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1. Introduction

An archaeologlcal evaluation was carried out at 7, The Highlands, Exning as a response to a
condition on the p ing application F/2005/0892/OUT. The work was carried out by mea(Bers
of Suffolk C0§ﬁ9 cil Archaeological Service (SCCAS), Field Team to the requlremgn ©
a Brief and ation by Mr R.D. Carr of SCCAS, Conservation Team. The sitggdi esge
TL6267 a cul-de-sac of modern houses just off Windmill Hill on the e 6}}1%0 Exning
1% arly Saxon burials were found in ¢.1900 during quarry workin gb 1mately
e north-west of the site and two Early Saxon burials were fou ‘au e% the
5%0 ﬁ\?uctlon of the adjacent house to the north in 1981 (Figure 2). Exnff g’@eputed to have been
tronghold of Boudica in the 1st century AD and later the site of the palice of King Anna in the

7th century AD.

The aim of the evaluation was to establish the nature of any archaeological deposits, specifically
to establish the presence or absence of Anglo-Saxon burials, and to provide sufficient
information to enable the production of a mitigation strategy for any deposits threatened with
damage by the development.
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County Council Licence No. 100023395 2006 (0
Figure 1. Site location

2.  Methodology

Three trenches 1.6m wide and totalling 29.5m in length (8.5% of the development area) were inserted into the
proposed location of the new building using a wheeled excavator with toothless bucket. All trenches identified
archaeological deposits within 20cm of the ground surface. Trench 3 was longer and included the southern end of
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the site which sloped downwards, from which end deeper soil deposits were removed. A ditch containing
prehistoric pottery was identified in the north end of all three trenches, and Trench 2 was extended beyond the
projected line of the new building to establish the northern edge of this ditch. The section and base of Trench 3 was
cleaned by hand and sample gections through the ditch and other possible features were excavated within all
trenches. The spoil heaps o&wh bases and features were metal detected. Sections were recorded at 1:10 and 1

and plans of the trenc . The site was plotted using a Total Station Theodolite (TST). Black and

print and digital p Were taken of selected sections and trenches. All finds were kept. The nat ‘%
bright yellow z‘lg\& fine gravel mixed with coarse sand. The site sloped downwards from noﬂh

OD to 32. @ 1ng only gently north of the trenches but dropping steeply at the south end

t lodged with the OASIS on-line database under the reference number Suffol The archive is
keppﬁ he Archacological Service stores at Bury St Edmunds

The B\w Q%corded under the Suffolk County Council Sites and Monuments Parish nug‘wﬂs,é 2 and a copy

-
N &
/ R
WE * -0
] ) -
) Two Anglo-Saxon

burials found in 1981

\\\

Trench 2

“\‘ Trench 1-

Trench 3 7

metres

©Crown Copyright. All Rights Reserved.

Suffolk County Council Licence Np. 100023395 2006 .\\
N Figure 2. Trench locations \
o (¢

3. Resadthg,O o (\"‘1 \9°

All th«&ﬁq@\les showed similar characteristics. All contained a dark sand- ﬁ@e& ({0&1 (cut
Bl 0005), at the north end of the trench from which frequent lar, a&ﬁgded sherds of
ﬁlr]()oﬁon Age pottery were recovered (Appendix 2). Sample sections th L@“ this and
ex&Mination of the plan showed this to be E-W aligned, up to 4m wide and*at least 80cm deep
(Figure 3). The finds were largely recovered from the upper fill, but one sherd of Early Iron Age
pottery was found in a lower fill, 0014, that looked to be mixed redeposited natural (Figure 4); it
was not certain that this feature was bottomed. The site was level at this point and the ditch fill
was identified within 20cm of the current ground level. To the north of this all three trenches
contained features, some with regular and some irregular shapes, filled with an orange-brown
gravelly sand. The fill was generally sterile and uniform although in one feature 0018 a thin lens
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Som:
‘;go\g g\gs seen in this section at between 70 and 90cm below ground leoy‘gb

of natural sand and gravel could be seen. The only find from this material, a single sherd of
Roman Horningsea ware pottery was recovered from this feature. These had no relationship
with the ditch. In Trenches 1 and 2 this deposit was identified 20cm below ground level as these
both lay on flat gro@id, however the southern end of Trench 3 ran into sloping ground and o\\
additional depos’d‘é\ efe identified at the south end. A layer of brown loam, 0029, c.2 %@9
lay under 2 A éféipsoil and this lay over a uniform deposit of the same orange—brﬂgﬁ) elly
sand, 00@% illed the majority of the features, however no feature edges Werqﬁ!}s@éeﬁned.
this%vas removed by machine and a hand-dug section inserted into \%&gasg\gf it. Some

'@\re 4) but the
agpﬂe was still ill-defined and produced no finds. G

PS

Trench Description Depth  Topography

no. to

subsoil

1 7.25m long x 1.6m wide. Topsoil 20cm deep, removed to reveal dark fill of 20cm South end c.
linear feature > 3.75m wide at the north end of the trench. Large unabraded 40cm lower
sherds of pottery dislodged by machine at this 20cm level. Rounded edge of a than north
second feature at the south end. This had no finds and a gravelly orange-brown
sand fill with no finds. The shape was a little irregular and this was investigated
by machine in the light of the results of hand-digging in ch 3.

2 7.5m long x 1.6m wide. Topsoil 20cm deep, remove<§® e.x@@i a dark sandy 20cm South end c.
linear feature 4m wide at the north end of the tren ICI section excavated 40cm lower
through the north edge which recovered numereis s of pottery. Irregularly than north
shaped orange-brown gravelly sand-ﬁlled@ﬁre‘ e south end of the trench.

Not sampled.

3 14.5m long x 1.6m wide. Topsoil vﬁﬂ%@ﬁ\gep and overlay feature fill and 20cm Sloped from
natural at the north end and a 20 i‘i@ayer of brown loam over feature fill at atnorth  north to
the south end. Natural was foun ? below the ground surface at the north end to south by
end, 68cm in the centre of the trench and 70cm at the south end of the trench. 70cm c.95cm
This is partially due to the natural topography which falls to the south, but also at the
reflects the presence of numerous features — the soil under the brown loam at the south
south end is the same as the fill of 0019 and 0021 and may well be upper feature end.
fill rather than a redeposited layer.

Table 1. Trench descriptions
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Figure 3. Site plan

Context Feature Treq -lb}f-I:'dggltiﬁer

ne. oV i

— o
Description WY . @

_ MY
ar

0001 w ~ e@' Unstratified
O A finds
0002 0008 NG Surface
L Ai003\0% finds
0003 &V oger  TI Surface
’:, ,.gj.BOOS finds
0004 P Ditch cut
0005 0004 Ditch fill
0005
0006 0006 Tl Feature cut

Unstratified finds from whole site
Surface finds from north side of ditch fill 0005 in Tremﬁ??ﬁ&tery recovered

&0Y O
Surface finds from discrete spot at south edge offi¥ 005 in Trench 1.
Pottery and bone recovered. 2

Cut of east-west aligned ditch seen in the north eftl of all three trenches.
Mixed brown sand-loam with frequent stones up to 4cm across. Plenty of
pottery recovered from each section/length exposed. Slightly mottled
appearance particularly in Trench 2 where dark charcoal-like mottles are
apparent.

Feature at south end of Trench 1. Il defined shape, c¢. 70cm deep at deepest
point. Similar to and with same fill as features seen in the south ends of the
other trenches. This one sampled by machine to get the depth - c. 70cm at the
deepest point. No finds.
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Context Feature Trench Identifier  Description
no.
0007 0004 T2 Surface From surface of 0005 on the north side in Trench 2. Pottery recovered.
0005 . finds K
0008 0004 T2 .G Surface From surface of 0005 on the south side in Trench 2. Pottery recov: \
0005 O cfinds oV ac®
0009 0004 0?20(‘1 Ditch Small section through the north edge of ditch 0004 in Trenc@‘& é of
0\,\‘ ) section pottery recovered. \}(\ \
0010 %@h '\(,g 3 Surface Surface finds from north edge of 0005, in Trench 3. e 03
\* 0 9 finds \* \O
001 *0 6004 T3 Surface Surface finds from south edge of 0005, in trea@. tery.
&V 5020005 finds ¢

0012$ T3 Ditch Slot section through southern edge of ditch OM in Trench 3. Pottery.

section

0013 0004 T3 Ditch fill Upper fill in 0012. Brown sand with occasional small stones, sandier at the

0005 top and denser at the base. Some charcoal flecks at the base. Pottery, bone,
flint.

0014 0004 T3 Ditch fill Lower fill in 0012. Pale beige-brown sandy silt with some small chalk
nodules and fine gravel inclusions. A few finds. Pottery, bone and burnt
stone.

0015 0004 T3 Unstratified From spoil heap by 0004 in Trench 3.

finds

0016 T3 Unstratified From Trench 3.

finds

0017 0018 T3 Feature fill Orange-brown gravelly sanﬁl-silt. Generally an even homogeneous fill but
with a thin lens of brig Gtange coarse sand/fine gravel through the middle at
the north end. One@m Oé sherd recovered.

0018 0018 T3 Feature cut Il defined featur 0f 0004 in trench 3. Steep sides and undulating
base but irrgﬁ\ésl‘aée.

0019 0019 T3 Pit cut Oval pit. s looked to be one of three aligned rectangular cuts which
looked\ gaves but on the excavation of this pit no bone or finds were
fm“@a @Qe profile was rounded with sloped side.

0020 0019 T3 Pit fill w mogeneous gravelly orange-brown sand fill of 0019. Similar to
008Y," 0006 and 0023. No finds.

0021 0021 T3 Feature cut  Ill defined feature with irregular base and shape. Found in south end of
Trench 3. Section through it = 0022.

0022 0021 T3 Feature Section through 0021. Steep sided edge on one side.

section

0023 0021 T3 Feature fill ~ Fill of 0021 in section 0022. Same homogeneous gravelly fill as 0006, 0017
and 0020. No finds.

0024 T3 Section Section through 0004 and 0018 in trench 3. West facing.

drawing
0025 T3 Section Trench section at north end of Trench 3.
drawing
0026 Tl Feature fill ~ Fill of 0006 in Trench 1. Uniform orange-brown gravelly sand.
0027 0004 T3 0\\ Ditch fill Outer fill of 0004, under 0014. Similar to 0014, pale beige-brown s%\\ly silt
G . . .
W) with chalk inclusions but less gravel. 0(\ i

0028 0030 00? (\"\c’eFeature fill  Orange-brown gravelly sand, the same as elsewhere but the f%ﬂre Jg;h‘é was

‘ﬂ ‘-:0 more difficult to define and initially this looked like a layg\ e ?Q, but
o’(\ 0\ machine and hand excavation suggest that it was prob@ .tlaaa% ofa
00 g‘\o substantial feature. q\

002 0\* \O T3 Layer Brown loam lying under topsoil in the north e 1 3

O@ 2 30 T3 Feature cut  Cut edge visible in Trench 3, probably the % ge of a substantial

S ,c,“ feature filled with 0028. L)

» r

Table 2. Context descriptions
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4. Finds and environmental evidence by Cathy Tester

4.1. Introductign
Finds were collectg@*from fourteen contexts during the evaluation and the quantities are
in the table be@&;\o@ 3';\,\2@

\Y
Tr No OOP 03\ Pottery Animal bone B flint/stone  Miscellaneous Sp&@éf\

O\ No. Wt/g No. Wt/g No. Wt/g
‘,‘0\“ 00002 2 14 1 2 60\31 o\"
e w29 0003 8 62 19 59 eV
ZP“ Y0007 4 65 1 25 P(OEIA
0008 3 59 2 34 EIA
0009 19 244 6 7 Flint: 1-15¢  EIA
3 0010 5 155 5 22 EIA
0011 4 113 1 9 EIA
0013 31 663 19 91 5 313 Flint: 1-5g EIA
0014 1 7 2 7 1 57 EIA
0015 1128 1 9 EIA
0016 1 6 EIA
0017 1 42 EIA
0023 4 31 1 6 MC2+
0028 Iron: 1-14g EIA
Total 94 1589 57 246 7 395
Table 3. Finds qu tées
000 cl'\c‘
4.2. Pottery o e
o
Prehistoric pottery c° g\c’

S

Ninety-three sherds (1547g) of hand‘q&%‘?ﬁehlstorlc pottery were collected during the
evaluation. More than 95% of the@)cad\’l@ from contexts which were surface collections or
excavated segments of ditch 0004 chh ran through all three evaluation trenches. The pottery
includes Early Iron Age finewares and coarsewares which were probably contemporary in use
and deposition. Three broad fabric groups were identified and they are summarised in Table 4.
The full list by context is in Appendix 2.

Fabric No % No Wt/g % Wt Av wt/g

Flint tempered wares 78 83.9 1267 81.9 16.2

Sand tempered wares 14 15.1 271 17.5 19.4

Shell tempered wares 1 1.1 9 0.6 9.0

Total 93 100.0 1547 100.0 16.6

p Table 4. Prehistoric fabric quantities A
0"\\ e

Methodolog 0\3 \0 00 d\(’
The prehlsto was quantified by count and weight and catalogued using the recording S};@ 90
recomm e Prehlstorlc Ceramics Research Group (1992). The sherds were divided in roups

whig @ re 1ned on the basis of their main inclusions and a set of site-specific alpha-nu ag\c codes were
binocular microscope was used to identify the fabrics and details of rim 2‘ decoration or
reatment and other diagnostic features were noted. SCCAS pottery recordi n?@%ere used and the
ﬁg s were input onto an Access 97 database table. P‘O

The wares

Table 2 shows that flint tempered wares account for the majority of the assemblage. Three flint
tempered fabrics were distinguished. F1 has fine to medium (1-3mm), crushed, burnt, grey and
white flint inclusions, F2 has medium to coarse flint (2-5mm) and fabric F3 has mixed flint and
other inclusions such as sand, quartz and iron. Sand tempered fabrics are much less common.
The fabric group QS was not subdivided and the sherds contain abundant medium to coarse sand

7



and can also have coarser rounded grains and sub-angular white opaque quartz inclusions. A
single shell tempered bodysherd was also found. Surfaces on all of the pottery can be smoothed,
burnished or untreated and decoration consists of fingertip and fingernail impressions on the top

of the rims or on the %\l@\llders. (\o‘b
W . 00 0\) '\C'e
Forms identiﬁiig%bdé the distinctive Darmsden-type finewares in flint-tempered anc@&%gcl
tempered fabﬁ 6\ even vessels are represented and the most diagnostic sherds are oﬁg&na\
carinatecﬂo% ith flaring rims. The sherds are black, and apart from very ﬁx@@xt @gl and

inte shing, the bowls are undecorated. One has an omphalos base Q@ though in
t ese wares were dated from the 5th to 3rd century, they are now to be current
frop‘as early as the 9th century BC (Martin 1999). Pt‘

Coarseware forms include bowls and jars including some that are quite large. The vessels have
upright and flat-topped rims which are square, slightly splayed and bevelled. One rim is
rounded. Several are decorated with fingertip and fingernail impressions on the tops of rims and
shoulders.

Roman pottery

A single rim sherd of a Horningsea ware storage jar was found in feature 0018 in Trench 3. A
local product from kilns six miles away, Horningsea wares ‘Jere widely distributed throughout
\

the region from the mid 2nd century onwards. G
o ac?

4.3. Flint (\ﬂ 0500'

Identified by Colin Pendleton oV G‘b\

¢ oo

A thin, well-struck secondary flake Wi%@\' Y fracture and parallel flake scars on its dorsal
face which are also hinge fractured, Wis ected from segment 0009 of ditch 0004 in Trench 2.
A thin, squat secondary flake with somg‘probable use-wear damage on its edges was collected
from segment 0012 (0013) of ditch 0004 in Trench 3. Both pieces belong to the later Prehistoric
period and the flint is good quality, black and unpatinated.

4.4. Burnt flint and stone

Seven fragments of burnt flint and stone were collected from three contexts (0007, 0013, 0014).
The piece from 0007 is a classic pot boiler, blue-grey and crackled but the flint and sandstone
fragments from 0013 and 0014 are merely fire-reddened from proximity to high heat that was not
deliberate.

4.5. Iron o o™ 2
A rectangular fr@seﬁm‘i')f iron bar (SF 1000) was found in feature fill 0028. The piece i§,® (\l‘o
broken, 35%‘1(\1@9 mm wide, ¢. 4mm thick and its function is unknown. o\. \90

oV .2

4.6, &‘g@tﬁ\al bone o\y.c’o\og
g:@t 7 fragments of animal bone (246g) was collected from ten cog&s‘\oﬁnost all

nents of ditch 0004. The assemblage includes small amounts from Syifdce collections of
ditth 0004 in Trenches 1-3 and still modest, but larger amounts from excavated segments of the
ditch in Trenches 2 and 3. Single fragments were also found in feature 0021 (0023) and
unstratified (0015) in Trench 3.

N K\
4

The bone is in good condition but the group itself is too small for any conclusions regarding its
composition to be made. Two of the main meat-producing species, cow and sheep, are present
and other large, medium and small mammal bones were found.

8



4.7. Discussion of the Finds Evidence
The finds assemblage indicates activity on this site during the Iron Age. Of particular interesf is
the high density oi\b}\m-made Early Iron Age pottery which includes the distinctive Darm -
type fineware Q})w %s associated coarseware jars which were probably contempora oﬁ {.E\Ge
and depositj 1;' % se wares were distributed throughout the eastern region but this ks]‘%? st
time a g as this has been found in the west of the county (E Martin perb\}%laﬁa. Until
novy, e ?? groups had been found at sites in the east of the county such agdt ﬁ@ealings and
a artin 1993) as well as Darmsden. Cunliffe (1991) calls the po@&y gParmsden-
5‘]!1@@?1” wares in recognition of another major source / type site for the&o \Q@G@s at Linton
ambs.) 11 miles south of Exning.

The majority of the pottery is flint-tempered but a few sherds, including some of the Darmsden-
type wares are sand-tempered. Sand-tempered fabrics, although present throughout the Iron
Age, were increasingly frequent in the later Iron Age and their relative absence in this group is
another indicator of its earliness.

5. Discussion

This evaluation did not identify Anglo-Saxon burials, however much of the area of the trenches
was filled with archaeological features. The ditch at thehorth end of the site was substantial and
contained a surprising amount of Early Iron Age po tgﬂ/ guch of which was in large pieces and
unabraded. Although these were recovered fro ﬁm&]ﬂlately below the topsoil, the condition of
the finds suggests that they have not been pr ulnerable to exposure and damage, which
implies that the surface of the feature was@Fohgbly truncated during the building works in the
early 1980's. However the section s d $9t at least 50cm of finds rich deposit, 0005, still
survives. The fill below this contaj (@%r finds and was paler and more sterile, 0014 and
0027, and is probably the result o pp}&ary silting originating from a bank on the edge of the
ditch. However it was difficult to be sure of the depth or nature of this material in a small
section. Although only a small length of this feature was identified, its location at the top of the
hill (Figure 2) may suggest that it forms part of an Iron Age enclosure.

The other features were difficult to define, the shapes were variable and the fill uniform.
However all features were filled with the same material which suggests that they are
contemporary and the absence of occupation material that they are not the same date as the ditch.
The only find was a sherd of Roman pottery, but this could be intrusive or residual. These
features cannot be confidently interpreted but may indicate small scale mineral extraction

perhaps dating from\\{he medieval period or earlier. \
9 . oY \
6. Coiﬁi’@ibn and Recommendations G o
o S ooﬂ \90

Althc@@gq&g\lo-Saxon burials were not found the presence of a large ditch dz@ﬁ é'&ﬁle Early
eﬂ‘Agoa d containing considerable amounts of pottery is significant aggis\de strates a
g\g% idd’ and intensity of activity in this area not previously indicated b eq&chaeological
Pygrks. Its location along the edge of the hill-top is probably also signiﬁpﬁgt.

Further work to establish the line of this feature and to retrieve a more complete finds
assemblage 1s necessary to establish its date and function. In addition some further sections of
the other features may shed some light on their interpretation. It is recommended that the area of
the footprint of the building is stripped and some full feature sections excavated. This will
enable an exact plot of the line of the ditch as well as complete sections and soil profiles to be



recorded. If a significant proportion of the ditch fill is likely to be destroyed by building works
then this should also be archaeologically excavated and finds retrieved.

Jo Caruth G\ o\\
February 2006 00‘\(:\00 000 g
el 0Ca
&o“o\o"-"\ i
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Any opinions expressed in this report abo tg’%@g for further archaeological work are those of
the Field Projects Division alone. The é‘k@ further work will be determined by the Local
Planning Authority and its archacolo& visors when a planning application is registered.
Suffolk County Council’s archaeological contracting service cannot accept responsibility for
inconvenience caused to clients should the Planning Authority take a different view to that
expressed in the report.
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Appendix 1

SUFFOLK COUNTY COUNCIL
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SERVICE - CONSERVATION TEAM

\\
o N
o\)?ri\gﬁand Specification for an Archaeological Evaluation C’O\)‘:\l\o@
S o (S?
AN 7, THE HIGHLANDS, EXNING \) 9\

(A [\)
oY +C
(i *G

¢°
&ﬁ' &e brief for the first part of a programme of archaeologic 0)0 \?here is
§
5° ficely to be a requirement for additional work, this will be the s@]ea{@f another
pbrief. P

@0\ ‘600\ for sampling should be discussed with this office before exe‘gbﬂ n

The commissioning body should be aware that it may have Health & Safety and other
responsibilities, see paragraphs 1.7 & 1.8.

1. Background
1.1 An application to build a dwelling adjacent to the existing is expected.

1.2 In order to establish the full archacological implications of this application the
planning authority has been advised that an archaeological evaluation of the
application area should be required of the appl\'\cant, before determination.

G

1.3 The development area is within the zor@,@‘% 'lﬁlez)wn Saxon cemetery, 35m from
inhumations from the adjacent prope\ﬂ‘r &fhe north. A cemetery of this type has
at least regional importance, Pres, toN in sifu may be an issue.

W00

1.4  All arrangements for th ﬁgl%ﬁlaluaﬁon of the site, the timing of the work,
access to the site, the d%'ﬁ on of the precise area of landholding and area for
proposed development aré to be defined and negotiated with the commissioning

body.

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

1.6 A project design has been discussed with Suffolk County Council
Archaeological Service Contract Team and has been accepted.

1.7 Before&iﬁ\i archaeological site work can commence it is the responsibility of t}@o\\ e

de a8 provide the archaeological contractor with either the contam'@ﬂg o
lan ?q’?;t for the site or a written statement that there is no contamina&gn @ng

o\\odga\u oper should be aware that investigative sampling to test for ﬁa‘hn@‘don

likely to have an impact on any archaeological deposit which R S%jﬁ\oposals

@’

G

1.8  The responsibility for identifying any restraints on ﬁeld-wcﬁ’i (e.g. Scheduled
Monument status, Listed Building status, public utilities or other services, tree
preservation orders, SSSIs, wildlife sites &c.) rests with the commissioning
body and its archaeological contractor. The existence and content of the

archaeological brief does not over-ride such restraints or imply that the target
area is freely available.
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2. Brief for the Archaeological Evaluation

2.1 Estabhsho\’vhether any archaeological deposit exists in the area, with particul {\d}
regarS\\g E{G? which are of sufficient importance to merit preservation in sity, 00 (‘l\o

2.2 oﬁi $y the date, approximate form and purpose of any archaeol ag@f‘}e&om
«‘0 in the application area, together with its likely extent, local{ﬁ and

‘&0 0 quahty of preservation. 0“

S 3 The evaluation is designed to identify Saxon burials (probéﬁly inhumations).
The intention at this evaluation stage is to leave burials and any associated
artefacts intact and in the ground. Decisions on any subsequent excavation are
unlikely to be made on site.

2.4  Evaluate the likely impact of past land uses and natural soil processes. Define
the potential for existing damage to archaeological deposits. Define the potential
for colluvial/alluvial deposits, their impact and potential to mask any
archaeological deposit. Define the potential for artificial soil deposits and their
impact on any archaeological deposit.

2.5  Establish the potential for waterlogged o\;gﬁ’m& deposits in the proposal area.
Define the location and level of such c@ﬂ) %nd their vulnerability to damage
by development where this is deﬁne‘@l \90

oV 4c?
2.6 Provide sufficient 1nformat@n chonstruct an archaeological conservation
strategy, dealing with ?on the recording of archaeological deposits,

working practices, time ]{{9 and orders of cost.

2.7  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
documenf\covers only the evaluation stage. \

T e&?ﬁ%er or his archaeologist will give the Conservation Team C'&l \00
G ical Service of Suffolk County Council (address as ab%@) 3?
00 ing days notice of the commencement of ground works on the
"‘0\* o\ C&at the work of the archaeological contractor may be momtore%\v. eo\og
(4
0 (-p@ If the approved evaluation design is not carried thr&l ‘}?1‘ its entirety
P‘ (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.

rder
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2.10  An outline specification, which defines certain minimum criteria, is set out

below. \ A

o) (\0\
3. Specificatigh: Field Evaluation O e
GB“S(\Q@ 00 (‘l\

@ &
3.1 oﬁ%\%enches are to be laid out along the lines of Figure 1. Linear t qﬂ.‘!@g’re
c° @S‘ught to be the most appropriate sampling method. Trench Car qb be a

‘;‘o\* eo\ominimum of 1.8m wide unless special circumstances can be rated. If
eV 0\‘@ excavation is mechanised a toothless ‘ditching bucket’ &poused. The
\ trench design must be approved by the Conservatioh‘ Team of the

Archaeological Service before field work begins.

3.2 The topsoil may be mechanically removed using an appropriate machine fitted
with toothless bucket and other equipment. All machine excavation is to be
under the direct control and supervision of an archaeologist. The topsoil should
be examined for archaeological material.

33 The top of the first archacological 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 machie., The decision as to the proper
method of further excavation will be eob? the senior project archaeologist
with regard to the nature of the de%qa{&se

0% WG

34  In all evaluation excavatior\\then@(% a presumption of the need to cause the
minimum disturbance t eaﬂ?e consistent with adequate evaluation; that
significant archaeologi@a C&ltures, e.g. solid or bonded structural remains,
building slots or post-holes, should be preserved intact even if fills are sampled.

3.5 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.

3.6 The contractor shall provide details of the sampling strategies for retrieving
artefacts, biological remains (for palaeoenvironmental and palacoeconomic
investigations), and samples of sediments and/or soils (for micromorphological
and othgr pedological/sedimentological analyses. Advice on the,

approp{{& ness of the proposed strategies will be sought from P Murpl‘l)x\o\
E @}1 '{Gg’ritage Regional Adviser for Archaeological Science (Eaep of(\¢
@lg?ﬁﬁ A guide to sampling archaeological deposits (Murphy and WAl
E oo\\:;l\a is available. o c’d:,(s\oa
)
& }ako\ Any natural subsoil surface revealed should be hand cleargw es?}lmined for
‘5\) ‘0“ archaeological deposits and artefacts. Sample excavation archaeological
e features revealed may be necessary in order to gauge their da®and character.

3.8  Metal detector searches must take place at all stages of the excavation by an
experienced metal detector user.

13
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3.9  All finds will be collected and processed (unless variations in this principle are
agreed with the Conservation Team of SCC Archaeological Service during the X
course oﬁhe evaluation).

oV \‘5"a
mams must be left in situ except in those cases where da §é @d
\‘ﬁ tion are to be expected, or in the event that analysis of the 91%@5 1s
00 Bwn to be a requirement of satisfactory evaluation of the site. 1, the
A\ X* dtion 25 of

o Ocxcavator should be aware of, and comply with, the prov1s1on$
0‘\'5 the Burial Act 1857. ¢V c’
i s

3.11 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. Any
variations from this must be agreed with the Conservation Team.

3.12 A photographic record of the work is to be made, consisting of both
monochrome photographs and colour transparencies.

3.13 Topsoil, subsoil and archaeological deposit to be kept separate during
excavation to allow sequential backfilling of e&cavations.

e
4. General Management 000 (‘l\o

4.1 A timetable for all stages of th must be agreed before the first stage of
work commences, 1nc1ud1 rlng by the Conservation Team of SCC
Archaeological Service. ’(‘

c_.,\)

4.2 The composition of the B‘roject staff must be detailed and agreed (this is to
include any subcontractors).

43 A general Health and Safety Policy must be provided, with detailed risk
assessment and management strategy for this particular site.

4.4  No initial survey to detect public utility or other services has taken place. The
responsibility for this rests with the archaeological contractor.

45  The Institute of Field Archaeologists’ Standard and Guidance for,
Archae{@b ical Desk-based Assessments and for Field Evaluations should
‘&monal guidance in the execution of the project and in draw1ep\\18|\°
e T . q &2
RAA o
,& \ogeport Requirements \$ o@
o R
S Gﬁq An archive of all records and finds must be preparedebo@tent with the
P‘ principles of English Heritage's Management of Archaeolog?éal Projects, 1991
(particularly Appendix 3.1 and Appendix 4.1).

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

14



15

53 The objective account of the archaeological evidence must be clearly
distinguished from its archaeological interpretation. \

¢ o

54  An 06\‘1?0 to the necessity for further evaluation and its scope may be giye: '\C-e

Ngcfgﬁ'ér site work should be embarked upon until the primary ﬁe&l
&% %& are assessed and the need for further work is established 000 \

Glo® .7 \0 "Oa
\‘&“5 eo\ogeports on specific areas of specialist study must include s“ﬁ\meﬁ» detail to
5\\ 0\‘@ permit assessment of potential for analysis, including ta@ha&@% 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. 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  Finds must be appropriately conserved and stored in accordance with UK
Institute of Conservators Guidelines. The finds, as an indissoluble part of the
site archive, should be deposited with the County SMR if the landowner can be
persuaded to agree to this. If this is not p f@ for all or any part of the finds
archive, then provision must be made f@fh flf‘fbnal recording (e.g. photography,
illustration, analysis) as appropriatgoﬂ&ge

0 ",

5.8 The site archive is to be de q&%c\oa\th the County SMR within three months of
the completion of ﬁeldwqﬁ{)p‘\léeall then become publicly accessible.

¢

5.9  Where positive conclusioﬁé 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 the Conservation Team, by the end of the calendar year in
which the evaluation work takes place, whichever is the sooner.

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

511 At theod‘ért of work (immediately before fieldwork commences) an OAS N e
on '@>r Std http://ads.ahds.ac.uk/project/oasis/ must be initiated an@(ﬁ%}q’\o
0@3 3 mpleted on Details, Location and Creators forms. o\q \9@
() .\ 00 .o‘a
\@FZ?\O@CH parts of the OASIS online form must be completed for SL@QM to the
1“0 20" SMR. This should include an uploaded .pdf version of the g&@“@%r‘c (a paper

‘0“ copy should also be included with the archive). Ps(,
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Specification by: Robert Carr

Suffolk County @duncil N
Archaeolo i@%iﬁﬁce Conservation Team C’O\"‘o -\(:.'a
Environ ransport Department g.cl
Shir %ﬁ o \°
¢ BRIT\ o¥ .c?

B 6«05 munds *G og\

‘@ﬁfé&’ P33 2AR Tel: 01284352441 0" ;0
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{C e

Date: 13 February 2006 Reference: /Exning-The Highlands02

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 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,0f 3 programme of archaeological
work required by a Planning Condition, the las\}lts must be considered by the
Conservation Team of the Archaeologi ce of Suffolk County Council, who
have the responsibility for advisin%\t[!ﬁab‘{mpriate Planning Authority.
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Appendix 2. Pottery catalogue

OP No Fabric S No. = Wt/g. Form Notes 0\\
B, TR 7 1 o o
0003 \ 1 7 jar/bowl Flat-topped square rim. fine-med white ﬂlnt (\“ \“7
00 ‘5\0a b 2 17 2 sep vessels. Orange-brown surfaces (p %ﬂark grey core
W \0 surfs ¥ \O

60 eo F3 r 1 12/ bowl Rim bevelled inwards. Brown Sé&&?noéﬁ?ed) black core &

v 0‘\6 Int. Occ flint & clay pellets rou d, angular Is.

PS F3 b 3 23 Sand and flint. SV. Ext. surf. brO\h (burnished),red margins,
black core and internal surf (smoothed/burn) White flint &
rounded medium sand

QS r 1 3 bowl Darmsden type fineware bowl w flaring rim (160-180mm
dia?) Brown surfaces, burnished ext. smoothed int. Dk grey
core. medium sand, rounded grains

0007 F2 b 1 35 Grey surfs & dark grey/black core. One end burnt

F2 b 1 8 Red-brown surfs (smoothed)

F2 b 1 10 Coarse flint w angular grey grog?. V poorly mixed. Orange
ext. surf, grey core & Int. surf. (10mm thick)

F3 b 1 12 Sand and white flint (or opaque quartz?) Red-orange Ext. surf
(plain), black core & Int. surf (burn/smoothed)

0008 F1 r 1 7  bowl  Darmsden-typgfineware bowl. Bead rim curved sides.
Surfaces sM6othed/burn. Ext. brown, black core & int. surf
(dia >@f0mad)

F1 b 1 6 b, purple throughout. Untreated surfaces(plain)

QS b 1 brown surf (smoothed), black core & int. surf
%@otbed) Coarse sand w black & red fe & sparse nat flint.

0009 F1 T 1 *\Jlﬁ armsden-type fineware bowl. Flaring rim. Grey (plain) surfs
‘\0 dk grey core. Sparse angular white flint

F2 rb+ 8 15 Ps V. abund. crushed white & grey flint. Buff & grey patchy
surfs (plain) & margins, dark grey/black core. large jar. v
sloppy. Thickened rounded rim

F2 b 1 13 Sparse but large flint. thick (15mm)

F3 b 4 32 SV. Plain surfs, Ext. It. orange-brown, black int. surf &
margin. sparse to common white flint + misc. red bits & sand

F3 b 2 7 Flint & mixed +org. Smoothed surfaces. Abraded

QS b 1 5 Grey-white surfs (post-firing), dk grey-black core

QS b 1 14 Med. sand Very hard, Ext. surf brown (smoothed), black core
& int.

QS b 1 15 Fine-med sand w larger translucent rounded grains. Brown
ext. surf (smoothed) & margins, black core & int.

0010 F2 b c:\\ 2 91 SV V large vessel. Patchy (plain) surf, red-brown, grey C;\\

F2 @(\ ¢ 1 12/ jar  Brown ext. surf and black core. Burnished int./ext.

QS Gor(\l'\ 1 45  jar | FTI cabled rim, FNI widely spaced around nec @0 (ﬂr

{ﬂ 90 brown (burn/smoothed) int. dark grey orange‘ﬁgck gh
000. @\ shoulder
$G 0 b | 7 Fineware. Coarse rounded grains + g\w& ]@ﬁng Black
0\ 0\ burnished int./ext.
‘)W Fl b 1 5 Ext. surf (plain) brown- orangeg&f e@ﬁurmshed black. Grey
P“o core

F2 r 1 8  jar | FT/FNI cabled rim. Plain grey & orange brown. Thin

QS ba 1 96  jar | Flat base (13mm thick) Sand & white opaque quartz. plain
surfs patchy colour - orange-brown on ext. walls, black basal
ext. dark grey-brown core & int.

QS b 1 4 Brown surfs (plain), grey core & int.

0013 F1 b 1 22 Int. surf burnished, black. Ext. surf rough. buff grey. dec
F1 b 3 20 Misc. bodysherds w brown surfs (smoothed) dark core
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OP No Fabric Sherd| No. @ Wt/g Form Notes
0013 F1 b 1 17~ jar  |FTI dec on shoulder. Buff-orange grey ext. surf(plain)
(cont’d) -‘\
F1 (\c: e ! 8 Fine. burnished ext./int., black. white flint or opaque %@g ")
F2 00[ (\]\0 3 125 jar | SV. Upright flat-topped rim. Sl. splayed. Grey su ?l
o 50 core, black int. surf.
\‘Q. 3\ T 1 16 jar | Fine. Flat-topped rim sl splayed. FTI on sha\ﬂgeéélack
00 \ (plain) surfs curved
60\* o\?? T 1 12 Fineware. Square, out-turned rim %0\! measureable)
“@e’ Black surfs, ext. burnished, int ﬁ
‘0 F2 bba 8 288 jars | Misc. b/s from larger thick j Jars w 1n) patchy surfaces -
grey brown orange
F2 b 1 3 Fineware. Burnished ext. Brown
F2 b 1 6 Brown (burnished) ext. / rough int., grey core
F2 b 3 14 Dark brown-red ext. (smoothed) grey core & red int.
F2 b 1 34/ jar  Burnished int./ext. Ext. surf buff/tan grey black patchy. Black
int. & core
F2 b 53 SV. Red-brown (plain) surf, grey core & int. surf.
F3 ba 1 26 bowl | Darmsden-type fineware, 'omphalos' base. White flint or
opaque quartz & coarse sand. rounded grains. burnished
QS r 1 100 jar  |FTIrim w FNI on neck (joins 0010). Dark grey & orange.
burnished
SH b 1 9 Abundant she]& Lt grey/buff surface (smoothed) & black int.
&core a0
0014 QS b 1 7 Looks i@’cl angular quartz & opaque white quartz (up to
ipjsurfaces
0015 F1 r 1 5 0?1% il) impressed. Black surfs (plain)
F1 b 1 14 jar G¥o 013!, FTI around shoulder, plain buff-brown surf, grey
\* \Q black int.
F1 b 1 13 o"‘ @0 Black surfs (plain)
F1 b 1 Q}} Light buff-orange ext. surf (smoothed), brown-orange core &
P‘ grey int. (plain)
F2 b 1 20 buff-brown ext., black int. surfs. Burnished int./ext.
F2 b 2 16 Red-brown ext. (plain) brown int., grey core
F2 b 2 31 Dark patchy grey-brown black surfs (plain)
F3 b 1 9 Mainly sandy, v. sparse flint. Smoothed surfaces, black int.,
brown ext.
QS b 1 4 Black - burnished. Sand-organic
0016 QS b 1 6 Sand, opaque white quartz. Orange surface & margins (plain)
black core and int. surf.
0017 HOG |r 1 42 SJar MC2+ Roman
0023 Fl1 b 1 7 Abr b/s orange-brown ext., dark core & interior. b. flint, white
D quartz, sand \\
F1 3(\0 e 1 9 Opaque white quartz or flint & sand. Abr. Plain surfso(\o
\O brownish red ext., grey core & int.
00 \ grey
ha| 9& 1 13/ jar  Flat base. Orange (plain) ext. 7 dark grey int. Rﬂl agfl wi/f
\,O 0\ junc. oa\
( !0 &S“ b 1 2 Thin. sand & white flint or opaque qlﬁleoé %\G

(°
¥ ¥
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