037) were only seen on
one occasion but three, 0028 (inc. 0003, 0009 and 0034), 0031 and 0032 were
apparent in at least three places. It looks as if 0031 and 0032 may continue no further
than 0028 as they were not picked up beyond it however as the next possible place for
them to have been seen was c. 22m away, this is not conclusive. Ditch 0025 (inc.
(038 and 0041) is a larger ditch which appears to butt to the NE and corner to the
NW. It was not picked up to the NW but a slight vanation in its projected line would
mean that it would have missed any footings and the evaluation trench.

Ditches 0003, 0009, 0012, 0025 and 0037 all contained first century pottery. Ditch
0009 cut miscellaneous ditch 0010 but 0009 contained a third century coin as well as
1st century pottery. This coin might be intrusive or it could mean that 0009 is not part
of ditch 0028; it is unlikely to mean that the whole system is third century. Ditch
0025 contained an Aucissa related type brooch dating to the mid first century. Where
the fills were distinguishable from the silt layer these ditches could be seen to be
under it.

Brooch 0027 Scale 2:1

Lhy



Ditch System 2 (see fig. 9)

This comprises NNW- SSE and ENE-WSW aligned ditches in the western part of the
site. This looks to be the eastern side of a rectilinear enclosure.

0017 and 0020:- This was NNW-SSE aligned and was picked up in the east edges of
buildings 17 and 18 and the garage between. It was 1.1m wide and 42cm deep, the
fill was brown silty loam and it lay directly under topsoil (see fig. 10). The silt layer
was not apparent here.

0019:- This ditch was apparently parallel to 0017 and was observed in the western
footing for garage 15/16. It was greater than 1.1m wide (estimated from section at c.
1.4m) and 30cm deep (see fig. 10). The fill was orange-brown silt indistinguishable
from the upper silt, which was present here under the topsoil to a depth of c. 10cm.
0024:- Another ditch apparently parallel to 0017 and 0019, only seen in an excavation
for a manhole which was slightly further west than building footings. This was at
least 90cm wide (estimated from the section at 1.4m) and 50cm deep (see fig. 10).
The fill was brown silty clay-loam and indistinguishable from the laver above which
was brown rather than orange-brown here.

0022:- An ENE-WSW aligned ditch at the north end of the enclosure. This had a
pale brown sand-loam fill and was ¢. 1.5m wide. No section was drawn because the

~ footing trench sides were badly smeared obscuring the exact edges of the ditch.
0015:- This was originally picked up in the evaluation and was seen again in building
30 (this was actually the same length of ditch as that seen in the evaluation). It was
ENE-WSW aligned. c. 2.2m wide and still continuing at 70cm deep (see fig. 10). The
fill was even orange-brown silt indistinguishable from the upper silt which was c.
20cm deep.

Ditch 0017 did not continue into building 16, implying that it stopped/cornered before
0022. 0022 did not appear in building 15 implying that this also comered or stopped.
This evidence is interpreted to suggest that 0022 and 0019 may be the same ditch,
forming the NE comer of the enclosure with 0017 comnering inside, parallel to 0022.
0015 may be the southern edge of the same enclosure, however ditch 0017 was not
visible in the garage NE of building 0024 (0019 would have been outside it).

First century pottery was recovered from 0017 and 0020 and mid first century pottery
from 0019, 0022 and 0024. Ditch 0015 cut ditch 0014.

Ditch System 3 (see fig. 11)

This comprises only three ditches, two of which. 0004 and 0013, were only seen in
the evaluation trenches and the third a narrow gully in building19/20. These were
either ESE-WNW or SSW-NNE aligned but as only very small sections of 0004 and
0013 were found this alignment is not certain. Ditch 0040/0042 (see fig. 12) ran
across building 19/20, it was ¢. 45cm wide but 0040 at the south end was 40cm deep
and filled orange-brown silt and lay under a 12cm deep layer of brown silt. 0042 at
the north end was only 14cm deep with a charcoally fill with soft fired clay fragments.
this lay under a 42cm thick layer of brown silt which meant that the base of each was
a similar depth below the ground surface despite their apparent different depths.
However as the fills were also different it is not possible to prove that these were in



®UTHFAL

Fig. 9 Features Attributed to Ditch System 2



BRS-zay TioT LD,
T LA TO AlOE

CaadT™ SHR —Dnd suw DLThH
CArT Py

0024 E E, 0019 W

| =

PODER R MADE OF FROOMaD - ‘

V. DAmR LoSRISHY  LAaves | ‘— : _"'_l

BEOIRS STy
LAY LOARA |

-ﬁ_

L
|
|
|
|
|

! SuGSoi I

NI 0015

2

I
b

MODERY TOPIOWL

EVEN ORAMGT BEOuds -

ST

L ' L

NOT SOTTOMED

Fig. 10 Sections - Ditch System 2



al

LAl

Gnd Site
north north

dl

& [
I3 [0

L] ™~ |
I = !JJ Al

' ToRS ] LHJ #'
.rrh EN’ "{

' | LDitch System 3




E

* 0040 W W

fMODeen! ToDT ol |

[
' FAELY Evers
I BEbwara TILCT

l

|

|

—

|

|

|

|

s
FOBS| St TRACG

OF cAva oGl CHARLOA. AD
EEET Fltal Cuhy Paalg

0039

NI SE WS 1

NODERr) AADE WP GROUSD l

EVEerr BEDLss BT

= R

Covarsmd ATV ELY LDORE
Tewee BRDWSR Lok

i P )
| mees
0043
IN
1
TOPsEOIL

CRErIEE B EREOWaR SILT

BEmEEeD) SRl Al
S Ot

Fig. 12



fact the same feature. 0040 appeared to be cut by miscellaneous ditch 0039 which
contained mid first century pottery.

The projection of these ditch lines does suggest the possible NW comer of an
enclosure but this is very speculative.

Miscellaneous features

The butt end of one other ditch (0010) was identified in the evaluation and four more
during the monitoring (see fig. 11).

0029:- A possible gully. N-S aligned running across the south end of building 8. This
had a charcoally fill and was 50cm wide and 12cm deep (see fig. 13). It was sealed by
the orange-brown silt layer above.

0039:- Only the north edge of this ditch was seen in the south edge of building 19/20.
It was at least 50cm wide and 50cm deep and the fill was a loose dark brown loam
(see fig. 12). It lay under a layer of even brown silt.

0014:- This was N-S aligned and originally seen in the evaluation trench and was
found again in building 30. lts full width was not visible anywhere but it was c.
70cm deep. The fill was orange brown loam.

0043:- This was E-W aligned and was seen in the south side of building 30 (see fig.
12). It appeared to relate to 0014 as it was only visible west of 0014 and did not
appear on the east side of it. The fill was brown silt with some brick and charcoal
fragments and it was sealed by the orange-brown silt layer. It was 1.1m wide by
60cm deep.

There was one large pit, 0033, which coversd over half of building 6 (see fig. 5). This
was filled with brown clay-loam and the segment seen measured 6.5m by 10m and
85cm deep.

0035 was another possible pit (see fig. 5); this just showed as a indefinable feature in
the N edge of building 15. It was ¢.2m wide and c. 1.1m deep and the fill was orange
brown silt.

A pair of possible postholes 0044 were also seen. These just showed as two
depressions 35cm wide, 14cm deep and c. 60cm apart in the southern partition trench
of building 7 (see fig. 13). Both were filled with orange clay loam and the fill was
indistinguishable from the overlying silt layer.

Phasing

It is not possible to phase this site, all the pottery was first century or non-specific
Roman. It may be significant that none of the pottery from the features in ditch
system | was identified as mid first century whereas some of that from system 2 was.
but this does not necessarily hint at a later date for system 2. The only late find from
the whole site was a third century coin in ditch 0009, which may imply that this was
intrusive.
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Conclusion

This monitoring has provided further evidence for the layout of the Late Iron
Age/Early Roman edge of Long Melford. Three possible rectilinear enclosures were
identified and other unattributable features but no evidence of any structures was
found. The finds appear to demonstrate that the site was only occupied during the
first century with the only evidence of any later activity being found in the form of a
single third century coin, probably a stray find.

This site lies at the southern edge of Long Melford and to the east of the Roman road.
Extensive Late Iron Age and early Roman settlement has been found throughout Long
Melford. some of which is probably pre-conquest, and this site represents the
southernmost occupation so far identified. The archaeology appeared to be thinning
towards the south end of the site which may indicate that this was the southern end of
the first century settlement. The majority of the course of the Roman road and its date
have not yet been determined and therefore it is not possible to relate these features to
it.

Because of the relatively small size of the pottery assemblage only basic identification
has been undertaken but further analysis of it within part of a larger group of pottery
from Long Melford would be worthwhile.

Comments on Methodology

Generally this was a satisfactory way to deal with this type of archaeology which
apparently consisted of rectilinear ditch systems which could be traced in building
footings, but of no more complex feature arrangements. The nature of the monitoring
inevitably means that excavation of the features is restricted and archaeologically.
arbitrary. Fortunately, the high concentration of finds on this site meant that finds
were recovered from many of the feature fills which enabled dating of most of the
ditches: on a site where finds were less common such limited sampling of the features
might be a problem leaving a possibly largs number undated. Although many of the
ditches were dated it was not possible to phase the ditch systems; this would have
been possible with more extensive excavation and larger finds assemblages

On two occasions features which had been identified in the evaluation (0010 and
0012) were not picked up during monitoring when they should have been. This is
probably a demonstration of the limitations of the monitoring and indicates that not all
the archaeology was observed. In all cases the features were difficult to see; partly
because of the similarity of the fills to the upper laver and the subsoil. partly because
trench sides are never perfectly clean. there is always some 'machine smear’ and partly
because at certain times of the vear (Autumn and early Spring in particular) low,
bright. orange sunlight throws an orange light over the soil and disguises the subtle
differences that indicate features. It is possible that features were missed because of
one of the above factors or because the feawres did not cut far into subsoil and were
therefore not identified as being different from the general base of the silt layer.



It was very noticeable that in wet conditions, and especially in the winter, the ground
surface was being very badly disturbed simply by the movement of contractors
vehicles. The ground was a quagmire down to a depth of at least 30cm, if not more.
This looked like a problem particular to clay sites where the water doesn't drain
properly and had there not been a protective layer of silt under the topsoil and over the
features then the archaeology would certainly have been severely damaged over the
whole site.

The success of this monitoring was almost entirely due to the diligence of Darren
Cock (Mersea Homes site manager) who. despite the prolonged period over which
monitoring was undertaken. never failed to give the required notice of excavation and
to make all excavations accessible. Thanks!

Joanna Caruth
7th February 1997
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\ppendix | Mersea Homes, Roman Way, Long Mellford
LMD 082 Context List

IPNG FEATURE CoMP IDENTIFILE DESCRIPTION CUTS CuUTBY UNDER OVER FI? SPOTDATE DITCHSY S
i Ulnstratified finds Ulnstratified finds from surface of sie. , ¥ Roman

o2 - 0oo3 Il Surface finds Surfaee finds from over gully 0003 in trench 1, 03 y Gl I

a3 (02E Trl Cinlly NE/SW aligned gully in trench 1. Brown silty elay (1l Contained (02 ¥ .1 I

a lot of pottery, Trinngular profile with lower 1l of arange brown
silty clay and some flints. NE end indistinet, merges into silty

layer.
i D004 Tr.3 Gully E-W aligned gully in north end of irench 3, Contained a lot of s ¥ Cl 3
pottery, possibly much from one vessel.
W5 T3 Finds Unsteatified from M. end of trench 3. 0004 y €l
Q008
G Tr. 1 Luyer Layer of orange brown silty elay in N, end of trench 1. Alluviom? y
Cinlly 0003 goes into this layer and becomes indistinguishable
from it
o7 0007 Tr2 Ciully NW/SLE aligned gully in rench 2. Filled with pale brown sili, y Ol 17
WIDE 0008 Te.3 Feature Shallow dirty linear feature in trench 3. Parallel and adjacent 1o 005
and north of 0004,
009 00287 Tr.7 Dritch MESW aligned diteh in trench 7. Filled with dark, dense brown 0010 ¥ 3, 2
sandy loam. Section seemed (o show that ODBY cal QU0 but this
wis nol certain,
Wi 0010 Tr.7 Diteh E-W aligned diteh in trench 7. Filled with mottled mid and pale LY y  Roman Mise
brown sandy loam. Apparently cut by 0009,
L 000910 Tr.7 Finds Finds from excavation of section through ditches 0009 and 0010 ¥ TC.1,
but not clearly atributable to one or the other.
012 0012 Tr.7 Ciully MNE-SW aligned gully in trench 7. Possibly the same as 0003 in ¥ e B 1?7
trench 1 Filled with brown sili.
w3 o3 Tr.f Giully ME-SW aligned gully in trench 6. Filled with mixed mid ond pale y C 3
brown sand.
014 0014 Tr.5 Lyitch M-8 ditch in Trench 5. Not sectioned but shovel hole dug into it in 00152 y ClL Mise

arder to recover finds, Looked to be cut by 0015, Ginger brown
loam i1,

015 001s Tr.5 I¥itch E-W ditch in trench 5. Not sectioned but shovel hole dug Ffor finds 00147 ¥ R 2
sampling. Filled with dark brown loam, Looked to cut 0014, Mot
fully exposed in the trench.

i) 6 Tr.5 Finds Unstratified finds from spoil of trench 5, Roman

17 017 b 17 Ditch M-5 aligned ditch in e, end of bdg 17, Contained Belgic pottery. ¥ Cl 2
Can't easily tell where diteh cut from. 1.2m wide by 4d4cm deep.

i1 R bddp 17 Finds Unstratilied lnds Trom footing wrenches of building 17. y Lo b

et



Appendix | Mersea Homes, Roman Way, Long Mellord
LMD 082 Context List

OPNO FEATURE — COMP IDENTIFIER | SCRIPTION i CUTS CUTBY UNDER OVER FI? SPOTDATE DITCHSYS
oo onlg bdg 16 Ditch MN-5 aligned ditel in w. end of garage footings for building 16, oy mid CI 2
Orange brown sill - con’t see where diteh cut from. Parallel 1o
o017,
onzn o 0017 bl 17/18 Diteh Continuation of diteh 0017 in garage footings For building 17/1% y €l 2
no21 o020 bl 17718 Finds Pottery found in loose soil on foer of trench and on edge of trench

i orea of ditch 0020 - but not positively identitied as from it
{although probahly is).

0022 0022 bl 16 Ditch E-W ditch (et by modem pipe) in footings for bdg 16, Pale 2
brown sand-loam. Mo scction drawn, C, 1.5m wide

0023 0022 b 16 Finds Fottery from 0022 ditch Rl ¥ mid C1

0024 124 [¥itch M-5 diteh found in excavation Tor manhole in centre of driveway ¥ 1 2
between bdg 18 and 23,

0025 0025 Ditch Dyitch Found in dradnage trench. Pot from GlLa Ooor of trench, 1 y I |

wusn'l possible to excavate this (1 as construction work was
already underway,
0026 00257 Finus Finds From spoil around 025, ¥
0023 00257 Finl Aucissa -related type brooch found with finds (026, prob, from mid. C. 1
diteh 0025 Almost complete brooch, corroded and damage o the
catchplote and pin. Hinge bar is e, bow is divided into 2 with 3
pins{ 7ac) across it; wop has rect. area + 2 cross mouldings

0028 D028 buy B Ditch Possible continuation of ditch 0003 in test trench 1 - just beyond v Rom I
edge ol test trench, Few odd poorly stratified pot sherds,

n2e 0029 bdg 8 Gully Small M-8 aligned gully in southern trench of bdg 8. Doesn'l Mise
appear in next trench o N Dk brown clay-loam (ill,

030 bl 7 Finds Uinstratified finds from bdg 7 ¥ Rom

ao3l  00dl Diteh NW-SE aligned, Orange sand-loam fill - same as main layer I
abowve,

03z o032 by 7 Diteh NW ol and parallel to 0031, Fill was orange clay loam - same as |
Tayer above - although this not continuous and not in section.,

0033 0033 by it Large disturbance in NW corner of bdg 6 - looks like a large pit
Brown clay-loam {ill, even and smmoth and containing 1 pot
sherd,

o34 (2 bdg 15 Ciully Yellow sand filled gully running SW-NE across the corner of |
building 15. Mo finds

0035 0035 hidpe 15 [¥itch Brown-orange silt filled feature. Probably a ditch. Alignment and ¥ mid C1
identity unclear,

0036 by 14 Layer? N half ol bdg 14 has greater depth of deposit. This may be feature Y

]



Appendix | Mersea Homes, Roman Way, Long Mclford
LMD 082 Context List

OPNO FEATURE  COMD IDENTIFIE DESCRIPTION i CUTS CUTBY UNDER OVER FI? SPOTDATE DITCHSYS
0035 in bdg 15 which was ill defined, A mod, pipe tr, runs '

through the central footing of bdgs 14 and 15, 5, of this subsoil at
B5em: Moat 1.15m. Can't define it further. Few finds

D37 003y by 9 13itch MNE-SW aligned ditch with silty clay Hill, Sections very oblique. y 17 1

BO3% 0038 bdg 13 [¥itch Continuation of ditch 00257, Wide ditch not seen in adjacent y  MidCl
trench.

nn3y 0039 hadg 20 I3itch E-W aligned ditch, Fill = brown silty loam. Contained Belgic 00407 ¥y o Mid Cl Misc
pottery and probably cut 0040,

Qo4 0040 bl 20 [ itch M-8 diteh. Mid brown silty lowm fill. Looks as il cut by (0039 as 003u? 3
not visible in the fll of 0039 which appeared continuous, (040
probably identified st M. edge of building 20 but this could be
no4r.

041 041 by 20 Peature Large undefined feature on N, edge of bdg 20. No section but not I
distinguishable from brown silt layer - no finds, 1.06m deep.

0042 on407 bdg 20 Feature Charcoally filled feature under brown silt layer. Could be 0040, 3
same sort of size but can’t be certain, Contained soft frogments of
fired clay.

D43 U043 bl 30 Ixich PFossible E-W ditch on 5. side o bullding. Doesn't appear in B, Misc
section but apparent elsewhere, Brown loam,

0044 0044 by 7 Postholes Pair of possible postholes, Filled with orange clay-loam '

indistinguishable from upper layer.
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Appendix 2

LMD 082 FINDS LIST

OPNO ABONENO ABONEKG POTNO  POTKG ~— FLINTNO FLINTKG MISC

0017
0018
0019
0020
0023
0024
0025
0026
0028
0028
0030
0035
0036
0037
0038
0039

QD0 -0 0000000 0

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.02
0.00
0.00
0.00
(.00
0.00
0.00
0.01
0.03
0.00
0.00
0.00

10.00
1.00
6.00
5.00

11.00
2.00
3.00

10.00
3.00
3.00
2.00
2.00
0.00
5.00

10.00
4.00

0.00
0.02
0.02
0.05
0.21
0.02
0.02
0.23
0.02
0.02
0.02
0.02
0.00
0.01
0.08
(.05

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0,00

0.00 Also one piece slag, 0.02kg
0.00

0.00

0.00 1 bronze brooch - Aucissa type
0.00

0.00

0.02

0.04

0.02

0.00

0.00

0.00



Appendix 3 LONG MELFORD LMD 082 Pottery spot-dates LMDOE2po dbE
oFP FABRIC SHERD FORM  NUM COMMENT DATE
o7 GG rim 5 4 single vessel. 2 rims and body sherds Cl
0017 GG rim jar 2 Cl
0017 GM base jar 1 with grog Ci
0017 GM bs ¥ 2 burnished, | oxidised c1?
0018 GG bs 1 17
0012 GM bs 5.2 [ single vessel (cordoned jar) mid-C1
0020 GG bs 1 Cl
0020 GX bs 3 sand/grog temper C1
0020 GX bs 1
0023 GG rim 4.14 = {large storage jar) C1
0023 GG rim jar 2 everted rim Cl
0023 GG bs - 1
0023 GG rim A0 1 {cordoned jar) mid-C1
0024 GG bs 2 E. Cl1
0025 GG base 3 {base type 3) C1
0026 GG bs 4.14 3 {large storage jar) Gl
o026 GG rim 2 C1
0026 GG rim 52 1 mid-Cl
0026 GG bs 4 2 are very liny C1
0028 GG bs 1 groglorganic (small frag) Cl1
0028 GX bs 2 sand tempered (small frag) Rom
0030 RX bs 1 abraded Rom
0030 RX bs 1 with dark red/purple slip? Rom
0033 GG base 2 base and body sherd mid-C1
0037 GG bs 5 very small frags c1?
0038 GG bs 4.14 1 (large storage jar) Cl
0038 GX bs & grog/coarse sand temper Cl
0038 HM? bs 3 sand/organic/grog temper Late LA? Mid-C1
0039  WF bs 313 1 Belgic butt beakeri thought to come from mid-C1

Colchester)
0039 GX rim 52 2 single vessel, sand/grog temper (cordoned jar) mid-C1
0039 GG bs 1 C1
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