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Introduction

This report is a brief summary of the results of an archaeological field evaluation of Phase 1
of the Liberty Village development. Due to the development schedule, any further
archaeological works, which, as two main areas of archaeological interest were identified, is
anticipated to consist of a programme of archaeological excavation, will be carried out in the
near future. A full report on the evaluation results will therefor be included with any future
work.

The field evaluation was carried out from 12th-19th April 2005 by John Craven, James Rolfe
and Jonathan Van Jennians of the SCCAS Field Team. A rapid identification and
examination of the human skeletal remains was carried out by Sue Anderson and the pottery
by Edward Martin. Other finds were identifed by Cathy Tester.  The work was funded by the
developer, Mansells, and at their request an additional area, part of Phase 4, was evaluated as
this is to be used for the developers compound during the construction of Phase 1. The work
was carried out to a Brief and Specification issued by Judith Plouviez (SCCAS Conservation
Team).

Methodology

The site (Fig. 1), including both Phase 1 and the additional part of Phase 4, measured c.7ha and consisted of a
housing estate of widely spaced, terraced buildings, set within open lawns, which was built in the early 1960’s
on open arable land. The site was situated on a very gentle north facing slope, from 15 to 18m OD, which
becomes more noticeable to the north of Lords Walk. Thirty trenches were excavated, each 2.1m wide, with a
total length of 901.7m or 1893 sqm. This equates to approximately 2.7% of the total area, considerably less
than the specified 5% and this is chiefly due to the limitations of trench placement caused by existing buildings,
roads and numerous live service trenches. In particular there were large areas in the south-west and south-east
of the development in which no trench could be placed.

The trenches were excavated with a mechanical excavator until the undisturbed natural subsoil or
archaeological levels were reached. This consisted, across the entire site, of the removal of 0.3-0.4m of modern
ploughsoil and 0.1-0.15m of the top of the subsoil which had been plough damaged.  The natural subsoil
generally consisted of chalk with occasional natural hollows and gullies of orange sand in the northern trenches.

Results

Nineteen of the thirty trenches (1-4, 7, 8, 10, 13, 19-26 and 28-30) were devoid of any
archaeological features. These trenches, covering the higher ground in the central, southern
and eastern parts of the site were generally located upon an area of solid chalk subsoil, the
upper levels of which had been damaged by ploughing.

Trench 5 contained one large pit, 0016, measuring 2.5m in diameter from which two sherds
of Iron Age or Early Saxon pottery were recovered, 0017. Two uncertain and undated
features – possibly pits or  the butt ends of N-S aligned ditches were also identified.
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Figure 1: Trench plan

Trench 6 contained a single, undated, small ditch, aligned NE-SW.

Trench 9 contained a single, undated, feature, probably a treehole, or infill of a natural
hollow in the surface of the chalk subsoil.

Trench 11 contained three narrow gullies, 0025, 0026 and 0028, the latter containing three
sherds of Bronze Age pottery and fragments of animal bone, 0029.

Trench 12 contained a dense scatter of fifteen pits, many of which had fills containing
charcoal. A representative sample of three pits was excavated, 0018, 0020 and 0030. An
articulated animal skeleton and sherds of pottery were identified in pit 0018 and left in situ.
A sherd of Iron Age or Early Saxon pottery, along with flints and animal bone, was
recovered from the fills of 0020, 0021 and 0023 and animal bone was recovered from fill
0031 of pit 0030.

Trench 14 contained an E-W aligned ditch and two pits, 0047, 0049 and 0051. The ditch
contained animal bone, 0048, and pit 0049 contained single sherds of Bronze and Iron Age
pottery, 0050.

Trench 15 contained a cluster of five pits at its south end, of which two, 0032 and 0045, were
excavated. Sherds of Bronze Age and Iron Age or Early Saxon pottery were recovered from
the fill, 0046 of pit 0045, together with some animal bone and flint.
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Trenches 16 and 17 contained scattered irregular spreads of mid brown silt/sand, some with
evidence of charcoal, apparently infilling natural hollows in the chalk subsoil of which 0056
and 0058 each contained six sherds of Late Iron Age pottery, 0057 and 0059 respectively.
0054 contained a single sherd of Late Iron Age/Early Roman opottery and fired clay
fragments.

Trench 18 contained spreads of dark sand and a possible pit and ditch (0062-0064), the latter
with a single sherd of Bronze Age? pottery.

Trench 27 (Fig. 2) contained a very obvious, rectangular, grave cut, 0035, with vertical sides,
which was partially excavated to a depth of 0.45m. Initially excavated as a pit,
approximately 50% of the feature was excavated and a section recorded. A total of at least
four separate burials were identified.

A heavily disturbed, possibly crouched, skeleton, 0040, probably of a female aged 15-18,
was spread vertically up the southern side of the grave to the surface. Partially removed, the
rest of this burial was left in situ from a depth of 0.3m.  Fragments of a dis-articulated, older
and possibly female individual, 0037, with evidence of having a severe degenerative disease
were identified near the surface at the NE end of the cut. It is assumed that a later burial has
caused this disturbance to 0037 and 0040 and remains in situ at the base of the unexcavated
grave. A later insertion into the grave consisted of an infant, aged up to six months, 0039,
and buried with a complete, but broken, Early Bronze Age pot, 0036. A second insertion was
a discrete cremation of animal bone and a fragment of another infant, 0038. Following this
partial excavation the grave was carefully backfilled.
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Figure 2. 0035 burial and projected ring ditch

Further trenching around the area of the burial identified a possible ring ditch, 0071
estimated to be 30m in diameter and 4m wide and centred almost exactly upon 0035. A 12m
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length of the curving outer edge was seen, cutting the natural chalk and infilled with a mix of
mid brown sand and chalk. The emptying of part of a modern cable trench, 0068, showed the
cut to be steep sided and at least 0.6m deep. A sherd of Early Bronze Age pottery was
recovered from its surface, 0081.

Within the area of the ring ditch, under a putative mound, the natural chalk subsoil was often
unclear or disturbed with areas of sand and redeposited chalk. This may be the result of
processes during the mounds construction, or it may indicate the presence of further graves,
although these are not as clear on the surface as 0035.

Figure 3. Grave 0035 – skeleton 0040 lies against the grave cut, extending towards the
surface, pot 0036 and skeleton 0039 lie within the grave.

Discussion and Recommendations

The majority of the development area was devoid of archaeological evidence, in particular
there was no evidence of the Iron Age/Roman field and track systems seen immediately to
the north of Lords Walk (eg ERL 089 and ERL 120). The nature of the subsoil and the slight
slope indicates that the empty trenches generally lie on a chalk ridge or plateau, overlooking
the multi-period occupation to the north. The lack of field systems indicates that this area
was never managed or sub-divided, and it probably remained as open heathland, possibly for
livestock grazing.

In the remainder of the site, two main areas (Fig. 4) will require a program of archaeological
excavation prior to development with a possible smaller third area requiring excavation or
monitoring. Due to the limited amount of trenching it may also be necessary to have a



general programme of archaeological monitoring of groundworks during development as it is
conceivable that archaeological features as sizable as the 0035 burial and 0071 ring ditch
could exist within gaps in the trenching pattern.
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Figure 4. Spot location of archaeological features and suggested areas for further work

The grave 0035 and probable ring ditch 0071, situated upon the chalk ridge in the north-east
corner of the evaluated area, is an important discovery with at least four or five burials. The
area of the barrow will need full excavation prior to development as the archaeological levels
are only 0.3-4m below ground level and will be seriously affected. This excavation would
aim to fully establish the number and nature of burials within grave 0035 and to identify any
further burials either within the interior of the ring ditch or within the ditch itself.

Although trenches 25, 26 and 28 were blank, the possibility exists that other later activity
may have centred around the barrow, particularly as it was set in a prominent position on the
chalk ridge. For instance the Anglo-Saxon cemetery at ERL 114, which lies 450m to the
north, was centred around a Bronze Age barrow. Excavation therefore should extend for
some distance beyond the actual ring ditch, with the aim of establishing the barrows context
in the wider landscape and to see whether it has acted as a focus for subsequent human
activity.  At a later date this will probably mean that the remaining area of Phase 4 to the
east, on the other side of Norwich Road, will also need to be excavated.



The dense spread of prehistoric pits in trench 12, together with the more scattered features
and evidence of a surviving buried soil horizon in trenches 11-18, demonstrates the presence
of activity over a long period through the Bronze and Iron Ages. The evaluation has also
established that there is a good level of preservation of these occupation deposits, beneath
the ploughsoil, at a depth of 0.3-0.4m.

The deposits found are of particular interest for two main reasons. Firstly some of the Bronze
Age pottery, in pit fill 0046 for instance, may be contemporary with pot 0036 in the barrow
burial 0035. If so this may indicate that there is settlement activity associated with the
construction and use of the barrow.

Secondly the evaluation has also identified evidence of Late Iron Age activity. Excavation
work on and around the base is creating a good picture of the Late Iron Age landscape in the
area and this evaluation possibly shows the edge of a new focus of activity. The Iron Age
features and Icenian and Roman coin hoard found at ERL 048, some 200m to the west in
1972, may also be a part of this focus. The Belgic pottery recovered during the evaluation
may be an immediate pre-Boudiccan assemblage, and if so may be contemporary with the
hoard which included a coin from the mid 50’s AD (Judith Plouviez pers comm). Together
these indicate a Late Iron Age phase of settlement which may have subsequently moved
north towards Caudle Head in the Roman period.

As the archaeological levels are only 0.3-0.4m below ground level they are likely to be
destroyed during development and so archaeological excavation is likely to be required as a
mitigation strategy to record these deposits. Any excavation would aim to fully establish
whether evidence of Bronze Age settlement, contemporary to the 0035 burial and barrow,
exists, and whether there is a new focus of Late Iron Age occupation.

The third area, centred on the features, particularly pit 0016, in trench 5 may require
excavation as these features may represent the final southern extent of the Iron Age or Early
Saxon occupation seen at ERL 089 to the north. However a large part of this area is covered
by the existing road, which is due to be removed during the development, and archaeological
monitoring of groundworks in this area may be a sufficient mitigation strategy.

John Craven, April 2005

Disclaimer
Any opinions expressed in this report about the need for further archaeological work are
those of the Field Projects Division alone.  The need for further work will be determined by
the Local Planning Authority and its archaeological advisors 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.


