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Summary
Site name and address: Omega Cottage, Newmarket Road, Great Chesterford, Essex
County: Essex District: Uttlesford
Village/town: Great Chesterford Parish: Great Chesterford
Planning reference: UTT/1340/95 NGR: TL 5047 4311
Client name and address: Mr and Mrs R Joyce, Omega Cottage, Great Chesterford
Nature of application: Car parking Previous land use: Garden
Size of application area: 138m’ Size of area investigated: |138m’
Site Code: GC37 Other reference: HN383
Organisation: The Heritage Network |Site Director: David Hillelson
Type of work: Excavation Finds location/Museum: |Saffron Walden Mus.
Start of work 23 October 2002 Finish of work 6 December 2002
Related SMR Nos.: SAM 24871 Periods represented: Roman/Post-med
Previous summaries /reports: [n/a

Synopsis: As the result of an archaeological condition on the planning permission for the creation of off-road
parking and associated landscaping and alteration works at Omega Cottage, Newmarket Road, Great
Chesterford, Essex, the Heritage Network was commissioned by the owner to undertake an archaeological
investigation of the site. The fieldwork involved supervision of the ground reduction and the investigation and
recording of all exposed and affected archaeological features and deposits.

The study area had been significantly disturbed by post-medieval activity including a possible backfilled gravel
quarry, and a large robber trench which followed the proposed line of the Roman town wall. Nevertheless, the
truncated remains of two Roman pits were identified, and a further ditch and gully which were undated. The
remains of the robber trench and quarry feature were only marginally affected by the groundworks and will be
preserved beneath the new drive surface.
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lintroduction

1.1  This archaeological assessment report has been prepareshalh &f Richard Joyce
Esq as part a programme of archaeological investigation carriat im advance of
development works in the garden of Omega Cottage, Newmarket Raradf Chesterford,
Essex. The investigation has been defined idarhaeological Brieprepared by théleritage
Management, Advice and Promotion Gro(fsAMP) of Essex County Council, acting as
advisers to the local planning authorityttlesford District Council (UDC) (planning ref.
UTT/1340/95). The specification for the work is contained in the Heritage Wdek's
approvedproject designdated October 2002. The work was carried out with the condent o
the Secretary of State for Culture, Media and Sport, under @e@i of the Ancient
Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 19réf. HSD 9/2/3815pt8), as advised by
English Heritage.

1.2  The property fronts on to the Newmarket Road on the northerroagprto the town.
The development works involve the creation of a driveway ardparking area, affecting an
area approximately 11.5 x 12m, located at tlwethwestend of the property, adjacent to
Poplar Lodge (see Figure 1). It is centred on grid reference TL 5047 43Elsite is part of
the garden of the property and was under lawn inmuelgt prior to the archaeological works.

1.3  The site lies within the Scheduled Ancient Monument whichraefithe Roman town

at GreatChesterford SAM 24871). Extensive remains of Roman and Saxon date are known
to exist in the vicinity. It was believed that the wall megk the northeasterrextent of the
town is located in the area of the site, running parallehwite Newmarket Road. Foundations
which may relate to this wall were observed during the comsibn of a pedestrian access to
the property, and have been noted in otgesundworksnearby. A possible corn dryer or
oven has been identified in the adjacent property to thehndttiman burials of Roman and
Saxon date have also been found nearby.

1.4  On the basis of the known archaeological evidence from theityiof the present site,
HAMP and English Heritage advised that archaeological exaavaif all areas of ground
disturbance should be undertaken in advance of the devefdgmeundworks.The aims of
the investigation have been to provide a full record of tlehaeological features and deposits
surviving on the site, with particular attention being gitenevidence for the Roman town
wall and its construction, and to occupation evidence hp#idatingand post-dating the
wall's construction.

15 The present document represents the assessment report anedumgdatarch design
defined in English Heritage's documektanagement of Archaeological Projec{MAP2,
1991), and is intended to provide a framework for an appropriategraname of
post-excavation research leading to publication.
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2Project Background

L ocation and topography

2.1 Great Chesterfordis located on the north-western boundary of Essex with
Cambridgeshire itJttlesford District. It lies on the northern edge of the Chiltern Hills,the
northern end of a gap formed by the River Cam,Gnanta,which would have formed an
obvious north - south route through the hills.

2.2  The present site lies on the western side of the Newmarket Ro@dorms part of the
garden to Omega Cottage and was laid to lawn bounded by trdesheubs. It has been built
up to provide a level plot, on ground which slopes down to thé feas 39.43mODon the
western boundary of the site 83.39mAODon the road verge. The existing ground surface
averages aB9.5mAOQD. It lies on thegravelsto the northeastof the river Cam and the
underlying geology consists of a yellowish browndsagravel.

Archaeological and Historical Background

2.3  The development area is located on the north-eastern edges dkdman town of
Great Chesterford(SAM 24871). The suggested line of the town wall runs parallel to the
Newmarket Road, on a north-west south-east alignment, athesgroperty. The walled
circuit, which formed a polygonal shaped enclosure aroundee @ approximately 14.5 ha,
was constructed in the fourth century AD. The walls were sigible in the early eighteenth
century when they were visited b$tukeleyin 1719, but were subsequently robbed for
building material and hard core.

24  The earliest identified Roman feature in the area cansdta fort, which was
constructed in the mid first century AD, possibly followitige Boudiccanrevolt. The present
site lies within the south-eastern quadrant of the fort, wiaippears to have been relatively
short-lived, and was then succeeded by the town.

2.5  Anglo-Saxoncemetrieshave also been located to the north-wdgsEMR 4939) and
south-east of the present site.

Excavation Methodology

2.6  Overburden was removed byJ&B-typewheeled excavator, fitted with a 1.5m wide
toothless ditching bucket, under careful archaeological sigi@n. Spoil from the machining
was inspected for archaeological artefacts.

2.7  The impact depth of thgroundworksexposed but, for the most part, did not breach
the archaeological horizon. It was considered appropriaerefore, to limit the destructive
investigation of exposed archaeological featureshwvould, otherwise, be preserved in situ.

2.8 The excavation area was cleaned by hand, and all potentihheological features
were sampled to ascertain their nature, depth, datequality of preservation.

HN383\assrep.sam Page 2
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29 The foundation trench for a new boundary wall was excavatederuraose
archaeological supervision using a 1.5 tonne mini-digger fiitéth a 0.5m wide toothed
bucket.

2.10 Each archaeological context was given a unique numbeipamdiormacontext cards
were written for each deposit, fil and cut. These contairorimiation on soil detalil;
dimensions; stratigraphic relationships; artefact content and interpretation. Tladgo
cross-reference to other records, including sanmgiesdrawings.

211 All plans and sections of excavated features were drawn oryegi@r film.
Pre-excavation plans were drawn at 1:50 scale, excavateddgalans at 1:20 and sections at
1:10.

2.12 A full photographic record in monochrome, supplemented by wotoansparencies,
was maintained of all excavated archaeologicalfeat

2.13 All work was carried out in accordance with the requirements oftishaeological
Brief prepared by théleritage Management Advice and Promotion Grdt{AMP) of Essex
County Council and followed the Heritage Netwodgproved Project Design.

Post-excavation methodology

2.14 Following current professional practice, the post-fieldworkages of the present
project have been divided between Archive and Assessmegestand Post-excavation
analysis and Publication stages.

Archive

2.15 Following the completion of the fieldwork stage, the sitehare, comprising the
excavation records and materials recovered have been fipdintordered, indexed,
cross-referenced and checked for internal consistency. widHanatrix has been compiled,
together with an overall site summary, and a sumobtheartefactuadata.

Artefacts

2.16 Where appropriate bulk finds, such as pottery and ceramic byifdaterial, have been
carefully washed in clean water to remove the solil. All potteas been marked with the site
code and context number. Where washing has not been apprppueakeas with some of the
daub, they have been allowed to dry naturally, before beingugrérushed with a soft dry
brush to remove as much soil as possible.

2.17 The only metalwork recovered from the site was in the formrofinails or small

unidentified iron objects. These have been allowed to dryra#ly and will be submitted to a
conservation laboratory for x-raying where appraiari
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3Assessment

QUANTIFICATION: Archive

Table1
Record type Items
Context records 17
Matrices 1
Plans A2 (1:20) 6
Sketch plangnts) 2
Level record sheets 2
Sections A2 (1:10) 6
Black & white photographs 15
Colour transparencies 1

QUANTIFICATION: Artefacts, faunal remains and samples

Table2
Type Items Quantity
Ceramic building 10 310g
material
Coal 1 20g
Fired clay 2 209
Glass 1 >1g
Iron 8 1409
Pottery 239 20179
Animal bone 62 930g
Marine shell 43 5609

*This table includes all stratified anohstratifiedmaterial.

HN383\assrep.sam
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STRATIGRAPHY AND SITE PHASING

Table 3
Feature Type C2nd C2nd- C3rd C18th- PM + residuaRB | Uncertain
C3rd C19th
Robber trench - 1 1 1 2
Pits - 1 1
Ditch - - - - - 1
Gully - - - - - 1

3.1  Atotal of five cut features were identified, comprisingreebr ditch, a gully, two pits
and a probable post-medieval robber trench, indicating tieedf the Roman town wall. Four
separate sections were excavated across these featutiesh&/exceptions of ditch [14] and
gully [16], reasonably good dating evidence was collectechfemch feature, giving a date
range for activity in this area from the late 2matury AD to the 19th century AD.

3.2  Because of the disturbed nature of gteatigraphythe limited area for excavation and
the recovery of dating material, no furtlsératigraphicanalysis is proposed.

ARTEFACTS: Pottery

I ntroduction

3.3 A total of 239 sherdsweighing 20179, was recovered from ouestratifiedand six
stratified contexts on the present site. The pottery wagaimable condition, ranging from
small, abraded fragments to sizeable, relatively unweherds.The condition of the pottery
from each context was shown on the pottery recording formsskyof a letter code, from A
to E. A signified a context containing complete, or almost ptete vessels; E signified a small
group of abraded, mainlyndiagnosticsherdsMost of the material from the present site fell
into category E.

Methodol ogy

34  The pottery was examined at x10 magnification to determine tieire of the
inclusions in the fabric. It was then sorted into fabric grsupcludingHadhamgrey wares,
NeneValley wares and black-surfaced ware. Tdeerdsn each fabric were then weighed and
counted, with the data entered pro formarecord sheets, one sheet per context. Where
possible diagnostisherds,such as rims, were paralleled with published examples of simila
forms. A date was then assigned to the contexhemasis of the forms and fabrics present.
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Discussion

3.5 The pottery assemblage from the present site ranged in datetfre early Roman
period (latelst/early2nd century AD) to the late post-medieval periddth/19thcentury).
No sherdsof Anglo-Saxon, medieval or early post-medieval pottery wereovered. The
majority of the sherdsrecovered from the site were in the form of abradeddiagnostic
bodysherds.

3.6  The most important source of pottery on the site was the largeské atHadhamin
Hertfordshire, approximatelyOkmto the south-west. A total of 78herdsof Hadhamgrey
ware (29% of the total assemblage by count) were recovereder Qdadham wares
represented on the site included oxidised wareshérds,2% by count) and black-surfaced
wares, similar to Going Fabric 35 (18herds, 5% by count). Sixty eightsherds of
unprovenancedandy grey wares (28% by count) were also recovered, makiyg\gnes as
a whole the largest fabric group on the site.

3.7  Grog-tempered wares, which tend to be prevalent on Romanisithe region, were
noticeable by their absence. Only osteerdof this fabric was recovered from the present site,
from context (11), the fill of robber trench [10]. It was undoedily residual within this
context, which also contained part of l[di@edhanred-slipped flanged bowl and post-medieval
pottery. The lack of this fabric is an indicatidintloe late date of the activity on the site.

3.8  Fine wares were represented by small amountderfeValley colour-coated wares, 2
sherdsof Colchester colour-coat, a single mica-dustgterd and 2 sherdsof Hadham
red-slipped ware. Imported wares were representeddhedsof samian(4% by count). The
identified forms comprised parts of a Form 33 cng@ a Form 30 bowl.

3.9 Jars and dishes appeared to be the predominant forms on thatdgast 4 examples
of Going type B2, a shallow dish with flaring sides and a bead rievewecovered. These are
common in Essex between the mid 2nd and mid 3rd century ADn@>4087, p.14). Many of
the jar rims collected could not be paralleled with publisegdmples as the fragments were
too small and indeterminate.

3.10 The generally abraded condition of much of the assemblagethendresence of the
post-medievabherdsassociated with Roman material, suggests that most of tleenbEge
was notin situ and that it was residual within later features, such as the rdibech for the
postulated Roman town wall. The line of the wall was quarriedhia mid 18th century,
probably when the Newmarket Road wasnpiked(Essex CC, 1999, p.12), and this date is
supported by the ceramic evidence inliaekfill of the robber trench.

3.11 Two features of Roman date were recorded on the site, pits [@L[GG]. Their fills

contained pottery of late 2nd to late 3rd century date, includisg rims fromHadhamand
NeneValley colour-coated beaksherds.
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Recommendations

3.12 The ceramic evidence from the present site indicates danf®eman occupation in
the vicinity from the later 2nd century AD to the 4th/ 5th centy. The wares present are
common on urban sites in the region and, therefore, do not ied&digh status settlement,
such as a villa.

3.13 Given that the Roman pottery assemblage from this sgmal and largely residual no
further work is proposed on this material.

3.14 On the basis of present evidence, no further work is proposeithe@mpost-medieval
pottery.

ARTEFACTS: Ceramic building material
3.15 A total of 8 pieces of tile, weighing 215g, and 2 brick fragmentsighing 95g, were
recovered from 3 stratified andubstratifiedcontext.

3.16 The brick pieces came from the topsoil and fill (11) in robbenth cut [10] and are
both post-medieval in date. The tile fragments recovereah fiill (03) in pit [01] and fill (13)
of linear [12] are Roman in date and indicate the presenceulodtantial structures in the
vicinity of the site. Those from cut [12] are probably residughim the fill. Post-medieval tile
fragments were collected from fill (11) in linear [10] and mlg contemporary with the
robbing of the Roman town wall.

Recommendations

3.17 Due to the small size of the assemblage and its fragmentaditen, no further work
is proposed on this material.

ARTEFACTS: Fired clay

3.18 Two fragments of unidentifiable fired clay, weighing 20g, weszovered from 1
unstratifiedcontext and 1 stratified context. These fragments were toadel to be able to
determine their function.

Recommendations

3.19 Due to the small size and abraded nature of the assemblageyrtherfwork is
proposed on this material.

ARTEFACTS: Coal

3.20 One piece of coal, weighing 20g, was recovered from fill (09), thgles fill of section
[08] across the possible robber trench.

HN383\assrep.sam Page 7
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Recommendations

3.21 Coalis not an unusual find in post-medieval contexts and tbexefo further work is
proposed on this material.

ARTEFACTS: Iron objects

3.22 Eight iron objects, weighing 1409, were recovered fromnstratifiedcontext and 2
stratified contexts. They are detailed in the follay table.

3.23
Table4
Context | Context type Description Spot date

6 Fill of pit [05] |Hook? sub circular head, 15 mm in diameter. 50 wmg lshank which|Late C2nd-Late
curves up at the end to form ho@knmin width at top narrowing to 5/C3rd AD
mm at point. Corroded. Complete.

6 Fill of pit [05] |Miscellaneous object. Copper alloy with remainsaofron nail. 45 mnjLate C2nd-Late
long by 15 mm wide. Curve suggests complete item Inaae been C3rd AD
circular. Nail suggests this was attached to soimgttBroken.

7 Fill of pit [05] |Nail. Sub circular headmmin diameter33mmlong shank which is |Late C2nd-Late
5mmwide at top narrowing tdmmat point. Shank is bent in middle|C3rd AD
Corroded. Complete.

u/s - Nail. Sub circular hea&mmin diameter. 74 mm long sharknmin -
width. Corroded. Complete.

u/s - Nail. Sub circular hea®4mmin diameter85mmlong shank9mm -
wide at top narrowing tdmmat point. Corroded. Complete.

u/s - Miscellaneous iten85mmlong byl0mmuwide. Cylindrical in shape. -

u/s - Miscellaneous item. Circular heddchmin diameter. Shank B5mm -
long by6mmwide. cylindrical in shape.

u/s - Cog? Circular toothed iterB0mmdiameter. Corroded. Complete. -

Recommendations

3.24 The iron nail and other objects from the fills of pit [05] areopably of Roman date,
the remainder of the assemblage is likely to be post-meldietate. Given the small size of
the assemblage, and the fact that the items are all omoontype then no further work is
proposed on this material.

ECOFACTS: Animal bone

3.25 A total of 62 animal bone fragments, weighing 930g, were recovdrech 1
unstratifiedand 4 stratified contexts. This assemblage consistedosEhbrfragments, ranging
in size from relatively large pieces to small abraded, uniflebke fragments. The identifiable
pieces indicate the presence of cattle and shesdgoes in the assemblage.

3.26 The largest stratified group was collected from context (Og, primary fill of pit
[05]. Its presence within the pit suggests that #usemblage is the result of domestic refuse.
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Recommendations

3.27 Due to the abraded nature and small size of this assemblag&jrtier work is
proposed on this material.

ECOFACTS: Shell
3.28 Atotal of 43 pieces of marine shell, weighing 5609, were recal/&mam 1 unstratified
and 3 stratified contexts.

3.29 Marine shell is a common find on Roman sites. The bulk «f thaterial was collected
from context (06), within pit [05], suggesting thhis was a domestic refuse pit.

Recommendations

3.30 Given the small size of the assemblage, and the fact thanersirell is a common find
on Roman settlement sites, no further work is psepan this material.

HN383\assrep.sam Page 9
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4Research Aims

FIELDWORK PROJECT
4.1 The original research aims for the project, as defined in theitdtgr Network's
approved Project Design dated October 2002, weesttblish:

- the initial date of occupation, periods of inteasavity, and eventual abandonment of
the site;

« the range of activity in the area and how it reddtethe Roman town and fort;

« the relationship of the deposits to those idemtifreprevious fieldwork and from
cropmarks;

- the range of objects that were in use and the& dadl status, the presence of any
imports, etc.

4.2 The assessment of the results of the fieldwork demonsttae the information
collected is adequate to meet the research ainesteBults can be summarised as follows:

Prehistoric

4.3  No evidence of prehistoric activity was recovenexhf the present site.

Early Roman (1st - early 2nd century AD)
4.4  One singlesherdof early Romangrog-tempered ware was recovered from context
(112) in the robber trench. This was undoubtedlydresd within the context.
3rd century AD
45  Two pits, cuts [01] and [05], have been dated to this phase on thedfabe pottery
in their fills.
4th century AD

46  The Roman town wall is known to have been erected during thedtury AD. A
substantial robber trench (contexts [10] and [12]) on theemtralignment was recorded on
the site, which may represent evidence for the wall. The treméhbe preserved in situ
beneath a new driveway surface.

Anglo-Saxon

4.7  No evidence of Anglo-Saxon activity was recovened the present site.

Medieval

4.8  No evidence of medieval activity was recovered fthmpresent site
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Post-medieval

4.9  The substantial robber trench (contexts [10] and [12]), whalows the assumed
alignment of the Roman town wall, has been dated to the latst-mpedieval period, on the
basis of the pottery recovered from its fill. The trench \mageredo a depth of 1.85m below
the exposed surface of the robber trench (surfac88:46mODpase =36.61mOD).

4.10 The western half of the site is largely occupied by a probhahlkfilled quarry [18].
The feature was not excavated.

Victorian/Modern

4.11 The site appears to have been built up in the Victorian or eadgern period to
provide a level garden surface. The depth of the overburdeiesvacross the site from
approximately 0.4m to more than 1.1m.

DISCUSSION

4.12 The presence of two pits, containing pottery of late 2nd - Bde century date,
suggests that this site lies on the edge of the Roman towa.ig further supported by the
presence of the robber trench which contained both Romanpasttmedieval material,
suggesting that the Roman town wall originally crossed tlesgmt site. The line of wall was
shown on eighteenth century maps, but had disappeared on lafes, probably when the
NewmarketRoad wadurnpiked.

4.13 Ditch [14] was observed running onmdrtheast-southwesiignment in thenorthwest
guadrant of the site. The feature had been removed to the sasthby a large area affill.

To the northeastit had been truncated by thgost-medievakobber trench. The evidence
suggests that the ditch may have been contemporary with, @heldbonto, the Roman wall,
possibly forming an internal property boundary. As it appdarserminate at the wall it is
unlikely to predate itStratigraphicevidence of these relationships have been removed by the
robber trench, and the lack of associated findsasaksigning a firm date impossible.

4.14 The presence of a large area of appateatkfill (19) may indicate that the site has
been reduced, possibly for gravel quarrying. This is likely tovehaemoved previously
surviving archaeological remains in this area of the site. query appears to have terraced
the natural slope of the site which runs down ftbesouthwesto thenortheast.

4.15 The foundation trench for the new garden wall (see Figure 2)atestiemodern
disturbance in the form of a cable trench and mod®ckfill. A gully was also observed in
this trench, but no artefacts were recovered te thas feature.

4.16 Direct evidence for structural remains relating to the Romvalit, previously observed

along the front of the site (Richar#iavis, pers.comm.), was not recorded during the
investigation.
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5Further Work

UPDATED RESEARCH DESIGN

5.1 The assessment of the various classes of data from the pregtt demonstrates
that the original research aims have been adequatelyvtiatin the limitations of that data,
and that no further research is required prioruolipation and deposition of the archive.

PUBLICATION

52 A summary of the results of the present project will be submwhitte Essex
Archaeology and HistoryNo more detailed publication is considered neagss

ARCHIVE

5.3  The documentary and material archive is currently held by Heritage Network Ltd
at its premises at 1RoystonRoad,Baldock.

54 In its final form, the archive will conform t@JKIC guidelines for the preparation of
excavation archives for long-term storage. All post-extiamadocumentation will be filed,
ordered, and indexed as part of the research a&chiv

55  The documentary and material archive will be depdswith Saffron Walden Museum.

Task List to Archive Deposition

Table5
Task |Description Undertaken by Days
Final archive HelenAshworth,Heritage Network 4
Archive deposition HelenAshworth,Heritage Network | 0.5
Total:| 4.5
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Appendix 1

Descriptive I nventory

RESULTS
7.1  The area of excavation measured 9.4 x 7.4m. The underlyingatageology was
reached at a depth of approximately 0.7m.

7.2  Five cut features, including 2 pits and 2 linear features, andarea of late
post-medieval disturbance, were investigated (see FigureTl®. recorded contexts are
summarised in the tables below by feature type.

Pits

7.3  Two large pits, consisting of seven contexts were observethesite. Both of these
were excavated and dated to the Roman period.

74
Table 6
Context | Type Description and inter pretation Thickness (m) Level MOD
1 Cut [Pit. 1.3m+ by 1m+. 0.62 Top - 38.43
Bottom - 37.99
2 Fill  |Fill of pit [1]. 10 YR 5/6. Sandy gravel 0.2 -
3 Fill |Fill of pit [1]. 10YR 3/6. Silty loam. 0.16 -
4 Fill |Fill of pit [1]. 10 YR 4/4.Silty clay. 0.26 -
5 Cut [Sub-circular pit. 2.5m+ by 1.2m+ 0.56+ Top - 38.81
6 Fill |Fill of pit [5]. 10 YR 4/4.Silty clay. 0.56+ -
7 Fill  |Fill of pit [5]. Mid greyish brownSilty gravel. 0.21 -
Ditches
7.5  One ditch and a possible robber trench, possibly associatedhe Roman wall, were

revealed. The ditch was truncated to tbeuthwestby a large area oinfill, and to the

northeasby the robber trench. These features compriseriited contexts.

1
Table7
Context | Type Description and inter pretation Thickness(m)| Level MOD
8 Cut |Possible robber trench for Roman wall. 6.5m+ b 1.85 Top - 38.76
3.1m Bottom - 36.91
9 Fill |Fill of [8]. 10YR 3/2.Silty clay. 0.3+ -
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Context | Type Description and inter pretation Thickness(m)| Level MOD
10 Cut |Possible robber trench for Roman wall. 6.5m+ b 1.85 Top - 38.36
3.1m Bottom - 36.5]
11 Fill |Fill of [10]. 10YR 3/2.Silty clay. 0.3+ -
12 Cut |Possible robber trench for Roman wall. 6.5m+ b 1.85 Top - 38.16
3.1m Bottom - 36.31
13 Fill |Fill of [12]. 10YR 3/2.Silty clay. 0.3+ -
14 Cut |Ditch. 0.26m+ by 0.66m+. 0.3 Top - 38.4
15 Fill |Fill of [14]. 10 YR 4/6.Silty clay. 0.21+ -

7.6  An auger hole was driven through teBeutheasterend of the possible robber trench
to ascertain its full depth. This demonstrated a fairly unifoifihaf a depth of 1.85m, although
a thin gravel deposit was observed at approxim&&ign from the surface.

Quarry

7.7  Alarge quarry feature measuring at least 3 x 1.6m occupied teeewehalf of the site
(see Figure 3). It was not excavated but it was filled with a dadygloosesilty clay (19)
similar to the overburden across much of the site.

Table8
Context | Type Description and inter pretation Thickness Level mOD
18 Cut [Quarry. North-south orientation. 2.6m+ by 1.72r - -
19 Fill |Dark grey. Loossilty clay cont. occasional flint - c.38.41
inclusions

Observation of wall footing

7.8  An footing measuring 14.3 x 0.5m was excavated for the roadsidedaoy wall (see
Figure 2). A modern cable trench runningrtheast-southwestnd measuring 1.3m in width
was observed in theoutheastorner of the footing. This would have destroyed any surviving
archaeology. Undisturbesuib-soilwas noted for the next 7m, after which the natural gravel
was exposed at a depth of approximately 0.9m from the formarrgttevel. The gravel was
cut by narrow gully, observed 10.3m from teeutheaslimit of the footing. This was 0.3m in
width and included 2 contexts:

Table9
Context | Type Description and inter pretation Thickness | Level mOD
16 Cut [Gully. North-south orientation. 0.6m+ by 0.3m. - -

17 Fill |10YR 4/3.Silty clay cont. frequent gravel - -
inclusions
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Features [10], [12] and [14]: plans & sections of the sondages
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Planof [01] NE facing section of [01]
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Features [01] and [05]: plans & sections
Figure 5
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