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An ar, Iuﬁ\eqwélcal evaluation was carried out on land at Manor Farm, Bgﬂ% ahead
of é{!e cqn@truction of a farm reservoir. The site is centred on TM 0 and covers
arga of approximately 7000m2. Two evaluation trenches wer \9& ed within the
Sgdsyrint of the proposed reservoir, providing a total sample Ieng%sgqﬁ 20m. Only a
Ingle feature was located as a result of the evaluation, a small ditth at the Northeast
end of Trench 1. No associated artefactual material was located within the fill of the
ditch and the feature therefore remains undated. The ditch is most likely to represent

an earlier field boundary and appears to run virtually parallel to the existing edge of the
field 25m further to the Northeast.
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Introduction

The site lies within the farmland of Manor Farm, Battisford, in the southeast corner of an
arable field known as Grove. The area which will contain the proposed farm reservoir
lies just below the 55m O.D. contour and slopes gently down to the southeast to meet a
stream marking the farm and parish boundary. The stream flows east for around a
kilometre before joining up with a spring at Lady Well that feeds into the Bat. The
County Historic Environment Record contains relatively few entries for the farmland of
this area (see Figyre 2.). However, Manor Farm House (St John’s Manor House)(BAT
001) lies withi%ﬂtﬁé goated site once the Suffolk command post of the Knights o(\cf ®
Hospitallers((fé d c.1154). This was a military order devoted to tending sicK’ @ﬂ
weary pi@{rqﬁ irch 2004:33). Battisford Hall (BAT 002), less than half i(\rﬁétre to
the o}é&ét of the evaluation, is also on the site of a substantial medt w?anor

gl

houise ish Heritage 2008). The remnants of ancient woodlan &Yst e north of
0[& (BAT 013 & BAD 014) are perhaps further surviving indj f medieval
S upation. The nearest artefactual find-spots recorded in the i iate area include a

lemish medieval silver penny and various other medieval metal detector finds from an
area to the east of the Battisford Hall site (BAT Misc.). The basic field structure and the
location of areas of woodland has changed little during the time since the early editions
of the Ordnance Survey maps were issued (see Figure 4.).
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Figure 2. The County Hi i©Environment Record
(© Crown Copyright. All rights reserve&é d\lc unty Council Licence No. 100023395 2008)
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Figure 3. Hodskinson’s Map 1783

(© Crown Copyright. All rights reserved. Suffolk County Council Licence No. 100023395 2008)



& cx
Figure 4. First Edition of tga%gp&ance Survey Map ¢1880

rown Copyright. All rights res ounty Council Licence No. 1 5
©cC C ht. All righ 9 C C il 00023395 2008)
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Methodology

The evaluation trenches were excavated using a tracked 360° mini-digger fitted with a
1.50m toothless ditching bucket. Two trenches were excavated within the footprint of
the proposed reservoir. Trench 1 measured 80m in length by 1.50m wide and was
orientated from Northeast to Southwest. Trench 2 measured 40m long by 1.50m wide
and ran at a right angle from Trench 1 towards the Southeast. All of the trenches were
mechanically excavated to the optimum depth for revealing potential archaeological
features which, if present, would be seen contrasting with the underlying natural
geological deposits. Additional hand cleaning was carried out in order to clarify the s‘oil
profiles and fea%\m 0006. The mechanical soil stripping was constantly monitore

an archaeolep rder to cease ground reduction at the optimum archaeol Q%l

level. Thes as also searched for any unstratified finds and also thorg etal-
detect do,\??gof the trenches were recorded in terms of dimensions, lo d soll
@ g@ photographed using a 7.1mp digital camera. Details of sits were

@%d on pro forma ‘observable phenomena’ context sheets, ath from
5° %ers 0001 to 0007. Weather conditions and ground mmstuﬁe s allowed good
v sibility. The site was allocated a County Historic Environment F?écord code (BAT
012) and an oasis record has been created for the evaluation (Suffolkc1-36977).
Robert Carr (Suffolk County Council Archaeological Service Conservation Team)
specified and monitored the evaluation.



Results

O.P. No. Trench No. Feature Component Identifier Descriptio‘Q
5\\ %G\ 3
0001 Goﬁggphes fLiJr:]dsstratlfled Siu r&%ﬂq@
N (S §‘?J
-~ oou‘.':a\ PO‘> .‘00
0002 V' 0" | Alltrenches Topsoil " \[pPale-mid
\© oV Lo
*0 0 ‘)“ 3@ brown loamy
g,\) O‘\O eV clay
IS pd
0003 All trenches Subsoil Soft Pale
brown silty clay
0004 1 Trench Trench Trench 1. (80m
length)
orientated NE-
SW
0005 2 Trench Trench Trench 2. (40m
length)
orientated NW-
A SE
o
av .
0006 1 0006 &QS)B \O° Cut of ditch Probable field
\“ 5@ 0006 (Trench boundary ditch-
0{\ \ 1) date uncertain
O ¥
0007 1 0006 AW \O%| 0006 Fill of ditch Mid-reddish
R) 0 ,apo 0006 (Trench brown clayey
oY . 1) silt with darker
\ iron flecks (no
finds)

Table 1. Summary of Contexts

Trench 1. Orientated Northeast to Southwest, Trench 1 was excavated to a depth of
0.38m at the Northeast end, deepening to 0.40m at the Southwest end. The topsoil
(0002) was of pale-mid brown loamy clay (plough-soil), 0.32-0.35m deep, containing
regular small flintg\and pebbles (10-30mm) and occasional large flint nodules (50- .\
300mm). The 308 @il (0003) was a shallow layer of soft pale brown silty clay wit{;ﬁew@
stones othe(ﬂaplbccasional small flints and chalk lumps, depths ranged fro .(&54\
0.06m. '(\h‘b @ﬁerlying natural deposits were of pale brown chalky clay w'm\ &ogical
bande@? itty and sandy orange clay, mainly arranged in a north to soytR ogéntation.
ifch

6 Ditch 0006 was located crossing the extreme Northe, @\Yé ®f Trench 1.

50 tch appears to run parallel to the present field edge 25m ‘ﬂ?ﬁo the Northeast.
el

e feature had a maximum depth of 0.85m from the existing sur evel of the field,
with a ‘u’ shaped profile and gently dished base. The sides had an approximate 45°
slope and were generally slightly concave; the ditch clearly cut the subsoil layer (0003).
The fill of the ditch (0007) was mid-reddish brown clayey silt with dark reddish brown
flecks (probably iron concentrations) and virtually no stones. Very rare charcoal flecks
were also observed and the consistency was firm; a single piece of heat altered
sandstone was also seen (not retained), no other finds were located.
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Figure 6. Ditch 0006 (looking southeast))

(© Crown Copyright. All rights reserved. Suffolk County Council Licence No. 100023395 2008)
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Trench 1. Ditch 0006

\ WV - N . SW o\\
G 2 (0002) | 00(‘ _\Ge,
\; (“\ T oory 0009 N eed
0 C - [00086] oV ¢
0 g\ Y o
0 &\0\\& 0\0
K‘ R\
oV
PS
: >
77.08m
[0006] to end of
Trench 1
0 im %
\
o°°
00
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Trench 2. This trench ran at a right angle to Trench 1, in a Southeast direction. The
topsoil characteristics were the same as Trench 1, but slightly shallower (0.25m at
Northwest end to 0.30m at Southeast end). The subsoil was also consistent with that
seen in Trench 1, but was generally deeper at 0.10m. The subsoil became increasingly
silty downslope at the Southeast end of the trench and may represent ancient hillwash
accumulation. The natural underlying deposits continued to be pale brown chalky clay
with north to south bands of sandy and silty orange clay. No archaeological features or

finds were Iocateg\\n Trench 2. o)
(S g\ c° \
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%&&ence of any concentrations of archaeological features or féf aI material
5‘%1@6@5&3 that this location has long been predominantly agriculfa character.
Nowever as the sample trenches covered a relatively small and sﬁbecific area it is not
possible to be conclusive in this respect in relation to the surrounding areas of land.
The only feature that was located (Ditch 0006) failed to produce any datable material in
the form of finds and therefore cannot be positively associated with any particular
period. It is only possible to say that the ditch is unlikely to be particularly modern, due
to the absence of any such feature on earlier maps or aerial photographs. The fill of the
ditch was compact, moderately pale in shade and homogeneous in character, all of

6



which suggests a long established and undisturbed feature. Therefore, it is possible
that the ditch may represent a medieval land boundary, once enclosing one of possibly
many subdivided plots within this particular field. As a result of the limited amounts of
archaeological ev'@ence revealed during this evaluation, after consultation with the c;\\

Suffolk Cour;aba%k@il Archaeological Service Conservation Team, it was o\) -\09
recommeq& é@ﬁi no further investigation be carried out during this develop@ Qate("
project. ¢\ 000. O‘a\
0 ¢ ¢ o
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Disclaimer 009,0“0

Any opinions expressed in this report al&@&? bbsneed for further archaeological work are
those of the Field Projects Division ‘%\Fﬁ oIhe need for further work will be determined
by the Local Planning Authority a SArchaeological advisors when a planning
application is registered. Suﬁoﬂx‘)Cgﬁ ty Council’s archaeological contracting service
cannot accept responsibility for il?éonvenience caused to clients should the Planning
Authority take a different view to that expressed in the report.
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