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Summary 
Eleven archaeological evaluation trenches were excavated at Manor Farm, The Street, 

Bawdsey, ahead of a proposed housing development. The northern part of the site was 

found to contain little evidence for pre-Modern activity, and may have been the location 

of a large quarry pit, apparently infilled during the post-medieval period. A truncated, 

post-medieval feature, perhaps the remains of a ditch, was found within this area. At the 

southern end of the site, a number of medieval and early post-medieval features and 

deposits were encountered, dating from the 11th to the 16th centuries. This included a 

dark earth deposit, apparently the remains of a medieval cultivation plot, located in the 

SE corner of the site. This contained finds dated from the 11th to the early 16th century. 

Several ditches were uncovered beneath and around this layer, some of which may 

have formed internal subdivisions and boundaries to this cultivation plot. To the north of 

this layer, five ditches were uncovered that appeared to relate to medieval agricultural 

boundaries. One of these contained 11th – 12th century pottery, and another contained 

12th – 14th century pottery. The position of one ditch correlated with a large, circular 

cropmark, identified in aerial photographs as the possible location of a medieval 

windmill. No dating evidence was found within this. These medieval and early post-

medieval features were found to seal an earlier, undated layer only found at the 

southern end of the site. A feature identified as a possible ditch was apparently sealed 

beneath this. 
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1. Introduction
Suffolk Archaeology CIC (hereafter ‘SACIC’) conducted an archaeological trial trench 

evaluation at Manor Farm, Bawdsey, Suffolk (referred to as ‘the site’ hereafter), ahead 

of a proposed housing development by Orwell Housing (planning application number 

DC/18/1311/FUL). The site consists of a c.0.6ha plot of agricultural land located on the 

northern periphery of Bawdsey village, along the west side of the B1083 road (The 

Street), which leads into the village (Fig. 1). 

This present stage of archaeological work was requested by Rachael Abraham of 

Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service (hereafter ‘SCCAS’), who advised the 

Local Planning Authority that archaeological work should be carried out as a condition 

of planning consent, and produced a Brief for a trenched archaeological evaluation to 

be conducted at the site. The Brief states that the purpose of the archaeological 

evaluation is to assess the impact of the proposed development on any surviving 

archaeological remains, and to record and advance the understanding of these remains 

before they are destroyed by the development. Based upon this Brief, a Written Scheme 

of Investigation (hereafter ‘WSI’) was produced by Stuart Boulter of SACIC and 

accepted by Rachael Abraham of SCCAS (included as Appendix 1). 

The WSI called for eleven (11) trial trenches to be excavated at the site, covering c.5% 

of the development area. The size and location of these trenches was partly determined 

by the need to investigate a series of cropmarks seen on the site in aerial photographs, 

which possibly related to underlying archaeological features. An adjustment to the size 

and location of the trenches was made following consultation with Rachael Abraham on 

the 13th June 2018 to take into account prevailing site conditions and obstacles. This 

involved repositioning and adjusting the size of seven of the proposed trenches 

(discussed on a trench-by-trench basis in Section 5, below). The final position of the 

trenches is depicted in Fig. 2. Excavation of these trenches was conducted by SACIC 

between the 13th and 15th June 2018. 

An up-to-date County Historic Environment Record (hereafter ‘HER’) search was 

undertaken for monuments previously identified within a 500m radius of the site (HER 

search invoice number 9214225). The site has been given the HER parish code BAW 

242 within the Historic Environment Register for Suffolk, and this code will be used to 
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identify all material and reports pertaining to the site. The national OASIS record for the 

site is suffolka1-310628 (Appendix 6). 

2. Geology and topography
The site occupies a c.0.6ha area at the SW end of an agricultural field on the northern 

periphery of Bawdsey village (Fig. 1). The east edge of the site is bounded by The 

Street, and the south end by a trackway leading from The Street to Bawdsey Manor 

Farm, located to the west of the site. Running parallel and just north of this track is a 

more recent paved roadway, not depicted on late 20th century O.S. maps, which also 

leads to Bawdsey Manor Farm. This paved roadway passes on a slight ENE-WSW 

alignment through the southern part of the site. 

The northern end of the site is dominated by a large, deep depression (referred to 

hereafter as the ‘hollow area’ for brevity; Plate 1). This occupies the northern 80m of the 

site, although its full length is closer to 130m from north to south, and around 100m from 

east to west. The base of the hollow area is roughly oval, although the uppermost edge 

is more hemispherical, with The Street forming the straight eastern edge of the feature 

(Plate 2). The sides of the hollow fall steeply towards the base, the ground surface at 

the lowest point within the depression being 6.31m above ordnance datum (hereafter 

‘AOD’), which is around 5m deeper than the surrounding land. The southern end of the 

site, overlooking the hollow, was around 11.35m AOD, whilst the land just to the north of 

the hollow is around 11m AOD. The Street to the east is nearly 3m higher (9.10m AOD) 

at the point where it passes closest to the base of the hollow. Evidence was obtained 

during this evaluation to suggest that this is an artificial rather than geological feature, 

perhaps a former quarry pit. 

The underlying site geology consists of superficial deposits of coarse yellow sands with 

areas of reddish-brown sands, intermixed with outcrops of marine fossil-bearing red-

crag sands. The British Geological Survey (hereafter ‘BGS’) does not provide any 

information on these superficial deposits at the site, but they may belong to the Crag 

Formation sands found locally, which formed approximately 2 to 4 million years ago. 

This material overlies a sedimentary bedrock, which the BGS identifies as part of the 

Thames Group clays, silts and sands, formed approximately 34 to 56 million years ago 

in the Palaeogene Period (BGS, 2018).  
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Plate 1. Looking north across the hollow area at the northern end of the site prior to the 
commencement of works. 

Plate 2. The eastern edge of the hollow area, looking NE towards The Street. 
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3. Archaeology and historical background
A search of the Suffolk Historic Environment Register (HER) list within a 500m radius of 

the site uncovered 42 Monuments entries (summarised in Table 1 and depicted in Fig. 

1).  

The site lies in an area on the northern periphery of Bawdsey village where numerous 

cropmarks have been identified from aerial photography (BAW 012). Several of these 

cropmarks lie within the site boundary (Fig. 2), perhaps the most prominent of which is a 

circular ring-ditch feature, c.30m in diameter, situated in the SW corner of the site and 

continuing beyond the western site boundary (BAW 192). This cropmark apparently has 

two breaks in its circuit, one in the NW and one in the SE edge. Part of the southern end 

of the cropmark lies beneath the current paved farm track leading to Bawdsey Manor 

Farm. The HER entry suggests that the dense scatter of 13th to 14th century pottery 

found just to the SE of the cropmark (BAW 014) is evidence that this may represent the 

remains of a medieval windmill, rather than the ring ditch of a prehistoric barrow. 

Also within the site boundary are several smaller linear cropmarks, which might be the 

remains of field boundary and drainage ditches. Of these, the largest is a linear 

cropmark running east to west across the centre of the site, just to the south of the 

hollow area which occupies part of the northern end of the site. This is around 60m 

long, and heads from the road across the site and into the field west of the site 

boundary, before turning south for a further 10m, after which it is no longer visible as a 

cropmark.  

These cropmarks are part of a wider group of features identified in the aerial 

photographs to the west of the site. Due to the presence of medieval pottery scatters in 

the area, it is thought that the main group of cropmarks are medieval in date (BAW 

042), although prehistoric flint flakes have been found in same location just to the SW of 

the site. Two groups of fainter cropmarks either side of the site (BAW 194 and BAW 

195) might represent the remains of Iron Age or Roman field systems. The dating of

these cropmarks derives from the discovery of an Iron Age pot sherd found within the

NE group of cropmarks and a large scatter of Roman pottery also found in the same

general location (BAW 044). The dating of the other cropmarks (BAW 193) as later rests

on their association with medieval artefacts. This includes a medieval structural
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fragment, supposedly found in the area to the west of site (BAW 012), a dark soil layer 

containing medieval pottery to the NW of this (ADT 020), and a scatter of medieval 

pottery to the east (BAW 015). 

Several scatters of prehistoric flints have been found amongst these cropmarks, 

especially concentrated in the NW close to the Queen’s Fleet (BAW 018, BAW 039 and 

BAW 040), whilst a Neolithic polished flint axe fragment (BAW 019) was also found in 

this area. A Palaeolithic axe (BAW 157) was found further south, within Bawdsey 

village, but is suspected to be a modern forgery. 

Aside from the finds scatters within the cropmark areas, Roman artefacts have also 

been recovered in the village. This includes a small scatter of pottery sherds (BAW 

023), and two coins, one extremely worn (BAW 237) and one of Carausius (BAW 027), 

a usurper who ruled in Britain between 286 and 293AD. 

The southern half of the site lies just to the north of the area designated as the historic 

core of Bawdsey village (BAW 166), of medieval origin. Within this area a small scatter 

of 13th – 14th century finds were located just to the SE of the site (BAW 034). Other 

medieval pottery scatters have been found across the village (BAW 016, BAW 023, 

BAW 024, BAW 027, BAW 032, BAW 035, BAW 037, and BAW 188), largely 12 – 14th 

century in date, alongside two later post-medieval pottery scatters (BAW 037 and BAW 

167). 

Later activity within the search area includes a post-medieval kiln, which lay to the north 

of the site on the Queen’s/Old Fleet brook (ADT 030), and just to the west of it a scatter 

of post-medieval pottery and building fragments (ADT 022). To the east of the site 

Hodskinson’s 1783 map of the area identifies a feature called The Mount (ADT 031), of 

unknown date but close to a medieval pottery scatter. It is suggested to be a post-

medieval feature, although it might have been the remains of an earlier mound. Later 

O.S. maps, such as the first edition (1880’s) appear to show some form of excavation 

cut into the east side of the mound. 

The area to the east of the site was the location of a Second World War anti-aircraft 

battery (ADT 080), which had two associated pillboxes (ADT 078 and ADT 079), one 
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located on the road and one towards the back of the battery position. During the Cold 

War the Royal Observer Corps established a post within the grounds of the former 

battery (ADT 076), which was in use between 1960 and 1991. 

The field in which the site is located does not change shape or size on any of the 

historic O.S. maps for Bawdsey. The large, deep hollow area which occupies the NE 

end of the field is only partially represented on a few late 20th century maps with a 

single, inaccurate contour line. 

Her No. Period Description 
ADT 020 Medieval Soil layer containing medieval artefacts 

ADT 022 Post-Medieval Pottery and building debris 

ADT 030 Post-Medieval Brick kiln 

ADT 031 Multi-period The Mount, mound seen on 1783 map. Medieval 

pottery sherd scatter 

ADT 076 Cold War Royal Observer Corps monitoring post 1960 - 1991 

ADT 078 WWII Pillbox 

ADT 079 WWII Pillbox 

ADT 080 WWII Anti-aircraft battery 

BAW 012 Medieval Structural fragment 

BAW 014 Medieval Dense scatter of c.13 - 14th century pottery 

BAW 015 Medieval Scatter of 13 - 14th century pottery and artefacts 

BAW 016 Medieval Scatter of 15 - 17th century metal objects 

BAW 018 Palaeolithic Two flint flakes 

BAW 019 Neolithic Polished flint axe fragment 

BAW 023 Multi-period Small scatter of Roman pottery sherds, and rubbish 

pits containing c.12 - 13th century pottery 

BAW 024 Medieval Small scatter of c.13 - 14th century pottery 

BAW 027 Multi-period Coin of Carausius (286 - 293AD), and scatter of 12 - 

13th century pottery 

BAW 032 Medieval Church of St Mary 

BAW 034 Medieval Small scatter of c.13 - 14th century finds 

BAW 035 Medieval Large amounts of c.12 - 15th century pottery 

BAW 037 Multi-period Large amounts of c.12 - 14th century pottery, and 

post-medieval pottery 

BAW 039 Multi-period Small number of prehistoric flint flakes and medieval 

pottery 
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Table 1. Summary of HER monuments within a 500m radius of site 

BAW 040 Later Prehistoric Small number of flint flakes and pottery 

BAW 042 Multi-period Cropmarks, with a small number of flint flakes and 

medieval pottery 

BAW 044 Iron Age Iron Age pottery sherd and scatter of Roman pottery 

BAW 157 Palaeolithic? Hand axe - possibly a fraud 

BAW 166 Medieval Historic core of Bawdsey village 

BAW 167 Multi-period Medieval and later pottery scatter 

BAW 188 Medieval Scatter of medieval pottery 

BAW 192 Medieval Ring ditch seen on aerial photographs - windmill? 

BAW 193 Medieval Earthworks and cropmarks on aerial photographs 

BAW 194 Iron Age to Roman Faint cropmarks on aerial photographs 

BAW 195 Bronze Age to Roman Faint cropmarks on aerial photographs 

BAW 237 Roman Worn coin 



Figure 1.  Site location (red), HER entries (green) and cropmarks (blue)
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4. Methodology
The eleven trenches were laid out using an RTK GPS in the locations specified in the 

WSI, taking into account the amendments suggested by Rachael Abraham to allow for 

site conditions whilst obtaining the necessary coverage (Fig. 2). These adjustments are 

described in Section 5 on an individual trench basis. Prior to excavation a metal 

detecting survey was carried out along the lengths of the trenches, and any finds 

uncovered were identified with the context number assigned to the topsoil of each 

trench. Excavation of the trenches was conducted using a tracked digger with a 1.80m 

wide toothless bucket. All machine excavation was conducted under direct 

archaeological observation, with the overburden removed to the level at which 

archaeology or surface geology was exposed. The bases of each trench were examined 

for features and deposits of archaeological interest, and where these were identified 

they were hand excavated. The up-cast spoil from the machining was checked visually 

for any archaeological finds and was also searched with a metal detector. A metal 

detecting survey was also conducted across the base of each trench. All trenches were 

photographed with a digital camera, and a SACIC pro forma trench recording sheet was 

produced for each trench. A section of the overburden deposits was recorded using 

digital photographs, a section drawing and through written descriptions on each trench 

recording sheet. Trench outlines were recorded using an RTK GPS. 

In Trenches 10 and 11 the discovery of archaeological deposits and features at varying 

levels within the underlying stratigraphy effected the depths to which these trenches 

were machine excavated. In places this depth was higher than the surface geology, in 

order to allow for hand excavation and examination of archaeological features and 

deposits which were found at higher levels.  

Archaeological features were hand excavated with a trowel and shovel, with 1.00m long 

segments excavated through linear features. A maximum depth of excavation for 

features was set at 1.20m from the top of the trench, and was only exceeded where the 

top of the trench could be stepped back to lower the height of the overburden deposits 

below this 1.20m threshold. Deposits, feature cuts and feature fills were given individual 

context numbers, within the range 0001 to 0056, with numbers 0057 to 0063 assigned 

in the post-excavation phase as group numbers to tie together features and deposits 

identified in multiple trenches (a full list of assigned context numbers is included as 
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Appendix 2). Sections excavated through features were photographed using a digital 

camera with a scale bar and north-arrow included. These sections were hand drawn at 

1:10 and 1:20 scale as appropriate on SACIC pro forma gridded permatrace sheets. A 

1:20 or 1:50 scale hand-drawn plan, also on SACIC pro forma gridded permatrace 

sheets, was made of each trench containing archaeological features. Levels, 

referencing height in metres above ordnance datum (AOD), were taken using an RTK 

GPS. SACIC pro forma context sheets were used to record context information.  

Finds recovered at all stages of the evaluation were identified with the context number 

of the deposit from which they were removed. All pre-modern finds were brought back 

to SACIC premises to undergo processing and temporary storage. A total of four 40-litre 

bulk soil samples were collected from two archaeological soil layers and two 

archaeological feature fill, in accordance with the sampling strategy outlined in the WSI. 

These were processed by the SACIC environmental team. 
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5. Results

5.1 Introduction 

Eleven trenches were excavated (locations shown in Fig. 2), of which seven contained 

archaeological features (Trenches 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 and 11). The different sequences of 

overburden layers encountered within each trench can be separated by dividing the site 

into three broad zones based on the site topography. The northern area, within the base 

of the large hollow, contained Trenches 1, 2, 3 and 4. The central area, along the slope 

leading down into the base of the hollow, contained Trenches 5, 6, 7 and 8. The 

southern area of high ground overlooking the hollow contained Trenches 9, 10 and 11. 

In general, the northern area tended to have deeper subsoil layers with more evidence 

of post-medieval material within them, the central area along the slope tended to have 

much shallower subsoil layers, and the southern area appeared to have the highest 

level of survival for pre-Modern deposits and features. 

The topsoil, encountered in every trench, consisted of a dark greyish-brown, firm silty 

sand, containing moderate amounts of small chalk flecks, occasional small rounded 

stones and fragments of ceramic building material (CBM), mostly small tile sherds. The 

topsoil has been assigned the group number 0057, but is referred to in the trench 

results below by the individual context numbers assigned to it within each trench. 

The trenches were all 1.80m wide. All of the encountered cut archaeological features 

consisted of linear ditches, which crossed the full width of the trench they were located 

in. A full list of issued context numbers can be found in Appendix 2. 

5.2 Trench results 

Trench 1 

Trench 1 was located at the base of the hollow area, and was orientated ENE-WSW 

(Fig. 2). It measured 18.60m long, and was a fairly consistent 0.90m deep, perhaps 

starting to become slightly shallower at the far west end of the trench. The top of the 

west end of the trench was 6.31m AOD and the top of the east end of the trench was 

6.36m AOD. The overburden (Plate 3) consisted of topsoil 0044, 0.40m thick, over 

subsoil layer 0045, which measured 0.30m thick. This consisted of a mid-greyish brown, 

firm silty sand with chalk flecks. It was similar to the topsoil, but was browner in colour. 

Below this was a 0.20m thick deposit, layer 0046, composed of a reddish-brown, firm, 
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coarse silty sand. This formed the interface between layer 0045 and the top of the 

surface geology, which was a firm yellow and reddish-brown coarse sand with outcrops 

of yellow shelly red crag material. No archaeological features were located within the 

trench. 

Plate 3. Overburden layers in Trench 1, looking north. Note chalk flecks in subsoil 0045. 
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Plate 4. Depth and sequence of overburden in Trench 2, looking west. 

Trench 2 

Trench 2 was also located at the base of the hollow area (Fig. 2), and was aligned 

NNW-SSE, measuring 18.80m long. It was repositioned further west than the WSI to 

take into account the wide hedgerow which lines the east side of the site. The ends of 

the trench were slightly higher than the middle, with the top of the north end being 

6.76m AOD, and the top of the south end 6.82m AOD, compared to 6.44m OAD for the 

centre of the trench. The overburden in the northern end of the trench was 1.30m deep 

(Plate 4), and at the southern end 1.20m deep. 

The uppermost layer in the sequence was topsoil 0047, 0.50m thick at the north end of 

the trench and 0.40m thick at the southern end, overlying deposit 0048. This consisted 

of a mid-greyish brown, firm silty sand with chalk flecks, very similar in appearance to 

the topsoil, but slightly browner in colour. It measured 0.30m thick at the northern end 

and 0.20m thick at the southern end of the trench. Below 0048 was deposit 0049, 

composed of a mid-reddish/greyish brown, friable silty sand, containing occasional 

charcoal flecks, small chalk flecks and small rounded stones. This was 0.25m thick at 
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the northern end of the trench and 0.35m thick at the southern end. It contained post-

medieval tile. The lowest deposit in the overburden sequence was layer 0050, 

measuring 0.15 – 0.20m thick, and consisting of a reddish-brown, firm, coarse silty 

sand. Post-medieval tile was found in this layer, which formed the interface between 

deposit 0049 and the top of the surface geology. The surface geology consisted of a 

yellow and reddish-brown, firm, coarse sand, with patches of a light grey silty sand. No 

archaeological features were located in the trench. 

Plate 5. Trench 3, looking SSE towards the top of the hollow 

Trench 3 

Trench 3, measuring 9.85m long and orientated NNW-SSE, was located along the lower 

part of the break of slope leading into the hollow area (Fig. 2). The north end of the 

trench, the top of which was 6.55m AOD, was therefore much lower than the southern 

end, the top of which was 7.64m AOD (Plate 5). The trench was repositioned further 

west than specified in the WSI to allow space between it and the relocated Trench 4, to 

the east. 
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The overburden was thinner at the northern end of the trench, at 0.90m deep compared 

to 1.40m deep at the southern end, and consisted of topsoil 0051, 0.40m thick, over 

layer 0052, 0.25m thick. This was a mid-greyish brown, firm silty sand with chalk flecks, 

very similar in appearance to the topsoil, but browner in colour. Below this was layer 

0053, 0.25m thick and composed of a mid-reddish/greyish brown, friable silty sand, 

containing occasional amounts of chalk and charcoal flecks and small, rounded stones. 

Post-medieval tile was found within this layer. At the southern end of the trench, layer 

0052 was 0.20m thick, whilst 0053 was 0.50m thick. In addition, layer 0054 was present 

at the base of the southern end, measuring 0.20m at its thickest before gradually 

merging into layer 0053 above it. It consisted of a reddish-brown, firm, coarse silty sand. 

The top of the surface geology was a bright yellow, loose shelly crag deposit, with 

patches of yellow and reddish-brown sand. No archaeological features were located 

within the trench. 

Trench 4 

Trench 4 was located across the base of the break of slope leading into the hollow area, 

and was orientated ENE-WSW (Fig. 2; Plate 6). It was repositioned further west than 

the WSI proposal to move it out of the hedgerow along the east side of the site. It 

measured 24.30m long, and was a fairly consistent 0.50m deep. The top of the west 

end of the trench was 7.12m AOD, and the top of the east end was 7.81m AOD. The 

overburden consisted of topsoil 0027, 0.38m thick, over a 0.12m thick layer of subsoil, 

0028 (Fig. 3). This was a mid-reddish/greyish brown, friable silty sand, containing 

occasional amounts of charcoal and chalk flecks, and small, rounded stones. The 

surface geology consisted of a reddish-brown and bright yellow, firm, coarse sand with 

a few very small outcrops of pale yellow, chalk-flecked boulder clay. There was also an 

outcrop of loose, shelly crag material towards the centre of the trench. A single 

archaeological feature, ditch 0025, was located in the trench (Fig. 3). A second, poorly 

defined, shallow linear feature, interpreted as geological, was recorded in plan on the 

possibility that it may have been the remnants of a ditch (marked as ‘natural feature’ on 

Fig. 3). 
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Plate 6. Trench 4, looking east 

Ditch 0025 

Ditch 0025 had a linear cut in plan, aligned NW-SE, with a very shallow, concave profile 

(Fig. 3). It measured 0.90m wide and 0.14m deep. It contained a single fill, 0026, 

composed of a pale to mid-reddish brown, firm silty sand with flecks of chalk and 

occasional small rounded flints. It contained a small fragment of oyster shell and a post-

medieval iron nail. The ditch was sealed beneath subsoil 0028. 

Trench 5 

Trench 5 was located on the sloped side of the hollow area, orientated on a north-south 

axis (Fig. 2). It was repositioned from the original location outlined in the WSI to allow 

room for the repositioning of Trench 6, to the east of it. It measured 11.20m long, and 

had a consistent depth of 0.70m. The southern end of the trench, the top of which was 

7.80m AOD, was much lower than the north end of the trench, the top of which was 

9.39m AOD. The overburden consisted of topsoil 0055, 0.30m thick and containing a 

single 12 – 14th century pot sherd, over deposit 0056, around 0.40m thick. This was a 

reddish-yellow, firm, coarse sand containing occasional small rounded stones. There 
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was a lens of hard panning between this layer and the topsoil. Deposit 0056 was 

removed as an overburden layer, but may in fact represent the upper stratum of the 

surface geology rather than a colluvial subsoil. Below this layer the surface geology 

consisted of a reddish-brown sand with outcrops of yellow, coarse sand, especially at 

the southern end. No archaeological features were identified in the trench. 

Plate 7. Trench 6, looking NW 

Trench 6 

Trench 6, orientated NW-SE, was located towards the top of the slope leading down to 

the hollow area (Plate 7), and measured 23.90m long (Fig. 2). The orientation and 

positioning of the trench was adjusted to take into account the hedgerow alongside the 

east side of the site. The top of the NW end of the trench was 8.84m AOD, nearly 2m 

lower than the top of the SE end at 10.72m AOD. For the majority of the trench the 

overburden consisted solely of topsoil 0024, which varied 0.40 to 0.58m thick (Plate 8). 

This contained a post-medieval iron nail. A subsoil, 0022, was present in the NW end of 

the trench, beginning north of ditch 0018 (Fig. 4). It consisted of a mid to pale reddish 

brown, loose silty sand. 
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This layer was intermittent in extent and depth, achieving a maximum depth of 0.29m 

but in most places maintaining a more uniform 0.10m thickness. As with layer 0056 in 

Trench 5, this may also have been part of the surface geology rather than a subsoil 

layer. A single archaeological feature, ditch 0018, was located close to the centre of the 

trench (Fig. 4). A layer, 0023, was also identified across the top of ditch 0018. 

Plate 8. Topsoil was the only overburden layer present at the SE end of Trench 6; looking ENE. 

Ditch 0018 

Ditch 0018 crossed the trench at a very oblique angle, on an E-W alignment (Fig. 4). 

This, combined with its depth exceeding 1.20m, did not allow for a full investigation of its 

depth and profile. The ditch appeared to be around 3m wide, with steep, concave edges 

(Plate 9). It contained at least three fills, 0019, 0020 and 0021, whilst layer 0023 might 

represent either the uppermost fill or the remnants of a layer across the top of the ditch. 

Fill 0019 was the lowest fill visible, with a thickness of at least 0.10m. It adhered to the 

southern edge of the ditch, and consisted of a pale reddish-brown, friable silty sand. 

Above this was fill 0020, which measured at least 0.54m thick, and consisted of a mid to 
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dark greyish-brown, friable silty sand, containing occasional small rounded stones. This 

fill was also only visible on the south side of the ditch. The uppermost fill was 0021, 

0.60m thick and composed of a mid-reddish brown, friable silty sand, with rare amounts 

of small rounded stones. None of these fills produced finds. 

Plate 9. Ditch 0018 in Trench 6, looking ENE. 

Layer 0023 

Layer 0023 was located beneath the topsoil across the top of ditch 0018, apparently 

extending beyond the northern edge of the ditch but not much further south than the 

centre of the ditch (Fig. 4). Layer 0023 measured around 13m wide and was 0.64m 

thick, consisting of a mid-greyish brown, loose silty sand with occasional amounts of 

small rounded stones.  
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Trench 7 

Trench 7 was located towards the top of the slope into the hollow, orientated ENE-WSW 

(Fig. 2). The top of the east end of the trench was 10.58m AOD, whilst the top of the 

west end was 10.26m AOD. The overburden consisted of topsoil 0012, 0.30m thick, 

over subsoil layer 0013, 0.20m thick, which consisted of a mid-reddish/greyish brown, 

friable silty sand, containing occasional charcoal and chalk flecks, and small, rounded 

stones. The surface geology was a pale, coarse yellow sand. A single archaeological 

feature, ditch 0014, was identified in the trench. 

Ditch 0014 

Ditch 0014 had a linear cut in plan, aligned NE-SW, with shallow concave sides and a 

shallow concave base, measuring 1.20m wide and 0.26m deep (Plate 10). It contained 

fill 0015, consisting of a mid-reddish/greyish brown, friable silty sand, with occasional 

small rounded stones. Animal bone, two medieval pottery sherds and an oyster shell 

fragment were recovered from this fill. Ditch 0014 was sealed beneath subsoil 0013. 

Plate 10. Ditch 014 in Trench 7, looking NNE 
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Trench 8 

Trench 8, orientated NW-SE, was also located on the top of the slope leading into the 

hollow area (Fig. 2), and measured 13.80m long. The top of the NW end of the trench 

was 10.62m AOD, whilst the top of the SE end was 11.26m AOD. The topsoil in the 

trench, layer 0008, was a fairly consistent 0.35 - 0.40m thickness, whereas the 

underlying subsoil layer, 0009, varied across the length of the trench. At the SE end it 

measured around 0.40m thick, but began to decrease in depth from around 6m in from 

the SE end of the trench, eventually disappearing 2 – 3m before the NW end. Subsoil 

0009 was composed of a pale grey-brown, friable silty sand containing occasional 

amounts of small rounded stones. It sealed ditch 0010, the only archaeological feature 

seen in the trench (Fig. 5). A second feature, 0016 with fill 0017, was later found to be 

an animal burrow, rather than archaeology, and has been discarded from the record. 

Plate 11. Ditch 0010 in Trench 8, looking SW. 

Ditch 0010 

Ditch 0010 had a linear cut in plan, aligned NE-SW, with moderately sloping convex 

sides and a concave base, measuring 1.20m wide and 0.40m deep (Fig. 5, Plate 11). 
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The fill, 0011, consisted of a pale greyish brown, friable silty sand, containing occasional 

amounts of small rounded stones. Fired clay fragments, animal bone and twelve 11th – 

12th century pottery sherds were recovered from this fill. 

Trench 9 

Trench 9 was located on level ground overlooking the hollow area (Fig. 2), orientated on 

a NE-SW alignment. The top of the NE end of the trench was 11.31m AOD, whilst the 

top of the SW end was 11.35m AOD. The topsoil, 0006, measured 0.40 – 0.50m thick 

and contained a number of post-medieval finds. These were two fragments of iron, 

perhaps from agricultural machinery, an iron nail and a worn Victorian penny. The 

topsoil lay over subsoil 0007, measuring around 0.40m thick (Fig. 6). Subsoil 0007 

consisted of a mid-reddish brown, friable silty sand, containing occasional small 

rounded stones. It appeared to have been cut by two ditches, 0001 and 0003, although 

this stratigraphic relationship is not completely certain. 

Ditch 0001 

Ditch 0001, located close to the centre of the trench, had a slightly curvilinear cut in 

plan, turning from the NW to the SE, with steep, slightly convex sides and a concave 

base (Fig. 6, Plate 12). It measured 0.78m wide and 0.56m deep, and contained fill 

0002, a pale to mid-reddish brown, friable silty sand with rare small to medium sized, 

rounded, stones. Animal bone was found within this fill. The stratigraphic relationship 

between the ditch and subsoil 0007 was not entirely clear, although it appeared that the 

ditch was later. 

Ditch 0003 

Ditch 0003 was also located towards the centre of the trench, and had a linear cut in 

plan, aligned NW-SE, with steep, slightly convex sides and a concave base (Fig. 6, 

Plate 13). It measured around 1.00m wide, 0.74m deep, and contained two fills, 0004 

and 0005. Fill 0004 was the lowest deposit in the ditch, and consisted of a pale to mid-

greyish brown/reddish brown, friable silty sand, containing rare amounts of small 

rounded stones. It measured 0.70m wide, and 0.22m thick. Above this was fill 0005, 

composed of a mid to dark grey-brown, friable silty sand mottled with patches of yellow-

brown sand, containing occasional small rounded stones and charcoal flecks. The 

upper parts of this fill were less dark in colour, making the edges of the ditch more 

diffuse with subsoil 0007. This made the stratigraphic relationship between the two 

harder to discern, although it appears that ditch 0003 cut through subsoil 0007. 
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Plate 12. Ditch 0001 in Trench 9, looking south 

Plate 13. Ditch 0003 in Trench 9, looking SSW 
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Trench 10 

Trench 10 was orientated ENE-WSW and measured 19m long (Fig. 2; Plate 14). It was 

moved further north than the location specified in the WSI to give enough space 

between it and a set of overhead cables running along the south end of the site. The top 

of the eastern end of the trench was 11.22m AOD, whilst the top of the western end was 

11.35m AOD. The topsoil, 0034, was on average 0.50m thick and overlay a series of 

deposits and features, including layers 0035 and 0036, and ditches 0037, 0039 and 

0041 (Fig. 7). The combined depth of these deposits was just over 1.20m for much of 

the trench, becoming 1.00m deep to the west of ditch 0041. 

At the eastern end of the trench the topsoil overlay deposit 0035, which did not appear 

to extend any further westwards than ditch 0041 (Fig. 7). This was over layer 0036, 

which extended the full length of the trench and appeared to be cut by ditches 0039 and 

0041. Layer 0036 appeared to seal a third possible ditch, 0039. 

Plate 14. Trench 10, looking east. In the foreground layer 0036 has been left in situ. 
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Plate 15. Sequence of layers in Trench 10 looking SSE, with ditch 0039 at the base. Note dark 
layer 0035 

Layer 0035 

Layer 0035 consisted of a 0.50m thick deposit of dark greyish-brown, soft sandy silt, 

containing occasional flecks of charcoal, small fragments of fired clay, post-medieval 

CBM, animal bone fragments and fragments of oyster shell. This layer contained two 

11th – 12th century, ten 12th – 14th century and five 15th – 16th century pottery sherds. 

The layer extended from the eastern end of the trench up to ditch 0041 at the west end 

of the trench. The distinction between the upper fill of the ditch, 0043, and this layer was 

very diffuse. 

Layer 0036 

Layer 0036, beneath 0035, extended the full length of Trench 10, measuring around 

0.44m thick at the east end and 0.52m thick at the west end. Because ditch 0041 was 

found to be cutting through this layer, the level of the machine excavation was brought 

up above the full depth of the deposit at the west end of the trench (Fig. 7). A 1m square 

sondage was hand excavated through this layer at Section 13 (Fig. 7, Plate 17) to 

examine its depth and recover finds. The layer consisted of a mid-reddish brown, friable 

silty sand, containing occasional small rounded stones (Plate 15, 16 and 17). Ditches 



32 

0041 and 0037 both cut through this layer, although the distinction between the fill of the 

latter and 0036 was very diffuse. Another possible ditch, 0039 was sealed beneath the 

layer. 

Ditch 0037 

Ditch 0037 had a linear cut in plan, aligned roughly NNW-SSE, with steep, slightly 

convex sides and a flat base (Fig. 7). It measured 1.00m wide and 0.44m deep, and 

contained fill 0038, a mid to dark greyish brown, soft sandy silt, mottled with pale yellow-

brown sand. This fill had a very diffuse horizon with layer 0036, making the stratigraphic 

relationship between the ditch and the layer difficult to discern, although it appeared that 

the ditch was cut through 0036. 

Ditch 0039 

A possible ditch, 0039, was identified in Trench 10 as an indistinct linear feature, 

aligned NE-SW and measuring 0.50m wide and 0.18m deep (Fig. 7, Plate 15). It 

contained a single fill, 0040, composed of a pale yellow-brown, friable silty sand with 

occasional small rounded stones. This possible ditch was sealed beneath layer 0036. 

Ditch 0041 

Ditch 0041 had a linear cut in plan, aligned roughly N-S, with steep convex sides and a 

concave base (the ditch has a distorted profile in Section 13 on Fig. 7, as it ran at an 

oblique angle to the trench edge). It measured 1.20m wide and had a depth of 0.94m, 

and contained two fills (Plate 16). The lower fill, 0042, was 0.30m thick and consisted of 

a mid-greyish brown, friable silty sand, containing occasional amounts of small rounded 

stones. This was beneath fill 0043, around 0.76m thick and composed of a dark grey-

brown, soft sandy silt, containing occasional charcoal, small stones and flecks of fired 

clay, animal bone, three 12th – 14th century pottery sherds and oyster shell fragments. 

Whilst the ditch clearly cut layer 0036, this upper fill had a very diffuse horizon with layer 

0035, so that one could not be discerned from the other. 
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Plate 16. Ditch 0041 in Trench 10, looking SSE. 

Plate 17. Trench 10 section west of ditch 0041 looking SSE, showing that layer 0035 is not 
present 
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Trench 11 

Trench 11 was orientated NW-SE, and measured 8.56m long (Fig. 2; Plate 18). Its 

position and alignment were altered to take into account a set of overhead electrical 

cables passing along the south and east side of the site. The top of the NW end of the 

trench was 11.28m AOD and the top of the SE end of the trench was 11.08, with 1.30m 

of overburden (Fig. 8). This consisted of topsoil 0029, 0.40 – 0.45m thick and containing 

post-medieval tile and a 15th century pottery sherd, over layer 0030, 0.55 – 0.70m thick. 

Below this was layer 0031, 0.20 – 0.25m thick. Ditch 0032 was seen cutting layer 0031. 

Plate 18. Trench 11, looking SE. The sondage through layer 0030 is visible at the end of the 
trench 
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Layer 0030 

Layer 0030 extended the full length of the trench (Fig. 8) and consisted of a 0.55 – 

0.70m thick deposit of dark greyish-brown, soft sandy silt, containing occasional flecks 

of charcoal, small flecks of CBM, including a larger piece of tile, a piece of metalworking 

slag waste, an iron nail, animal bone, and small fragments of oyster and cockle shell 

(Plate 19). Two 15th – 16th century and eight 12th – 14th century pottery sherds were 

recovered from this layer. It appeared to seal ditch 0032. A segment was hand 

excavated at the SE end of the trench to obtain finds and environmental evidence. 

Layer 0031 

Layer 0031 also extended the full length of the trench (Fig. 8), and consisted of a mid-

reddish brown, friable silty sand, containing occasional amounts of small rounded 

stones. It was 0.20 – 0.25m thick and appeared to be cut by ditch 0032. 

Plate 19. Sequence of layers in Trench 11, looking NE. Note layer 0030 in the middle of the 
sequence. Ditch 0032 is just visible in the centre of the section cutting layer 0031 
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Ditch 0032 

Ditch 0032 had a linear cut in plan, aligned NNW-SSE, with steep concave edges (Fig. 

8). The base could not be excavated due to the depth of the trench. It measured 0.50m 

wide, and was at least 0.25m deep, containing fill 0033. This consisted of a mid to dark 

greyish brown, soft sandy silt, mottled with pale yellow-brown sand. This had a diffuse 

horizon with layer 0030 (Plate 19). 
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5.3 Group numbers and phasing 

5.3.1 Group numbers 

Seven layers were detected within multiple trenches. These have been assigned overall 

group numbers within the range 0057 to 0063. These group numbers will be referred to 

when interpreting the archaeology in Chapter 7 (below), rather than the individual 

context numbers from each trench. 

Topsoil 0057 

The topsoil seen in all eleven trenches was assigned the overall group number 0057. It 

consisted of segments 0044, 0047, 0051, 0027, 0055, 0024, 0012, 0008, 0006, 0034 

and 0029 in Trenches 1 to 11 respectively. The topsoil did not show much variation 

across the site, although perhaps contained slightly more chalk inclusions in the more 

northerly trenches. This was the current topsoil/plough-soil layer. 

Layer 0058 

A soil layer resembling a topsoil-type deposit was seen beneath topsoil 0057 in 

Trenches 1, 2 and 3, excavated across the base of the hollow area at the north end of 

the site. This consisted of segments 0045, 0048 and 0052 in Trenches 1 to 3 

respectively. This layer was interpreted as a buried post-medieval topsoil layer. 

Layer 0059 

The reddish-brown silty sand layer with chalk flecks and post-medieval CBM fragments, 

seen as 0045, 0048, 0052, 0028, 0013 and 0009 in Trenches 1 to 4 and 7 to 8 

respectively, was assigned the group number 0059. This appeared to be localised 

within the base of the hollow area at the north end of the site, and was post-medieval in 

date. 

Layer 0060 

Also found in the base of the hollow area was a layer of reddish-brown coarse sand, 

forming the interface between layer 0059 and the top of the geology. This consisted of 

segments 0046, 0050 and 0054 in Trenches 1 to 3 respectively. This was post-medieval 

in date. 

  



39 

Layer 0061 

The subsoil deposit detected in Trenches 5 and 6 did not resemble the other subsoil 

deposits seen across the site, and may actually have been the upper stratum of the 

surface geology. This layer consisted of segments 0056 and 0022 in Trenches 5 and 6 

respectively. This was undated. 

Layer 0062 

The subsoil deposit seen as 0007, 0036 and 0031 in Trenches 9 to 11 respectively was 

assigned the group number 0062. This differed from 0059 in that it contained no chalk 

flecks or CBM. This was undated, but was sealed beneath and cut by medieval/early 

post-medieval archaeology, such as layer 0063. 

Layer 0063 

The thick, dark deposit containing medieval pottery, animal bone and oyster shell 

fragments seen in Trenches 10 and 11 as 0035 and 0030, was assigned the group 

number 0063. This might be the remains of a medieval/early post-medieval occupation 

or cultivation soil. 

5.3.2 Phases 

Pre-medieval 

Subsoil layer 0062 at the southern end of the site was sealed beneath medieval layers 

and cut by medieval features. This might represent an earlier perhaps pre-medieval soil 

layer. Ditch 0039 was apparently sealed beneath this layer, and might be earlier still. 

This ditch was also undated. 

Early medieval – 11th – 12th century 

Fourteen sherds of 11th – 12th century pottery were recovered during the evaluation, 

representing the earliest dateable finds from the site. Two of these sherds were 

recovered from layer 0035, which also contained much larger amounts of later medieval 

pottery. The twelve sherds recovered from ditch 0010 consisted exclusively of 11th – 

12th material; the lack of later sherds might suggest that this ditch was infilled during or 

immediately after this period, and is therefore the earliest dated feature on the site. 

Medieval and early post-Medieval – 12th – 16th century 

The bulk of dateable features and deposits contained a range of medieval and early 

post-medieval pottery, with sherds dated to the 12 – 14th century found alongside 
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smaller amounts of 15th – 16th century material. These include ditch 0014, layer 0030 

and layer 0035. Whilst ditch 0041 did not contain any pottery later than the 12th – 14th 

century pottery, it appeared to be closely related to layer 0035 and may be 

contemporary rather than earlier. 

 

Whilst not containing any dateable finds, ditches 0003, 0018, 0032 and 0037 may also 

belong to a medieval or early post-medieval phase. This is largely based upon the 

association between these features and other dated features (see Chapter 7 below). 

Post medieval – 16th century onwards 

Subsoil layers 0049, 0050 and 0053 contained post-medieval tile fragments. These 

layers were found in the base of the hollow area at the north end of the site, and may 

have formed after the 16th century. The hollow itself may represent the remains of post-

medieval quarrying activity (see Chapter 7). 
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6. Finds and environmental evidence 
Ioannis Smyrnaios (unless otherwise stated) 

6.1 Introduction 

The bulk finds from the evaluation are presented in Table 2 below. The table does not 

include any material from soil samples, which is discussed together with the hand-

collected bulk finds in the following sections of this report. A full catalogue of all bulk 

finds by context is presented in Appendix 3. 

 
Finds Type No Wt (g) 
Pottery 47 440 
CBM 9 405 
Nails 4 63 
Slag 1 32 
Animal bone 12 373 
Shell 3 12 

Table 2.  Finds quantities 

6.2 Pottery 

Richenda Goffin 

Introduction and methodology 

A total of forty-seven fragments of pottery was recovered from the evaluation, weighing 

440g; this includes sherds recovered from the environmental samples. 

 

The ceramics were quantified using the recording methods recommended in the MPRG 

Occasional Paper No 2 minimum standards for the processing, recording, analysis and 

publication of Post-Roman ceramics (Slowikowski et al. 2001).  The number of sherds 

present in each context by fabric and their weight was recorded, and the estimated 

number of vessels represented was noted.  Other characteristics such as form, 

decoration and condition were recorded, and an overall date range for the pottery in 

each context was established, together with individual fabric date ranges. The pottery 

was catalogued on the database by context using letter codes based on fabric and form 

(Appendix 4). 

 

The codes used are based mainly on broad fabric and form types identified in Eighteen 

Centuries of Pottery from Norwich (Jennings 1981), and additional fabric types 

established by the Suffolk Unit (S. Anderson, unpublished fabric list).  
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Pottery by date 

Medieval 

Thirty-six fragments of medieval pottery weighing 253g were recovered from six 

features in five of the trenches.  

 

Small amounts of Early medieval wares dating to the 11th – 12th century were identified 

in fill 0011 of ditch 0010 in Trench 8. These consisted of hand-made sandy wares and 

sandy wares with shelly inclusions, including the rounded base of a jar.  

 

Other medieval wares, including Hollesley-type wares, medieval sandy wares and 

medieval coarsewares were found throughout many of the other contexts. There is 

always the likelihood that some of the material is contemporary with the late medieval 

and transitional wares, and could belong to the 14th – 15th centuries. Medieval 

coarsewares were present in the fill 0043 of ditch 0041 in Trench 10, and also in deposit 

0055 in Trench 5.  

 

A small quantity of medieval glazed wares was present in the assemblage, consisting of 

a fragment of Hollesley Glazed ware and a tiny fragment of glazed whiteware, probably 

Saintonge, from South-western France.   

Late medieval/early post-medieval 

A number of features contained a mixture of medieval coarsewares, together with 

pottery which dates to the late medieval and early post-medieval period. Eleven sherds 

weighing 187g were recovered which can be dated to the 15th – 16th centuries.  

 

Late medieval and transitional redwares were present in the fill 0015 of ditch 0014 in 

Trench 7; in layer 0029 in Trench 11; and in layer 0030 in Trench 11, as well as layer 

0035 in Trench 10. As discussed above, it seems likely that some of the coarsewares 

found in these groups may be contemporary with the transitional wares, and the 

presence of a pipkin or skillet handle in fill layer 0035 made in a medieval coarseware 

fabric is suggestive of a 15th century date.  
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The upper part of a Koln/Frechen drinking jug was identified in the sample material from 

fill 0035. The vessel, which is underfired, is decorated with applied roses. This type of 

jug can be dated to the first half of the 16th century (Hurst 1986, 209, fig. 101).   

Discussion 

The earliest pottery was found in the ditch fill 0011 in Trench 8, and dates to the 11th – 

12th centuries. Small quantities of other early medieval wares were found as residual 

elements elsewhere in the assemblage. 

 

Medieval coarsewares were found throughout the assemblage, but, as has been briefly 

discussed above, it is likely that some of them were actually contemporary with fabrics 

dating to the 15th – 16th century, making the separation of fabrics between medieval and 

late medieval rather artificial.  

 

The layers 0030 and 0035 contain pottery which is the latest in the ceramic sequence, 

and include a small number of imported vessels which are typical finds for a coastal 

settlement in Suffolk. No ceramics of a 17th century date or later were identified.    

6.3 Ceramic building material 

The site produced nine pieces of CBM weighing 405 grams (Table 3). The material 

derived from six deposits layers across Trenches 2, 3, 10 and 11. The fabrics and the 

height of the fragments suggest that the majority comes from post-medieval roof tiles. A 

thicker unidentified fragment from layer 0050 in Trench 2 is likely to come from a post-

medieval brick or thicker tile. Finally, a relatively thin roof tile from layer 0029 in Trench 

11 could be late medieval to post-medieval. 
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Ctxt Fabric Fabric description Colour Period Form No Wt/g 
Height 

(mm) Comments  

0029 fsv 
fine sandy with 
voids orange Lmed-Pmed RT 1 32 11 brownish core 

0030 fsv 
fine sandy with 
voids red Pmed RTP 1 82 13  

0035 fsv 
fine sandy with 
voids red Pmed RTP 1 9 14  

0049 msvf 
medium sandy with 
voids and flint orange Pmed RTP 3 81 13  

0050 fs fine sandy red/orange Pmed RTP 1 85 14  

0050 mso 
medium sandy with 
organics red Pmed? UN 1 71  

one surface 
only 

0053 fs fine sandy red Pmed RTP 1 45 13  

Table 3.  Quantification of CBM 

6.4 Fired clay 

The evaluation produced forty pieces of fired clay weighing 61g (Table 4). The material 

is in poor condition and consists of small fragments retrieved from three soil samples. 

 

Ctxt Samp Fabric Fabric description Colour No Wt/g Comments 

0011 1 cso 
coarse sandy with 
organics light brown 1 3 poor condition 

0035 2 ms 
medium sandy with 
chalk and organics red 13 3 small chips 

0043 3 msco 
medium sandy with 
chalk and organics orange/brown 26 55 

small frgs in poor 
condition 

Table 4.  Quantification of fired clay 

6.5 Heat-altered flint 

Sample 2 from deposit later 0035 in Trench 10 produced two high-fired fragments of 

heat-altered flint weighing 4g. 

6.6 Nails 

The site produced eight iron nails weighing 84g (Table 5). The nails derived from four 

contexts including a soil sample. All nails are encrusted and in poor condition. A 

characteristic feature of the nails is their large and flat head, where this survives. The 

date of the nails is uncertain. Those recovered from layer 0030 in Trench 11, were 

found together with medieval pottery; however, the rest of the nails derived from 

features without any datable artefacts. Again, the presence of post-medieval CBM on 

the site might suggest that most of the nails are contemporary. 
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Ctxt Samp No 
Wt 
(g) 

Length 
(mm) 

Thickness 
(mm) 

Head 
diameter 

(mm) Comments 
0006  1 24 32 9 45 heavily encrusted, large head 
0006  1 5 31 8 17 abraded, encrusted, small head 
0024  1 31 81 7 30 heavily encrusted, large head,  
0026  1 3 38 5 8 abraded, encrusted, head broken 
0030 4 1 4 32 6 15 heavily encrusted, large head 
0030 4 1 6 34 4 16 heavily encrusted, large head 
0030 4 1 10 45 8 29 bent; abraded; encrusted; large head 
0030 4 1 1 25 4  bent, shank only, encrusted 

Table 5.  Quantification of iron nails 

6.7 Slag 

Deposit layer 0035 in Trench 10 produced a single piece of fuel ash slag weighing 32g. 

The piece was recovered together with the largest quantity of medieval pottery from the 

site. Sample 4 from layer 0030 in Trench 11 produced a slag and sand conglomerate 

and a small fragment of fuel ash slag, weighing a gram each. 

6.8 Small finds 

Ruth Beveridge 

Introduction and recording method 

Three metal objects were recovered from the evaluation and given small finds numbers, 

two of iron and one of copper alloy. They are all from the topsoil layer 0006 in Trench 9. 

They have been fully recorded with the assistance of low powered magnification and 

are summarised below. A complete listing is provided as Appendix 5. The overall 

condition of the small finds is poor, being corroded and worn. 

Copper alloy 

Complete, worn coin. No detail visible on either face. Based on the diameter, it is 

possibly a half penny of Victoria. 

SF3, topsoil layer 0006, Trench 9. 

Iron 

Wrought iron strip fitting that tapers into a hooked terminal. The widest end is split with 

two arms folded in opposing directions. Possibly a structural or agricultural fitting. 

SF1, topsoil layer 0006, Trench 9. 
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Complete ring; sub-square perforation internally that measures 29mm in width. Possibly 

a washer/fitting for agricultural machinery. 

SF2, topsoil layer 0006, Trench 9. 

Discussion 

The objects reflect casual losses or discarded debris of 19th and 20th century date. It is 

not recommended that the objects are retained for the archive. 

6.9 Faunal Remains 

The site produced 163 fragments of animal bone weighing 405g, which are presented in 

Table 6. The material derived from six contexts including four samples. 

 

Ctxt Samp Species Element No 
Wt 
(g) NISP Condition Comments 

0002  cattle? limb? 3 50 1 
broken; surface 
abraded  

0011 1 mammal?  30 2  small burnt chips  

0015  mammal  1 1 1 
broken; surface 
abraded  

0030  mammal limb 1 14 1 good; broken  
0030  cattle? limb 1 13 1 good; broken  

0030  cattle? scapula 1 33  good; broken 
chop mark on 
one edge 

0030 4 mammal  57 17  

small chips in poor 
condition; 4 
fragments burnt  

0030 4 bird? limb 2 1 1 
broken; surface 
abraded  

0035  cattle? limb? 3 32 1 good; broken  

0035  cattle metatarsus 2 152  good; broken 
fragments 
join,  

0035 2 mammal  30 7  
small chips, some 
burnt  

0035 2 fish vertebrae 6 1  poor  
0035 2 bird? limbs 3 1  broken  
0035 2 cattle incisor 1 1  good  

0043  cattle femur 1 79 1 
lower joint 
abraded 

chop mark on 
one edge 

0043 3 
mammal & 
bird?  21 1 2 small burnt chips  

Table 6.  Quantification of animal bone 

 

Most of the assemblage comes from cattle, whilst some pieces are identified as broadly 

mammal, particularly limbs; these are also likely to come from cattle. Other identified 

species include birds, from a small number of possible bird bones recovered from 

Samples 2, 3 and 4, and fish from vertebrae recovered from Sample 2 from layer 0035 

in Trench 10. 
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A cattle femur from ditch fill 0043 in Trench 10 and a possible cattle scapula from layer 

0030 in Trench 11 carry chop marks, indicating butchering and meat exploitation. In 

general, the cattle bones, particularly those deriving from layers 0030 and 0035 in 

Trenches 11 and 10 respectively, are of large size and suggest species that were 

purposely bred for meat exploitation. Furthermore, the good preservation of this material 

suggests that the bones associate with relatively recent breeding. 

 

The consumption of meat is attested by the presence of small fragments that are burnt 

to varying degrees. Such fragments probably fell into an open fire and were calcined, or 

were partly burnt due to uneven exposure to fire, during cooking. The fragments that 

were identified as possible bird bone are thin and broken; therefore, no species could 

be identified. The only fish vertebrae from the site are small and probably come from the 

lower spine close to the hypural bone; again, no species could be identified. 

 

The nature of the bone assemblage suggests cattle breeding for the consumption of 

meat. This diet was probably supplemented with small bird and fish species; however, 

these latter two resources seem to have been rare. The pottery from layer 0030 in 

Trench 11, and from layers 0035 and 0043 in Trench 10, which produced most of the 

animal bone, suggest medieval to early port-medieval domestic activities. 

6.10 Shell 

The evaluation produced eleven fragments of shell weighing 25g (Table 7). The material 

derived from four contexts including a soil sample and it consists of a minimum of six 

individuals. Most of the shell derived from native oysters (Ostera edulis) while Sample 4 

from layer 30 produced two small fragments of common cockle (Cerastoderma edule). 

The quantity of native oysters at the site is relatively low, and does not suggest a 

regular consumption of marine resources. 
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Ctxt Samp Type Species No Wt (g) NISP Condition Comments 
0015  Marine Native oysters (Ostrea edulis) 1 8 1 Poor  

0026  Marine Native oysters (Ostrea edulis) 1 1 1 Poor 

Blisters by 
Polydora 
hoplura  

0035  Marine Native oysters (Ostrea edulis) 1 3 1 Poor  
0030 4 Marine Native oysters (Ostrea edulis) 6 12 2 Poor  

0030 4 Marine 
Common cockle 
(Cerastoderma edule) 2 1 1 poor 

small 
fragments 

Table 7.  Quantification of shell 

6.11 Plant macrofossils 

Anna West 

Introduction and Methods 

Four bulk samples were taken from ditches and layers during this evaluation. These 

were processed in full, in order to assess the quality of preservation of plant remains 

and their potential to provide useful data as part of the archaeological investigations. 

 

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

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

microscope at x16 magnification and the presence of any plant remains or artefacts are 

noted on Table 8. Identification of plant remains is with reference to the New Flora of 

the British Isles (Stace 1997).  

 

The non-floating residues were collected in a 1mm mesh and sorted when dry. All 

artefacts/ecofacts were retained for inclusion in the finds total. 

Quantification  

For the purpose of this initial assessment, items such as seeds, cereal grains and small 

animal bones have been scanned and recorded quantitatively according to the following 

categories: 

 

 # = 1-10, ## = 11-50, ### = 51+ specimens 

 

Items that cannot be easily quantified such as charcoal, magnetic residues and 

fragmented bone have been scored for abundance: 

 

+ = rare, ++ = moderate, +++ = abundant 
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Results  
Samp Context 

No 
Feature/ 
cut no 

Feature 
type 

Approx 
date of 
deposit 

Flot Contents 

1 0011 0010 Ditch Med charred cereal grains # charred legumes # charred 
seeds # charcoal ++ rootlets +++ un-charred seeds 

# insect remains #  

2 0035  Layer Med charred cereal grains ## charred legumes # charred 
chaff # charred seeds # charcoal +++ fish bones # 

rootlets +++ small mammal/amphibian bones # 
insect remains # flake hammerscale # 

3 0043 0041 Ditch Med charred cereal grains ## charred legumes # charred 
seeds ## charcoal ++ un-charred seeds # rootlets 

++ bone fragments # ferrous spheroid # 
4 0030  Layer Med charred cereal grains # charred legumes # charcoal 

+++ un-charred seeds # rootlets +++ bone 
fragments + fish bones # amphibian/small mammal 

bones + insect remains # snail shells + 

Table 8.  Material recovered from flot and non-floating residues 

 

The flots produced by the samples were small and varied in volume from 5ml to 20ml. 

Fibrous rootlets were common within all the samples; these are considered modern 

contaminants and intrusive within the archaeological deposits. 

 

Plant macro remains were present in all the flots. The preservation is through charring 

and is fair to poor. Wood charcoal fragments were frequent but were generally highly 

comminuted, making them unsuitable for species identification or radiocarbon dating. 

 

Cereal grains were present in all the samples. Many of the cereal grains recovered were 

fragmented, making identification difficult to impossible. Fragments are included in the 

counts recorded above, along with whole grains. Rounded bread wheat type (Triticum 

aestivum L.) grains were observed within all the samples, but as less than ten 

identifiable specimens at a time. Barley (Hordeum sp.) grains were also observed within 

Sample 2 from layer 0035, and Sample 3 from ditch fill 0043, but in low numbers. A 

single possible rye (Seceale cereale L.) grain was present within Sample 3 from ditch fill 

0043; however, this was very abraded and the identification was not positive.  

 

A single rachis fragment and a small number of culm fragments were present within 

Sample 2 from layer 0035; these were all very fragmented and were not identified to 

species at this point. Hulled cereals often had to be processed by exposing them to heat 

or parching, and then pounded to remove them from their spikelet. Chaff remains, such 

as glume bases and rachis fragments are bi-products of these later stages of 
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processing. Only a small number of chaff fragments were observed within the samples 

and from these sparse remains it is difficult to say with any certainty whether or not 

cereal processing was taking place on site.  

 

Charred legume fragments were present in all the samples. Fragments most likely to be 

of peas (Pisum sativum L.), were present in all the samples in low numbers. Within 

Samples 2, 3 and 4 fragments of larger legumes were also observed. These larger 

fragments are likely to be celtic or broad bean (Viva faba L.), although most were too 

fragmented and abraded for positive identification. Pulses provide an important source 

of protein within the Medieval diet, and as a fodder crop. However, as they do not 

require processing with heat, in the way that cereals do, they are often under-

represented in the archaeological record. The presence of legumes suggests that 

horticultural activity was taking place in the vicinity of the site. 

 

Charred weeds seeds were present in most of the samples. Grasses (Poaceae), 

knotweeds (Polygonum sp.), and cabbage family (Brassica sp.) were present in low 

numbers in Samples 1, 2 and 3, with carex (Carex sp.) being present in Sample 2 from 

layer 0035 as a single specimen.  

 

The presence of fish bones, animal bone fragments, spheroidal and flake hammerscale, 

small mammal or amphibian bones and terrestrial snail shells were recorded above in 

Table 8. All this material was observed during scanning under a microscope; although 

their presence is recorded here, they are too fragmented or too sparse to require further 

work by the relevant specialist. Spheroid and flake hammerscale are produced during 

smithing and the presence of this material, although only in small numbers suggests 

that metal working was taking place in the vicinity of the site. 

 

Insect remains were observed within three of the samples. Fly larva cases were present 

within Sample 4 from layer 0030. These may represent insects attracted to domestic 

waste material within the settlement area, and their remains became incorporated within 

the archaeological deposits along with the waste material. 

 

Beetle remains of Lagria hirta (Linnaeus,1758) and leaf weevils Phyllobius sp. 

(Germar,1824) were recovered from Sample 1 from ditch fill 0010 and Sample 4 from 
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layer 0030. As these are unabraded, they are likely to be modern and intrusive within 

the archaeological deposits sampled. 

Conclusions and recommendations for further work 

In general, the samples were fair to poor in terms of identifiable material. Although 

identifiable remains were present, the material in general is relatively sparse. It is likely 

the majority of the remains represent domestic detritus that has become incorporated 

within the archaeological layers and features, either through deliberate deposition or by 

being moved across the site through the action of wind, water or trample, before 

becoming incorporated into the contexts sampled. The remains recovered during this 

evaluation were insufficient to draw any detailed conclusions beyond the fact that 

agricultural, horticultural, light industrial and domestic activities were taking place in the 

vicinity of the site during the medieval period. 

 

None of the samples from this evaluation produced sufficient material to be suitable for 

quantification (+100 specimens) and therefore no further work is required. If further 

interventions are planned on this site however, it is recommended that further bulk 

sampling should be carried out with a view to investigate the nature of the cereal and 

legume waste. Any accompanying weed seed assemblage is likely to provide an insight 

into to utilization of local plant resources, agricultural activity and economic evidence 

from this site.  

6.12 Discussion of material evidence 

The earliest pottery from the site belongs to a 11th – 12th century date, although the only 

feature which could be attributed to this period is ditch 0010 in Trench 8. The rest of the 

pottery from Trenches 5, 7, 10 and 11 includes fabrics from typical medieval coarse 

wares of the 12th – 14th centuries, often found mixed with late-medieval/transitional 

fabrics of the 15th – 16th centuries. Due to their fabrication, some of the medieval coarse 

ware types are likely to be of later date, and therefore, contemporary with the late 

medieval and early post-medieval fragments. It must be noted that no ceramic fabrics 

seem to extend beyond the 17th century. 

 

A transitional date can be confirmed by the presence of late-medieval to post-medieval 

CBM in Trench 11. Still, post-medieval CBM types, which derived from Trenches 2, 3 

and 10, date from the 16th century onwards. The nature of the CBM, which primarily 
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comes from roof tiles, is likely to suggest that some of these fragments may associate 

with post-16th century activities and may be contemporary with some of the small finds. 

 

The small finds from the site represent casual losses dating to the 19th and 20th century. 

A possible copper alloy half penny (SF3) from the topsoil of Trench 9 could be of 

Victorian date, while two iron objects from the same deposit (SF1 and SF2) could come 

from later agricultural equipment. 

 

The animal bone from the site is evidence for meat consumption and the breeding of 

species that were purposely kept for their meat. Dietary evidence is based primarily on 

cattle and other mammal bones, although the presence of bird and fish in limited 

quantities might suggest some variability in the diet. Fish and other smaller mammal or 

amphibian species were also identified in the flots, together with insect remains. Marine 

shell remains were limited in number and do not suggest the exploitation of marine 

resources on a continuous basis. Finally, the presence of cereal grains and legumes in 

all samples suggests that such resources were consumed and comply with the patterns 

of medieval diet. The evidence does not suggest that the processing of grains took 

place within the immediate vicinity of the site. 

 

The recovery of small quantities of slag and hammerscale spheroids in the samples 

from deposit layers 0030 and 0035 in Trenches 11 and 10 respectively, might suggest 

some small scale industrial activities. The quantities of this material are unlikely to 

suggest that such activities were performed within the immediate confines of the site. 
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7. Discussion 

7.1 Overview 

The evidence obtained from the eleven trenches confirmed that at least two of the 

cropmarks previously identified in aerial photographs represent real archaeological 

features. Two broad areas of archaeological activity were also identified in the 

trenching. Trenches 1 – 8, located within the hollow area at the north end of the site, 

appear to show that this large depression may actually be an artificial creation, perhaps 

the remains of a previously unrecorded post-medieval quarry pit. Trenches 6 – 11 at the 

south end of the site uncovered the remains of one or more medieval/early post-

medieval enclosure systems, including an associated cultivation soil. This sealed an 

earlier subsoil deposit of unknown date. 

7.2 Cropmark identification  

Trenches 6 – 9 were positioned to test whether cropmarks identified in aerial 

photographs represented real archaeological features (Fig. 2). Only ditches 0003 and 

0018 showed a convincing correlation with these cropmark features. Ditch 0003 in 

Trench 9 roughly aligned with the expected position of the circular cropmark seen in the 

SE corner of the site (BAW 192). In Trench 6, the size, orientation and position of ditch 

0018 matched well with a large linear feature seen running across the site as a 

cropmark in this area. 

 

The location of ditches 0010 and 0014 close to two of the cropmarks is likely to be 

coincidental. Ditch 0014 in Trench 7 was uncovered in the rough vicinity of a linear 

feature seen running NE-SW from the circular cropmark in aerial photographs (Fig. 2), 

but the alignments of the two do not match. Likewise, although ditch 0010 in Trench 9 

was found close to the location of a small, U-shaped cropmark (Fig. 2), the alignments 

were also different.  

 

Other targeted cropmarks were not seen as archaeological features in the trenching. 

The thickness of the deposits in Trenches 10 and 11 might explain why features found 

within this area did not appear as cropmarks, as they may have been masked by this 

material. 
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7.3 Possible quarrying 

The hollow area which takes up nearly 80m of the northern half of the site might be the 

remains of a quarry pit rather than a geological feature. At the very least it appears to 

show a high level of post-medieval truncation and disturbance. Trenches 1 and 2 were 

excavated at the base of this hollow, Trenches 3 to 7 on the edge of the slope leading 

down to the base, and Trenches 6 and 8 at the top of this slope. The shape and size of 

the hollow is described in Chapter 2 (above). 

 

The deposits encountered within this depression did not indicate a build-up of colluvial 

material over time, as is usually found within naturally formed hollows, but appeared to 

be the result of largely post-medieval deposition. The lowest deposits in Trenches 1, 2 

and 3, consisting of layers 0058, 0059 and 0060, all contained small amounts of post-

medieval CBM fragments and noticeable amounts of chalk flecks, perhaps originating 

from agricultural marling since chalk was not seen within the site’s underlying geology. 

These chalk and CBM flecks were found throughout the layers, including at depths of 

1.20 – 1.30m, which is unlikely to be the result of more recent intrusion from ploughing. 

 

The unusual depths and distribution of these subsoil layers cross Trenches 1 – 4 further 

suggests that these deposits are not the result of natural colluvial action. In Trench 1 for 

example, which was excavated at the lowest point of the hollow where the deposits are 

expected to be deepest, the overburden amounted to around 0.90m in thickness, 

shallower by 0.40m than in Trench 2 on slightly higher ground. In Trench 3 the deposits 

at the northern end of the trench, which was located within the base of the hollow, were 

0.40m shallower than the deposits at the southern end of the trench, which was located 

higher up on the slope leading into the hollow. This could be explained if the placement 

of the subsoil deposits in the hollow did not result primarily from gravitational colluvial 

action or movement from ploughing, but from artificial infilling.  

 

The hollow itself could therefore be largely or wholly artificial, perhaps the remains of a 

medieval or post-medieval sand extraction pit located next to the main road out of 

Bawdsey village. No such quarry is shown on first edition or later O.S. maps of the site, 

although both operational and disused quarry pits are shown in the vicinity of Bawdsey 

from the 1880’s onwards. Several of these pits are of a comparable size and shape to 

the hollow feature, such as the one depicted on the first edition O.S. map to the south of 

Bawdsey village and just to the east of Bawdsey Beacon, which measured c.80m by 
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50m in size. If the hollow is a former quarry then it may have ceased to function and 

have been backfilled by the time the first edition O.S. map was produced. The buried 

topsoil layer, 0058 seen in Trenches 1 – 3, might represent the reclamation of the 

disused quarry as farmland. 

 

Quarrying would also account for the lack of medieval and earlier features and finds 

within the hollow area, besides the single medieval potsherd recovered from the topsoil 

of Trench 5. It may also explain subsoil deposit 0059, which was found only within the 

hollow in Trenches 1 – 4 and 7 – 8 and contained post-medieval CBM and chalk flecks. 

This sealed medieval ditches 0009 and 0014, in contrast to subsoil 0062 found outside 

of the hollow, which was cut and sealed beneath medieval archaeology, and contained 

no chalk flecks or CBM fragments. Subsoil 0059 could therefore be a post-medieval soil 

layer which has formed in the remains of the quarry after its disuse, whilst the original 

subsoil, 0062, has been truncated in this area. Layer 0061, the putative subsoil in 

Trenches 5 and 6, is most likely part of the natural geology; this would mean that the 

actual overburden in these two trenches consisted only of the topsoil, further suggesting 

truncation. 

7.4 Medieval and early post-medieval archaeology 

Cultivation layer 0063 

At the southern end of the site Trenches 8 – 11, on the edge and outside of the hollow 

area/possible post-medieval quarry truncation, identified a greater level of 

archaeological survival. This included the possible medieval occupation/cultivation 

layer, deposit 0063, seen in Trenches 10 and 11, which matched the location of a 

previously identified scatter of 12th – 14th century pottery recorded in the HER as BAW 

014 (Fig. 1). 

 

This dark soil layer, up to 0.70m thick in Trench 11, may have formed from the dumping 

of domestic waste material, perhaps as a form of manuring to create a cultivation soil. 

The layer contained waste products such as animal bones, several of which had 

evidence of charring and butchery, a small amount of charred grain, pottery, oyster and 

cockle shell fragments, fired clay, a piece of slag, and a small amount of hammerscale. 

The environmental samples taken from the layer uncovered small amounts of charred 

grains and other indicators for post-harvest processing, indicating that this activity was 
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not carried out within the confines of the site; instead this material may have arrived as 

part of the waste dumping. No obvious patterns in the distribution of this material were 

identified, and there was no evidence for stratigraphic layering or tip lines within the 

layer, perhaps suggesting that it has been worked as a cultivation soil. The palimpsest 

of pottery, representing up to five centuries with no stratigraphic separations, may also 

suggest that the soil has been worked and turned over. This pottery included a small 

amount of 11th – 12th century material, a larger amount of 12th – 14th century material, 

and a smaller number of 15th/16th century sherds. Whilst some of this pottery might be 

residual, it may indicate that the cultivation soil was formed and in use for an extended 

period, perhaps from as early as the 11th – 12th century. The small number of tile 

fragments recovered from the layer have been dated as post-medieval, and may also 

fall within a 16th century date. The lack of 17th century or later finds could be evidence 

that the dumping of waste material stopped before this period, and may also indicate 

that the plot itself was not used beyond the first half of the 16th century. After this period, 

the plot may have been incorporated into the predecessor of the current agricultural 

field which occupies the site. 

 

Similar scatters of medieval pottery, mostly consisting of 12th – 14th century sherds, 

have been identified at other locations within Bawdsey village, sometimes associated 

with a dark soil layer, including BAW 023, BAW 034, BAW 035, BAW 037 and BAW 

188, as well as ADT 020 in a field to the NW of the site (Fig. 1). Together these might 

represent the remains of medieval cultivation plots in and around the village, formed 

from the dumping of waste material to develop a garden-type soil. 

 

The location of cultivation soil 0063 places it alongside the main road through the 

village, with ditch 0041 in Trench 10 apparently marking the western extent of the layer 

(Fig. 7). The lower fill of the ditch, 0042, consisted of grey-brown sand and may have 

originated from the erosion of the sides of the ditch, whilst the upper fill, which contained 

three 12th – 14th century pottery sherds, was impossible to distinguish from the possible 

cultivation layer. This may indicate that they are the same material, which could have 

arrived in the top of the ditch through deliberate infilling and/or the erosion of the 

cultivation soil into the open ditch. If they are contemporary, then together they may 

represent the remains of a cultivation plot, such as a medieval croft, bounded to the 

east by the road and to the west by ditch 0041. Another possibility is that ditch 0041 is a 
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completely unrelated feature, which has filled with material from the cultivation layer 

when it ceased to be maintained or was deliberately backfilled. 

 

The northern extent of the layer was not positively identified, but it did not extend into 

Trenches 6, 8 and 9. Given the position of the layer’s western extent in Trench 10, it 

may not have reached as far west as Trench 9. Its lack of presence in Trenches 6 and 8 

might suggest that it was contained within a northern boundary somewhere between 

Trenches 11 and 8. 

 

Two smaller, undated ditches, 0037 in Trench 10 and 0032 in Trench 11, were identified 

below this possible cultivation layer (Fig. 7 and Fig. 8). Both of these ditches, which 

were cut through the earlier subsoil deposit 0062, appeared to be running parallel to 

each other and the road. Their relationship with soil layer 0063 was not entirely clear 

because of the similarity of the fills to the deposit. They may represent subdivisions 

within this possible cultivation plot, or if they are earlier they could be previous 

boundaries erased by the expansion of the cultivation soil. They differ in alignment to 

ditch 0041 however, which apparently marks the western extent of the layer. This may 

indicate that they belong to different phases. A lack of dating evidence from 0032 and 

0037 precludes further examination of this. 

Medieval and post-medieval ditches 

Outside of the possible cultivation plot found in Trenches 10 and 11, the remainder of 

the archaeological features consisted of ditches. Two of these ditches, 0003 and 0018, 

correlate with cropmark evidence. 

 

The position of ditch 0018 in Trench 6 correlates with a prominent cropmark identified in 

aerial photographs. This cropmark shows the ditch running for c.60m westwards at a 

right angle from the road, before turning and heading south for at least 10m after which 

it is no longer visible (Fig. 2). Whilst no dating evidence was recovered from 0018, its 

orientation in respect to the road and the ditches seen in Trenches 10 and 11 may tie it 

to the same series of medieval or early post-medieval enclosure system. If the course of 

the cropmark reflects the actual course of this ditch, then it would contain the circular 

feature identified in aerial photographs as the location of a possible windmill. Ditch 0003 

identified in Trench 9 appears to correlate with this circular cropmark, although no finds 

were obtained from its fill to support this interpretation. However, it appeared to cut 
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through subsoil layer 0062, which was also stratigraphically below the medieval features 

discussed above. The nature of this curvilinear ditch is still unknown, and the theory that 

it is associated with a windmill is still a possibility. 

 

Ditches 0001, 0010 and 0014 were identified in Trenches 9, 8 and 7 respectively. Ditch 

0001 was undated, but it cuts subsoil 0062 and also runs parallel to the road. This might 

suggest that it is part of a medieval or early-post medieval field system. Ditches 0010 

and 0014 follow a roughly similar ENE-WSW alignment to each other and were both 

sealed by post-medieval subsoil layer 0059, but apparently differ in the date; ditch 0010 

contained exclusively 11th – 12th century pottery whilst ditch 0014 contained 12th – 14th 

and 15th – 16th century material. Whether this represents a real difference in period 

cannot be certain, given that several features on the site were found to contain a mix of 

pottery from all of these periods. It does, however, open the possibility that ditch 0010 

was open at a similar time as the use of cultivation plot 0063. 

 

These three ditches contained a similar grey-brown sandy fill, which differed in 

composition and appearance to the fills of the ditches encountered in Trenches 10 and 

11 associated with dark cultivation soil 0063. The fills of the latter ditches appear to 

have formed from the same, or similar material, as the cultivation layer itself, perhaps 

from deliberate infilling and/or erosion of the material into the open ditches. In contrast, 

the fills of ditches 0003, 0010 and 0014 did not derive from this dark material, and 

instead appear to have formed from the erosion of silt and sand from the sides of the 

features. This might suggest that these ditches were located outside of the cultivation 

plot, and relate to agricultural field boundaries. Environmental sample 1, taken from the 

fill of ditch 0010, showed a much lower number and range of flot material, such as 

charred grains, insect remains and animal bone fragments, when compared to samples 

2, 3 and 4 from the cultivation layer and associated ditch 0043. This further suggests 

that the fill of ditch 0010 did not form from the same waste-dumping/manuring process 

as the features associated with the cultivation plot. 

7.5 Pre-medieval archaeology 

Subsoil layer 0062 survived in Trenches 9, 10 and 11, outside of the area of possible 

quarrying. This was sealed beneath medieval cultivation soil 0063 and was cut through 

by ditches, 0001, 0003, 0032, 0037 and 0041. It may represent a pre-medieval soil 

layer, although no dating evidence was obtained to confirm this. Ditch 0039 in Trench 
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10, which might have been a natural feature rather than archaeological, was sealed 

beneath this deposit. This layer did not appear in Trenches 1 – 8, which were located 

within and on the edge the hollow area/possible quarry, suggesting that this ground has 

been truncated. 
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8. Conclusions and recommendations for further work 
The evidence from the trial trenching suggests that the northern end of the site, 

containing Trenches 1 – 5, contains very low archaeological potential. Aside from the 

truncated remains of a possibly post-medieval ditch in Trench 4, no other features or 

deposits were positively identified. The hollow area which occupies this part of the site 

appears to have been created as the result of quarrying, the backfilling of which seems 

to have occurred in the post-medieval period. This may explain the apparent lack of 

archaeology in the area. 

 

By contrast, Trenches 6 – 11 at the southern end of the site revealed a much higher 

archaeological potential, including medieval and early post-medieval ditches with a 

possible cultivation or occupation soil surviving beneath the topsoil. This cultivation soil 

may have been in use from the 12th to the 16th centuries. These features appeared to 

overlie an earlier soil layer of unknown date. 

 

All recommendations for further archaeological work will rest solely with Suffolk County 

Council Archaeological Service. If further work is required, then possible areas of 

interest might include: 

• Obtaining a date for ditch 0018, and understanding its relationship (if any) with 

the possible medieval enclosure system identified in Trenches 9 – 10 

• Confirming whether layer 0063 is a medieval cultivation or occupation soil, and 

whether the relationship between this and ditch 0041 is real or coincidental. The 

full extent of layer 0063 may need to be established 

• The relationship between ditches 0032 and 0037 with this soil layer may need to 

be clarified 

• The nature of the circular cropmark, seen as ditch 0001 in Trench 9, is not yet 

fully understood, and may require further investigation 

• The possibility that archaeological features survive beneath subsoil 0062 may 

require further investigation 
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9. Archive deposition 
 

The site archive will be deposited with the Suffolk HER, with all elements of the archive 

identified with the HER code BAW 242. 
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Figure 1. Site Location  
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Figure 2. Proposed Location of Evaluation Trenches 
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Figure 1. Site Location 
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Figure 2. Location of Evaluation Trenches 
  



 

 

2 Method statement 
 

 l l r ll k o rou r r ou l r
l

 S ff or ll ou o S u o ro
o u

 f l lf r f l r o lr ro S ll r or l o l
f l o r ff ll ork fro r l

 ll r olo l f l ork ll rr ou full rof o l lo of
S ro ll l f l r r of ff of
ro ff r r

 ro ll rr ou or S l S f ol
r o o o fl for r ol o

 r ul r r o ff u o r or f ro r follo

Working in the vicinity of mechanical plant  r k of ll ru k
r l or o o  

Outdoor working r o ff fro r of r u
rou
Deep excavations r r r u u or f ur

o r k of ur fro oll
Use of hand tools r lu ur fro ll ru k

ur oorl u or r u of orr l
o ool

Damage to services r l r k r of r ou ur r ul fro
o l r l o r ou r k of o o

o f r r ru
 

 S ff ll u o of ro r k ll r
f u o fro ro ff r r S o ff r ol r

of S S r

 r for r l l o l l u or
o or l r r ll or ll o r ro r
ll u r o u o r u r ll o ll o

r r o l lo o l ro f r u r u r

 r u r lu
• r o N
• l lo N l or r r
• S f oo r N N S or r r o lu o l

r o r ol
• ro o f l o l N



 

 

r lo r lu
• lo o N
• r ro o r r ro o

or r u r u r o rol of No ork ul o

 S ff off l or olu r r ll o r S ur ol
r o

 l o r of ro ll full u l f f r r
lo o of f r k ll k o o ll ff ll r l l

 ur ll r or o o S l or for
o l r ur o ro r S r o l r o o r r r
f r u r lo ro

 S l rl N r r or ro ur ll l o lo f r u r r
lo ro

 ll r olo l u r o of o ll rr ou u l
r ff o ll ff ro lo r ork

r u f lo o of r urf r u r ll k o
o ou of r f u o o r l u o lo o f of

ll ork o l l

 o r or ll o of r o
o r uff S S o r olo l o r ll
o ul o ll r r S S S l or r
fur r r u r f r

 r o u r k ro u l u or u or r
r l r or r o r u r o ur

fur r o o l u llo for o l

 o urf of o r o o ll u o
l or r lo u o l

 o r olo l f ur ll u ll or r o f o
r for fu o o f l r o r of r

l o ll u l o l r f f l l of
ro r or ll l o lu k r olu o l

o o r S ur

 r olo l f ll rou k o S r for ro
r l r o r o k ro r o of k for r o l

fro u l u l l u ll u oul
r u r r o l



 

 

 ulk ro l o l l l r o oll r o
fro l r k ro r r o r Su l rr for

r r o l ll u l f l r u r of l o r o
S ff ll o f l f r

 f u r r ou r o u l fro r of u
ll follo ur o o u r ll ur l

o r fro u l ll r o
ff f r u l f of u r u o l

r of u ll o r or o r r o l fro

 ll of o ll u o o k r o r k

 
   



 

 

3  Risk Assessments for Archaeological Excavation 
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Risk Assessment 3: Deep excavations 
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Risk Assessment 5: Damage to services 
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Risk Assessment 6: Unexploded Ordnance (UXO) 
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Appendix 2. List of Contexts 

 
Context List 

Context 
Number Trench Feature 

Type Category Feature 
Number Width Depth Interpretation 

0001 9 Ditch Cut 0001 0.78m 0.56m Curvilinear ditch, perhaps the circular feature seen as a cropmark in aerial 
photographs 

0002 9 Ditch Fill 0001 0.78 0.56 Build up of silt and sand in ditch 0001 
0003 9 Ditch Cut 0003 1.00 0.74 Boundary ditch, Medieval or later? 
0004 9 Ditch Fill 0003 0.70+ 0.22 Build up of silt and sand in the base of ditch 0003 
0005 9 Ditch Fill 0003 0.50+ 0.50 Dark soil in top of ditch 0003. Perhaps partly originating from dumped material? 
0006 9 Deposit Layer 

  
0.52m 
max 

Top soil in Trench 9 

0007 9 Deposit Layer 
  

0.40 Sub-soil layer in Trench 9 
0008 8 Deposit Layer 

   
Topsoil in Trench 8 

0009 8 Deposit Layer 
  

0.36 Subsoil in Trench 8 
0010 8 Ditch Cut 0010 1.20 0.40 Ditch, Medieval in date? 
0011 8 Ditch Fill 0010 1.20 0.40 Build up of silt and sand within ditch 0010 
0012 7 Deposit Layer 

  
0.30 Topsoil in Trench 7 

0013 7 Deposit Layer 
  

0.20 Sub-soil in Trench 7 
0014 7 Ditch Cut 0014 1.20 0.26 Ditch, perhaps Medieval in date? 
0015 7 Ditch Fill 0014 1.20 0.26 Build up of silt within ditch 0014 
0016 8 Bioturbation Cut 0016 

  
Not recorded 

0017 8 Bioturbation Fill 0016 
  

Not recorded 



Context List 
Context 
Number Trench Feature 

Type Category Feature 
Number Width Depth Interpretation 

0018 6 Ditch Cut 0018 3+ 0.64 Large ditch, seen as a cropmark in aerial photographs. Large boundary ditch? 
Undated. Runs along the edge of the large hollow area within the north end of the 
site. 

0019 6 Ditch Fill 0018 
 

0.10 Sand eroded from edges of ditch 0018 
0020 6 Ditch Fill 0018 

 
0.54 Build up of silt and sand within ditch 0018 

0021 6 Ditch Fill 0018 
 

0.60 Build up of silt within ditch 0018 
0022 6 Deposit Layer 

  
0.35 Subsoil layer seen in the NW end of Trench 6 

0023 6 Deposit Layer 
 

13+ 0.40 Soil layer in Trench 6, situated over the top of ditch 0018. It may represent the 
upper fill of ditch 0018, or it may be the remains of a layer that survives only over 
the area of the ditch 

0024 6 Deposit Layer 
  

0.50 Topsoil in Trench 6 
0025 4 Ditch Cut 0025 0.90 0.14 Shallow remains of a ditch? 
0026 4 Ditch Fill 0025 0.90 0.14 Build up of silt/sand in ditch 0025 
0027 4 Deposit Layer 

  
0.38 Topsoil in Trench 4 

0028 4 Deposit Layer 
  

0.15 Subsoil in Trench 4 
0029 11 Deposit Layer 

  
0.40 Topsoil in Trench 11 

0030 11 Deposit Layer 
  

0.70 Occupation or agricultural soil? Medieval in date? Same as 0035 in Trench 10 
0031 11 Deposit Layer 

  
0.25 Sub-soil layer in Trench 11. Same as 0036 in Trench 10 

0032 11 Ditch Cut 0032 0.50 0.25 Ditch, running parallel to the road. Perhaps Medieval in date? 
0033 11 Ditch Fill 0032 0.50 0.25 Material in ditch 0032, perhaps the result of silting and filling in 
0034 10 Deposit Layer 

  
0.40 Top soil in Trench 10 

0035 10 Deposit Layer 
  

0.50 Occupation or agricultural soil layer? Medieval in date? Alongside 0030, which is 
the same layer, it appears to sit between the road and ditch 0041 - perhaps a 
garden plot? 

0036 10 Deposit Layer 
  

0.50 Sub-soil layer seen in Trench 10, same as 0031 in Trench 11 



Context List 
Context 
Number Trench Feature 

Type Category Feature 
Number Width Depth Interpretation 

0037 10 Ditch Cut 0037 1.00 0.44 Ditch, perhaps Medieval in date? 
0038 10 Ditch Fill 0037 1.00 0.44 Build up of material within ditch 0037 
0039 10 Ditch Cut 0039 0.5 0.18 Remains of a ditch? Or a natural feature? 
0040 10 Ditch Fill 0039 0.50 0.18 Build up of silt in possible ditch 0039? Or is this a variation in the geology? 
0041 10 Ditch Cut 0041 1.20 0.94 Boundary ditch, perhaps Medieval in date. Same as 0003 in Trench 9. Runs parallel 

to the road, and may form the western boundary of layer 0035, which might be a 
Medieval occupation soil 

0042 10 Ditch Fill 0041 1.00 0.30 Build up of sand in base of ditch 0041, eroded from edges of the ditch 
0043 10 Ditch Fill 0041 1.20 0.76 Dumped deposit in top of ditch 0041? 
0044 1 Deposit Layer 

  
0.40 Topsoil in Trench 1 

0045 1 Deposit Layer 
  

0.30 Buried topsoil in Trench 1? 
0046 1 Deposit Layer 

  
0.20m 
max 

Interface layer between surface geology and layer 0045 

0047 2 Deposit Layer 
  

0.50 
max 

Topsoil in Trench 2 

0048 2 Deposit Layer 
  

0.30 Buried topsoil in Trench 1 
0049 2 Deposit Layer 

  
0.25 Subsoil in Trench 1 

0050 2 Deposit Layer 
  

0.25 Interface layer between surface geology and layer 0049 
0051 3 Deposit Layer 

  
0.40 Topsoil in Trench 3 

0052 3 Deposit Layer 
  

0.25 Buried top soil in Trench 3 
0053 3 Deposit Layer 

   
Subsoil in Trench 3 

0054 3 Deposit Layer 
  

0.20 Interface layer between surface geology and layer 0053 
0055 5 Deposit Layer 

  
0.30 Topsoil in Trench 5 

0056 5 Deposit Layer 
  

0.40 Possibly a subsoil layer, although this might be the upper strata in the surface 
geology 



Context List 
Context 
Number Trench Feature 

Type Category Feature 
Number Width Depth Interpretation 

0057 
 

Group Group 
   

Topsoil across the site 
0058 

 
Group Group 

   
Buried topsoil layer in hollow area, northern end of site 

0059 
 

Group Group 
   

Post-Medieval subsoil in hollow area 
0060 

 
Group Group 

   
Buried post-Medieval subsoil in hollow area 

0061 
 

Group Group 
   

Possible subsoil on edge of hollow area, or natural geological layer? 
0062 

 
Group Group 

   
Remains of a pre-Medieval subsoil layer? 

0063 
 

Group Group 
   

Medieval occupation or cultivation soil? 
 



Appendix 3. Bulk finds catalogue 

Context Pottery CBM Iron Nails Slag Animal Bone Shell Spotdate Sample No Sample Finds 
No. Wt/g No. Wt/g  No.    Wt/g No.     Wt/g No.    Wt/g No. Wt/g 

0002 3 50 Med 
0006 2 29 Med 
0011 3 83 Med 1 Pottery, fired clay, animal 

bone 
0015 2 5 1 1 1 8 Med 
0024 1 31 
0026 1 3 1 3 
0029 1 33 1 32 Med 
0030 4 23 1 82 3 60 Med 4 Pottery, slag, nails, shell, 

animal bone 
0035 11 157 1 9 1 32 4 184 1 1 Med 2 Pottery, fired clay, heat-

altered flint, animal bone 
0043 1 25 1 79 Med 3 Pottery, fired clay 
0049 3 81 
0050 2 156 
0053 1 45 
0055 1 2 Med 



Appendix 4. Pottery 

Ctxt Period Fabric Form Count Weight ENV Decoration Condition Comments Fabric date range 

0011 MED MTN3 BODY 1 21 1 S 
Handmade, sandy silty w 
sparse shell and black lumps, 11th-12th C 

0011 MED EMW BODY 1 6 1 Sandy, oxid ext margin 11th-12th C 
0011 MED EMW BODY 4 8 0 Tiny sherds from sample 11th-12th C 
0011 MED MTN3? BODY 5 3 0 Tiny sherds from sample 11th-12th C 

0011 MED EMWS BASE 1 55 1 SA 
Rounded, sagging base, 
surface voids, micaceous 11th-12th C 

0015 MED/PM LMT BODY 1 4 1 Oxidised, external rilling 15th-16th C 
0015 MED MCW BODY 1 2 1 A L12th-14th C 

0029 LMED/EPM LMT BASE 1 33 1 
body/base, internal mottled 
glaze 15th-16th C 

0030 MED MCW BODY 1 3 1 AS Fabric has slight calc L12th-14th C 
0030 LMED/EPM LMT BODY 1 6 1 15th-16th C 
0030 MED MCW BODY 1 9 1 Hollesley type but small calc L12th-14th C 
0030 LMED/EPM DUTR BODY 1 7 1 15th-17th C Dutch-type 

0030 MED MCW BODY 6 3 6 
Small coarseware sherds from 
Sample 4 L12th-14th C 

0035 MED HOLL JUG 1 26 1 A Strap handle from jug L13th-14th C 
0035 LMED/EPM HOLG BODY 1 3 1 L13th-E14th C 
0035 MED/LMED LMT? BODY 1 9 1 Copper in glaze, check fab 15th-16th C 
0035 MED MCW BODY 1 10 1 Silty grey fab, sim to Hollesley L12th-14th C 
0035 MED MCW BODY 4 15 4 S L12th-14th C 

0035 MED HOLL BODY 1 26 1 
Poss a bit sandier than true 
Hollesley l12th-14th C 

0035 MED HOLL BODY 1 23 1 L13th-14th C 

0035 EPM GSW4 DJ 3 67 1 APD ROSE 
Underfired, upper part of DJ 
with rose dec, from Samp 2 1500-1550 

0035 MED SAIN? BODY 1 1 1 A 
Internal splash of glaze, very 
small frag, from Samp 2 12th-13th C 

0035 LMED/EPM LMT BODY 1 17 1 From sample 2 15th-16th C 

0035 MED MTN3 CP/JAR 1 8 1 SA 
Thickened square rim, from 
Samp 2 11th-12th C 

0035 MED MTN3? BODY 1 3 1 S Poss Melton, from Samp 2 11th-12th C 
0035 MED/LMED MCW PIP 1 41 1 Pipkin or skillet handle 14th-15th C 



Ctxt Period Fabric Form Count Weight ENV Decoration Condition Comments Fabric date range 

0043 MED MCW BODY/BASE 1 24 1     
Fine silty fab w mod clay 
pellets + some calc L12th-14th C 

0043 MED MSHW BODY 2 5 1     
Sandy with shell, from Sample 
3 12th-13th C 

0055 MED HOLL BODY 1 2 1     
Sandy with grey core & red 
external margins L13th-14th C 

 



Appendix 5. Catalogue of Small finds 

SF No Context 
No 

Object Material Frag. No Weight (g) Description Diameter 
(mm) 

Width 
(mm) 

Length 
(mm) 

Depth (mm) Period 

1 0006 Fitting Iron 1 170 Wrought iron strip fitting that 
tapers into a hooked terminal. The 
widest end is split with two arms 
folded in opposing directions. 
Possibly a structural or agricultural 
fitting. 

43.5 165.5 10 Modern 

2 0006 Ring Iron 1 26 Complete ring, sub-square 
perforation internally that 
measures 29mm in width. Possibly 
a washer/fitting for agricultural 
machinery. 

45 7 Modern 

3 0006 Coin Copper 
alloy 

1 7.6 Complete, worn coin. No detail 
visible on either face. Based on 
the diameter it is possibly a half 
penny of Victoria. 

28 1.6 19th 
century 
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