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Summary 
An archaeological evaluation was carried out immediately to the west of the existing 

school buildings off Cordell Road in the centre of Long Melford. Two trenches were 

excavated, all of which revealed evidence of later Iron Age/early Roman occupation on 

the site in the form of ditches, pits, a structural feature and a buried mixed soil layer. 

Redeposited earlier Iron Age pottery and later prehistoric flint were also recovered as 

well as Roman pottery dating to the 2nd century or later. 

 

The levels of preservation varied, mainly due to modern truncation by a pond in Trench 

1, although there were still substantial levels of surviving features and other deposits. 
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1. Introduction 

An archaeological evaluation was carried out prior to a planning application being 

submitted for the extension of the school and the playground on land immediately west 

of the existing school building, in Long Melford, Suffolk. The work was carried out to a 

Brief and Specification issued by Dr Jess Tipper, (of the Suffolk County Council 

Archaeological Service Conservation Team – Appendix 1) to inform the planning 

application. Suffolk County Council Corporate Property funded the evaluation on behalf 

of the primary school, which was carried out between the 24th and 26th October, 2011. 

 

The work was carried out in order to examine the site for potential heritage assets 

before it was damaged or destroyed and to provide sufficient information to construct a 

suitable archaeological conservation strategy for the site’s development. Environmental 

soil samples were taken from several features on site. The results of the analysis of this 

material are not yet available and as such have not been included in this report. 

 

The site is located immediately west of Cordell Road and to the north of Swanfield 

Road, within the village core at grid reference TL 8643 4530 (Fig. 1). 

 

2. Geology and topography 

The geology of the area consists of a superficial polymict deposit of sand, clay and 

gravel, overlying bedrock formations of Lewes Nodular Chalk, Seaford Chalk, 

Newhaven Chalk and Culver Chalk (BGS, 2011). On site, the geology presented itself 

as a superficial deposit of firm pale yellow to mid orange sandy-silt. 

 

The site was largely level, with ground level heights varying between 35.01m and 35.2m 

above the Ordnance Datum. Most of this variation related to the recently built-up ground 

levels near the school building, from which there is a slight slope down to the west. 

1 



3. Archaeology and historical background 

The village of Long Melford is a well-recorded area of substantial later Iron Age and 

Roman settlement, with medieval settlement following Hall Street. A range of evidence 

has been recorded in the general area, as almost all groundworks observed from the 

1960s have produced evidence of Roman activity. The most notable nearby site is a 

large Roman structure, probably part of a bathhouse, which is recorded on the County 

Historic Record as LMD 017 and is a Scheduled Ancient Monument (SF90). This 

building was associated with 1st to 2nd century Roman finds and is located c.250m to 

the west of the site.  

 

Further entries within the county Historic Environment Record (HER) show that the 

western half of the school grounds lie within the area currently defined as the area of 

intensive Roman occupation (LMD 172 – Fig. 1). Other records show finds of Roman 

pottery and coins located within 70-190m of the site (LMD 032, 034 and 035). 

Approximately 75m to the west of the development area, finds and features ranging 

from the later Iron Age to the mid second century have also been recorded, including a 

1st century sword (LMD 131), which forms part of the most significant evidence for Long 

Melford’s Roman military origins. Close to the west of the site further Roman deposits 

have been recorded, including two later Roman burials, which overlaid 1st and 2nd 

century deposits of pits, structural deposits and layers (LMD 115). 

 

There is no evidence on the First, Second or Third editions of the Ordnance Survey 

maps for the past occupation of the site, which reveal only that it was part of a field 

system in the late 19th century through to the early 20th century, as is shown on Figure 

2. 

2 
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Figure 1.  Location map, showing development areas (red) and HER
sites mentioned in the text (green)
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Figure 2. First Edition Ordnance Survey map (1886) showing development outlines (red) 
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Figure 3.  Trench location plan, showing extent of features (black) and development outlines (red)
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4. Methodology 

The trenches were excavated using a JCB equipped with a 1.8m wide toothless bucket 

and the excavation was constantly monitored by an experienced archaeologist, with the 

topsoil being removed, followed by the subsoil layers, in order to expose the 

archaeological levels. All upcast spoil was constantly monitored for finds and it was also 

metal-detected by an experienced detectorist.  

 

The area for the playground extension measured 190sqm, whilst the new classroom 

development was 120sqm, totalling 310sqm. A trench was excavated within each area, 

covering a total area of 52.56sqm, or 16.9% of the development area (Fig. 2). Trench 1 

was 15.2m long, whilst Trench 2 was 14m long.  

  

When the trench excavations were finished soil profiles were cleaned and then recorded 

on SCCAS pro forma record sheets, including descriptions and measurements. 

Features were then cleaned and excavated by hand, with 1m sections being excavated 

through ditches, 100% of pits being excavated and 100% of the possible structural 

feature in Trench 1. Environmental bulk samples were taken from five datable and 

sealed features. Features were then recorded using a single continuous numbering 

system (Appendix 2), on pro forma context sheets. Sections and plans were drawn of 

individual features at 1:20. Colour digital photographs (314 by 314 dpi resolution) were 

taken of the features, as well as of soil profiles and trenches. A trench location plan of 

the site was made using a Real Time Kinematics Leica 1200 Smart Rover GPS, 

working within accuracy tolerances of 0.05m. This was also used to obtain levelling 

information. This survey was processed using LisCAD S.E.E. and MapInfo.  

 

Site data has been input onto the MS Access database and recorded using the County 

Historic Environment Record code LMD 192. An OASIS form has been completed for 

the project (reference no. suffolkc1-112270) and a digital copy of the report submitted 

for inclusion on the Archaeology Data Service database (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/catalog 

ue/library/greylit). The site archive is kept in the main store of Suffolk County Council 

Archaeological Service at Bury St Edmunds under HER code LMD 192. 

6 



5. Results 

5.1 Introduction 

Both trenches produced archaeological features and finds. These include pits, ditches, 

a possible post hole/structural feature, a mixed soil/occupation soil layer, pottery, animal 

bone, ceramic building material (CBM), worked flint and other material. Although in 

places it was difficult to judge the interface between the topsoil, mixed soil layer and the 

archaeological levels, (as a result of disturbances around Trench 1, as well as poorly 

defined soil horizons in both trenches), the features were well preserved and generally 

well sealed. The main cause of disturbance within Trench 1 related to what appeared to 

be the base of a modern pond cut through the wildlife garden, which had been 

subsequently infilled. 

 

Unstratified finds 

A total of fifteen pieces of unstratified and redeposited struck flint were recovered from 

both trenches. These are largely waste flakes, although some show signs of retouch 

and use. A later prehistoric date was assigned to the assemblage. A relatively large 

assemblage of bone fragments was also collected, but these pieces were largely 

heavily damaged and appear to represent a fairly typical assemblage of cow, 

sheep/goat, horse and unidentified bones. 

 

5.2 Trench results 

Trench 1 

Figs. 3 and 4 

The geology within this trench consisted of pale-mid yellow and orange mottled silty-

sand. An initial 0.4 of topsoil and make-up material was removed. Below this a layer of 

mixed soil survived in places, (recorded as 0010), which was up to 0.35m thick, and 

appeared to be cut by the features. This overlaid the natural subsoil. Unstratified finds 

within this trench included fourteen sherds of pottery, thirteen of which dated from the 

later Iron Age to the 4th century, and one to the 12th-14th century. There were also two 

pieces of worked flint, one burnt stone and four fragments of CBM. Generally, the 

archaeological deposits were uncovered at around 0.4-0.5m below the existing ground 
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level, except where truncated by a modern pond which in places was up to 1.2m deep 

below ground level. 

Ditch group 0025 and posthole/slot 0013 

A linear ditch running on an ENE-WSW alignment was excavated in the eastern end of 

the trench, recorded in cuts 0005 and 0022, with an overall number of 0025. Although 

the full profile was not visible in either cut, the base was generally wide and slightly 

concave. The feature’s overall width was >1.3m and its maximum recorded depth was 

c.0.3m. The fills, (0004 and 0023), contained pottery indicating a later Iron Age/mid-late 

1st/3rd century date and mid-late 1st/early 2nd century date, respectively. Finds from fill 

0023 include a fragment of decorated samian, whilst 0004 contained a spindlewhorl 

made form pottery dating to the Conquest period and an imbrex tile. The fills collectively 

contained 220 fragments of animal bone, eight pieces of struck flint, one fragment of 

burnt stone and a nail. At the western end of the ditch, in cut 0022, the ditch either 

terminated or turned to the south. At this point it was also partially truncated by the base 

of the modern pond. 

 

In the base of ditch cut 0005 was a feature recorded as 0013. Initial excavation 

suggested that it was a circular posthole with steep sides, and a flat base which 

measured 0.5m in width and c.0.35 in depth. However further excavation revealed that it 

was c.1.05m long, following the line of the ditch. It contained two deposits, consisting of 

post-packing fill 0012 and the main fill 0011, which produced eight pot sherds dated to 

the mid-late 1st century and five largely intact nail fragments. Two further nails were 

also recovered, one of which was from the surface of ditch 0005 and one from fill 0023 

of ditch cut 0022, which may well also be associated with 0013. The feature’s 

relationship with ditch cut 0005 was unclear due to the similarity between fills 0004 and 

0011. 

 

Ditches 0008 and 0020 

Towards the western end of the trench two ditches were recorded on a NNW-SSE 

alignment, clearly cutting through layer 0010 in plan. Ditch 0008 was 1.23m wide x 

0.38m deep with gently sloping concave edges and a concave base. Its fill, 0009, 

produced thirteen sherds of pottery which was dated as later Iron Age - c.AD 60/70. 

There were also several fragments of fired clay, as well as worked flint, burnt stone and 

animal bone. A small fragment of waste gold (SF 1003), was recovered from the surface 
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of this ditch although it is not clear whether it was within the ditch fill, or from the layers 

overlying it. 

 

Ditch 0020 terminated just before reaching the southern edge of Trench 1. It measured 

0.72m wide x 0.21m deep and had steep concave sides with a straight/flat base. It 

produced no datable finds, but has been associated with ditch 0008 due to their close 

proximity and similar alignment. 

 

Pit/deposit 0014 

Running along the southern edge of the trench was a context recorded as 0014. It was 

very poorly defined but appeared to cut layer 0010, but its relationship with ditch 0008 

was unclear. In plan feature 0014 was roughly oval, or possibly linear measuring 

>2.34m, whilst in section it had steep, irregular edges and a flat base and was up to 

0.4m deep. Fill 0015 produced pottery and worked flint and was dated as mid-late 1st 

century. 

Layer 0010 

In the western half of Trench 1 was a layer of light brown silty-sand mottled with yellow 

sand, which was up to 0.32m deep. It was quite disturbed by bioturbation and was 

difficult to distinguish from the natural subsoil in places. Occasional pot sherds were 

retrieved of mid-late 1st century date. This layer was cut by all the features in Trench 1 

and was interpreted on site as either a plough soil, or a mixture of wind-blown silt and 

sand and occupation material. Layer 0024 in Trench 2 consisted of very similar material. 
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Figure 4.  Trench 1 plan
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Plate 3. Posthole/slot 0013 in ditch 0005, facing ENE (1m scale) 

 
Plate 4. Ditch 0022 being truncated by base of modern pond, facing SSE (1m scale) 
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Trench 2 

Fig. 5 

The geology in this trench consisted of pale orangish-yellow mottled sandy-silt of firm 

compaction. Initially 0.3-0.4m of paving slabs and associated screed material had to be 

removed to uncover c.0.36-45m of buried topsoil/make-up layers. At approximately 

0.8m below ground level the first archaeological deposits were uncovered. The features 

within the trench, (perhaps with the exception of pit 0018), were cut into layer 0024, 

which was up to 0.32m deep and was above the natural subsoil. There was a limited 

quantity of unstratified pottery from Trench 2, which consisted of six pottery sherds of 

Iron Age and later Iron Age - c.AD 60/70 and two pieces of CBM, one of which was 

post-medieval. 
 

Pit 0006 

Emerging from the west edge of Trench 2 was a shallow pit recorded as 0006. It 

appeared to be oval in plan with a NNW-SSE alignment and fairly steep sides coming to 

a slightly irregular base. The fill, 0007, was difficult to define from layer 0024, but it 

produced seven sherds of pottery that were given a mid-late 1st century date. 
 

Ditch 0016 and pit 0018 

Ditch 0016 ran straight across the trench and had steep sides and a fairly flat base and 

appeared to cut pit 0018. Fill 0017 was mid brownish-grey sandy-silt and contained 

animal bone and pottery dated to the early-late 2nd century.  

 

An irregular, poorly-defined pit 0018 was found on the west side of Trench 2. It had 

steep sides and a fairly flat base, but it was particularly poorly defined on its southern 

edge, where it ran into layer 0024. The mid orangish-grey sandy-silt fill, 0019, produced 

pottery, worked flint and animal bone, and is dated to the later Iron Age to c.AD 60-70.  

 

Layer 0024 

Layer 0024 was very similar to layer 0010 in Trench 1, although it was a slightly paler 

yellow sandy-silt and as a result of this it was harder to distinguish from the natural 

subsoil. As such it was not excavated within this trench because it could not be clearly 

defined and it seemed to be largely naturally-derived.
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 6. Finds and environmental evidence 

Andy Fawcett 

6.1 Introduction 

Table 1 shows the quantities of finds collected from the evaluation.  Finds were 

retrieved from thirteen contexts in two trenches.  A full contextual breakdown of the bulk 

finds can be seen in Appendix 3.  Also present are five small finds which have been 

recorded separately.  A further smaller collection of finds was retrieved from the 

sampling process.  These do not contribute any significant additional information to the 

overall analysis and interpretation of the existing finds assemblage so are not included 

the quantification. 

 
Find type No Wt/g 
Pottery 302 2953 
CBM 13 214 
Fired clay 8 42 
Worked flint 15 123 
Burnt flint/stone 11 248 
Slag 1 459 
Iron nails 7 48 
Animal bone 437 1143 
Total 794 5230 

                                               Table 1.  Finds quantities 

6.2 The Pottery 

Introduction 

A total of 302 sherds weighing 2953g was recorded from the evaluation.  The majority of 

the assemblage is dated to the LIA/Roman period, with smaller amounts of Iron Age 

pottery and a single post-medieval sherd.  A complete contextual breakdown of the 

pottery assemblage can be seen in Appendix 4. 

Methodology 

All of the pottery has been examined at x20 vision and allocated to fabric groups.  

Codes have been assigned to these groups using the Suffolk fabric series (SCCAS) and 

form types (where possible) have been catalogued using the Suffolk form type series 

(unpub), which is supplemented by Going’s Chelmsford catalogue (1987).  All of the 

pottery has been recorded by sherd count, weight and EVE and a full contextual 

breakdown of this information forms part of the site archive. 
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Iron Age 

A total of thirteen sherds (90g) of hand-made prehistoric pottery dated from the early to 

later Iron Age have been recorded in four contexts (0003, 0004, 0009 and 0023).  The 

pottery displays only slight abrasion, although only one rim sherd is present within the 

assemblage.  This is a bowl rim in ditch fill 0009.  It is in a medium sandy fabric with 

lime (HML) and a similar example can be seen at Burgh (Martin 1988, 38; fig 19, no 

3/4).  The bowl is dated from AD1-25 at Burgh and related types are present up to the 

Conquest period; the example within this assemblage is also associated with LIA grog-

tempered pottery.  A further six hand-made sherds, in variable sandy fabrics (HMS), are 

also present in ditch fill 0009, which are also dated to the Iron Age.  Other similar HMS 

fabrics are present in the unstratified context 0003 and ditch fills 0004 and 0023.  

Context 0003 also contains single examples of sandy fabrics with shell (HMSH), flint 

(HMF) and organics (HMSO).  All of the Iron Age pottery has been recorded in Trench 1 

and in all instances it is associated with LIA and or Roman pottery. 

LIA/Roman 

The larger part of this assemblage was recorded from Trench 1.  In general the 

LIA/Roman and Roman pottery assemblage displays only slight abrasion and the 

average sherd weight is a reasonable 9.50g.  The diagnostic element of the 

assemblage (rims and bases) is low and many of the forms cannot be identified beyond 

their general vessel class.  A full quantified breakdown of fabric and their quantities can 

be seen in Table 2. 
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Fabric Code No % No Weight/g % weight Eve % eve 
Continental finewares 
South Gaulish samian ware SASG 3 1 23 1 0.07 5 
Regional coarsewares 
Colchester buff wares COLB 3 1 48 2 - - 
Nene Valley white ware NVWM 1 0.5 32 1.5 - - 
Coarsewares 
Miscellaneous black 
burnished ware 

BB 1 0.5 9 0.5 - - 

Black surfaced wares BSW 39 14 208 10.5 0.35 25.5 
Black surfaced wares/grog 
tempered wares 

BSW/GROG 3 1 59 3 0.06 4 

Miscellaneous buff wares BUF 11 4 5 0.5 0.04 3 
Grey micaceous wares 
(black surfaced) 

GMB 2 0.5 5 0.5 - - 

Grey micaceous wares (grey 
surfaced) 

GMG 12 4.5 49 2.5 0.10 7 

Grog tempered wares 
(Belgic) 

GROG 142 52 1067 53.5 0.40 29 

Miscellaneous sandy grey 
wares 

GX 35 13 321 16 0.35 25.5 

Miscellaneous red coarse 
wares 

RX 19 7 166 8 - - 

Storage jar fabrics* STOR 16 - 851 - 0.16 - 
White slipped oxidised 
wares 

WSO 1 0.5 3 0.5 - - 

Total  288  2846  1.53  

 Table 2.  Finds quantities  

(*not included in percentage calculation) 

 

As Table 2 indicates around fifty percent of the assemblage is made up of wheel thrown 

(Belgic) grog-tempered fabrics, most of which contain black grog (GROG).  This is a 

fabric that straddles the Conquest period (LIA-c AD60/70) although where it is 

associated with obvious Roman fabrics it has been dated from the mid to late 1st 

century.  It is not possible to say with any certainty if any individual contexts are dated 

solely to the LIA period.  This is generally because there are either too few sherds within 

a fill, or no form types are clearly dated to the pre-Conquest period.  Additionally, the 

often mixed nature of the stratigraphy in Trench 1 (Brooks, pers.com) has complicated 

the issue further.  The largest assemblage of grog-tempered fabrics is in ditch fill 0009 

(the context also contains earlier Iron Age fabrics too).  Although three jar forms are 

present (4/5 and 5.10), one beaker (3.13) and cup (6.9), none of these are distinctive 

enough to date the context to the pre-Conquest period.  All of the fills with pottery in 

Trench 2 (0002, 0007, 0017 and 0019) contain grog-tempered pottery, however except 

for 0002 (unstratified), the remainder also have Roman pottery. 
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Roman 

As described in the previous paragraph several contexts are dated from the mid to late 

1st century by the presence of GROG alongside Roman fabrics.  These include pit fills 

0007, 0011 and 0015, layer 0010, ditch fill 0023 and possibly pit fill 0019.   

 

Only three fragments of South Gaulish samian ware are present (23g).  These belong to 

a Drg27 cup (0001), a Drg18 plate (0011) and a foliage decorated body sherd (0023) 

from a bowl (possibly a Drg30 or 37).  Two regional coarsewares are present within the 

assemblage.  The first of these is a single very abraded sherd of Lower Nene Valley 

white ware (32g).  This unstratified sherd (0001) is dated from the late 3rd to 4th 

century, is possibly part of a mortaria.  The other fabric is Colchester buff ware (COLB).  

All of the sherds of this fabric are part of the same flagon located in ditch fill 0004. 

 

The most common unsourced fabrics (which are most likely to be Suffolk products) are 

Black-surfaced wares (BSW) and Sandy grey wares (GX).  Thereafter, smaller numbers 

of Buff wares (BUF), Red coarse wares (RX) and both Grey and Black surfaced 

micaceous grey wares (GMG and GMB) are also present. 

 

Their form assemblage is mainly made up of jars which cannot be identified beyond 

their general class.  Of note is a GX channel-rimmed jar similar to Going’s 5.3/4 which is 

dated from the mid 1st to 2nd century.  A flat-rimmed dish (6.18) with an acute lattice 

pattern is present in 0017 and this is dated from the early to later 2nd century. 

 

As the presence of a flat-rimmed dish, and the possible indented beaker sherds in 0004 

suggest, there are hints at later Roman activity on the site (2nd century +) but in both 

instances these are accompanied by earlier grog-tempered fabrics. 

Post-medieval  

A single abraded base sherd (17g) of Glazed red earthenware (GRE) is present within 

the unstratified context 0001 of Tr.1.  The sherd has an olive green glaze and is dated 

from the 16th-18th century.  The remaining thirty-one sherds within the context are 

dated to the LIA/Roman period. 

 

 

19 



6.3 Ceramic building materials (CBM) 

Thirteen small and abraded fragments of CBM (214g), predominantly dated to the 

Roman period, have been recorded in five contexts.  These are from three unstratified 

contexts, one ditch fill and one pit fill; a full contextual breakdown of the CBM can be 

seen in Appendix 5. 

 

Most of the assemblage is composed of small oxidised non-diagnostic fragments.  A 

single imbrex fragment (77g) is present in ditch fill 0004, which is oxidised and in a 

medium sandy fabric with clay pellets (mscp).  This context also contains Roman 

pottery.  Undiagnostic pieces of roof tile make up the remainder of the assemblage.  All 

are oxidised and are in medium sandy fabrics mostly with clay pellets. 

 

One roof tile fragment in the unstratified context 0002 of Trench 2 is more likely to be 

dated to the late medieval/post-medieval period.  It is fully oxidised and in a medium 

sandy fabric with ferrous inclusions (msfe) as well as rare large flint. 
 

6.4 Fired clay 

Two contexts contain fired clay (8 fragments @ 42g).  Two unstratified (0002) partially 

oxidised fragments (16g), both display slight abrasion.  These are medium sandy with 

abundant irregular voids (mostly of an organic nature) as well as common ill-sorted 

chalk (msch).  One of the pieces exhibits a small area of an irregular-flat surface.  The 

six pieces in ditch fill 0009 (26g) are varyingly oxidised and mostly display only slight 

abrasion.  Five of the fragments are in a medium sandy fabric often with frequent calcite 

type voids (msc), whilst one piece is in the msch fabric.  Two fragments have irregular-

flat surface areas.  The pottery in 0009 is dated the LIA to cAD60/70.  None of the 

pieces in either context have any clear wattle marks or show any sign of burning. 
 

6.5 Worked flint 

Justine Biddle 
 
Fifteen pieces of struck flint were recovered from six contexts.  The flint was recorded 

by type and other descriptive comments about appearance, condition and technology 

have been noted and a date has been suggested. Descriptions are included in Table 3. 
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Context Type No Patinated Notes Date 
0001 Flake 1 No Thin flake with hinge fracture at distal 

end and approximately 45% cortex 
remaining. No evidence of use-wear or 
retouch. 

Later Prehistoric 

0001 Flake 1 No Squat flake with hinge fracture at distal 
end. No evidence of use-wear or 
retouch. 

Later Prehistoric 

0004 Flake 1 No Flake with hinge fracture and 
pronounced ripples. Approximately 10% 
cortex remaining. No evidence of use-
wear/retouch. 

Later Prehistoric 

0004 Flake 1 No Small flake with hinge fracture at distal 
end. Evidence of limited use-wear on 
one edge. 

Later Prehistoric 

0004 Flake 1 No Small thin flake with approximately 5% 
cortex remaining. No evidence of use-
wear or retouch. 

Later Prehistoric 

0004 Flake 1 No Small thin flake broken at the distal end 
with negative flake scars on the dorsal 
surface. No evidence of use-wear or 
retouch. 

Later Prehistoric 

0004 Flake 1 Yes Squat flake with pronounced ripples on 
ventral surface. Lightly patinated and 
rolled on dorsal surface, ventral face 
unpatinated indicating patination 
occurred before flint was worked. 

Later Prehistoric 

0004 Retouched 
flake 

1 No Long flake with approximately 10% 
cortex remaining. Evidence of limited 
retouch on one edge. 

Later Prehistoric 

0009 Flake 1 No Small thin flake with negative flake 
scars on the dorsal surface. No 
evidence of use-wear or retouch. 

Later Prehistoric 

0015 Flake 1 No Small thin sub-triangular flake. No 
evidence of use-wear or retouch. 

Later Prehistoric 

0019 Flake 1 No Small flake with pronounced ripples on 
the ventral surface. No evidence of use-
wear or retouch. 

Later Prehistoric 

0019 Flake 1 No Small thin flake with approximately 40% 
cortex remaining. Broken at the distal 
end. No evidence of use-wear or 
retouch. 

Later Prehistoric 

0019 Retouched 
flake 

1 Yes Rolled and patinated flake with 
approximately 10% cortex remaining. 
Evidence of retouch on two edges 
suggests use as a scraper or very basic 
knife. Patination is present on the entire 
surface indicating that it occurred after 
the flint was worked. 

Mesolithic/Neolithic 

0023 Flake 1 Yes Small flake broken at the distal end with 
a flake scar on the dorsal surface 
indicating that a flake with a hinge 
fracture was removed. Approximately 
20% cortex remaining. Lightly patinated 
on one side indicating that the flint was 
worked after patination occurred. No 
evidence of use-wear or retouch. 

Later Prehistoric 

0023 Fragment 1 No Small thin broken end of a flake. Later Prehistoric 

       Table 3.  Flint descriptions 

 

The assemblage is made up of clearly manufactured flakes, although only three of 

these show evidence of retouch or use.  Amongst them are a number with hinge 

fractures and pronounced ripples.  This may be suggestive of less controlled working 

and therefore a Bronze Age or even Iron Age date may be assigned to them.  However, 
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being residual in later contexts it cannot be certain that they are all contemporary so a 

general later prehistoric (Neolithic-Iron Age) date has been allocated to these. 

 

The retouched flake in pit fill 0019 is likely to be older than the other pieces as this is 

patinated.   The retouched area on the edge is also patinated, and it has therefore been 

assigned a Mesolithic/Neolithic date.  However, it is possible that this has just been 

affected by different taphonomic factors post-deposition. 

 

The other two patinated flakes, from ditch fills 0004 and 0023, are most likely to have 

been worked after patination occurred.  These are dated to the later prehistoric period, 

in line with the other flakes. 

6.6 Burnt flint/stone 

Burnt flint/stone were recovered from two ditch fills, one pit fill and an unstratified 

context.  All of the burnt flint fragments are coloured grey to white indicating that they 

were probably utilised in the preparation and cooking of food in the prehistoric period.  

However, all of these examples are residual in Roman contexts.  The two examples of 

burnt stone (0004 and 0009) are both red indicating a fire event such as tree root 

burning. 

6.7 Slag 

Ditch fill 0004 contains a single large conglomerated slag fragment (459g).  It is 

irregularly shaped and coloured brown to grey with variable areas of magnetism.  The 

context also contains Roman pottery. 

6.8 Iron nails 

Iron nail fragments are present in three contexts, pit fill 0011, ditch fill 0023 and the 

unstratified context 0003.  The best examples are in 0011 (5 fragments @ 42g), most of 

which have intact flat sub-rounded heads.  The context also contains Roman pottery. 

6.9 Small finds 

Identified by Ruth Beveridge 

In total five small finds are present within the finds assemblage of which one is gold, two 

copper alloy, one iron and one ceramic.  A description and commentary on each find is 

provided and a full catalogue of small finds can be seen in Appendix 6. 
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Roman 

1.  A ceramic spindle whorl clipped from the body sherd of a large black grog-tempered jar.  The outer surface 
exhibits combing and the post-firing pierced hole is off centre.  Wheel thrown grog-tempered fabrics generally 
straddle the conquest period fading out around AD60/70.  Larger storage vessels may have a slightly longer lifespan 
and Going indicates that the fabric was starting to be replaced around the later 1st century by greyware fabrics (1987, 
9).  In this instance the spindle whorl is accompanied by pottery of a similar date range.  SF1004 (Tr. 1 0004). 
 
Medieval 
2.  A corner fragment of a copper alloy mount that was possibly used on a belt or box.  It has a hole in the corner for 
a rivet/fixing, on the reverse, the metal around the hole is punched out.  A small proportion of the openwork can still 
be seen.  The mount is not closely datable within the medieval period.  SF1002 (Tr.1 0001). 
 
Post-medieval 
3.  A copper alloy Charles I farthing dated AD1625-49.  The coin is worn and clipped.  The obverse has a central 
crown with the legend G. BRI  CARO I ; the remaining letters are unreadable.  The reverse has a central crown 
above a harp.  Only a small number of letters are visible, these read B: REX.  SF1001 (Tr. 1 0001). 
 
Unknown date 
4.  A small, flat and irregular shaped piece of waste gold.  SF1003 (Tr. 1 0001). 
 
5.  A corroded iron shaft fragment which is square in section.  It is bent into a circle shape.  One terminal is broken, 
the other has two small prongs in a ‘V’ shape.  SF1005 (Tr. 1 0004). 
 

6.10 Faunal Remains 

Mike Feider 

Introduction 
The evaluation recovered 437 fragments of animal bone from a series of Roman ditches 

and pits. 

Methodology 

The remains from each context were scanned and each element identified to species 

where possible or classed as unidentified.  The number of fragments and any 

associated butchery, ageing, and taphonomic information was recorded in a Microsoft 

Access database which will accompany the site archive. 

Preservation 

The remains are in a very poor state of preservation, and a high degree of surface 

weathering, erosion, and fragmentation is present throughout the assemblage.  

Calcined and charred fragments are present in fill 0004 of ditch 0005, fill 0009 of ditch 

0008, and fill 0023 of ditch 0022. 

Summary 

The assemblage contains 437 fragments, with only thirty-seven (8.5%) identifiable to 

species due to the high degree of fragmentation and weathering of diagnostic features.  

Twenty-five of the identified fragments are teeth representing cow, sheep/goat, and 
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horse.  Such a high proportion of loose teeth is further evidence of the poor preservation 

on this site. 

 

The remaining elements of the cow assemblage include a horncore in fill 0004 of ditch 

0005 and a metatarsal in fill 0023 of ditch 0022.  The sheep/goat fragments are made 

up of an axis, pelvis, metatarsal, and fragments of mandible in fill 0009 of ditch 0008, a 

humerus in fill 0019 of pit 0018, and a radius in fill 0023 of ditch 0022.  Additionally, 

most of the unidentifiable remains in fill 0023 of ditch 0022 are probably from a 

fragmented cow skull. 

 

 
Context Feature 

Number 
Feature type Cow Sheep/ 

goat 
Horse Unidentified Total 

0002  Finds 0 0 0 1 1 
0003 0005 Finds 0 0 0 1 1 
0004 0005 Ditch 3 1 1 34 39 
0009 0008 Ditch 7 14 1 111 133 
0011 0013 Pit/linear 0 0 0 8 8 
0017 0016 Ditch 0 2 0 7 9 
0019 0018 Pit 0 1 0 61 62 
0021 0020 Linear/ditch 0 1 0 2 3 
0023 0022 Ditch 5 1 0 175 181 
Total   15 20 2 400 437 

          Table 4.  Species count by context 

 

Butchery marks are present on two fragments.  A sheep/goat pelvis in fill 0009 of ditch 

0008 had several chop marks on the ilium near the acetabulum, and a badly worn, 

unidentifiable fragment of either rib or vertebral process had been chopped through.  

Further evidence of butchery may have been lost due to the weathering of bone 

surfaces. 

 

Toothwear data could be collected from the sheep/goat mandible in fill 0009 of ditch 

0008, but the assemblage is otherwise lacking in ageing data. 

Conclusion 

Any discussion of the Long Melford Primary School assemblage is limited by its high 

degree of weathering, erosion, and fragmentation.  That this level of preservation is 

present across the site suggests that soil conditions may be more to blame than the 

deposition of previously exposed remains. 

24 



6.11 Plant macrofossils 

No report from the relevant specialist was available at the time of writing. 

6.12 Discussion of material evidence 

The finds collection is dominated by the pottery assemblage.  This indicates some form 

of Iron Age activity, in or around the immediate area of the current site, represented by 

residual hand-made sherds and possibly elements of the flint assemblage.  However it 

is clear that the main period of activity possibly spans both the later Iron Age and early 

Roman period.  On the other hand, due to a number of limiting factors within the pottery 

assemblage it is not possible to ascertain the extent (if any) of the later Iron Age use of 

the site.  A small number of samian sherds provide a date range of mid 1st to early 2nd 

century but there is no clear evidence for consistent site use past the end of the 2nd 

century.  Nevertheless a proportion of the ceramic evidence certainly supports the mid 

to later 1st century as one phase of activity on site.  Interestingly at 29 Swanfield Road 

(LMD 187), around 200 metres to the south of the current site, the ceramic data has a 

similar profile (Fawcett 2010).  Here the majority of contexts are dated from the mid to 

later 1st century, with smaller amounts possibly dated to the 2nd century.  Equally only 

two south Gaulish samian sherds were identified and the two principle coarseware 

fabrics are GROG and BSW. 
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7. Discussion 

Excavation of the features and the collection of finds appear to indicate two distinct 

periods of occupation on site. Firstly there is artefactual evidence of a later 

prehistoric/Iron Age phase in the locality, although no archaeological deposits from this 

period were found in this phase of work. The remaining occupation of the area is in the 

later Iron Age/early Roman period, with which most of the features seem to be 

associated, although there is also limited evidence of some slightly later Roman activity. 

Detailed phasing of the site has not been possible due to the lack of stratigraphic 

relationships between many of the features. 

 

It is clear that there is a substantial level of well preserved later Iron Age/earlier Roman 

activity, characterised by ditches and pits. One feature of particular interest is the large 

Roman posthole or timber slot within ditch 0005. The notable number of nails from 

within its fill, as well as those from ditch group 0025, appears to indicate further that this 

was a structural feature, rather than an unusually shaped pit. It is likely that associated 

structural remains may be present in the vicinity. 

 

Layer 0010/0024 is significant as it may provide evidence for the earliest use of the site 

in the later Iron Age/early Roman phase. It has parallels with two layers (0002 and 

0004) recorded from a monitoring that was carried out to south of the site at LMD 187. 

Here layer 0002 in particular appears to represent an early occupation deposit. There is 

also a similar pottery pattern between the current evaluation and LMD 187, which 

suggests that similar site occupation and formation processes were taking place 

simultaneously in both cases. 
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8. Conclusions and recommendations for further work 

The evaluation has identified that archaeological deposits are well preserved in both 

areas of development and that they relate mainly to the later Iron Age-early Roman 

period, with potential for some more early-mid Iron Age activity and early-mid-Roman 

occupation as well.  

 

The location of the site within the town of Long Melford is significant, as it is not far from 

the area where the 1st century sword was recovered (LMD 131). As such the site has 

the potential to provide evidence uncovering details of the possible military origins of the 

early Roman settlement. The singular posthole/timber slot identified in Trench 1 of the 

evaluation may therefore be of particular importance. 

 

As a result of the archaeological deposits which have been recorded within both 

trenches on the site, it is recommended that any development of the site should be 

preceded by a programme of archaeological excavation to record all deposits. While 

there are no heritage assets of sufficient significance to warrant preservation in situ, the 

site clearly contains archaeological deposits which  would be disturbed or destroyed by 

development. Despite some truncation within Trench 1, there are areas where the 

archaeological levels are present at only 0.42m below the current ground level, such as 

layer 0010 and feature 0014. As it is also likely that the removal of the organic material, 

plastic sheeting and sharp sand at the base of the pond would be required for the 

extension of the playground, this would expose the surface of the archaeological 

deposits in the east of the trench too. The archaeological deposits within Trench 2 

survive at a greater depth at c.0.85-0.9m below the ground level. Also, there is a lower 

density of features and finds within this area and as such a strip and map programme 

may be suitable here, with a contingency for full excavation should further deposits be 

uncovered. 
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9. Archive deposition 

Paper and photographic archive: SCCAS Bury St Edmunds  

Digital archive: SCCAS R:\Environmental Protection\Conservation\Archaeology\Archive 

\Long Melford\ LMD 192 primary school Evaluation 

Finds and environmental archive: SCCAS Bury St Edmunds. Store Location: Parish box 

J/115/3 
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Suffolk County Council (9-10 The Churchyard, Shire Hall, Bury St Edmunds IP33 2AR) for 
approval. The work must not commence until this office has approved both the archaeological 
contractor as suitable to undertake the work, and the WSI as satisfactory. The WSI will 
provide the basis for measurable standards and will be used to satisfy the requirements of the 
planning condition. 

 
1.10 Neither this specification nor the WSI, however, is a sufficient basis for the discharge of the 

planning condition relating to archaeological investigation. Only the full implementation of the 
scheme, both completion of fieldwork and reporting based on the approved WSI, will enable 
SCCAS/CT to advise the Local Planning Authority that the condition has been adequately 
fulfilled and can be discharged. 

 
1.10 Before any archaeological site work can commence it is the responsibility of the developer to 

provide the archaeological contractor with either the contaminated land report for the site or a 
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 the 
Conservation Team of the Archaeological Service of SCC (SCCAS/CT) before execution. 

 
1.12 The responsibility for identifying any constraints on field-work, e.g. Scheduled Monument 

status, Listed Building status, public utilities or other services, tree preservation orders,  
SSSIs, wildlife sites &c., ecological considerations rests with the commissioning body and its 
archaeological contractor. The existence and content of the archaeological brief does not 
over-ride such constraints or imply that the target area is freely available. 

 
1.13 Any changes to the specifications that the project archaeologist may wish to make after 

approval by this office should be communicated directly to SCCAS/CT and the client for 
approval. 

 
 
2. Brief for the Archaeological Evaluation 
 
2.1  Establish whether any archaeological deposit exists in the area, with particular regard to any 

which are of sufficient importance to merit preservation in situ. 
 
2.2 Identify the date, approximate form and purpose of any archaeological deposit within the 

application area, together with its likely extent, localised depth and quality of preservation. 
 
2.3 Evaluate the likely impact of past land uses, and the possible presence of masking 

colluvial/alluvial deposits. 
 
2.4 Establish the potential for the survival of environmental evidence. 
 
2.5 Provide sufficient information to construct an archaeological conservation strategy, dealing 

with preservation, the recording of archaeological deposits, working practices, timetables and 
orders of cost. 

 
2.6 This project will be carried through in a manner broadly consistent with English Heritage's 

Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (MAP2), all stages will follow a process of 
assessment and justification before proceeding to the next phase of the project. Field 
evaluation is to be followed by the preparation of a full archive, and an assessment of 
potential.  Any further excavation required as mitigation is to be followed by the preparation of 
a full archive, and an assessment of potential, analysis and final report preparation may follow. 
Each stage will be the subject of a further brief and updated project design; this document 
covers only the evaluation stage. 
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2.7 The developer or his archaeologist will give SCCAS/CT (address as above) five working days 
notice of the commencement of ground works on the site, in order that the work of the 
archaeological contractor may be monitored. 

 
2.8 If the approved evaluation design is not carried through in its entirety (particularly in the 

instance of trenching being incomplete) the evaluation report may be rejected. Alternatively 
the presence of an archaeological deposit may be presumed, and untested areas included on 
this basis when defining the final mitigation strategy. 

 
2.9 An outline specification, which defines certain minimum criteria, is set out below. 
 
 
3. Specification:  Trenched Evaluation 
 
3.1 Two linear trial trenches are to be excavated to cover the new development: a single 15.00m 

long x 1.80m wide trench across the footprint of the new building, and a single 15.00m long x 
1.80m wide trench across the new games area.  

 
3.2 If excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ 1.80m wide must be used. A scale 

plan showing the proposed locations of the trial trenches should be included in the WSI and 
the detailed trench design must be approved by SCCAS/CT before field work begins. 

 
3.3  The topsoil may be mechanically removed using an appropriate machine with a back-acting 

arm and fitted with a toothless bucket, down to the interface layer between topsoil and subsoil 
or other visible archaeological surface. All machine excavation is to be under the direct control 
and supervision of an archaeologist. The topsoil should be examined for archaeological 
material. 

 
3.4 The top of the first archaeological deposit may be cleared by machine, but must then be 

cleaned off by hand.  There is a presumption that excavation of all archaeological deposits will 
be done by hand unless it can be shown there will not be a loss of evidence by using a 
machine. The decision as to the proper method of excavation will be made by the senior 
project archaeologist with regard to the nature of the deposit. 

 
3.5 In all evaluation excavation there is a presumption of the need to cause the minimum 

disturbance to the site consistent with adequate evaluation; that significant archaeological 
features, e.g. solid or bonded structural remains, building slots or post-holes, should be 
preserved intact even if fills are sampled. For guidance: 
 
For linear features, 1.00m wide slots (min.) should be excavated across their width; 

 
For discrete features, such as pits, 50% of their fills should be sampled (in some instances  
100% may be requested). 

 
3.6 There must be sufficient excavation to give clear evidence for the period, depth and nature of 

any archaeological deposit. The depth and nature of colluvial or other masking deposits must 
be established across the site. 

 
3.7 Archaeological contexts should, where possible, be sampled for palaeoenvironmental 

remains. Best practice should allow for sampling of interpretable and datable archaeological 
deposits and provision should be made for this. The contractor shall show what provision has 
been made for environmental assessment of the site and must provide details of the sampling 
strategies for retrieving artefacts, biological remains (for palaeoenvironmental and 
palaeoeconomic investigations), and samples of sediments and/or soils (for 
micromorphological and other pedological/sedimentological analyses. Advice on the 
appropriateness of the proposed strategies will be sought from Helen Chappell, English 
Heritage Regional Adviser for Archaeological Science (East of England).  A guide to sampling 
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archaeological deposits (Murphy, P.L. and Wiltshire, P.E.J., 1994, A guide to sampling 
archaeological deposits for environmental analysis) is available for viewing from SCCAS. 

 
3.8 Any natural subsoil surface revealed should be hand cleaned and examined for archaeological 

deposits and artefacts.  Sample excavation of any archaeological features revealed may be 
necessary in order to gauge their date and character. 

 
3.9 Metal detector searches must take place at all stages of the excavation by an experienced 

metal detector user. 
 
3.10 All finds will be collected and processed (unless variations in this principle are agreed 

SCCAS/CT during the course of the evaluation). 
 
3.11 Human remains must be left in situ except in those cases where damage or desecration are to 

be expected, or in the event that analysis of the remains is shown to be a requirement of 
satisfactory evaluation of the site.  However, the excavator should be aware of, and comply 
with, the provisions of Section 25 of the Burial Act 1857. 

 
3.12 Plans of any archaeological features on the site are to be drawn at 1:20 or 1:50, depending on 

the complexity of the data to be recorded.  Sections should be drawn at 1:10 or 1:20 again 
depending on the complexity to be recorded.  All levels should relate to Ordnance Datum. Any 
variations from this must be agreed with SCCAS/CT. 

 
3.13 A photographic record of the work is to be made, consisting of both monochrome photographs 

and colour transparencies and/or high resolution digital images. 
 
3.14 Topsoil, subsoil and archaeological deposit to be kept separate during excavation to allow 

sequential backfilling of excavations. 
 
3.15 Trenches should not be backfilled without the approval of SCCAS/CT. Suitable arrangements 

should be made with the client to ensure trenches are appropriately backfilled, compacted and 
consolidated in order to prevent subsequent subsidence. 

 
 
4. General Management 
 
4.1 A timetable for all stages of the project must be agreed before the first stage of work 

commences, including monitoring by SCCAS/CT.  The archaeological contractor will give not 
less than five days written notice of the commencement of the work so that arrangements for 
monitoring the project can be made. 

 
4.2 The composition of the archaeology contractor staff must be detailed and agreed by this 

office, including any subcontractors/specialists. For the site director and other staff likely to 
have a major responsibility for the post-excavation processing of this evaluation there must 
also be a statement of their responsibilities or a CV for post-excavation work on other 
archaeological sites and publication record. Ceramic specialists, in particular, must have 
relevant experience from this region, including knowledge of local ceramic sequences.  

 
4.3 It is the archaeological contractor’s responsibility to ensure that adequate resources are 

available to fulfill the Brief. 
 
4.4 A detailed risk assessment must be provided for this particular site. 
 
4.5 No initial survey to detect public utility or other services has taken place.  The responsibility for 

this rests with the archaeological contractor. 
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4.6  The Institute for Archaeologists’ Standard and Guidance for archaeological field evaluation 
(revised 2001) should be used for additional guidance in the execution of the project and in 
drawing up the report. 

 
 
5. Report Requirements 
 
5.1 An archive of all records and finds must be prepared consistent with the principles of English 

Heritage's Management of Archaeological Projects, 1991 (particularly Appendix 3.1 and 
Appendix 4.1). 

 
5.2 The report should reflect the aims of the WSI. 
 
5.3 The objective account of the archaeological evidence must be clearly distinguished from its 

archaeological interpretation. 
 
5.4 An opinion as to the necessity for further evaluation and its scope may be given.  No further 

site work should be embarked upon until the primary fieldwork results are assessed and the 
need for further work is established. 

 
5.5 Reports on specific areas of specialist study must include sufficient detail to permit 

assessment of potential for analysis, including tabulation of data by context, and must include 
non-technical summaries.  

 
5.6 The Report must include a discussion and an assessment of the archaeological evidence, 

including an assessment of palaeoenvironmental remains recovered from palaeosols and cut 
features. Its conclusions must include a clear statement of the archaeological potential of the 
site, and the significance of that potential in the context of the Regional Research Framework 
(East Anglian Archaeology, Occasional Papers 3 & 8, 1997 and 2000). 

 
5.7 The results of the surveys should be related to the relevant known archaeological information 

held in the County Historic Environment Record (HER). 
 
5.8 A copy of the Specification should be included as an appendix to the report.  
 
5.9 The project manager must consult the County HER Officer (Dr Colin Pendleton) to obtain a 

HER number for the work. This number will be unique for each project or site and must be 
clearly marked on any documentation relating to the work. 

 
5.10 Finds must be appropriately conserved and stored in accordance with UK Institute of 

Conservators Guidelines. 
 
5.11 The project manager should consult the intended archive depository before the archive is 

prepared regarding the specific requirements for the archive deposition and curation, and 
regarding any specific cost implications of deposition. The intended depository should be 
stated in the WSI, for approval.  The intended depository must be prepared to accept the 
entire archive resulting from the project (both finds and written archive) in order to create a 
complete record of the project. 

 
5.12     If the County Store is not the intended depository, the project manager should ensure that a 

duplicate copy of the written archive is deposited with the County HER.     
 
5.13 If the County Store is the intended location of the archive, the project manager should consult 

the SCCAS Archive Guidelines 2010 and also the County Historic Environment Record Officer 
regarding the requirements for the deposition of the archive (conservation, ordering, 
organisation, labelling, marking and storage) of excavated material and the archive. A clear 
statement of the form, intended content, and standards of the archive is to be submitted for 
approval as an essential requirement of the WSI. 
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5.14 The WSI should state proposals for the deposition of the digital archive relating to this project 

with the Archaeology Data Service (ADS), and allowance should be made for costs incurred to 
ensure the proper deposition (http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/policy.html) with ADS or another 
appropriate archive depository.  

 
5.15 Where positive conclusions are drawn from a project (whether it be evaluation or excavation) 

a summary report, in the established format, suitable for inclusion in the annual ‘Archaeology 
in Suffolk’ section of the Proceedings of the Suffolk Institute for Archaeology, must be 
prepared. It should be included in the project report, or submitted to SCCAS/CT, by the end of 
the calendar year in which the evaluation work takes place, whichever is the sooner. 

 
5.16 An unbound hardcopy of the evaluation report, clearly marked DRAFT, must be presented to 

SCCAS/CT for approval within six months of the completion of fieldwork unless other 
arrangements are negotiated with the project sponsor and SCCAS/CT. 

 
 Following acceptance, a single hard copy of the report should be submitted to the HER officer 

of SCCAS/CT together with a digital .pdf version.  
 
5.17 Where appropriate, a digital vector trench plan should be included with the report, which must 

be compatible with MapInfo GIS software, for integration in the County HER.  AutoCAD files 
should be also exported and saved into a format that can be can be imported into MapInfo (for 
example, as a Drawing Interchange File or .dxf) or already transferred to .TAB files. 

 
5.18 At the start of work (immediately before fieldwork commences) an OASIS online record 

http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis/ must be initiated and key fields completed on Details, 
Location and Creators forms. 

 
5.19 All parts of the OASIS online form must be completed for submission to the County HER, and 

a copy should be included with the draft report for approval. This should include an uploaded 
.pdf version of the entire report (a paper copy should also be included with the archive).  
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Specification by: Dr Jess Tipper 
 
Suffolk County Council 
Archaeological Service Conservation Team 
9-10 The Churchyard, Shire Hall 
Bury St Edmunds 
Suffolk IP33 2AR        
Tel:   01284 741225 
Email:  jess.tipper@suffolk.gov.uk 
 
 
Date: 16 August 2011     
 
 

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

 

 
If the work defined by this brief forms a part of a programme of archaeological work required 
by a Planning Condition, the results must be considered by the Conservation Team of the 
Archaeological Service of Suffolk County Council, who have the responsibility for advising 
the appropriate Planning Authority. 
 

 
 
 



 



Appendix 2.     Context List
Context No Feature No Feature TypeGrid Sq. Description Length Width Depth Phase SpotdateGroup NoSmall Finds Cuts Cut by Over Under Finds Sample

LIA-
Roman

0001 Unstratified finds from Trench 1.Finds SF1001, 
SF1002, 
SF1003

Yes No

LIA-
cAD60/70

0002 Unstratified finds from Trench 2.Finds Yes No

LIA-
Roman

0003 Unstratified(?) surface finds from ditch cut 0005.Finds 0005 Yes No

LIA/M-
L1st/3rd-
?4th C 
(mixed 
context)

0004 Mid greyish-brown material between very silty-sand to 
sandy-silt. Firm but friable compaction. Moderate 
number of mixed round, angular and sub-angular flints 
and small cobbles up to 110 x 90mm, which are poorly 
sorted. Occasional to moderate charcoal flecks and 
small lumps.
Single(?) ditch fill. Possibly fortified with palisade 
feature 0013(?) or building slot/trench. Also contained 
pot spindle whorl. Relationship with 0013 unknown/not 
perceptible. Probably/possibly contemporary?

Ditch Fill0005 0025SF1005, 
SF1004

0005 Yes Yes

0005 Linear, sligned NE-SW. Only partially exposed at ENE 
end of trench 1 against the SSW baulk. Part of ditch 
group 0025. Profile/cross-section not fully exposed. 
Presumably a 'V' shaped profile.
See 0004. May cut 0010, though no evidence at 
machined level. See also 0022.

Ditch Cut0005 00250010 0004 No No

0006 Circular in plan(?), but uncertain as runs under baulk. 
45-60° concave sides(?) curving to base. Uneven 
base. Cuts layer 0024.
Possibly the edge of a pit. May also have been a soil 
layer formed in a natural hollow.

>1.75 >0.35 0.27Pit Cut0006 0024 0007 No No

M-L1st C0007 Mid greyish-brown sandy-silt. Firm-compact material. 
Mottled with pale yellow sandy-silt. Occasional small 
sub-angular flints. Diffuse-clear horizon clarity. 
Basal/only fill.
Pit/hollow fill.

Pit Fill0006 0006 Yes Yes

0008 Linear, aligned NNW-SSE across Trench 1. Concave 
sides and base. Appears to cut plough(?) soil 0010.
Clearly a ditch, but WSW side is rather poorly defined 
in layer 0010.

1.6 1.23 0.38Ditch Cut0008 0010 0009 No No

LIA-
cAD60/70

0009 Mid to dark greyish-brown sandy-silt. Dry and friable. 
Occasional small to medium angular and rounded 
flints. Occasional charcoal flecks. Horizon clarity with 
natural is clear, but diffuse with layer 0010.
Ditch fill.

Ditch Fill0008 0008 Yes Yes

M-List C0010 Light brown silty-sand with pale yellow sand mottling. 
Dry and firm compaction. Occasional small angular 
flints and pot sherds. Only clearly visible in plan to 
west of ditch 0008 in Trench 1.
Same as 0024. Possibly a plough soil or a mixture of 
occupation matieral and wind-blown silt and sand.

Deposit Layer 0005, 
0008, 
0014, 
0020

Yes No
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Context No Feature No Feature TypeGrid Sq. Description Length Width Depth Phase SpotdateGroup NoSmall Finds Cuts Cut by Over Under Finds Sample

M-L1st C+0011 Mid greyish-brown firm but friable very silty sand/sandy-
silt. Occasional charcoal flecks and small-medium 
rounded, sub-angular and angular flints up to 90 x 
80mm (poorly sorted).
May represent decomposed timber beam posts. Some 
Fe nails recovered (see section 5 and photo 0185 for 
in-situ nail picture).

Pit/linear Fill0013 0012 Yes No

0012 Mid greyish-brown silty-sand mottled with orange and 
yellow slightly clayey re-deposited natural sand 
(orange sand natural has a little silt/clay content). 
Fairly firm but friable. Very occasional small-medium 
sub-angular pebbles.
Primary fill of feature. Packing around post/timbers?

Pit/linear Fill0013 0013 0011 No No

0013 Linear, sligned NE-SW. Steep-vertical sides, which 
slightly undercut in places. Moderate-sharp break of 
slope at base. Flat base.
Possibly a pallisade feature or a construction slot to 
hold timber? Originally thought to be a post hole but 
now too long to be a single post. Shape in section 
suggests it is structural. Unknown relationship to ditch 
0005/not perceptible, although possibly/probably 
contemporary.

1.05 0.6 0.72Pit/linear Cut0013 0012 No No

0014 Possible feature visible mainly in southern section of 
Trench 1. Concave edge visible in section with uneven 
base. Becomes deeper at eastern end of drawn 
section. Close to ditch 0008 but relationship unclear.
Possible feature that may be a poorly defined pit, but 
might be a linear running along the trench edge.

2.25 0.43Pit Cut0014 0010 0015 No No

M-L1st C0015 Mid brown sandy-silt. Friable compaction. Occasional 
small angular and rounded flints. Occasional charcoal 
flecks. Base of feature horizon is diffuse, possible 
WSW edge is clearer. Finds all recovered from eastern 
end near to ditch 0008.
Filll of possible pit 0014. Diffuse horizon clarity has 
made it hard to distinguish from layer 0010.

2.25 0.43Pit Fill0014 0014 Yes No

0016 Linear aligned WSW-ENE. 55-60° slightly concave 
sides, curving rapidly to base. Fairly flat base. Possibly 
cuts 0018 in section.
Linear ditch. Possibly cuts 0018 in section, but not 
very clear.

>1.5 0.84 0.38Ditch Cut0016 0019 0017 No No

E-L2nd 
C(mixed 
deposit)

0017 Mid brownish-grey sandy-silt. Compacted texture. 
Occasional small sub-angular flints. Diffuse-clear 
horizon clarity. Basal/only fill.
Ditch fill.

>1.5 0.84 0.38Ditch Fill0016 0016 Yes Yes

0018 Sub-square(?), but uncertain as runs under baulk. 55° 
irregular sides, curving to base. Flat/slightly concave 
base. Possibly cut by 0016.
Possible pit but very poorly defined in places. 
Relationship to layer 0024 isn't certain but pit probably 
cuts it.

>1.38 >0.55 0.6Pit Cut0018 0024 0019 No No
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Context No Feature No Feature TypeGrid Sq. Description Length Width Depth Phase SpotdateGroup NoSmall Finds Cuts Cut by Over Under Finds Sample

LIA-
cAD60/70

0019 Mid orangish-grey sandy-silt. Firm compaction. 
Occasional small sub-angular flints and charcoal 
flecks. Clear-diffuse horizon clarity. Basal/only fill.
Pit fill but often hard to defined from surrounding layer 
0024/natural.

>1.38 >0.55 0.6Pit Fill0018 0018 0016 Yes Yes

0020 Linear, aligned SSE-NNW, with sub-square terminus. 
Concave fairly steep sides with flat base. Cut into 
plough soil 0010. Runs into northern baulk at west end 
of Trench 1.
Linear/ditch. Only short length visible so may be a pit.

1.2 0.72 0.21Linear/ditch 
Cut

0020 0010 0021 No No

0021 Mid brownish-grey sandy-silt. Friable compaction. 
Occasional small rounded stones. Clear horizon 
clarity. Basal/only fill.
Single fill of feature.

1.2 0.72 0.21Linear/ditch 
Fill

0020 0020 Yes No

0022 Linear, aligned NE-SW. NW edge = 70-80°, straight, 
curving rapidly to base. Concae base. Cut by modern 
pond.
Ditch cut. Same linear feature as 0005, group 0025. 
Either terminates here or turns sharply, running under 
baulk.

0.66 0.39Ditch Fill0022 00250023 No No

M-
L1st/E2nd 
C

0023 Mid greyish-brown sandy-silt. Firm compaction. 
Occasional charcoal flecks, common small angular 
flints. Clear horizon clarity. Basal/only fill.
Ditch fill. Significant quantities of pot, bone and 
charcoal flecks suggest how close this is to 'intensive' 
settlement in 1st (and early 2nd?) century.

0.66 0.39Ditch Fill0022 0022 Yes No

0024 Pale yellow sandy-silt mottled with pale grey streaks of 
sandy-silt. Firm compaction. Occasional small flints. 
Diffuse horizon clarity.
Plough soil layer? Largely derived from natural, but 
some grey silt within it and contains occasional finds. 
Features generally cut through it. Not sure if 0018 cut 
it but it almost certainly did.

0.44Deposit Layer 0006, 
0018

No No

0025 Linear, aligned NE-SW. See cuts 0005 and 0022 for 
profile and base. Unclear relationship with 0013. Cut 
by modern pond.
Group number for ditch in Trench 1. Uncertain of 
relationship to structural feature 0013 in cut 0005- 
possibly cuts it or contemporary. Either terminates in 
cut 0022 or curves under baulk.

>3.5 >1.3 0.39Ditch Group0025 0025No No
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Appendix 3.     Bulk Finds

Context
No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No Wt No No Wt

NotePottery CBM
Plaster/
Mortar

Fired
Clay

Clay 
Pipe

Iron
Nails Slag

Post-Med Glass
Bottle Window

Flint
Worked Burnt Ston

Bon
Animal Human Shell

32 389 4 33 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 12 1 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 00001
Ceramic Periods Rom Pmed Overall Date LIA-RomanCBM Periods Rom Pmed ?Ro

6 88 2 78 0 0 2 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 00002
Ceramic Periods Rom Overall Date LIA-cAD60/70CBM Periods Rom ?Rom ?Pm

20 159 2 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 00003
Ceramic Periods Rom Overall Date LIA-RomanCBM Periods Rom ?Rom ?Pm

69 497 4 84 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 459 0 0 0 0 7 68 8 71 0 0 44 256 0 0 00004
Ceramic Periods Rom Overall Date LIA/M-L1st/3rd-?4th C (mixed CBM Periods Rom Rom 

7 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 00007
Ceramic Periods Rom Overall Date M-L1st CCBM Periods

73 1030 0 0 0 0 6 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 158 0 0 149 458 0 0 00009
Ceramic Periods Rom Overall Date LIA-cAD60/70CBM Periods

3 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 00010
Ceramic Periods Rom Overall Date M-List CCBM Periods

20 162 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 42 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 1 9 0 0 8 28 0 0 00011
Ceramic Periods Rom Overall Date M-L1st C+CBM Periods

5 17 1 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 00015
Ceramic Periods Rom Overall Date M-L1st CCBM Periods Rom Rom 

17 129 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 8 0 0 00017
Ceramic Periods Rom Overall Date E-L2nd C(mixed deposit)CBM Periods

23 130 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 29 0 0 0 0 59 99 0 0 00019
Ceramic Periods Rom Overall Date LIA-cAD60/70CBM Periods

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 18 0 0 00021
Ceramic Periods Overall DateCBM Periods

34 353 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 7 0 0 0 0 207 270 0 0 00023
Ceramic Periods Rom Overall Date M-L1st/E2nd CCBM Periods
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Appendix 4.     Pottery

Ctxt Fabric Form Dec No EVE Wgt/g State Comments Fabric date Context date

0001 GROG Body 12 0 95 Sli All black grogged LIA-cAD60/70

0001 GROG Jar 4/5 1 0.04 7 Sli Too small to id LIA-cAD60/70

0001 GROG Base 1 0 10 Abr 0.10.  As below LIA-cAD60/70

0001 GRE Base Gr glaz 1 0 17 Abr 0.16. 16th-18th C

0001 BSW Beaker Cordo 1 0.09 10 Sli Poppy head style? L1st-L2nd C

0001 BSW Jar 4/5 1 0.09 18 Abr Too small to id Roman LIA-Roman

0001 BSW Body 1x cor 5 0 57 Sli Roman (?earlier)

0001 GROG Body 4 0 8 Sli Buff/oxidised fine walled, soapy 
butt beaker type sherds

LIA-cAD60/70

0001 STOR Base 1 0 32 Sli 0.07 (as above) LIA-L1st C+

0001 STOR Body Combi 1 0 41 Sli Patchy oxidised LIA-L1st C+

0001 GX Jar 4.5 1 0.08 12 Sli Like Going G24 2nd-4th C

0001 NVWM Body 1 0 32 Very Red/white clay pellets (some 
streaked), sparse slag in grits

L3rd-4th C

0001 STOR Jar 4.9/ 1 0.07 43 Sli Too small to id LIA-L1st C+

0001 SASG Body 1 0 6 Sli Drg27 sherd, fabric with 
elongated voids dull brown

M/L1st-E2nd C

0002 GROG Body 1 0 10 Sli Oxidised surface LIA-cAD60/70 LIA-cAD60/70

0002 GROG Body 1 x cor 4 0 14 Abr-sli LIA-cAD60/70

0002 GROG Base 1 0 63 Sli 0.30.  Black grog, one failed 
?sieve piercing

LIA-cAD60/70
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Ctxt Fabric Form Dec No EVE Wgt/g State Comments Fabric date Context date

0003 HMSH Body 1 0 4 Sli Plate like voids on surface IA

0003 HMSO Body 1 0 7 Sli IA

0003 GROG Base Combi 1 0 14 Sli 0.11 LIA-cAD60/70 LIA-Roman

0003 GROG Body 2 0 6 Abr-sli Oxidised, one fine like butt 
beaker sherd

LIA-cAD60/70

0003 GROG Body 1 x rilli 8 0 69 Sli Black grog LIA-cAD60/70

0003 HMF Body 1 0 2 Sli IA

0003 GMG Body 1 0 4 Sli Roman (some IA present)

0003 HMS Body 1 0 2 Sli IA

0003 GX Body 2 0 19 Sli Roman

0003 BSW Body 1 0 6 Sli Roman

0003 GX Base 1 0 25 Sli 0.22 Roman

0004 RX Body 1 x rilin 4 0 38 Abr-sli Roman LIA/M-L1st/3rd-?4th C

0004 GMG Body 8 0 29 Sli Two joining possible indented 
beaker sherds

L2nd-E4th C

0004 GX Base 1 0 5 Sli 0.60.  Beaker base Roman

0004 GX Body 16 0 121 Sli Some close to BSW style Roman

0004 GMG Dish 6.1 1 0.05 10 Sli Going B1.6/1 or later convex 
B1.2/1, looks like former

Late 1st-4th C

0004 GROG Jar 4/5 1 0.09 5 Sli Black grog LIA-cAD60/70

0004 GROG Body 11 0 54 Abr-sli Black grog LIA-cAD60/70

0004 BB Body 1 0 9 Sli 2nd-4th C
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Ctxt Fabric Form Dec No EVE Wgt/g State Comments Fabric date Context date

0004 RX Body 7 0 81 Abr Powdery, sp gold 
mica/rio/calcite, looks like COL 
product

?2nd-E3rd C

0004 WSO Body 1 0 3 Abr Slight pink wash, may be 
degraded TR more like COL 
prod

Roman

0004 COLB Body 3 0 48 Abr All join, one ribbed handle 
fragment

2nd-E3rd C

0004 BSW Jar 4/5 1 0.03 2 Sli Too small to id Roman

0004 BSW Jar 4.1 1 0.06 12 Sli Everted rim Roman (?early)

0004 BSW Body 1x inci 9 0 34 Abr-sli Roman

0004 GROG Body 3 0 40 Sli Oxidised LIA-cAD60/70 (mixed context)

0004 HMS Body 1 0 5 Sli IA

0007 BSW Body 6 0 7 Sli Shattered Roman (?early) M-L1st C

0007 GROG Body 1 0 7 Abr Grey/black grog surfaces worn 
could be STOR

LIA-cAD60/70+

0009 STOR Jar 4.2/ 1 0.05 70 Sli Everted rim partial cordon on 
neck

LIA-cAD60/70+

0009 STOR Body 4 x rilli 5 0 378 Sli Black grog LIA-cAD60/70+

0009 GROG Base 4 0 31 Abr 0.25, four unrelated sherds LIA-cAD60/70

0009 GROG Body Cordo 44 0 370 Sli Mostly black grogged, some 
oxidised surfaces

LIA-cAD60/70

0009 HMS Body 6 0 60 Sli Varying fabrics E/M-LIA (?pre-conquest)

0009 GROG Base 1 0 12 Sli 0.22 LIA-cAD60/70

0009 GROG Jar 4/5 1 0.1 22 Sli LIA-cAD60/70
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Ctxt Fabric Form Dec No EVE Wgt/g State Comments Fabric date Context date

0009 GROG Jar 5.10 1 0.02 12 Sli LIA-cAD60/70

0009 GROG Beaker 1 0.05 4 Sli Going H7/8 LIA-cAD60/70

0009 GROG Cup ?6. 1 0.06 2 Sli LIA-cAD60/70 LIA-cAD60/70

0009 BSW/G Jar 4/5 1 0.06 14 Sli Going G19/20 LIA-E2nd C

0009 ?RX Body 1 0 17 Sli Thick pink core ?Roman

0009 HML Bowl Bu 1 0.05 7 Sli M-LIA

0010 RX Body 1 0 12 Sli Roman M-L1st C

0010 GROG Body Cordo 1 0 14 Sli LIA-cAD60/70

0010 BSW Body 1 0 2 Sli Roman

0011 GX Jar G5.1 2 0.1 34 Abr-sli Too small to id plus one body 
sherd

Roman (?M1st-E2nd)

0011 SASG Plate Dr 1 0.07 8 Sli M1st-E2nd C

0011 RX Body 2 0 9 Abr-sli One looks like a COL product 
with sp gold mica (see 0004)

M1st-2nd C M-L1st C+

0011 BSW Body 4 0 13 Abr-sli Roman

0011 STOR Body Combi 1 0 47 Sli LIA-cAD60/70+

0011 GROG Body 5 0 39 Sli LIA-cAD60/70

0011 GMB Body 2 0 5 Sli Roman

0011 GMG Beaker 2 0.05 6 Abr-sli Too small to id plus one body 
sherd

Roman

0015 BSW Jar 4/5 1 0.03 4 Sli Looks early Roman

0015 GROG Body 2 0 2 Sli Oxidised, join, probable butt 
beaker sherds

LIA-cAD60/70
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Ctxt Fabric Form Dec No EVE Wgt/g State Comments Fabric date Context date

0015 GROG Body 2 0 11 Abr LIA-cAD60/70 M-L1st C

0017 STOR Jar 4.2. 1 0.04 64 Sli In RX fabric, like Going G44.5 Roman E-L2nd C

0017 BSW Dish 6.1 Accute 1 0.05 22 Sli Going B2.3.1 E-L2nd C (mixed deposit)

0017 BSW Body 3 0 10 Sli Roman

0017 GROG Body 11 0 31 Abr-sli LIA-cAD60/70

0019 GROG Body 8 0 36 Abr-sli LIA-cAD60/70

0019 BUF Beaker 10 0.04 3 Very-ab All same vessel, powdery ?Col 
product Going H1 style

?1st C+ LIA-cAD60/70

0019 GROG Base 1 0 20 Abr 0.13 LIA-cAD60/70

0019 BSW/G Body Roulett 2 0 45 Sli Join, common black grog but 
sandy feel too

Roman (early?)

0019 STOR Body Combi 1 0 23 Sli LIA-cAD60/70+ (?post conquest)

0023 ?SASG Body Foilag 1 0 9 Sli Over-fired has some 
similarities to SARZ

?M1st-E2nd C M-L1st/E2nd C

0023 RX Body 4 0 9 Abr-sli Roman

0023 BSW Body 1 x rilli 4 0 11 Sli Roman

0023 STOR Body Rilling/ 4 0 153 Sli Two with black grog, other 
lighter

Roman

0023 HMS Body 1 0 3 Abr Rare/sparse organics too IA

0023 GX Body 11 0 70 Sli Roman

0023 GX Jar 4/5 1 0.17 35 Sli Channel rim Going G5.3/4 M1st-2nd C

0023 GROG Body 7 0 54 Sl LIA-cAD60/70

0023 GROG Jar 4/5 1 0.04 5 Sli Too small to id LIA-cAD60/70
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Ctxt Fabric Form Dec No EVE Wgt/g State Comments Fabric date Context date

0023 BUF Body 1 0 2 Sli Roman

19 December 2011 Page 6 of 6



Appendix 5.     CBM

Context Fabric Form No Weight Height (mm) Abrasion Notes Date

0001 Ms FRAG 4 33 Abr Varying fine to medium 
sandy fabric, all 
oxidised.

Roman

0002 Mscp RBT 1 34 12 Abr Oxidised with grey core 
and ill-sorted clay pellets

Roman

0002 Msfe RBT 1 44 14 Sli Oxidised with rare large 
flint

Late med/post-med

0003 Ms FRAG 1 6 Abr Oxidied flat tile 
fragment with rare iton 
ore, clay pellets

Roman

0003 Mscp RBT 1 7 12 Sli Oxidised with blue/grey 
core.  Fabric almost 
vitrified

Roman

0004 Ms FRAG 3 6 Abr Oxidised Roman

0004 Mscp IMB 1 77 13 Sli Oxidised Roman

0015 Msc RBT 1 7 12 Abr Oxidised Roman
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Appendix 6.     Small Finds

SF N Context Period Material Object No. of
Frags Wgt/g Length Width Depth Description Cons X-Ray N

1001 0001 Pmed Copper alloy Coin 1 0.42 0 17 0 Charles I farthing - quite worn 
with bottom of coin clipped. 
Obverse: central crown 
surrounded by the legend: G. 
BRI  CARO I
Reverse: central crown above 
harp, legend is B: REX

1002 0001 ?MED Copper alloy Mount 1 1 24 12 0 Corner fragment of a 
decorative mount. Hole in the 
corner for rivet/fixing. 
Remnants of the cut-out 
design visible. On the reverse 
the metal around the hole is 
punched out. Possibly a belt 
mount or box mount.

1003 0001 Gold Waste 1 0.16 6 6 0 Small flat fragment of gold 
waste. To be recorded as 
treasure.

1004 0004 Roman Ceramic Spindle whorl 1 27 0 49 9 Spindle whorl made from a 
sherd of grog tempered 
storage jar. Outer surface has 
combed decoration. 
Perforation is off centre.

1005 0004 Iron Unident 1 3 20 4 0 Shaft of an iron object, square 
in section; bent into a circular 
shape. One terminal is broken, 
the other has two small prongs 
in a V shape.
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