ARCHAEOLOGICAL MONITORING REPORT

LAND NORTH OF LANGTON LODGE,

VICTORIA HILL, EYE
(SMR ref. EYE 070)

A REPORT ON THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL MONITORING OF GROUNDWORK
ASSOCIATED WITH A SMALL RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT
(Application No. OL/146/03)

Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service Report No. 2005/5
(OASIS Ret. suffolkc1-10127)

Summary: Archaeological monitoring of the groundwork associated w ith t he ¢ onstruction o f a s mall
residential development on l and to the north of Langton Lodge, Victoria Hill, Eye (NGR TM 1440 7472),
was undertaken during February 2005. The monitoring followed on from an evaluation in which a sm all
number o fu ndated features were identified. Other tha n a rela tively recen tly ba ckfilled wa ter filled
depression, no further archaeological features or dating evidence was recovered. This monitoring event is
recorded on the Sites and Monuments Record under the reference EYE 070. The archaeological monitoring
was undertaken by the Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service, Field Projects Team, with funding
from Ryden Developments, the site’s developers.

LANGTON
GREEN
ponds
¥
SITE = LP " "
) i
Q 100 200
b= % .jli;.lr . metres
Figure 1: Location Plan
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Introduction

An application for a small residential development on land to the north of Langton Lodge,
Victoria Hill, Eye (application no. OL/146/  03), was approved but  with an attached
condition requiring a prog ramme of archacological works to be pu tin p lace prior to any
construction work.



The archaeological interest in the site was due to its locati on within an area of ponds and
ditches likely to be associat ed with medieval occupation. A linear pond feature which ran
across part of the site had been filled prior to any development work on the site.

An archaeological evaluation form ed the init ial stage of the p rogramme of works. This
was carried out through the excava tion of a series of trenches across the site to assess the
extent and nature of any arch aeological depos its or features that m ay be present. The
evaluation (Gardner 2004) rev ealed evidence that the recently filled linear pond had
continued further to the north. A single possible posthole, two pits and a ditch type feature
were identified but no dating evidence was recovered.

In the light of the evaluati on results the Suffolk County Council Archacological Service,
Conservation Team agreed that the area aff ected by the developm ent could be adequately
be recorded under a m onitoring condition and  for this a Brief and Specification was
produced (Appendix 1).

The National Grid Reference for the approximate centre of the site is TM 1440 7472; for a
location plan see figure 1 above. This monitoring event is recorded on the Suffolk County
Sites and Monum  ents Record under the reference EYE 070. The archaeological
monitoring was undertaken by the Suffolk Count y Council Archaeological Service, Field
Projects Team, with funding from Ryden Developments, the site’s developers.

Results
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temporarily r  etained on site. The

underlying subsoil consisted of predom  inately pale yellow stiff boulder clay with




occasional pa tches of ablu er ¢ lay and ch alk. No arc haeological featu res pos itively
identifying ear ly se ttlement on the site were noted during any of the m  onitoring visits
although further evidence for the pond system  in the area were recorded within the
footings for plots 2, 3, 4 and 5. These appeared as large cuts into the natural subsoil that
were filled with a primary fill of brown silt overlain by a dark brown to black mud. This in
turn was overlain by a thick deposit of dark  loamy topsoil containing a m oderately high
proportion of m odern debris (bailer twine, pl astic sheeting, etc.). It was im practicable to
enter the footing tren ches for safety reas ons and consequently it was not possible to
retrieve finds from these lower layers had any been present.

The surface of any spoil tip s on the site were rapidly exam ined for artefacts during each
monitoring visit but none were recovered.

The monitoring archive from this project will be deposited at the Suffolk County Council
Archaeological Service offices in Bury St Edmunds under the reference EYEQ70 along

with the evaluation archive, it is a Iso recorded on the OASIS, online database, reference:
suffolkc1-10127.

Conclusion

No significant archaeolog ical deposits or features appear  to have been com pletely
destroyed by this development. The monitoring of the footings gave good opportunities to
observe for archaeological inte rventions into the natural s ubsoil but other than the pond
type features none were identified.

The pond cuts noted within plots 4 and 5 are related to the known linear pond recently
filled and m arked on cur rent Ordnan ce Survey m aps held in the Ip swich of fice of the
SCCAS. The pond cut within plot 3 is probabl y a northern continuation of this feature.
This could be seen as further evidence fo  r the theory proposed by R. Gardner in the
evaluation report (Gardner 2004) that a continuous pond/ditc h ran across the site and
linked with another pond m arked to the no rth on current OS m aps (NGR 1441 7482) and
that these are all associated with marking the edge of the former green.
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APPENDIX I

SUFFOLK COUNTY COUNCIL

ARCHAEOLOGICAL SERVICE - CONSERVATION TEAM

Brief and Specification for Archaeological Monitoring of Development

LAND NORTH OF LANGTON LODGE, VICTORIA HILL, EYE

Although this document is fundamental to the work of th e specialist archaeological contractor the developer should be
aware that certain of its require ments are likely to impinge upon the working practices of a general building contractor
and may have financial implications, for example see paragr aphs 2.3 & 4.3. The comm issioning body should also be
aware that it may have Health & Safety responsibilities, see paragraph 1.5.

Background

Planning pe rmission to develop on this site has bee n granted conditional upon an acceptable
programme of arc haeological work being carried out (application OL/146/03). Assessment of the
available archacological evidence indicates that the arca affected by development can be adequately
recorded by archaeological monitoring.

An archaeological evaluation has been undertaken which adequately descri bes the archaeological
potential of the area (SCCAS 2004/86). It suggests that a length of ditch on the western side of the
site is lik ely to bethe Green edge ditch. There were few finds or features to cha racterise an
occupation area, however, and it remains possible that the eastern site boundary may be on the line
of the Green frontage, in wh ich case t he development area co uld be frontage with settle ment (a
single probable post-hole was recorded).

A proposed development block plan has been supplied by Ryden Developments which this brief is
designed to answer.

In accordance with the sta ndards and guidance produced by the Institute of Field Arc haeologists
this brief should not be considered sufficient to enable the total execution of the project. A Project
Design or Written Scheme of Investigation (PD/WSI) based upon this brief and the accompanying
outline specification of minimum requirements, is an essential requirement. This must be submitted
by the developers, or their agent, t o the C onservation Team of the Archaeological Service of
Suffolk County Council (S hire Hall, B ury St Edmunds P33 2AR; teleph one/fax: 01284 352443)
for approval. The work m ust not commence until this office has approved both the archacological
contractor as su itable to undertake the work, and the PD/WSI as satisfactory. Th e PD/WSI will
provide the basis for measurable standards and will b ¢ used to establish whether the requirements
of the planning condition will be adequately met.

Detailed standards, information and advice to supplement this brief are to be found in “Standards
for Field Archaeology in the East of England” Occasional Papers 14, East Anglian Archaeology,
2003.

Before an y archaco logical site wo rk can co mmence it is th e resp onsibility o f'the developer to
provide the archae ological contractor with either the con taminated land report forthe site ora
written statement that there is no contamination. . The developer should be aware that investigative
sampling to test for contamination is likely to have an impact on any archaeological deposit which
exists; proposals for sampling should be discussed with this office before execution.

Brief for Archaeological Monitoring

To provide a record of archaeological deposits which are damaged or removed by any development
[including services and landscaping] permitted by the current planning consent.

The m ain academ ic obj ective will centre upon t he potential of this development to produce
evidence for earlier occupation of the site, and to define the location of the Green edge.



23

3.1

32

33

34

4.1

42

43

4.4

4.5

4.6

The si gnificant arch aeologically d amaging activ ities in th is proposal are lik ely to be the site
preparation works involving topsoil stripping (e.g. t he construction ot access roads, hard standing
construction, and landscaping) and the excavation of building footing or ground-beam trenches.

Excavation for site preparation works for ro ads and major services and the upcast soil are to be
observed whilst they are excavated by the building contractor.

In the case of footing trenches the excavation and the upcas t soil, are to be
observed after they have been excavated by the building contractor. Adequate time
is to be allowed for the recording of archaeological deposits during excavation, and
of soil sections following excavation (see 4.3).

Arrangements for Monitoring

To carry out the monitoring work the developer will ap point an archacologist (the archaeological
contractor) who m ust be a pproved byt he C onservation Team of Suffolk County Council’s
Archacological Service (SCCAS) - see 1.3 above.

The developer or his archaeologist will give the Conservation Team of SCCAS five working days
notice of the commencement of ground works onth esite, in ordert hatth ¢ work ofth e
archaeological contractor may be monitored. The method and form of development will also be
monitored to ensure that it conforms to previously agreed locations and techniques upon which this
brief is based.

Allowance must be made to cover archaeological ¢ osts incurred in monitoring the devel opment
works by the cont ract archaeologist. The size of t he ¢ ontingency s hould be est imated by the
approved archaeological contractor, based upon the outline works in paragraph 2.3 of the Brief and
Specification and the building contractor’s programme of works and time-table.

If unexpected rem ains are encountered t he C onservation Team of SCCAS mustbe informed
immediately. Am endments to this specification m ay be made to ensure adequate prov ision for
archaeological recording.

Specification

The developer shall afford access at all rea sonable times to both the County Council Conservation
Team archaeologista ndthec ontracted ‘obser ving a rchaeologist’ to allowa  rchaeological
observation of building and engineering operations which disturb the ground.

Opportunity m ustbe givent ot he “observing arc hacologist’ t o hand excavate any discrete
archaeological feat ures which ap pear during ea rth m oving o perations, r etrieve finds an d make
measured records as necessary.

In the case of tops oil stripping for site prepa ration , access roads, hard standings and landscaping
unimpeded access to the stripped area at the rate of one hour per 100 square metres must be allowed
for archaeological recording at the interface betw een topsoil and clean sub-soil surface before the
area 1s further deepened, traversed by machinery or sub-base deposited.

In the case of footing trenches unimpeded access at the rate of one and a half hours per 10 metres of
trench must be allowed for archaeological recording before concreting or building begin. Where it

is necessary to see archaeological detail one of the soil faces is to be trowelled clean.

All archaeological features exposed must be planned at a minimum scale of 1:50 on a plan showing
the proposed layout of the development.

All contexts must be numbered and finds recorded by context.

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



5. Report Requirements

5.1 An archive of all record s and finds is to be prepared consistent with the principles of Management
of Arc haeological Pr ojects (MAP2), particularly App endix 3.Th is m ust b ¢ deposited with th ¢
County Sites and Monuments Record within 3 m onths of th e completion of work. It will th en
become publicly accessible.

52 Finds must be appropriately conserved and stored in accordance with UK Institute of Conservators
Guidelines. Th e finds, as a n indissoluble part of the site arch ive, should be deposited with the
County SMR if the landowner can be persuaded to agree to this. If this is not possible for all or any
part of the finds archive, then provision must be made for additional recording (e.g. photography,
illustration, analysis) as appropriate.

5.3 A report ont he fieldwork a nd arc hive, ¢ onsistent with t he p rinciples of MAP2, par ticularly
Appendix 4, must be provided. T he report m ust sum marise t he methodology em ployed, t he
stratigraphic sequence, and give a period by period description of the contexts recorded, and an
mventory of finds. Th ¢ objective accoun t of the a rchacological evi dence m ust be clearly
distinguished from its interpretation. The Report must include a discussion and an assessment of the
archaeological evidence. Its conclusions must include a clear statement of the archaeological value
of the results, and t heir significance in t he context of t he Re gional Researc h Fram ework ( East
Anglian Archaeology, Occasional Papers 3 & 8, 1997 and 2000).

54 A summary repott, in the established format, suitable for i nclusion in the annual ‘Archaeology in
Suffolk” section of the Proceedings of t he Suffolk Institute of Archae ology, must be prepared and
included in the project report.

55 County Sites and Monuments Record sheets must be completed, as per the county SMR manual, for
all sites where archaeological finds and/or features are located.

5.6 Atthe start of work  (immediately before fieldwork ¢ ommences) an OASIS online rec ord
http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis/ must be initiated and key fields completed on Details, Location
and Creators forms.

5.7 All parts of t he OASIS online form must be completed for submission to the SMR. This should
include an uploaded .pdf version of the entire report (a paper copy should also be included with the
archive).

Specification by: R D Carr

Suffolk County Council

Archaeological Service Conservation Team
Environment and Transport Department
Shire Hall

Bury St Edmunds

Suffolk IP33 2AR

Date: 10 August 2005 Reference: /Eye-VictoriaHill08

This brief and specification remains valid for 12 months from the above date. If work is not carried
out in full within that time this document will 1a pse; the a uthority should be notified and a revised
brief and specification may be issued.

If the work defined by this brief forms a pa rt of a programme of archaeological work required by a
Planning Condition, th e resul ts m ust be ¢ onsidered by the C onservation Team of the Archaeological
Service of Suffolk County Council, who ha ve the responsibility for advising the a ppropriate Planning
Authority.






