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Summary o)

Archaeological monitoring was carried out at Bé?){d,‘kectory, Campsea Ash as a
condition of planning application C/06/021 the monitoring is funded by Mr. S
Simonds. The site is centred on TM 3293% here a small extension to west side

of the existing dwelling is to be con%ﬁi’t@é\%his entails demolition of an existing
lean-to room and digging aroun . é ar metres of building footings. A single

visit was made to the site on t wng of 17" of November 2006, when it was
possible to examine the majoritwé the open trenches in bright dry conditions.
However, in spite of a thorough examination of all deposits under the full co-
operation of the landowners and contractors the monitoring failed to produce any
evidence of archaeological features or finds. The only feature to be revealed was a
nineteenth century brick built well.

)
= 00&‘ &

" = ."\ \60(\1
° CAMPSEY ‘{""
< \

AW

60 %" \ Camps
5\3 A P
23m o1

Q:)) -“‘k 4
Churchfield _-‘:h Park Lodge ‘\‘Q )
e 1
Belt &b «,QQ |
y A

Zoup
4@ -
Park \ # N

(© Crown Copyright. All rights reserved. Suffolk County Council Licence No. 100023395 2006)



Introduction

The Brief and Sgecification for the monitoring was produced by Robert Carr of the C;‘\
Suffolk Couqﬂég‘;yncil Archaeological Service Conservation Team (dated 6-04- %, ®
2006)(C%@90Q6). The site has high archaeological potential, especially in relati A0 e(\l\
the m \@‘Bﬁeriod and is likely to lie within the early settlement core of thexiﬁg )
Theldevglopment area is adjacent to the medieval church and churchyard. G‘Hegge

\Re was listed as Grade 11 in 1984 (LBS No. 285192) and is gene

v

s\sﬁkoﬁﬁﬂteenth century date, although the house is thought to have an e r\qb?‘e (English
P“ eritage 2006). The west side of the house, where the extension is t fé constructed,

is relatively modern. The 1880s Ordnance Survey Map indicates a large densely
wooded formal garden surrounding the house and the grounds continue to retain much

of this character today.
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Methodology
The Brief and Specification stated that the principal objective of the monitoring was c;\\
[

to attempasl,\&t%ﬂish whether there is medieval or earlier settlement remains at tfﬂf&\)‘(\\l\o
&

location ;%e's\ent, evidence for this is most likely to be revealed within the f
tren e new extension. During the monitoring visit, a measured sketgft lgr%

of fhe fiench location was produced on site in order to record localised Eﬁr(@fés,
K‘()\‘Q‘ea(t,\ﬁ’es and any finds positions. The Trench had largely been dug by.b eto
v ce limitations and also the obstruction caused by a substantial il century
{“"well. Soil profiles were recorded at two locations in the trench. ThéWell, which was
the only feature to be observed, was also closely examined and characterised.
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Conclusion .
The dimensio Q-ﬁf the trench were consistent throughout and measured 0.60m wide o\\
by 1.00m : ;Eﬁ’e individual deposits varied in depth: at Location 1 The topsoiloc.o -\Gc'
was O.Zgrg‘@and consisted of mid-dark brown sandy loam with extensive rogg e"\‘
distugta 6, typical of garden soil; the same deposit was slightly deeper at ?
g anded with orange and pale yellow sands; the subsoil was virtugdty s free.

c34fé?nally, the underlying natural was exposed to a depth of 0.60m an@‘c\,oge%ted of soft

mid-pale brown clay, again with very few stones, but very occasionaPémaII chalk

inclusions.

The only apparent previous ground disturbance was from the footings associated with
the demolished lean-to extension and also a substantial well located in the south leg of
the trench. The well had an external diameter of 1.70m and was in good condition
from a depth of around 0.40m below the present ground surface; the well had not been
backfilled. Sufficient amounts of the top of the well were preserved to show that the
head of the structure had been domed, although the uppermost brickwork was
truncated. The area within the trench layout had previously been capped with a very
substantial concrete slab. The well was constructed Q\f specialised curved red bricks
and was also rendered inside with a 10mm thick 3@’{1th based mix; a nineteenth
century date is therefore most likely. \;c,o e(q\o

SRR
No Archaeological features were obspg\(é?joeic?}ng the monitoring and no finds were
retrieved. However, the area of %rﬁun q&.ﬁjrbance was small and it therefore
remains likely that medieval ogg eg@?chaeology may exist around this location.
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Robert Atfield
Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service (Field Team)
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English Heritage, 2006 “Listed Buildings Online: The Old Rectory, Mill Lane,
Campsea Ash, LBS No. 285192’. http://Ibonline.english-heritage.org.uk/ Building
Details
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