PN. 851

A supplementary
archaeological evaluation
of land at Block Fen ‘B’,

Mepal, Cambridgeshire
2001



Birmingham University Field Archacology Unit
Projeet No. 851
January 2002

A supplementary archaeological evaluation of land
at Block Fen ‘B’ (Pearson land),
Mepal, Cambridgeshire 2001

NGR TL 433 834
Site Code: BFM 01
By

Laurence Jones

With contributions by Lynne Bevan,
Marina Ciaraldi, Anrette Hancocks and Emily Murray

Client:

Phoenix Consulting Archacology Limited
Broadway House
St Neots Road
Hardwick
Cambridge CB 3 70

On behalf of

Lalarge Aggregales Limited

For further information please contact:
Simon Buteux or lain Ferris (Directors)
Birmingham University Field Archaeology Unit
The University of Birmingham
Edgbasion
Birmingham B13 2TT
Tel: 01214145513
Fax: 012141435516
E-Mail: BUFAU(@bham.ac.uk
Web Address:  hitp://www bulau.bham.ac.uk



A supplementary archaeological evaluation of land at
Block Fen ‘B’ (Pearson land),
Mepal, Cambridgeshire 2001

Contents

1.0 Non-lechnical SUIMMIAIY ..coveiiieimvnverrrneecns e ssscnesassesss e s rssesmesesscenens

2.0 L300 o s KT R e s RO USRS

3.0  Sitelocation and description......ccovecveveeccrcriicreceee e

4.0  Archaeological background...
4.1  Desk-top studies...

4.2  Previous drchaeologlcd.l evaluatlon..................................................

5.0 AIMS AN MIETHOUS eee oottt st eeeeaaesseee et rreaerateeseereaareaan

5.1 Aims.....

5.2 MethotS. ot et s e ae e s et e v e rron
6.0  Summary 0f rCSUIS ..cviiiiieee e e e s

6.2 FIEIA 2 oot e s e e v e naeserre e e
0.3 FIeld 3 o ettt ett e re e ta e ra e e s enan enaenenn

7.0 The fINGS oo

TL The it e et e e s st
7.2 THC POMETY weieereviicreee vttt et vt eeaaa st et m e s e e enan
7.3 The plant reMaINS. ......ccoecieiie e e
7.4 The animal BOME .....oooiii e e ae e e

8.0 DSOS 0N oo eeeii i ees s et eeeecer s aee e eae s aaeeasese s s s anss s e saraeaesreerensanasnneees

9.0  Acknowledgements.................

U R I £ €S 1<ty 1 T ot DU OO SR UP R

Tables

Table 1: finds qUANtIfICAtION .oooveireee et e

Table 2: soil samples assessed for plant macro-remMains. ......coocvceevcecaee

Appendix

Detailed results of trial trenChing ..oocooocvevecvcneniii et e e

h o

o0 ~1 O\ O

.10
11
A2
A3
14
veeee 15

16

10

13

17



List of Figures (at end of report)

Fig.
Fig.
Fig.
Fig.

Fig.

Piates

Foana

Ll

.9

Location plan

Trench location and archaeological {eatures identificd in previous cvaluations
Trench 117: plan and sections

Trenches 126 and 134: plans and sections

Trench 127: plan and sections

Trench 144 plan and scctions

Trench 145: plan and sections

Trench 146: plan and sections

Trench 147: plan and sections

. 10 Trenches 155, 163 and 172: plan and scctions

Plate 1 Ditch F12702; Trench127, looking northeast

Plate 2 Ditch F13404; Trench 134, looking west

Piate 3 Pit F14500; Postholes F14502-F14504, F14506 and F14507, Trench 145,
looking northwest

Plate 4 Ditch F14505; Trench 145, looking northeast



Supplementary archacological evaluation at Block Fen ‘B’ (Pearseon Iand), Mepal,
Cambridgeshire 2001

1.0 Non-technical summary

Sixty archaeological trial-trenches were excavated, during October and December 2001,
within an area of 51 hectares of agricultural land granted conditional permission for
gravel extraction at Block Fen (Block Fen ‘B’, Pearson Land), Mepal, Cambridgeshire
(NGR TL 433 834, Figs. 1 & 2). The work was carried out by Birmingham University
Field Archaeology Unit and was commissioned by Phoenix Consulting Archaeology
Limited on behalf of Lafarge Aggregates Limited. Permission was granted for extraction
at two adjacent areas at Block Fen referred to as Block Fen ‘A’ (Markwell Deamer Land)
and Block Fen ‘B’ (Pearson Land). The purpose of the trial-trenches was to test for the
survival of significant archaeological remains within the Block Fen 'B’ site, and to
provide an indication of the importance, date and extent of such remains.

The site appears to have been situated on the southern fringes of what was an island, in
the Bronze Age, close to the edge of the fen (Ilall 1992). Previous archaeological work at
the adjacent Block Fen ‘A’ consisted of desk-top study of existing archaeclogical
knowledge, surface artefact collection, air photo assessment and trial-trenching. This
work demonstrated the existence of field and settlement boundaries, possible droveways
and a ring ditch, possibly the remains of a barrow, post-dating a droveway. All these
Sfeatures were of probable early prehistoric date. Previous archaeological work at Block
Fen ‘B’ comprised a desk-top study, air photo assessment, geophysical survey, delailed
surface collection of artefacts and trial-trenching. This revealed that two groups of ring
ditches, probably the remains of barrows dating fo the Bronze Age period, survived
within the site. Two ring ditches were identified in the northern group and four ring
ditches formed the southern group, one of which is a scheduled ancient monument (SAM
42). A field system was also identified and appeared to be a continuation of field
boundary ditches recorded at Block Fen ‘A"

In the previous evaluation trial-trenching was targeted on known or suspected
archaeological features. This supplementary evaluation was required by the
archacological advisor to the Minerals Planning Authority (o test apparently
archaeologically ‘blank’ areas throughout the site for the survival of hitherto
unsuspected remains.

The results of the trial-trenching revealed that additional possible field boundary ditches
not detected by geophysical survey or visible as crop-marks existed in arcas not trenched
in the previous evaluation. These possible field boundary ditches appear to be more
concentrated in the northérn part of the site. There was little dating evidence, but one
ditch contained a relatively large quantity of Lute Bronze Age potiery. it is possible that
some or gll of these ditches could be a continuation of the network of field boundary
ditches present at Block Fen ‘A’ and recorded in one trench during the earlier evaluation
- at Block Fen ‘B’

A much less dense pattern of linear ditches was revealed in the eastern part of the site.
These could be interpreted as further prehistoric field boundary ditches or they could
enclose structures suggested by the presence of groups of postholes. Late Neolithic/ Early
Bronze Age pottery was recovered from one of these postholes and an associated pit. A



Jint core of Mesolithic date was also recovered from one of the postholes, but could be a
residual find These features are located to the east of the southern group of ring ditches
recorded during the previous evaluation, fairly close to a slightly low-lying area, which
was found lo coincide with an area deep peat deposits (Fig. 2). This low-lying area
coincides approximately with the suggested Bronze Age fen edge (Hall 1992),

A programme of sampling for charred plant remains indicated the potential for future
excavations to provide evidence of the economy by this means was limited. However,
where present animal bones were fairly well-preserved and could provide evidence of
economy and diet.

The existence of a more extensive pattern of field boundary ditches than was previously
known and the presence of groups of postholes suggesting former structures that may
have been contained within ditched enclosures was revealed. Information was gained on
their character, date, quality of survivadl, significance and archaeological poiential. In
the other areas of the site all the trenches proved to be either archaeologically sierile or
conlained drainage and/ or boundary features of probable Post-Medieval date.

It is concluded that the site is of local and regional archaeological importance and, as
such, an archaevlogical mitigation strategy of the kind suggested in paragraph 30 of
PPG16 (DoE 1990) may be applicable in this situation. This could involve excavation
and a watching brief during topsoil stripping, though the final decision on any mitigation
strategy must rest with the archaeclogical advisor to the Minerals Planning Authority in
discussion with Phoenix Consulting on behalf of the client. The evaluation and earlier
investigations provide sufficient information for a well-informed and focused programme
of archaeological investigations to be designed.

2.0 Introduction

This report describes the results of a supplementary archaeological evaluation by means
of trial-trenching at Block Fen (Block Fen ‘B, Pearson Land), Mepal, Cambridgeshire.
The work followed a desk-based assessment (Tempvs Reparatvm 1991) and a first stage
of evaluation (Tempvs Reparatvm 1993) by means of air photo assessment, surface finds
collection and sample geophysical survey of the site. A second phase of evaluation
(Tempvs Reparatvm 1994} inolved further geophysical survey, further detailed surface
collection of artefacts and {rial-trenching.

‘The evaluation was commissioned by Phoenix Consulting Archaeology [.imited on behalf
of Lafarge Aggregates Limited and was undertaken in October and December 2001 by
Birmingham University Field Archaeology Unit (BUFAU). The work conformed to a
specification prepared by Phoenix Consulting Archaeology Limited (Phoenix Consulting
2001). The specification was approved by the Archaecological Officer, Cambridgeshire
County Council and Archaeological Advisor to the Minerals Planning Officer, Andy
Thomas. On 29™ October and 6™ December 2001 site visits were made by the
Archaeological Officer, Cambridgeshire County Couneil, for the purposc of monitoring
the fieldwork. The project was carried out in accordance with PPG 16 {(DoE 1990} and
adhered to the guidclines contained in “Standard and Guidance for Archaeological
Excavations’ published by the Institute of Field Archaeologists.



The finds and paper archive will be deposited with the relevant repository within a
reasonable period after the completion of the fieldwork, subject to the agreement of the
landowner,

3.0 Site location and description

The site (centred on NGR TL 433 834, Figs 1 & 2) is located at the southeastern fringe of
the parish of Chatleris, 3.5 km southeast of Chatteris and 2.5 km northwcest of Mepal, and
to the north of the A142 Chatteris to Ely road. The site covers an area of approximately
51 hectares, and comprises three fields (Fields 1-3, Fig. 2). The land is flat and low-lying
with very slight natural undulations, varying from 0.4m below Ordnance Datum to 1.2m
above Ordnance Datum.

The present land use is agricultural, and at the time of the evaluation the northern Field 3
was seeded with winter wheat and a mature crop of potatoes. To the south, Field 2
contained a crop of sugar bect and stubble, and Ficld 1 was all stubble.

The underlying geology consists of first and second terrace sand and gravels (British
Geological Survey Sheet 173) with peat deposits to the south and east. Polygonal ice
wedge cracks are common and are often visible as crop-marks. The site appears to have
been situated on the southern fringes of what was an island in the Bronze Age, closc to
the edge of the fen (Hall 1992). During the post-Bronze Age period the site flooded,
allowing the formation of a peat deposit, which was present until artificial drainage in the
late Medicval and Post-Mcdicval periods when agricultural practices gradually degraded
the deposit. The overlying soils are peat-rich loamy sandy silts, probably incorporating
the degraded remains of the peat deposit.

4.0 Archaeological background

Prior to the supplementary evaluation which is the subject of this report, a desk-based
study of the site was carried out scparately for Block Fen ‘A’ and Block Fen ‘B’ (Tempvs
Reparatvm 1991 and 1992a). The desk-top studies were followed by archaeological
evaluation at Block Fen ‘A’ (Tempvs Reparatvm 1992b) and by two phascs of
archaeological evaluation at Block Fen ‘B’°, all carried out by Tempvs Reparatvm
{Tempvs Reparatvm 1993 and 1994).

4.1 Desk-top studies

The desk-top studies, carricd out by Tempvs Reparatvm, highlighted a number of crop-
marked features revealed by aerial photography, and findspots within and close to the
site. These consisted principally of a complex of linear features, recti-lincar possible field
enclosures, a prchistoric artefact scatter at Block Fen ‘A’ and a ring ditch complex at
Block I'en ‘B”.

Lk



4.2 Previous archaeological evaluation

Block Fen ‘A’

Alr pholo assessment and trial-trenching were carried out at Block Fen ‘A’. The air photo
asscssment (by Air Photo Scrvices) demonstrated the existence of a complex of crop-
marked features interpreted as field and settlement boundaries and possible droveways
(Fig. 2). Trial-trenching appeared to show that the density of features was much less than
suggested by the air photo assessment. The largest feature was a ditched sub-rectangular
enclosure approximately 300m x 200m with a number of linear, posstble field boundary,
features adjacent to if, many of which werc on similar alignments. A linear crop-marked
feature, 750m in length, was interpreted as part of a major boundary ditch. It was aligned
north-south and had traces of a parallel ditch on its west side suggesting a droveway.
Another possible droveway was overlain by a ring ditch, probably the remains of a
barrow, which was not visible as a crop-mark. This suggested that part or all of the field
sysicm may have predated barrow construction. Finds were sparse, but worked [lint tools
recovered from the ring ditch suggested an Early Bronze Age date and it seems probable
that many or all of these features date to the prehistoric period.

Block Fen ‘B’(Fig. 2)

At Block Fen ‘B’ the first phase of evaluation consisted of air photo assessment, sample
geophysical survey and surface collection of artcfacts. The sccond phase of evaluation
involved more extensive geophysical survey, further surface artefact collection using
smaller collection units, and trial-trenching. Air photo assessment revealed that the
remains of two groups of crop-marked ring ditches, probably the remains of barrows, and
a continuation of part of the possible field system revealed at Block Fen ‘A’, existed
within the site. The geophysical survey was of limited success when compared with the
results of the air photo assessment, aithough it did identify some of the ring ditches and
several anomalies of a probable modern date. Surface artefact collection revealed a low
density of worked flint and did not locate any concentrations of worked flint, which might
have indicated areas of specific activity.

The resuits of the trial-trenching indicated that the northern ring ditch group consisted of
the remains of two ring ditches (1108 and 1109). Trial-trenching of the southern group
confirmed the existence three ring ditches (1100, 1102 and 1105). The presence a fourth
ring ditch (1104) in the southern group was confirmed by geophysical survey and air
photo assessment, but it was not investigated by trial-trenching as it is a scheduled ancient
monument (SAM 42). A fifth possible partial ring ditch (1103) was suggested by air
photo evidence, but no evidence for it was found during trial-trenching designed to locate
a possible southern portion of the ditch. This was consistent with air photo evidence that
suggested it did not have a complete annular ditch. These ring ditches were just to the
north of a barrow visible as an earthwork, which is 4 scheduled ancient monument (SAM
41), just outside the site boundary. All of the ring ditches investigated within the site
showed little indication of remaining barrow mound material, although it was suggested
that the ring ditches could be located on slight natural riscs.



A northeast-southwest aligned linear ditch was also 1dentified, which coincided with one
of several crop-marked linear features. These crop-marked linear features appeared to be
a conlinuation of similarly orientated linear ditches recorded at Block Fen ‘A’ and
interpreted as part of a prehistoric ficld system. As with Block Fen “A”, finds were sparsc,
the only significant stratified artefact being a worked flint tool, associated with ring ditch
1102 in the southern group. However, it seemed probable that all of these features date to
the early prehistoric period.

A supplementary air phote asscssment was carricd out by Air Photo Services, prior to this
supplementary evaluation, to verify whether any aerial photographs not examined during
the previous stages of work might reveal further crop-marks. The assessment did not find
any new evidence of possible crop-marked archacological features.

5.0 Aims and methods

3.1 Aims
The aims of the evaluation, as stated in the specification (Phoenix Consulting 2001) were:

e fo determine the presence, extent, character, period, function and preservation of any
archagological remains encountered

e to examine areas where few trial-trenches have been excavated before and to obtain
further dating evidence, inciuding samples for radiocarbon dating

e to supplement the information obtained during carlicr stages of work to provide
sufficient information to enable an archaeological mitigation strategy to be designed

During the evaluation special consideration was given to tree boles and these were
investigaied to recover any evidence of human activity.

- In order to achieve these aims sixty trenches were excavated, each 1.9m wide and 50m in
length (Fig. 2). The trenches were located 1o examine areas not investigated by earlier
trial trenches, the majority of which were positioned to investigate known or suspected
archacological features. The trenches were evenly distributed throughout the rest of the
arca proposed for development and were speculative in nature. The locations of the
trenches were agreed in advance in consultation with the Archaeological Officer,
Cambridgeshire County Council,

3.2 Methods

The positions of the trenches were surveyed in using a Total Station EDM. The proposed
positions of five of the trenches (Trenches 150 and 151, 154-156) were altered shightly
due to obstructions on the ground. The position of one trench (Trench 159B) was not
correct, due to poor visibility in dense fog, and another trench (Trench 159A) was
subsequently c¢xcavated in the correct location. The trenches were mechanically opened
using a 360-degree excavator fitted with a toothless ditching bucket, operating under
constant archaeological supervision. The ploughsoil was removed to the depth at which
archaeological features first appeared (generally the interface with the underlying subsoil)
or, in the absence of visible archacological {eatures, to the top of the natural subsoil. In



trenches where deep peat deposits underlay the topsoil, machine excavation was halted at
the top of the peat deposit and a sample of the peat was carcfully removed to test for
archaeological features within or beneath these deposits. In practice the possibility of
excavating the peat deposits was very limited, and small sondages were all that were
generally achievable. This was duc to the presence of the watcrtable, just below the
surface of these deposits, and the consequent risk of flooding and collapse of the trenches.

Immediately following the machine cleaning of the surfaces within each trench {when
feature visibility is frequently best), a record was made of all potential archacological
featurcs and deposits within the trench using a “lrench Record’ pro forma. These cards
enable a systematic pre-excavation record of all relevant details to be made, together with
a measured sketch of all features and deposits at 1:100. Visibie archaeological features
are numbered and tagged on the ground and a decision is made on the strategy for
sampling features and potential features within the trench. Features were assigned
individual five figure numbers with the first three numbers referring to the trench number.
Contexts were assigned individual six figure numbers, again with the first three numbers
referring to the trench number.

Subsequent sample excavation was carried out by hand. Discrete archaeological features,
such as pits, were hall or quarter sectioned. A sufficient length of linear featurcs, such as
ditches, was excavated to determine their nature, profile and, where possible, date and
function. All deposits encountered were described fully on individual pro-forma context
and feature recording cards. A drawn record was madc of all features, at scales of 1:30,
1:20 or 1:10 in plan and 1:20 or 1:10 in profile, as appropriate. The vertical stratigraphy
of all trenches was recorded. A full monochrome print and colour slide photographic
record was maintained throughout. Soil samples of 10, 15 and 20 litres were taken from
appropriate contexts for subsequent flotation to recover charred plant remains. All finds,
including animal bone, were retained by individual context.

6.0 Summary of results (Fig. 2)

The peat-rich sandy silt ploughsoil varied in depth between 0.30m and 0.50m. The
underlying natural subsoil was mainly sand and gravels, with the sand being very clayey
in places. The natural subsoil in the lower-lying south and east parts of Field 2 was
overlain by peat deposits, present in ‘Trenches 138, 141, 142, 143 and 144, up to 0.65m
thick. The presence of these peat deposits corresponded with a slight natural slope visible
on the ground.

6.1 Field !

In Trench 172 (Fig. 10) was a linear ditch (F17202), 1.90m wide and 0.80m decp,
oricntaled northeast-southwest, which had been recut by a narrower ditch (F17201). On
either side of F17202 were two similarly orientated narrow gullies (I'17203 and F17204).
No finds were recovered from any of these features. Ditch F17202 corresponded with a
gcophysical anomaly, which was investigated in Trench 103 during the 1994 evalunation.
The geophysical anomaly was found to coincide with a large ditch (Ditch 1078} with two
smaller ditches on either side, identical to F172202, F17203 and ¥17204, and was



interpreted as a former boundary ditch associated with recent farming. No other
significant archacological features were identified.

The air photo evidence shows a series of square and sub-rectangular crop-mark
cnclosurcs at the Block Fen ‘A’ site, extending into the western part of Field 1, Block Fen
‘B’. Some of these crop-marked features were excavated in the Block Fen *A’ ¢valuation
and were nierpreted as part of a ditched field boundary complex of probable Bronze Age
date or earlter. This probable field boundary complex was visible in Field 1 as an
approximately northeast-southwest aligned linear crop-mark with two further linear crop-
marks at right-angles to it, orientated northwest-southeast. These crop-marks appear to
form three sides of an enclosure. In thc 1994 evaluation a linear ditch was excavated in
Trench 97, which corresponded with the northeast-southwest aligned crop-mark, but no
cvidence was found corresponding {o the other two northwest-southeast orientated linear
crop-marks. During this supplementary evaluation no evidence corresponding with these
two linear crop-marks was found in Trenches 167, 169 and 170 {(although the locations of
these crop-marks arc depicted on Fig. 2), which coincided with the crop-marks. All the
other trenches in this field contained no evidence of significant archaeological features.

6.2 Field 2

In five of the trenches (Trenches 138 and 141-144) excavated in Field 2 a layer of peat,
up to 0.65m thick, was encountered sealing the natural subseil. This peat layer
corresponded with a slightly lower area visible in the eastern part of the field (Fig. 2). In
the majority of the trenches (Trenches 141, 142, 143) where this peat layer was
encountered, it was sealed by an uneven thin layer of grey silty clay, up to 0.30m thick. In
Trench 144 (as in Trenches 138 and 143) the peat layer was only present in part of the
trench. Where the peat layer was absent in Trench 144, and also in eastern part of Trench
155, a layer of brown silty sand, 0.10-0.20m thick, scaled the natural subsoil.

In Trench 144 (I'ig. 6) two linear ditches (I'14400 and F14401) were revealed. Ditch
F14400 was a linear ditch terminal, 1.30m wide and 0.40m dcep, aligned north-south,
with steeply sloping sides and a slightly rounded base. The primary fill of F14400 was a
brown sandy silt (144013} which was sealed by a dark grey sandy silt (144012)
containing worked flint and a final fil} of light grey sandy silt (144011). Scveral sherds of
Late Neolithic/ Early Bronze Age pottery were recovered from a shallow tree bole
adjacent to F14400. Further to the east was a linear ditch F14401, 0.98m wide and 0.30m
deep, orientated northeast-southwest, with a steeply sloping northeast side, a stepped
southwest side and a slightly rounded base. Ditch F14401 was filled with a grey sandy silt
(144008) similar to the final fill of F14400, but containing no finds,

To the north, in Trench 145 (Fig. 7), was a linear dich (14505, Plate 4), 0.65-1.10m
wide and 0.35 deep, aligned northeast-southwest, with steeply sloping sides and a
rounded base. It was filled with a grey sandy silt with orange brown mottling (145013)
containing a relatively large quantity of worked flint. North of F14505 was a pair of sub-
circular postholes (F14501 and F14508), 4m apart, were both filled with grey sandy silts.
Posthole F14501, 0.47m x 0.58m and 0.25m deep, contained worked flint including a
small blade core of probable Mesolithic date. Further north was a group of five small sub-
circular postholes (F14502-F143504, F14506 and F14507) and an oval pit (F14500, Plate
3). The postholes varied in width from 0.20m 1o 0.30m and were 0.09-0.12m dccp. All



these features were filled with grey or greyish brown sandy silts, with the exception of
F14503, which was filled with grey clayey silty sand (145008) containing sherds of Early
Bronze Age pottery, animal bone and fragments of charcoal. Pit F14500,0.58m x 1.40m
and 0.16m deep, contained a sherd of Late Neolithic/ Carly Bronze Age pottery, worked
flint and a fragment of fired clay.

In Trench 155 (Fig. 10) was a sub-circular pit (F15500), (.60m x 1.0m and 0.15m deep,
with a gentle ‘V’- shaped profile. 1t had a similar shape, profile and fill to features
excavated in Trench 145 and is thought to be of Late Neolithic/ Early Bronze Age date.

Further north, in Trench 146 (Fig. 8), was a linear ditch (F14600) and two postholes
{F14601 and F14602). Ditch F14600, 2.09m wide and 0.38m deep, had steep sides and a
slightly roundcd base and was orientated north-south. It was filled with greyish brown
sandy siit (146003) containing worked flints. Two sherds of pottery of indeterminate date
were recovered from the ploughsoil (146008) within a recent plough furrow cutling
F14600. Shallow sub-circular postholes F14601 and F14602 had similar fills to F14600,
but contained no finds.

In Trench 163 (Fig. 10}, a sub-circular pit (F16300) contained no finds, but had a similar
shape, profile and fill to features excavated in Trench 145 and is thought to be of Late
Neolithic/ Early Bronze Age datc.

In Trench 138 (not illustrated), a narrow shallow linear ditch terminal (F13800), aligned
northeast-southwest, contained no finds.

[n Trench 147 (Fig. 9) were two linear ditches (F14700 and F14703). Ditch F14700,
0.95m wide and 0.42m deep, was aligned northeast-southwest and terminated within the
trench. Ditch F14703, 1.60m wide and 0.40m deep, was orientated northwest-southeast
and showed evidence for two cpisodes of recutting and contained a single worked flint.
Both F14700 and F14703, although more substantial than other drainage features, may
relate (o a network of Post-Medieval drainage ditches recorded in this trench and in other
trenches and described below. Thesc ditches seem to be on both northwest-southeast and
northeast-southwest alignments, and contain similar fills.

In Trenches 139, 140, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 151, 154 and 155 regularly spaced
linear ditches on similar northwest-southeast or northeast-southwest alignments, with
similar widths and identical peaty loam fills, were recorded. Identical ditches were
present in Ficld 3 and several were sample excavated and were found to have vertical
sides, flat bases and did not contain any finds. Similar features were revealed in the 1994
evaluation and interpreted as part of a Post-Medieval land drainage system.

No other significant archaeological features were recerded in Field 2.
6.3 Field 3
Several linear and curvi-lincar ditches, some of which may be prehistoric field boundary

or enclosure ditches, which were not visible as crop-marks or geophysical anomalies were
revealed in Field 3.



In Trench 133 (not illustrated) were a wide shallow ditch (F13300) and 4 narrow shallow
gully (F13301}; both featurcs were aligned east-west and contained no finds. [n Trench
134 (Fig. 4) was the terminal of a curvi-linear ditch (F13404, Plate 2), 1.46m wide and
0.65m deep, orientated northeast-southwest. It was filled with a brownish grey sandy silt
{134010) containing worked flint and animal bone. A sherd Early Bronze Age poticry
was also recovered from a recent plough furrow cutting F13404. A single worked flint
was recovered from an adjacent tree bole (F13405). Further north in Trench 134, the
terminals of two northwest-southeast aligned probable shallow linear ditches (F13400 and
F13402) produced no finds.

In Trench 127 (Fig. 5) was linear ditch (I'12702, Plate 1}, 1.20-1.45m wide and 0.30m
deep, orientated northeast-southwest, with a shallow 'V’ - shaped profile. Its primary fill
(127005) was a charcoal-rich dark grey silt with a high peat content which contained
worked flint, a relatively large quantity of sherds of Late Bronze Age pottery, and animal
bone. This was overlain by a secondary fill (127004) of grey sandy silt.

In adjacent Trench 126 (Fig. 4) was a shallow linear gully or narrow ditch (F12600),
0.50m wide and 0.18m deep, aligned cast-west. The fill of F12600 was a grey silty sand
(126003) containing a relatively large quantity of worked flint including a flake of
probable Neolithic date. In Trench 123 (not illustrated) a linear ditch (F12300), which
showed evidence for a recut (F123001), was orientated east-west and contained no finds.
However, the nature of the fill and the profile of the feature, similar to that of Post-
Medieval drainage ditches, suggesis it may be of Post-Mcdicval date. In Trench 124 (not
illustrated) a linear ditch (F12400), aligned north-south, produced no finds. In Trench
120 {(not itlustrated) a shallow linear ditch (F12000) contained a Post-Mcdieval clay pipe
stern fragment.

Further to the north, in Trench 117 (Fig. 3), was a lincar ditch (F11701), 1.75m wide and
0.32m deep, with gently sloping sides and a rounded base, aligned northeast-southwest. It
was filled with a greyish brown silty sand (117002) containing no finds. East of F11701
was a curving ditch (F11700), 0.95m wide and 0.29m decp, with stecp sides and a
rounded base. It was filled with a grevish brown sandy silt (117005) containing no finds.
Two other possible features (F11702 and F117003) in this trench were ili-defincd and are
of probable geological origin.

In Trenches 123, 127, 128-132 and 134-136 regularly spaced lincar ditches on similar
alignments with similar widths and identical peaty loam fills were recorded. Several of
these ditches were sample excavated and were found {o have vertical sides, flal bases and
to contain no {inds. Identical features were revealed in the 1994 cvalvation and
interpreted as part of a Post-Medieval land drainage system.

No other significani archacological featurcs were recorded in Field 3.



7.0 The finds

Table 1: finds quantification

Trench Feature Countext Description Date
. range
Trench 126 . F12600 126003 | 18x flint (30g)
Trench 127 P F12702 127005 | animal bone (208g); 17x fired clay/daub; 2x flint LBA
= (I7g); 16x pottery (206g)
Trench 132 F13200 132003 | 2x flint (5g); includes 1x blade
Trench 134 plough furrow | 134008 | 1x potiery (10g) EBA
Trench 134 ‘13404 134010 | 2x flin (9g); Animal bone (2g)
Trench 134 F13405 134011 | 1x flint (16g)
Trench 144 tree bole 144009 | 6x policry (16g) Late
Neolithic/
Trench 144 F14400 144012 | 3 x flint (10g)
Trench 145 F14500 145010 | 4 x pottery (12g, including 3x indeterminate sherds | Late
(9g}, 2x flint {16g} and 1x fired clay/daub (2g) Neolithic/
EBA
| Trench 145 Fl4501 145012 | 2x flint (20g)
Trench 145 F14503 145008 | animal bone (8g); charcoal (<1g); 11x pottery (34g) | EBA
Trench 145 F14505 145013 | 20x flint (73g)
Trench 145 tree bole 145014 i 1x indeterminate pottery {lg
Trench 146 F14600 146003 | 4x flint (26g)
Trench 146 plough furrow 146008 | 2x indelerminate pottery (1g); 1x tired clay/daub
1o . EATV I
Trench 147 F14703 147007 | ix flint (Ig)
Trench 149 F14900 149003 | Ix flint (Ilg)
Trench 172 i F17200 172002 | animal bone (40g)
SF south of Trench 120 /s 4x flint (6g)
SF south of Trench 124 U/ 1x flint (13g)
SF west of Trench 126 /s 1x flint {6g)
SF east of Trench 126 U/s 7x flint (77g)
SF ncar Trench 127 uss 7x flint (32g) _
SF near [rench 128 U/s 8x flint {50g)
SF near Trench 129 /8 9x flint (187g); 1x modemn debris
SF cast of Trench 132 ) u/s Ix flint (7g); 1x burnt stone (12g)
: 8F west of Trench 132 /8 1x flint (4g)
| SF near Trench 135 U/S 2x flint (7g)

Key: SF- surface find, U/S- unstratified, EBA- Early Bronze Age, LBA- Late Bronze Age

7.1 The flint (by Lynne Bevan)

The small asscmblage of 98 items of humanly-worked flint comprised a microlith, three
cores, three scrapers, 10 retouched flakes, two blades, a hammerstone fragment, a notched
flake, 73 flakes and four struck chunks. The flint was in a good condition with a glossy
‘fresh’ appearance although nearly half of it, including several of the tools, was

unstratified.

The raw material used was a fine quality dark grey and brown coloured flint. When
present the cortex tended to be thin and compacted and suggestive of flint from a
secondary source. probably local river gravels or boulder clay deposits. Some pieces had




a whiter cortex that might indicate 4 primary, mined origin but the small size of these
examples precluded accurate identification.

The earliest material in the collection was a small pyramidal blade core (145012, Trench
145) and a microlith (surface find near Trench 126), both of which are of Later Mesolithic
datc. A flake with pressure-flaking on one surface is ol Neolithic datc (126003, Trench
126). Two blades are also of Neolithic date (145013, Trench 145 and surface find near
Trench 127). An ovoid-shaped end scraper and a flake came from a context containing
[.ate Bronze Age poticry with which they are probably contemporary (127005, Trench
127).

Two cores of probable Later Neolithic to Bronze Age date, a burnt core with little surface
detail and a multi-platform blade/flake, came from topsoil near Trenches 126 and 129
respectively. Two scrapers, which might be of Neolithic or Bronze Age date, were also
surface finds (near Trenches 126 and 128). An abraded fragment from a hammerstone
was also unstratified (surface find near Trench {27). The largest concentrations of flakes,
17 and 18 respectively, came from Trench 126 (126003) and Trench 145 (145013).
Despite the evidence for human activity during successive periods of prehistory, much of
the assemblage has a homogenous appearance. This would suggest that the majority of
activity took place during one phase and, from the general broad shape of the flakes and
morphology of many of the tools, this appears to have been during the Later Neolithic to
Bronze Age, in line with other the evidence from the sitc.

The nature and duration of this activity is difficult to evaluate although there is evidence
for both flint working (the hammcrstone fragment, two later cores and waste flakes and
chunks) and settlement (two of the scrapers).

7.2 The pottery (by Annette Hancocks)

Forty-one (280g) fragments of pottery were recovered during the evaluation (Table 1).
Pottery was recovered from Trenches 127, 134, 144, 145 and 146. The majority of the
pottery was provisionally spot-dated by Dr Ann Woodward to the Late Neolithic/Early
Bronze Age period, with the exception of that from Trench 127.

The largest volume of material derived from diteh F12702, (Trench 127) and comprised
two base angles, many decorated pieces, one large rim and [ragments of at least four to
five vessels. The pottery from this trench dated to the Late Bronze Age.

A single grog-tempered Beaker sherd, with ribbed decoration was rccovered from a
context (134008) within a plough furrow in Trench 134. A further grog-tempered Beaker
sherd was recovered from a tree bole (context 144009) in Trench 144

Several more grog-tempered Beaker or Urn sherds were recovered from two contexts
(145010, F14500 and 145008, F14503) in Trench 145, This material included a very thin-
walled decorated Bceaker or Urn fragment. Pottery of indeterminate date was recovered
from a plough furrow in Trench 146.



7.3 The plant remains (by Marina Ciaraldi)

Ten soil samples were collected during the evaluation. Seven of these samples (Table. 2)
were processed and the charred plant remains were assessed in order to establish:

» the degree of preservation of organic remains
¢ the potential of the plant assemblage for understanding the site economy
¢ the potential for reconstructing the palacoenvironment of the site

Ten litres of soil from each sample, with the exception ol Sample 10, were processed by
manual flotation. Sample 10 (F14503/145008) was collected from a small posthole, from
which it was only possible to collect 6 litres of sediment. The flots were recovered on a
0.5 mesh. They were dried in the oven at 40 degrecs and later scanncd under a
microscope. The residue was recovered on a lmm mesh and sorted by eye.

The samples examined were taken from fcatures, that were dated to the prchistoric period
by assoclated worked flint or pottery. Sample 1 (F12702/127005) was particularly rich in
charcoal.

The charred component of the samples, with the exception of Samples 1 and 10, was very
small. A single charred grain of barley (Hordeum vulgare L.) was observed in Sample 1
(F12702/127605) and a charred fragment of hazelnut (Corylus avellana L.) was recorded
in Sample 8 (F14500/145010). Most of the samples contained some uncharred seeds of
Polygonum sp. or Chenopodium sp. and it is probable that these represent watcrlogged
seeds rather than modern seeds. The presence of peat deposits in some of the evaluation
trenches suggests organic material may survive under anoxic conditions. On the basis of
the samples examined it would seem that preservation by charring is very poor in the
archaeological deposits.

The presence ol waterlogged seeds suggests that waterlogged deposits might survive in
deep features such as ditches or wells. It is therefore recommended that such featurcs, as
well as charcoal-rich features, are sampled if found, in the event of any larger-scale
cxcavations. Finally, it would be important to sample the deep peat deposit observed at
the eastern margin of the site, as this might contain well-preserved organic remains
deposited during the period of occupation of the site. If organic remains are present, they
can provide important information on the nature of the landscape surrounding the site and
on the changes occurring afier its abandonment, including possible inundation of the area.



Table 2: soil samples assessed for plant macro-remains

z Trench | Feature Fontext Date 5 F Flot. | Description
P : range = &~ vol
= | SEgl |
3 | g |
1 127 F12702 [ 127005 LBA h]0 1000 Very large flot (1 It.), only 50% scanned.
j It consists entirely of charcoal fragments,
! soime over 2 cm. A single seed of barley
] was observed
2 1134 | F13404 134010 1 110 26 | Some, very small fragments of charcoal
4 126 F12600 126003 ™ 10 ( 50 ' Some modern or wateriogged seeds of
! Polygonum sp. and Chenopodium album.
‘ | r Some small fragments of waterloggea
' . | | wood
5 146 | F14600 [ 146003 | 10 50 T Few modern or waterlogged seeds of
j ] . | Palygonum sp. and Chenopodium album.
8 1145 1 F14500 | 145000 | Late T i0 | A single charred fragment of hazeinut
’ J Neolithic J {Corylus avellana 1..)
I ] fEBA |_ S A
9 145 | F14505 | 143013 ! T No plant remains
10 | 145 F14503 1435008 j EBA ] 20 Charcoal-rich deposit but charcoal is
] fragmented. Few modern or wateriogged
seeds of Polygonum sp. and
__L__ o J . L V| Chenopodium sp.

7.4 The animal bone (by Emily Murray)

A small quantity of hand-collected animal bone (258g) was recovered from the
excavations at Block Fen ‘B’. The presence of animal bone was not noted in any of the
bulk samples that were processed and assessed.

The bones were well preserved, although fragmented, and they derive from Trenches 127
(127005), 134 (134010), 145 (145008) and 172 (172002). Catile and sheep/goat were
represented in Late Bronze Age context 127005 (F12702) and the material included the
humerus shaft of a bovine with medio-latcral knife marks, probably caused through
defleshing. Three unworn deciduous incisors and an unfused ilium (part of the pelvis) of
an immature equid were represented in the assemblage from probable Post- Medieval
context 172002 (F17200). The material from the remaining two contexts comprised
unidentifiable mammal bone fragments.

The assemblage is too small to allow a meaningful evaluation of the site economy or the
diet of its former inhabitants. However, given the good stale of prescrvation of the bones,
the potential to rccover such information is good should further excavations be
underiaken, although this would be very much dependent upon the volume of bonc
recovered and the ability 1o securely date the contexts from which they derive.



8.0 Discussion

The earliest evidence for the occupation of the site comes from the flint assemblage. Two
worked {lint artefacts, onc found on the surface of the ploughsoil in Field 3 and the other
recovered from a posthole (F14501, Trench 145), possibly a residual find from a later
prehistoric context, are of Later Mesolithic date.

In Field 2, prehistoric features are located to the east of the southern group of ring ditches
recorded during the previous cvaluation, fairly closc to a slightly low-lying arca
coinciding with deep peat deposits (Fig. 2). This low-lying area coincides approximately
with the suggested Bronze Age fen edge (Hall 1992).

The probable early prehistoric features are concentrated in Trench 144 (F14400 and
F14401), Trench 145 (F14500-145008), Trench 146 (F14600-14602) and Trench 155
(F15500) with another possible prehistoric feature in Trench 163, further to the northwest.
Groups of shallow postholes and a pit in Trench 145, two of which contained Early
Bronze Age beaker or urn sherds, provide evidence for the prescnce of probable Late
Neolithic/ Early Bronze Age structures and associated activity. However, as mentioned
above one of the postholes (F14501) contained a Mesolithic blade core and could
possibly be of Mesolithic datc. Most of the four linear ditches recorded in Trenches 144-
146 contained worked flint consistent with a Late Neolithic to Bronze Age date. These
features could be interpreted either as possible enclosure ditches, perhaps enclosing
structures, or possibly part of the network of early prehistoric field boundary ditches seen
al Block TI'en *A’ and recorded in the 1994 evaluation (Trench 97).

In Tield 3, several linear features may possibly be part of a continuation of the same
ditched field boundary complex, ol probable Bronze Age date, meniioned above, Ditch
F12702 (Trench 127), which is of probable Late Bronze Age date, contained sherds of at
least four to five Late Bronze Age vessels. The profile, fills and alignment of F12702
indicate that it could be similar to a possible ditch recut (1017, Trench 97) recorded
during the 1994 evaluation and interpreted as a prehistoric field boundary ditch. The
relatively large quantity of finds recovered might suggest that this feature was close to an
arca of setilement or other activity. Ditches F12600 (Trench 126) and ¥F13404 (Lrench
134} may be of similar date and function, aithough the finds of worked flint from these
ditches can only suggest a broad Later Neolithic 10 Bronze Age date. Other undated
ditches in Trench 117 (F11700 and F11701), Trench 124 (F12400), Trench 133 (F13300
and F13301) and Trench 134 (F13400 and F13402) could possibly be of prehistoric date,
based on their {ill type, although they could also be of latcr date.

No clear evidence for further ring ditches was recorded within the site. The only possible
candidaie being curving ditch F11700, Trench 117. However this was undated and
appears to have too small a diameter to be interpreted as a prehistoric ring ditch.

Many trec boles were cxcavated on the sitc and two contained a worked flint and Late -
Neolithic/ Early Bronze Age pottery respectively. These artefacts are more likely to have
been washed into the tree boles by flooding rather than indicating any human utilisation
of the features.

The information from the analysis of the plant remains suggests the potential for the
presence of charred plant remains is rather poor. However, two of the samples contained
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quantities of charcoal suitable for radiocarbon dating. Evidence from the plant remains
suggests that Late Ncolithic/ Bronzc Age archacological fcatures were subject to
waterlogging. This is consistent with the findings of the 1994 evaluation (Tempvs
Reparatvm, 1994, Appendix 3), which suggested that the presence of water-inwashed
sediments, in some ring ditches, was the result of cpisodes of flooding.

Although the quantity of animal bone recovered during the evaluation was small, it was
well preserved. This suggests that the potential for any possible further excavation to
reveal evidence for the economy and the diet of its former inhabitants is good, provided
enough animal bone is recovered.

[t is thought that the site would have been covered by a peal deposit from the Iron Age
(Hall and Coles, 1994) as water lcvels rosc, probably until the late Medieval or Post-
Medieval period when it was drained. This model explains why no Iron Age, Roman or
Mcdieval archaeology was encountered, during both the earlier cvaluation or this
evaluation. This peat deposit would have formed a protective layer over the pre-lron Age
archaeology. Subsequent drainage and intensive modern agriculture has degraded the peat
resulting in the truncation of archaeclogical {catures, Evidence of a network of drainage
ditches, presumably of Post-Medieval date, was encountered in Fields 2 and 3. Deep
plough furrows were visible in all the evaluation trenches, cutting into the subsoil and the
top of archacological features. This plough truncation was also noted in the 1994
evaluation and may explain the shallow nature of some of the archaeological features.

No archaeological features encountered during this evaluation were visible as geophysical
anomalies or crop-marks, apart from a Post-Medieval ditch 1n Trench 172. This could be
due to the faci that the fills of most of the archacological featurcs contained a relatively
high proportion of sand. The contrast with the surrounding sand and gravel subsoil may
not have been marked enough to cause geophysical anomalies, and the lack of organic
material within the features may explain the lack of differential crop growth.

The supplementary evaluation at Block Fen ‘B’, together with the preceding stages of
evaluation, provide a good picturc of the nature, significance and quality of the
archaeological remains within the proposed development site. It is concluded that the site
is of local and regional archacological importance and, as such, an archaeological
mitigation strategy of the kind suggested in paragraph 30 of PPG16 (DoE 1990) may be
applicable in this situation. This could involve excavation and a watching brief during
topsoil stripping, though the final dccision on any mitigation strategy must rest with the
archaeological advisor t the Minerals Planning Authority in discussion with Phoenix
Consulting on behalf of the client.
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Appendix: Detailed results of trial trenching
Trench i16

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (116001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. This was overlain by
0.33m of ploughsoil (116000).

Features: No archaeological features were recorded.

Trench 117

Stratigraphy. the natural subsoil (117001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. This was overlain by
0.35m of ploughsoll (117000},

Features:

FEI700 - curving ditch, 0.95m wide and 0.29m deep, with steep sides and a rounded base. Filled with a
greyish brown sandy silt (117005).

F11701 - linear ditch, 1.75m wide and 0.32m deep, aligned northeast-southwest, with gently sloping sides
and a rounded base. Filled with a greyish brown silty sand (117002).

FL11702 - terminal of lingar negative feature, 0.72m wide and 0.24m deep, orientated north-south, with a
steep east side, a gently sloping west side and rounded base. Filled with a greyish brown silty sand
{117004).

F117003 - linear negative feature, 1.14m wide and 0.25m deep, aligned northeast-southwest, with gently
sloping sides and a rounded base, Filled with a grevish brown silty sand (117003),

Interpretation: the date of ditches F11700 and F11701 was not determined due to absence of datable finds.
These features may be associated with ring ditch 1108, evidence of which was revealed in Trench 114
during the 1994 evaluation, 100m to the east. Features F11702 and F11703 were not as clearly defined and
it is possible that they could be of geological origin.

Trench 118

Stratigrapky, the natural subsoil (118001} consisted ot a ycliow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughscil (118000).

Features: no archacological featurcs were identified.

Trench 119

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil {119001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel, which was disturbed in
places by root action. Above this was 0.35m of ploughsoil (119000).

Feqtures: no archacological [catures were identified.

Tirench 120

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (120001) consisted of a vellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughseil (120000).



Features:

Fi2000 - lnear ditch, 1.40rmm wide and 0.20m deep, aligned northeast-southwest with gently sloping sides
and a slightly rounded base. Filled with a grey sandy silt (120004) which contained a clay pipe stem
fragment,

F120G1 - circular posthole, 0.55m in diameter and 0.35m deep, with a *U’- shaped profile and cutting linear
ditch F12000. Filled with a dark grey sandy silt (120006).

Interpretation:. features F12000 and F120001 appear to be of Post-Medieval date, probably of Post-
Medieval agricultural origin.

Trench 121

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (121001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil (121000).

Features: no archaeological features were identified.

Trench 122

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (122001} consisted of a yellow sand and gravel, disturbed in places by tree
boles. Above this was 0.35m of ploughsoil {122000).

Features: no archaeological features were identified.

Trench 123

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (§23001) consisted of a vellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil (123000).

Features:

F12300 - linear ditch, at least 1.00m wide and 0.38m decp, aligned east-west with steep sides and a flat
base. Filled with a black sandy peat (123003).

F12301 - linear ditch, 0.60m wide and 0.42m deep. orientated east-west and cuts F12300, with steep sides
and 4 slightly rounded base. Filled with dark brown peaty loam (123007).

F12302 - lincar ditch, 0.60m wide and 0.44m deep, oricntated northeast-southwest, with vertical sides and a

flat base. Filled with a black sandy peaty loam (123004).

Interprefation. ditch F12302 appears to have a similar profile and be on a similar alignment to features
revealed in Trenches 101, 110 and 111 during the 1994 evaluation and inlerpreted as part of a Post-
Medieval land drainage system. The date and function of ditches F12300 and F12301 is unclear, although
the nature of their fills may suggest they could be of a similar date to ditch F12302.

Trench 124

Stratigrgphy: the natural subsoil (124001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel, disturbed in places by tree
boles. Above this was 0.35m of ploughsoil (124000),
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Features:

F12400 - lincar ditch, 1.00m wide and 0.32m deep, aligned north-south with steep sides and a rounded base,
Filled with a greyish brown silty sand (124002).

Irterpretation: the date and function of ditch F12400 are uncertain.

Trench 125

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (125001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel, disturbed in places by tree
boles. Above this was 0.35m of ploughsoeit (125060).

Fearures: no archaeological features were identified.

Trench 126

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (126001} consisted of a yellow sand and gravel, disturbed in places by tree
beles. This was overlain by 0.35m of ploughsoil (126000).

Features:

F12600 - linear gully, 0.50m wide and 0.18m deep, alignedeast-west with steep sides and a flat base. Filled
with a grey silty sand (126003} containing worked flint. The eastern part of this feature was disturbed by
animal burrows and a tree bole.

Interpretation: linear gully F12600 may be of prehistoric date, function uncertain.

Trench 127

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoi} (127001) consisted of a vellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil {127000),

Fegtures:

F12700 - linear ditch, 0.60m wide and 0.44m deep, orientated northeast-southwest with vertical sides and a
flat base. Filled with a black sandy peaty loam (127002},

F12701 - linear ditch, 0.60m wide and 0.30m deep, orientated northeast-southwest with vertical sides and a
flat base. Filled with a black sandy peaty loam {127007) and a secondary fitl {127006) of grey sandy silt.

F12702 - linear ditch, 1.20-1.45m wide and 0.30m deep, orientaicd northeast-southwest, with a shallow
*¥'- shaped profile. Filled with a charcoal-rich dark grey silt with a high peat content (127005), 0.20m
deep, containing worked flint, sherds of Late Bronze Age pottery and animal bone, and a secondary fill
(127004) of grey sandy silt.

Interpretation: Ditch F12702 is of Laic Bronze Age dutc and may be interpreted as a field boundary ditch,
although the relatively large quantity of finds recovered may suggest it is close lo an area of setilement.
Profile, fills and alignment may indicate F12702 could be similar to the possible diteh recut recorded during
the 1994 evaluation us 1017 in Trench 97, Ditches F12700 and F127001 appear to have similar profiles and
be on similar alignments fo features revealed in Trenches 101, 110 and 111 during the 1994 evaluation and
interpreted as part of a Post-Medieval land drainage system.
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Trench 128

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoii (128001} consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil (128000).

Features:

F12800 - linear ditch, at least 0.66m wide and 0.34m deep, aligned northeast-southwest with steep sides and
a flat base. Filled with a black sandy peaty loam (128005).

112801 - linear ditch, at teast 0.60m wide and 0.28m deep, aligned northeast-southwest with steep sides and
a flat base. Filled with a black sandy peaty loam (128006).

Unexcavated contexts:

128003 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

128004 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

Interpretation: ditches F12800 and F12801 appear to have a similar profile and be on similar alignments to
features revealed in Trenches 101, 110 and 111 during the 1994 evaluation and interpreted as part of a Post-

Medieval land drainage sysiem. The nature and oricntation of the unexcavated contexts indicales they are
also part of the same Post-Medicval land drainage system with drains spaced at §1m intervals.

Trench 129

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (12900 1) consisted of a yellow sund and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil (129000).

Feuatures:

F12960 - possible pit, at least 0.68m wide and 0.34m deep, extends beyond north end of french, with
siceply stoping sides. Filled with peaty loam (125002}.

F12901 - linear ditch, at least 0.66m wide and 0.34m deep, aligned northeast-southwest with vertical sides
and a flat base, Filled with a black sandy peaty loam (129004).

FI2902 - linear ditch, 0.60m wide and 0.38m deep, aligned northeast-southwest with vertical sides and a

flat base. Filled with a black sandy peaty loam {(129003).

Interpreration: ditches F12901 and 12902 appear to have a similar profiles and be on similar alignments to
features revealed in Trenches 101, 110 and 111 during the 1994 evaluation and interpreted as part of a Post-
Medieval land drainage system. The date and function of Pit F12900 is uncertain and it was not clearly
identified as being of archaeological origin.

Trench 130

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (130001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughseil (130000,

Unexcavated contexts:
130002 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

130003 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

20



Interpretation: the nature and orientation of the unexcavated contexts indicate they are part of the same
Post-Medieval land drainage system revealed in Trenches 101, 116 and 111 during the 1994 evaluation and
in other adjacent evaluation trenches.

Treach 131

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (131001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel, disturbed by 2 tree bole.
Above this was 0.35m of ploughsoil {131600).

Unexeavated contexts:

131002 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest gligned draia,

131064 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain,

131006 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

131007 - black peaty loam fiil of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

Interpretarion: the nature and orientation of the unexcavated contexts indicate they are part of the same

Post-Medieval land drainage system revealed in Trenches 161, 110 and 111 during the 1994 evaluation.
Similar drainage ditches have been recorded in other adjacent evaluation trenches, spaced at 11-12m

intervals.
Trench 132

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (132001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel, Above this was 0.35m of
ploughseil (132000).

Features:

F13200 - uregular negative feature, 1.58m wide and 0.28m deep, with an irregular ‘bowl’- shaped profile.
Filled with a grey sandy silt {132003) confaining worked flint.

Unexcavated context:
132002 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.
Interpretation: irregular negative feature F13200 is probably not of archaeological origin and could be

interprefed as a hollow or undulation in the natural subsoil, Unexcavated context 132002 is identical to fills
of Post-Medieval drainage ditches excavated in other trenches.

Trench 133

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (133001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoit (133000).

Features:

F13300 - linear ditch, 1.50m wide and 0.2 1m deep, aligned east-west, with steep sides and a tlat base.Filled
with a dark grevish brown sandy silt (133602).

F13301 - linear gully, 9.30m wide and 0.15m deep, orientated east-west with steep sides and a flat base.
Filled with a dark greyish brown sandy silt (133003).
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Interpretation: the function and date of shallow {inear features F13300 and F13301 are uncertain.

Trench 134

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil {(134001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel, disturbed by two tree
boles or root holes. Above this was 0.35m of ploughsoil (134000).

Features:

F13400 - terminal of linear ditch, 1.10m wide and 0.12m deep. aligned northwest-southeast, with gently
sloping sides and 2 flat base. Cut by Post-Medieval drain. Filled with a grey sandy silt {134003).

F13402 - terminal of linear ditch, 0.60m wide and 0.22m deep, aligned northwest-southeast, with a *V’-
shaped profile. Filled with a greyish brown sandy silt (134002).

F13404 - curvilincar ditch terminal, 1.46m wide and 0.65m deep, orientated northeast-southwest, with a
vertical northwest side, a steeply sloping southeast side and a slightly rounded base which was disturbed by
a partially decomposcd tree rool, Filled with a brownish grey sandy silt {134010) containing worked flint
and animal bone, A sherd of Late Neolithic/ Early Bronze Age pottery was recovered from the ploughsoil
(134008) within 4 recent plough furrow cutting F13404.

F13405 - negative (cature, 1.57m wide and 0.28m deep, aligned east-west, with an ill-defined profile with
gently sloping sides und a flat basc. Filled with a greyish brown silty sand (134011) containing a worked
flint.

Unexcavated contexts:

134004 - black peaty Ioam {ill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

134007 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

134009 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

Inferpretation: Ditch F13404 is probably of prehistoric date, possibly Late Neolithic/ Early Bronze Age. Its
function is unclear, although it is possible it may have formed part of the field system encountered during
the 1994 cvaluation. [l-defined negative featurc F13405 is probably not of archaeological origin and could
be interpreted as a hollow or undulation in the natural subsoil. Similarly aligned shallow linear ditches
F13400 and F13402 are undated and their function is uncertain, although it is possible that they could be of
a similar date to F13404. Unexcavaled contexts 134004, 134007 and 134009 were all spaced 12-13m apart,
and had similar fills and orientations. They were identificd as the fills of Post-Medicval drainage ditches
recorded in other trenches.

Trench 135

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (135001} consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil (135000).

Unexcavared contexis:

135602 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.
135004 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain,
135007 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

135008 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.



Interpretation: the nature and orientation of the unexcavated contexts indicate they are part of the same
Post-Medieval land drainage system revealed in Trenches 101, 110 and 111 during the 1994 evaluation.
Simiiar drainage ditches were recorded in other adjacent evaluation trenches, spaced at £1-12m intervals,
Treach 136

Stratigraphy. the natural subsoil (136001} consisted of a yellow sand and gravel, which undulated slightly.
These natural undulations or hollows were fllled with silty grey sands. Above this was 0.35m of ploughsoil
{136000).

Unexcavated context:

136005 - black peaty lcam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

Interpretation: the nature and orientation of the unexcavaled context 136005 indicates it is the fill of a
‘drainage ditch similar to Post-Medieval drainage ditches revealed in Trenches 103, 110 and 111 during the
1994 evaluation. Similar drainage ditches were recorded in adjucent evaluation trenches and interpreted as
part of a Post-Medieval land drainage system.

Trench 137

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (137001) consisted of a yetlow sand and gravel, which undulated slightly.
These natural undulations or holiows were fitled with silty grey sands. Above this was 0.35m of ploughsaoil
(137000).

Unexcavated contexts:

137004 - black peaty loam fili of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

137007 - black peaty loam £ill of northeast-southwest aligned drain,

£37008 - black peaty loam fiil of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

Interpretation: the palure and orientation of the unexcavated contexds indicates they are fills of drainage
dilches similar 1o those revealed in Trenches 10F, 110 and 111 during the 1994 evaluation. Similar ditches
were recorded in adjacent evaluation trenches and interpreted as part of a Post-Medieval land drainage
system,

Trench 138

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil consisted of a ye!iow sand and gravel (138001} disturbed in places by tree
roots. Overlying 138001 at the south end of the trench was a layer of sandy peat (138004) at least (.18m

deep. Above these contexis was 0.35m of ploughsoil {138000),

Features:

F13800 - linear ditch terminal, 0.64m wide and 0.25m deep, aligned northeast-southwest, with steep sides
and a rounded base. Filled with a dark brown silty sand (138003}

Interpretation; peat layer 138001 appears fo correspond with a natural southeast-facing slope visible on the
ground. Layver 138001 may represent fen edge peat deposits, similar {o those recorded in ‘Frenches 141-144,
which are undisturbed by modern ploughing. Ditch FI3800 is undated and its function is uncertain,
although its fill is dissimilar o fills of features dated to the early prehistoric period.
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Trench 139

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (139001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil (139000},

Unexcavated contexi:

139042 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

Interpretation: the nature and orientation of the unexcavated context 139002 indicates it is the 11l of a drain
similar to those revealed in Trenches 101, 110 and 111 during the 1994 evaluation, These drains were
recorded and sample excavated in other adjacent cvaluation trenches and interpreted as part of a Post-
Medieval land drainage system.

Treneh 148

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (140001) consisted of a yeliow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil (140000).

Unexcavated contexts:
140002 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

140003 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

Interpretation: the nature and orientation of the unexcavated contexts indicates they are fills of drains
similar to those revealed in Trenches 101, 116 and t] during the 1994 evahuation, Similar ditches were
recorded adjacent evaluation trenches and interpreted as part of a Post-Medieval land drainage system.

Trench 141

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil {141003) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. This was sealed by up to
0.65m of peat (141002), which was only sample excavated due to inundation by groundwater. Overlying

141002 was an uneven layer of grey silty clay (141001}, up to 0.20m thick. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoit (141000).

interpretation: layer 141002 appears to represent possible fen edge peat deposits situated in a low-lying
part of the site, similar fo those recorded in Trenches 138 and 142-144, which are undisturbed by modem
ploughing. Layer 141001 may be associated with a later episode of flooding.

Trench 142

Stratigraphy. the natural subsoil (142003) consisted of a vellow sand and gravel. This was sealed by up to
0.55m of peat (142002), which was only sample excavated due to inundation by groundwater. Overlying
141002 was an uneven layer of grey silty clay (142001}, up fo 0.30m thick. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil (142000),

{nterpretation. layer 142002 appears to represent possible fen edge peat deposits situated in a low-lying
part of the site, similar to those recorded in Trenches 138, {41 and 143-144, which are undisturbed by
medern ploughing. Layer 142001 is similar to 141001, Trench 141, and may be associated with a later
episode of flooding.
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Trench 143

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (143003) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel, which was only visible at
the north end of the trench. This was overlain in the rest of the trench by a peat tayer (143002), which was
not excavated due to petential inundation by groundwater as seen in Trenches 141 and 142. Sealing 143002
was an uneven laver of grey silty clay (143001}, 0.10m-0.20m thick. Above this was 0.30m of ploughsoil
(143000).

Interpretation: layer 43002 appears to represent possible fen edge peat deposits situated in a low-lying
part of the site, similar to those recorded in Trenches 138, 141, 142 and 144, which arc undisturbed by
modemn ploughing. Layer 143001 is simitar to layers 141601, Trench 141 and 142001, Trench 142 and may
be associated with a later episode of flooding.

Trench 144

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (144062) consisied of a yellow sandy and gravel. The natural subsoil
144002 was disturbed in places by tree rools and shallow irregular tree boles, which contained brown silty
sand (144005, 144006 and 144009). Sherds of 1.ate Neolithic/Farty Bronze Age pottery were recovered
from 144009, At the west cnd of the trench natural subsoil (144002) and archaeological features were
overlain by a layer of brown silty sand (144007), 0.10m deep. Overlying 144002, at theeast end of the
trench, was a layer of peat (144001}, not excavated due to potential inundation by groundwater as seen in
Trenches 141 and 142. Above layers 144001 and 144007 was 0.35m of ploughsoil (144000}

Feutures:

F14400 - lincar ditch terminal, 1.30m wide and 0.40m deep, alignednorth-south, with steeply sloping sides
and a slightly rounded base. Filled with a primary fill of brown sandy silt (144013), a dark grey sandy silt
(144012) containing worked flint and a finat fifl of tight grey sandy silt (144011),

F14461 - lincar ditch, 8.98m wide and 0.30m deep, orientated northeast-southwest, with a steeply skoping
northeast side, a stepped southwest side and a slightly rounded base. Tilled with a grey sandy silt {144008).

Unexcavated context:

£44004 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

Interpretarion: peat layer 144001 appears to correspond with a natural southeast-facing slope visible on
ground. Layer 144001 may represent fen edge peat deposits, similar to those recorded in Trenches 138 and
141-143, which are undisturbed by modern ploughing. Finds of worked flint from ditch F14400 and a find
of Late Neolithic/ Early Bronze Age pottery from an adjacent tree bole, may suggest that F14400 is of
prehistoric date. Ditch F14401 is undated and its function is uncertain, although its proximity to F14400 and
the similar nature of ifs fill to prehistoric features in Trenches 145 and 146 may suggest a similar prehistoric
date. Unexcavated context 144004 is similar 1o the fills of ditches recorded in adjacent evaluation trenches
and interpreted as part of a Post-Medieval land drainage system,

Trench 143

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (145001) consisted of a yellow sandy ¢lay, disturbed by a tree bole at the
south end of the trench which contained grey silty sand (145014) from which a sherd of pottery of
indeterminate date was recovered, Above this was 0.35m of ploughsoil {145000).

Features:

F14500 - sub-oval pit, 0.38m x 1.40m and 0.16m deep, aligned northeast-southwest, with steeply sloping
sides and a flat base. Filled with a greyish brown sandy silt (145010} and containing a sherd of Late

Neolithic/ Early Bronze Age pottery, very small sherds of pottery of indeterminate date, worked flint and a
fragment of fired clay.
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F14301] - sub-circular posthole, 0.47m x (.58m and 0.25m deep, with vertical sides and flat base. Filled
with a grey sandy silt (145012) containing worked flint.

F14502 - sub-circular posthole, 0.20m x and 0.27m and 0.09m decp, with a ‘bowl’- shaped profile.Fifled
with a grey sandy silt (145006).

F14503 - sub-circular posthole, 0.27m x 0.20m and 0.09m decp, with a ‘bow!’- shaped profile. Fitled with a
grey clayey silty sand (145008) containing sherds of prehistoric pottery, worked flint and animal bone.

F14504 - sub-circular posthole, 0.24m x 0.28m and 0.12m deep, with a ‘bow[’- shaped profile.Filled with a
grey sandy silt (145005).

F14505 - lincar ditch, 0.65-1.10m wide and 0.35 dcep, aligned northeast-southwest, with steeply sloping
sides and a narrow rounded base. Filled with a grey sandy silt with orange brown mottling (145013)
containing worked flint,

F14506 - sub-circular posthole, 0.28m x 0.30m and 0.12m deep, with a ‘bowl’- shaped profile.Filled with a
grey sandy silt (145009).

Unexcavated features/ contexts:

F14567 - circular posthole, 0.25m in diameter. Filled with a grey sandy silt (145007).
F14508 - sub-circular posthole, 0.60 x 0.40m. Filled with a grey sandy silt (145015).
145002 - black peaty loam fill of northwest-southeast aligned drain.

145003 - black peaty loam fill of northwest-southeast aligned drain.

145004 - black peaty loam fill of northwest-southeast aligned drain.

145011 - black peaty loam fill of northwest-southeast aligned drain.

Interpretation: Posthole F14501 contained a flint core of Late Mesolithic date and this could be the earliest
feature recorded during the evaluation. However it is possible that the flint core is residual and the feature is
of Late Neolithi¢/ Early Bronze Age date. Pit 14500 and posthole F14503 contained sherds of Late
Neolithic/ Early Bronze Age pottery. Pit F14500 and ditch F14503 contained worked flint consistent with a
Late Neolithic/ Early Bronze Age date. The remaining features (F14502, 14504 and F14506-8) all had
similar fills to these features, although they produced no finds. 1t is probable that these features also date to
the prehistoric period.

The group of postholes F14502, F14503, F14504, F14506 and F14507, and pit F14500, may form part of a
possible Late Neolithic/ Early Bronze Age structure. This activity may be associated with the ring ditch
group frial-trenched in the 1994 evaluation, approximately 200m to the west. Postholes F14501 and
F14508 may form part of a second, possibly earlier, structure. The function of shallow ditch F14505 is
uncertain, although it could be a truncated boundary or field system ditch,

Unexcavated contexts 145002, 145003, 145004 and 145011 were all spaced 11-12m apart, had similar fills,
and orientations, and were identified as the fills of Post-Medieval drainage diiches similar to those recorded
in other trenches.

Trench 146

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (146001} consisted of a yellow sand and gravel, which was disturbed by a
iree bole near the middle of the irench. Above 146001 was 0.35m of ploughsoil (146000,
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Features:

F14600 - lincar diteh, 2.09m wide and 0.38m deep, orientated north-south with steep sides and a slightly
roundcd base. Filled with greyish brown sandy silt (146003} containing worked flint. Twao sherds of pottery

of indeterminate date were recovered from the ploughsoil (146008) within a recent plough furrow cutting
F14600.

F146(1 - oval pit or posthole, §.48m wide and 0.10m deep, with sieep sides and a flat base. Filled with a
greyish brown sandy silt {146004).

Unexcavated features/ contexts:

F14602 - sub-circular posthole, 0.45m in diameter. Filled with a grey sandy silt (146009).
146002 - black peaty loam fill of northwest-southeast aligned drain,

146005 - black peaty loam fill of northwest-southeast aligned drain,

146007 - black peaty loam fill of northwest-southeast aligned drain.

Interpreration: Ditch F14600 had a fill similar to the fills of features of probable Late Neolithic/ Early
Bronze Age date in adjacent ITrench 145 and contained worked flint consistent with this date. Pits or
posthoies 14601 and F14602 produced no artefacts, but had similar fills to ditch F14600. Unexcavated
contexts 146002, 146005 and 146007 were all spaced 11-12m apart, had similar fills and orientations, and
were identified as the fiils of Post-Medieval drainage ditches excavated in other trenches.

Trench 147

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (147001) consisted of a vellow sand and gravel, disturbed by tree roots in
places. Above this was 0.35m of ploughsoil (147000).

Features.

F14760 - terminal of linear ditch, 0.95m wide and 0.42m deep, aligned northeast-southwest, with vertical
sides and a flat base. Filled with a black sandy peaty loam with grey clayey sandy silt lenses (147003),

F14703 - linear ditch, 1.60m wide and (.40m deep, orientated northwest-southeast, with near vertical sides
and a flat base, Filled with a greyish brown clayey sandy silt (147007} containing a worked flint. Ditch
F14703 appeared to have been recut by two ditches (F1470] and F14702) on similar northwest-southeast
alignments, with ‘V'- shaped profiles. The earliest recut, F14702, appeared to have a small spur, orientated
northeast-southwest, which terminated close to the terminat of ditch F14700. Ditch recut F14702 was filled
with a greyish brown sandy silt (147003} and the latest recut F14701 was filled with a black sandy peaty
loam (1470043,

Unexcavated contexts:
147002 - black peaty loam i1l of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

147006 - black peaty loam fill of northwest-southeast aligned drain.

Interpretation: linear ditches F14700 and F14703 are undated (the worked flint recovered from F14703
could be intrusive). However, they may relate to the network of Post-Medieval drainage ditches recorded in
other trenches, which seem (o be on both northwest-southesst and northeast-southwest alignments.
Unexcavated contexts 147002 and 147006 had similar fills and were identified as the {ills of Post-Medieval
drainage ditches recorded in other trenches, if excavated ditches F14700 and F14703 arc Post-Medieval
drainage ditches, the ditches are all spaced 12-13m aparl, a regular spacing to which drainage ditches in
other trenches conform,
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Trench 148

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (148001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel, disturbed by tree roots in
places. Above this was 0.35m of ploughsoil (148000).

Unexcavated contexts:
148002 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.
148003 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

Interpretation: unexcavated contexts 148002 and 148003 had similar fills and alignments and were
identified as the tills of Post-Medieval drainage ditches, which were recorded in other trenches.

Trench 149

Stratigraphy: the patural subsoil (149001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil (149000),

Feature:

IF14900 - irregular negative feature, 1.40m wide and 0.28m deep, with an irregular “bowl’- shaped profile,
Filled with a grey sandy sili {149003) containing a worked flint.

Unexcavated contexts:

149002 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

149004 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

Interpretation: irregular negative feature F14900 is not of archacological origin and is probably a tree bole,

Unexcavated conlexts 149002 and 149004 were of similar composition and alignment and were identified
as the (ills of Post-Medieval drainage ditches, which were recorded in other trenches,

Trench 150

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (130001) consisted of a grey clayey sand. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil {130000).

Feuatures: no archaeological featurcs were visible.

Trench 151

Stratigraphy: the naiural subsoil (151001) consisted of 2 yellow sand and gravel with patches of grey clayey
sand, disturbed by trec roots in places. Above this was 0.35m of ploughsoil (151000).

Unexcavated context:

1510062 - black peaty loam fill of northeast-southwest aligned drain.

Interpretation: the composition and orientation of unexcavated context 151002 was similar to the fills of
Post-Medieval drainage ditches recorded in other frenches.
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Trench 152

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil {152001) consisted of a ycllow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil {152000).

Features: no archacological features were visible.

Trench 153

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (153001} consisted of a yellow sand and gravel disturbed, in one place, by
partially decomposed tree toots {153002) which were similar in appearance to peat. Above this was 0.35m
of ploughsoil (153000).

Features: no archaeological features were visible.

Trench 154

Stratigraphy: the natural subseil (1540015 consisted of a yellow sand and gravel, disturbed by tree roots in
places. Above this was 0.35m of ploughsoit (154000).

Unexcavated contexts:

154003 - black peaty loam fill of northwest-southeast aligned drain.

154004 - black peaty leam fill of northwest-southeast aligned drain.

Interpretation: similarly aligned unexcavated contexts 154003 and 154004 were identified as the fills of
Post-Medieval drainage ditches, which were recorded i other trenches.

TFrench 155

Stratigraphy. the natural subsoil (155002) consisied of a yellow sand and gravel, disturbed in places by tree
roots. Natural subsoil {153002) and an archaeological feature were sealed by a layer of brown silty sand
{155001), 0.15-0.20m decp, present at the east end of the french. Above this was 0.35m of ploughsoil
(155000).

Feature:

F15500 - sub-cireular pit, 0.60m x 1.0m and 0.15m deep, with a gentie “V’- shaped profile.Filled with a
greyish brown sandy silt (155008). ’

Unexcavated contexts:

155003 - black peaty loam fill of northwest-southeast aligned drain,

155004 - black peaty loam fill of northwest-southceast aligned drain,

155011 - black peaty loam fill of northwest-southeast aligned drain,

Interpretation: undated pit FI5500 has a similar fill 1o features excavated in adjacent Trench 145 and
thought to be of Late Neolithic/ Early Bronze Age date. IL is possible that F13500 could be of similar date.

Unexcavated contexts 155003, 155004 and 155011 were of similar composition and alignment and were
identified as the fills of Post-Medieval drainage ditches, which were recorded in other trenches.
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Trench 156

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (156001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil { 156000,

Unexcavated context:

156002 - brown sandy loam, 3m wide, fill of northwest-southeast aligned former field boundary ditch.
Trench 157

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil {157001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel with paiches of clayey
sand, disturbed by tree roots in piaces. Above this was 0.35-0.45m of ploughsoil (157000}, deepest at the
middle of the trench,

Fearures: no archaeological features were visible,

Trench 158

Stratigraphy: the natural subscil (158001) consisied of a yellow sand and gravel. A natural undulation or
hollow in the natural subsoil contained silty grey sand. Above this was 0.35m of ploughsoil (158000).

Fearures: no archaeological features were visible,

Trench 159A

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (159601) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel with patches of grey clayey
sand. Above this was 0.33m of ploughscil (159000).

Fearures: no archagological features were visible,
Treach 159B

Stratigraphy. the natural subsoil (159003) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
picughsoil {159002}.

Features: no archagological features were visible.
Trench 168

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (160001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil {160000),

Features: no archacological features were visible.

Trench 161

Stratigraphy. the natural subsoil (161001} consisied of a yellow sand and gravel, disturbed by tree roots,
Abgve this was 0.35m of ploughsoil (161000},

Features: no archaeological features were visible,
Trench 162

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (162001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. A natural undulation or
hollow in the natura! subseil contained silty grey sand. Above this was 0.35m of ploughseil (162000).
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Features: no archaeological features were visible.

Trench 163

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (163001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel, which was disturbed by a
tree bole. Natural undulations or hollows in the natural subsoil contained silty grey sands (163604 and
163006). Above this was 0.35-0.50m of ploughsoil (163000), deepest at the middle of the trench.

Feature:

F16300 - sub-circular pit, 0.70m x 0.80m and 0.20m deep, with a bowl-shaped profile.Filled with a greyish
brown sandy silt (163007).

Interpretation: undated pit F16300 has a similar shape, profile and {ill to features excavated in Trench 145
and thought to be of Late Neolithie/ Early Bronze Age dale.

Trench 164

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (164001} consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil (164000).

Features: no archacological features were visible.

Trench 165

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil {165001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil (165000).

Features: no archaeological features were visible.

Trench 166

Stratigraphy: the namral snbsoil (166001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil (166000},

Features: no archaeological features were visible.

Treach 167

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (167001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil (167000).

Features: no archaeological features were visible.

Trench 168

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil (168001) consisted of a vellow sand and gravel, disturbed by a tree bole.
Above this was 0.35m of ploughsoil (168000).

Featyres: no archaeological features were visible.
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Trench 169

Stratigraphy. the natural subsoi] {169001} consisied of & yellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
ploughsoil (162000).

Features: no archacological {ealures were visible.

Trench 70

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoi} (170001} consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. Above this was 0.35m of
pleughsoil {170000).

Features: no archaeological features were visible.

Trench 173

Stratigraphy: the natural subsei} (171001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel, disturbed in places by tree
roots. Natural undulations or hollows in the natural subsoil were filled with silty grey sands. Above this was
0.35m of ploughsoil (171000).

Features: no archaeological features were visible.

Trench 172

Stratigraphy: the natoral subsoil (172001) consisted of a yeliow sand and gravel disturbed by tree roots in
places. Above this was 0.30m of ploughsoil (172600).

Features:

F17200 - irregular sub-circular pit, 0.60m wide and 0.15m deep, filled with a peat-rich loam {172002),
stmilar to the ploughsoil, containing animal bone.

F17202 - lincar ditch, 1.90m wide and 0.80m deep, orientated northeast-southwest, with near vertical sides
and a rounded base. Filled with a sandy peaty loam matrix mixed with redeposited natural sand and gravel
(172013) and a final fill of dark brown peat-rich sili (172012). Ditch F17202 was recut by a similarly
aligned ditch (F17281), with a *bow!’- shaped profile. Ditchrecut F17201 was filled with black sandy peaty
loam (172011) and a brown sift with sand and gravel lenses (172010).

FE7203 - terminal of narrow linear gully or furrow, 0.20m wide and 0.08m deep, aligned northeast-
southwest, with near vertical sides and a flat base. Filled with a sandy peaty loam (172002).

Unexcavated features/ confexts:

F17204 - narrow linear gubly er furrow, 0.20m wide, orientaiednortheast-southwest and filled with a black
sandy peaty ioam (172009).

Interpretation: Pit F17200 is an animal burial of probable Post-Medieval date. Ditch F172002 corresponds
with a geophysical anomaly, which was investigated in Trench 103 during the 1994 evajuation. The
geophysical anomaly was found to be a large ditch interpreted as a former boundary ditch enclosing the
existing farm buildings. Guilies/ furrows F17203 and F17204 are probably deep plough furrows respecting
the alignment of ditch F17202.



Trench 173

Stratigraphy: the natural subscil (173001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. A natural undulation or
hollow in the natural subscil was filled wiil: silty grey sand. Above this was 0.35m of ploughsoil {173000).
Features: no archaeological features were visible,

Trench 174

Stratigraphiy. the natural subsoil (174001) consisted of a vellow sand and gravel, disturbed in place by tree
roots. Natural undulations or hollows in the natural subsoil were filied with silty grey sands. Above this was

0.35m of ploughsoil (174000).

Features: no archaeological teatures were visible.

Trench 175

Stratigraphy: the natural subsoil {175001) consisted of a yellow sand and gravel. Natural undulations or

hollows in the natural subsoil were filled with silty grey sands. Above this was 0.35m of ploughsail
(175000).

Features: no archacological features were visible,
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